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The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took
Chair at 11.00 a-rn., and read prayers.

the

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

APPROPRIATION BILL (GENERAL
LOAN FUND)
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 17th October.

DR TROY (Fremantle) [11.31 a.m.]: The
General Loan Fund probably is the area which
brings out more clearly than any other the
attitude of the Federal Government and the
implications of its Budget. In fact, on this
occasion we had even the Premier being mildly
critical of Mr Fraser as a result of his General
Loan Fund allocations. We have seen a cutback of
loan funds. Already, the impact of that decision,
contained in the Federal Budget and followed
through in this State, is being felt in a fairly sharp
way throughout Western Australia.

For example, I know that in the Fremantle
electorate, the harbour and rivers section of the
Public Works Department already has sacked 20
workers due to a lack of capital works. In
addition, the State Engineering Works in North
Fremantle is suffering major problems relating to
a lack of engineering work, and has recently given
notice to rive tradesmen. I understand that,
subsequently, these men were transferred to other
areas of Government employment. However, I am
told the implication of the curtailment of the
works programme at the State Engineering
Works is that another 45 men will be sacked by
Christmas. It will hardly be a very pleasant
Christmas for those workers.

Those are the problems the reduction in our
loan funds is creating in the Fremantle area, and I
am sure the same situation applies elsewhere in
the metropolitan area and throughout Western
Australia.

When we compare this year's figures with the
situation which obtained last year, we see a grim

picture unfolding. Of the total increase in the
work force last year, 3.2 per cent were employed
by the Government and only 0.7 per cent by the
private sector. As a result of the reduction in our
loan funds, our prospects for the future are very
grim. In sonic regards, this is an immediate
prospect, although in the long term the picture is
even more disastrous.

One of the long-term initiatives of the State
Government was its recent sortie to the Loan
Council, where it was granted the right to
approach international banking sources for loan
funds totalling $540 million over an eight-year
period. Roughly speaking, that represents a
capital investment of $68 million a year for each
of those eight years. However, if we subtract the
amount of funds the Government will allocate to
the North-West Shelf gas project, we are left with
a capital investment of some $25 million a year
for the next eight years. So, as a result of the lack
of loan funds from the Commonwealth, we see
this separate initiative on the part of the State
Government which means that, at best, $68
million a year for the next eight years or, at
worst, $25 million a year for the next eight years
will be invested in Western Australia.

However, in economic terms that does not
amount to a row of beans. Let us look at this
problem from the point of view not only of
Government initiatives but also of private
enterprise initiatives. The recent decision of the
Federal Government to lower interest rates will
have a big impact on private investment not only
in Western Australia but also throughout
Australia. The decision was against the world
trend of the increase in interest rates. I believe the
Federal Government's decision will be one of the
major factors in whether private investors will
find Australia a lucrative place in which to invest
their money. These are the kinds of policies being
initiated by the State Government at this time to
try to solve some of these disastrous economic
problems.

Already, more than 750 young people are
unemployed in the electorate of Fremantle and it
is anticipated another 800 young people wilt join
the "prospective work force" at the end of the
school year. That does not take into account the
people who are over the age of 21 and are
unemployed. .Jobs are disappearing at a rapid
rate.

In essence, the initiatives of the Government,
even in the area of its own capital works, as well
as towards encouraging private
initiative-understanding that they will not solve
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anything, anyway-are quite dismal and do not
really relate to our problems.

When the Premier referred to the general world
economic situation in his Budget speech he
mentioned the gloomy outlook of a number of
Government leaders in Europe and the United
States. Further evidence of such pessimism exists.
Only iwo weeks ago, for example, one of the
biggest of the world's capitalists (David
Rockefeller) was speaking at the Sydney Opera
House and making predictions that the outlook
for the American economy next year was very
gloomy indeed.

Mr MacKinnon: What did he say about
Australia's economic problems?

Dr TROY: He said they fit in with the
recessionary kind of policy being initiated by
President Carter. So, in that sense, he was in
complete accord, in that the outlook for both
America and Australia was a period of recession.

Not only Rockefeller has been making such
predictions; in addition, President Carter recently
appointed one Alfred Kahn to a post in his
Government, and a report in The Australian just
over a week ago carried his prediction of a deep
depression for the United States.

Not only the pundits from within the United
States are making such predictions; the OECD in
its recent meetings in Paris also had a very
gloomy outlook in terms of the world's economy.

In this contcxt, the Government of Western
Australia is ignoring the economic realities of the
world of which we are part. The Government has
some very fine words about job creation
programines and retraining programines;
however, in the end, they are proved to be just
words. The Estimates reveal the Government has
reduced the money available for apprenticeship
training.

This Government has no answer to the
economic problems which are about to be landed
around our ears. I charge the Government with a
dereliction of duty, and with being quite
irresponsible in this area.

MR TONKIN (Morley) 111.40 am.]: I would
like to speak briefly, pursuant to Standing Order
No. 133, on scveral matters while dealing with
this Bill.

During questions without notice today, the
Premier referred to the voluntary retirement of
public servants at 55 years of age. I have said
before that the Premier seems to be a mind
reader;, he seems to know that all these people
who want to retire in their 50s will obtain other

jobs. The Premier is badly out of touch. He does
not realise how difficult it is for most men or
women in the 5Ss to gain another job. The
chances of their obtaining another job are very
low. The Premier is speaking about the elite few
at the top of the Public Service tree. He is not
speaking about the average person in his 50s.

In his statement, the Premier is not allowing for
the fact that many people in their 50s have
worked for a lifetime, and they have had enough.
The Premier also is not allowing for the large
number of people who would not be greatly
sought after for employment after retirement. The
Premier is not in touch with people, as I am.
People in their 50s contact me saying that they
are looking for employment, but once their age
becomes known the employer is not interested.

I do not think the Premier should assume that
all those people who would leave Government jobs
at the age of 55 will obtain other jobs. I do not see
how the Premier can be a mind reader in this. His
prediction may be true in respect of the people at
the top of the Public Service tree; it may be true
in respect of the elite members of the Public
Service; but it is not true of the majority of people
who want to retire in their 50s.

The other matter I would like to mention
briefly relates to the pumping out of septic tanks
in the Town of Bassendean. The Town of
Bassendean has arrived at a monopoly
arrangement with one firm, and the local people
who wish to have their septic tanks pumped out
are permitted to employ one contractor only.

I live in the Town of Bassendean, and when I
contacted that contractor I discovered his charges
were Far higher than those of other contractors. I
broke the law by going to another contractor, and
the job was done much cheaper.

Mr Young interjected.

Mr TONKIN: That does not apply at all. In
the Shire of Bayswater there is a choice or firms.

Mr Young: In Stirling it applies. There is one
company.

Mr TONKIN: If a local authority insists on the
people using one contractor only, it is incumbent
upon the local authority to ensure that the price is
not too high. I do not believe in monopolies-

Government members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: I do not believe in monopolies,

whether Government Or private.
It is most important that if a local authority

gives the nod to a particular contractor, it should
ensure that the prices charged are not a rip-off,
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but that they are competitive. I do not know how
the authority could do that; it is probably very
difficult. Therefore I suggest that the" local
governing body should flat give a monopoly to one
company. Competition is healthy. I believe in
competition; and I believe that there should be
competition between those few Firms involved in
this work. Of course in Australia there are
limitations upon the degree of competition for
various reasons, but I will not discuss that now.

Because of the lack of competition, the people
of Bassendean are forced to have their tanks
cleaned by one contractor, and they have to pay
much higher charges than if other contractors
were employed.

I hope that the Town of Bassendean, and other
local governing bodies, will reconsider this type of
policy to make sure that the residents are not
disadvantaged. I hope the Government will
consider the matter to see if there is some way in
which the interests of the ratepayers can be
protected.

MR CARR (Geraldton) [ 11.44 a.m.J: On the
21st September the Premier introduced this Bill.
On the 22nd September, the next day, in The
Geraldion Guardian there was news coverage of a
Press statement by the Premier. The headline of
the article was, "Government's big allocation".
That gave the impression that the Government
had handed out a lot of money to the Geraldton
region. In fact, the first sentence of the article
read as follows-

Major allocations for harbor works,
education facilities and water supplies and
sewerage have been announced for the
Geraldton region.

Clearly, the Press statement from the Premier's
Department attempted to give the impression that
there had been substantial increases in the
amount of loan funds made available for the
Geraldton region.

However, when I came to study the General
Loan Fund Estimates, a very different picture
emerged. I found, in fact, that the loan fund
allocation to the Geraldton region had been
reduced in money terms by about 23 per cent,
from about $8.2 million to $6.3 million. If one
allows for inflation at the rate of something in the
vicinity of 8 per cent, that is a reduction in loan
funds for the region of something like 30 per cent.

That is only half the picture, because when one
considers the $6.3 million a little more closely one
finds that a major part of it is made up of
contracts that have already been let and, in most
cases, are nearing completion. I will quote a few

examples of that: the fifth berth at the Geraldton
Harbour; the fishing boat harbour at Port
Denison; the new primary school at Waggrakine;
and additions to the Geraldton High School, the
Geraldton Primary School, the Beachlands
Primary School, and other schools. In fact, we
find that something like half of that $6 million-
worth of work in the Geraldton region has already
been done. We are not looking at $6 million-
worth of contracts being made available to
industry in the Geraldton area.

We are looking at something like a $3-million
works programme. [ was particularly concerned
about the effect on water supply works, where
there is a reduction from something like $1.8
million in the last financial year to $1.1 million in
this financial year.

We have already seen some of the effects of
this decrease in the moves by the Government to
retrench a number of the public works and water
supply people in Geraldton. A number of people
were given retrenchment notices. Some
transferred to other jobs under the shadow of
those retrenchment notices. The remainder of
them, fortunately, managed to retain their
employment with the Government because they
were able to take a strong stand against the
Government. The PWD workers at Geraldton
took a most commendable stand when they made
it clear to the Government that they would not
forget the Government at the next election. They
said that they were not prepared to go on strike at
the time of the retrenchment notices, because they
could not see any useful purpose being served by
that. Those men have gained by their strong stand
in respect of the proposed deductions brought
about by the loan fund allocations of this
Government.

The Premier, as the member for Fremantle said
earlier, has been quite happy to blame the Federal
Government of Malcolm Fraser for the reduction
in loan funds available. Of course, that is quite all
right; there is no doubt that the amount of loan
funds made available from the Federal
Government has been reduced in real terms.
There is no point in the Premier saying that that
is Malcolm Fraser's fault because, after all, the
cut-backs in the loan funds are taking place under
this horrible new federalism.

Who was the prime architect of the new
federalism? Whose fault is it? Who was the
person who played such a big role in bringing this
new federalism into being? It was none other than
our own Premier. What is wrong with the Premier
when he stands up and blames the Federal
Government because he does not have the amount
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of loan funds that he would like to have available
to allocate throughout the State?

I have two particular complaints to make about
the allocation of loan funds in the Geraldton area.
The first one is the dishonesty of the Premier in
announcing that there was to be a huge allocation
of funds for Ceraldton in his Press statement
when, in fact, the huge funds did not exist, and
the works programme was to be reduced. The
second complaint I have, and the more important
of the two, is the effect of the reduced works
programme in itself.

The Minister for Works replied to a Press
statement of mine by saying, in his usual, friendly
manner, that I was ignorant. He pointed out that
funds are allocated to projects, and not to regions.

Of course, that statement is substantially
correct. I realise that when the Cabinet prepares
the loan programme it does not allocate money to
regions, but to specific projects. However, whilst
that is correct I would point out two things. First
of all, many projects are needed in the Geraldton
area which would be available for this
Government to allocate money to. An example
would be the Drummonds Cove-Glenfleld area
where the people need an improved water supply.
Government funds could have been used here.

The Premier's colleague, the member for
Greenough, in his speech on the Budget Estimates
quite rightly pointed out a number of hospital and
school facilities were needed in his electorate to.
which money could have been allocated. He
mentioned the Three Springs Hospital and the
need for extensions to the Mullewa Hospital, the
nurses' quarters in Northampton, and the
agricultural school at Morawa. Any of those
projects would have been worthy of the allocation
of funds from the Government in its loan
programme.

I challenge the Government to deny that there
are a number of projects in the Geraldton region
which need funds and on which funds could have
been spent usefully.

The second point in dealing with the special
circumstances which should draw the Government
away from allocating funds purely on the basis of
projects is the special situation in the Geraldton
rcgion where a very high level of unemployment
prevails. The figures for the month of October
show that in the district administered by the
Geraldton office of the Commonwealth
Employment Service there were 1 701 persons
unemployed. Of that number, 1 050 reside in the
areas of the Geraldton Town Council and the
Grecnough Shire Council.

When one looks at the latest estimates of the
work force which have been compiled by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics one can calculate
that over 12 per cent of the population of the
Geraldton Town Council and the Greenough
Shire Council areas is unemployed. This has come
about largely through the problems in various
private industries. The drought of course has had
an effect, particularly on the rural industry. Other
industries affected have been the mineral sands
and building industries. We should not forget the
general Australia-wide incompetence of the
Australian Government.

The important point is that whilst this high
level of unemployment has come about
substantially through the difficulties in the private
industries, the Government has a responsibility to
help the industries and the people of the region.
The Government cannot just say, 'The drought is
over, so the problems are over." The situation is
not as simple as that.

A report which has been prepared by the
manpower planning panel in the Geraldton region
has made the prediction that recovery from the
drought will be very slow. It has projected that a
return to "normal" times would cater for only 13
per cent of the unemployed.

We have a serious situation. The ending of the
drought is not the end of the problem. It is the
responsibility of this Government to use its works
programme to inject money into the area to help
provide solutions to the problems being faced by
industries and the unemployed in the area.

I am convinced the future of the Geraldton
region, particularly the long-term future, is very
bright. I will not be turned off my criticisms of
the Government's performance in this field by the
Premier's statement that my comments would
depress the situation further. A difficult situation
exists there. Everyone realises it is difficult in the
short term, but that does not reduce anyone's
confidence that Geraldton's long-term future is
bright.

This Government has done nothing to help
Geraldton through its unemployment difficulties.
It has provided no special funds for employment
projects along the lines of funds it has provided to
the Kalgoorlie area. Members are aware of what
the Premier has said, and of his Press statements
indicating special funds are available to provide
assistance in the Kalgoorlie region. Applications
and submissions from the Geraldton Town
Council and the Greenough Shire Council have
not resulted in such assistance being given.
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This year we rind that the Geraldton region
does not have a State Housing Commission
building programme at all. There were earlier
estimates that something like 30 homes would be
built but, in fact, we have no programme and no
houses. We Aind a complete reluctance on the part
of this Government to assist people living in that
region.

I ask: Why is it that this Government seems so
reluctant to help that particular region? Are the
people who live in the region any less deserving of
Government assistance than people in the
Kalgoorlie area or anywhere else? I do not believe
they are and they need Government assistance
now.

I can only come to one conclusion, and it is not
a very pleasant conclusion, as to why the
Government is so reluctant in this regard. There
arc no marginal seats in the Geraldton region! I
believe the Premier has made a political
calculation that whilst there has been a number of
changes in seats which have been won by new
members, he realises the members are now
stabilised in their seats. He knows the member for
Greenough is absolutely safe and there is no way
he will lose his seat. He knows I am also secure in
the seat of Geraldion and there is no risk that the
seat will fall to the Liberals. He knows the seat
would need a 5 per cent or 6 per cent swing to the
Government for it to gain the seat. He knows at
the next election he will have a very heavy load of
Fraser to carry in his saddlebags. Hel knows the
upper House member (Miss McAteer) who is
coming up for re-election is not going to be
defeated. That is the only conclusion I can' come
to as to why this Government is so disinclined to
help the people in the Geraldton area.

The Premier has used the sparse amount of
loan funds from Canberra in the politically
sensitive areas containing seats of greater
marginality.

Mr lilaikie: You are being grossly unfair. Why
not give the member for Greenough the credit the
House accords him for doing such an excellent
job?

Mr CARR: In fact, the member for Greenough
spoke on the Appropriation Bill (Consolidated
Revenue Fund) and pointed to at least four
projects in his electorate which he believed-and
I agree with him-were important and
sufficiently worthy of consideration for loan
funds. I am not criticising the member, because
he made those claims and submissions for the
purpose of having the work done: I am blaming
the Premier for not providing the money to give

assistance to the region. I am not knocking the
member; I am knocking the Premier and his
colleague, the Prime Minister.

I shall refer specifically to problems in the
building industry in Geraldton, because this
industry is perhaps the industry in the greatest
difficulty. Certainly it would receive the greatest
assistance if a large Government works
programme were implemented in the region. The
industry suffers most by the very stringent
reductions in the level of Government expenditure
in the region.

The building industry in Geraldton is depressed
at all levels; there are no major projects in the
town at the present time. A number of fairly
small projects have been completed in recent
months. The biggest project under construction is
perhaps the Geraldton Sportsmen's Club valued
at $300 000.

The lack of assistance has forced the larger
building firms which would normally have the
larger contracts down into the smaller
construction level. They have been forced into the
home construction level and this has meant the
greatest proportion of the small builders, and in
particular the subcontractors, are finding that the
work they would normally get in constructing
houses has been lost to the major companies.

I want to refer specifically to the Geraldton
Building Company, which is a great Western
Australian company. It has played a very great
role in Geraldton in the past and in the
development of the whole of the north-west of the
State. It has had many contracts spread
throughout the north-west and has an excellent
record for the standard of its work.

It has also an excellent record in the training
field. Of its 500 employees approximately 100 are
apprentices. Prior to the problems confronting
Jaxon Constructions the Geraldton Building
Company was the second largest employer of
apprentices in the State.

I believe that following the problems with
Jaxon Constructions the Geraldton Building
Company is probably the largest employer of
apprentices in this Slate. As I said earlier, this
very sighnificant company in the economy of
Geraldton has no big projects on which to tender.
It inds that, as well as putting pressure on small
builders which is one of the effects of lack of
projects, it has to tender for projects as far away
as Esperance. Of course, the possibility of
obtaining projects in that area is slim, because of
the difficulties associated with the distance
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involved and transport of some of the components
of the buildings tendered for.

I am sure the Geraldton Building Company will
have good times in the future, because it will be
certain to obtain some of the infrastructure work
associated with the North-West Shelf project, if
that project goes ahead-which we all hope it
will. However, the Geraldton Building Company
needs help in the short term. It is doing its best by
carrying out a large amount of renovation work
on its own premises. I had the opportunity of
inspecting the premises with the managing
director of the company last week. I saw the
extent of the renovation work and the number of
employees involved in this work on the company's
own premises.

This is being done with the single objective of
keeping its own men employed and in particular
of keeping on the apprentices. However, the
Geraldton Building Company will have to suffer a
drastic reduction in its normal intake of
apprentices this year. It may take on a few
apprentices; but it will not be taking on anywhere
near the number it would employ normally.

While we are talking about apprentices being
taken on, I should mention briefly also a difficulty
at the technical college where the pre-
apprenticeship courses are producing pre-
apprentices who are not able to secure
apprenticeships. A large number of pre-
apprentices have undertaken the pre-
apprenticeship courses at the technical college;
and at the time of the establishment of this course
I applauded it.

However, there is the problem that students
coming out of the pre-apprenticeship course are
not able on occasions to obtain apprenticeships.
This again, highlights the problems which are
being caused as a result of the downturn in the
building industry in Geraldton. This Government
should be prepared to act to help the building
industry in the region.

Geraldton needs a big project. If it obtained
one big project, the Geraldton Building Company
would be kept going, it would enable the company
to perhaps move slightly out of the housing field,
and it would provide more employment for the
smaller builders and subcontractors in the level of
building associated with smaller construction
work. This is where the Government could help.
The Government should assist by providing one
big project in that region.

The point is that a big project is there, ready
and waiting, if only this Government was
prepared to assist. The Geraldton Town Council

has concept plans prepared already for a theatre
and cultural centre complex. It is looking at a
project which will cost approximately $2.5 million
and will provide the region with an 800-seat
theatre. It is beyond the capacity of the Geraldton
Town Council to raise $2.5 million, using rates,
loan funds, and other finance available to it. It
can raise $1.5 million and if this Governipent was
prepared to provide $1 million, that project would
go ahead in Geraldton giving it a tremendous
facility which could be used in the long term, and
probably more importantly it would provide some
short-term relief to the building industry in the
region.

I might say the idea that the State Government
should provide funds for a cultural centre in a
regional area is not in any way irregular. After
all, the State Government provides considerable
funds for such projects and in recent years it has
contributed to a number of cultural facilities in
the metropolitan area. Funds have been provided
for the Concert Hall, the new complex. in Roe
Street, the Entertainment Centre, and His
Majesty's Theatre. These projects, of course, are
largely financed by the State Government because
they are not just Perth City Council projects. The
councI is not expected to pay for them, because
people from all over the State use these facilities.
The same situation applies in a regional centre.
People from the whole region and, in fact, from
all over the State would use a theatre complex in
any one of the regional centres in Western
Australia.

The idea of the Government providing $1
million for such a centre is not new. Proposals
have been put forward by a numBer of people that
the Government should set up a fund through
which it would provide annually approximately $1
million to one centre.

Sir Charles Court: That was the Government's
proposal.

Mr CARR: The Premier can talk about it
being the Government's proposal;, but I should
like to make the point that the member for
Stirling is in favour of it and the Geraldton Town
Council spoke to the Premier about the matter
and said it was in favour of such a fund a
considerable time ago.

Sir Charles Court: It was the Government's
proposal and policy.

Mr CARR: Many people have spoken in favour
of it. The Leader of the Opposition has spoken in
favour of it. The Premier can say that it is the
Government's proposal.

5639



5640 [ASSEMBLY]

Sir Charles Court: It was mentioned a long
time ago.

Mr CARR: If it makes the Premier feel better
to say that I shall accept that it is the
Government's proposal. However, what is the
Government doing about it? That is the question I
want answered. I do not care who gets the credit
for building a $1 million cultural centre in
Bunbury, Geraldton, or Albany. I do not care who
gets the credit for that. I want one in Geraldton
very soon. If the Premier wants to make such a
fuss of saying it is his proposal, then let him put
his money where his mouth is. He can have the
credit for it. Irrespective of what is said by any
member in this House today, if the Government
provides $1 million and enables the project to
proceed, it will receive a great deal of credit. I do
not deny the Government that and I do not want
to detract from such credit being given to the
Government. I want the Premier to put his money
where his mouth is and provide $1 million.

Mr Harman: He has a reputation of promising
things.

Mr CARR: The honourable member is correct.
The Premier has a reputation for making
promises. As I was saying, the ideal proposal
would be the one the Premier claims is his
proposal and in favour of which a number of
people have spoken.

Under that proposal a fund would be set up and
one centre would be assisted annually. However, I
am appealing to the Premier to give special
assistance now to Geraldton. This matter cannot
be slotted into an annual fund which starts the
year before the election. The employment
situation in Geraldton is so urgent that special
assistance is needed desperately and needed
immediately.

I appeal to the Premier to forget the party
political pressures he may have or any views he
may hold about obtaining greater political
mileage in another area. I appeal to him on behalf
of the people of Geraldton and of the whole
region. I am sure the member for Greenough
agrees with me when I say this is something
which is needed desperately by the whole region. I
appeal to the Premier to reconsider the decision
not to provide such assistance. I appeal to him to
consider his words that this is his proposal, and to
provide that desperately needed assistance.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) [12.07 p.m.]: In
recent times a great deal of study has been
undertaken and some action has taken place in
respect of the use of asbestos in Western
Australia. You will know, Sir, that in recent times

also people at Wittenoomt have been very
concerned about the future of their health to the
extent that in June this year they approached
three Ministers who were visiting the town and
asked them to declare the future of the town.
Those Ministers were the Minister for Health, the
Minister for Mines, and the Minister for Labour
and Industry.

At the time the Ministers said they would issue
a statement the next day. As we know, the
statement has been delayed many times. We are
told now the position of the Government will be

-made known to the people of Wittenoom
tomorrow. I do not know why Parliament cannot
be informed today as to what will happen to
Wittenoom. For some reason best known to the
Government it intends to tell the people of
Wittenoomt tomorrow, Thursday, or whenever.

My informed guess is the Government will take
no practical action in respect of the people of
Wittenoom. I say that, based on the evidence
available so far on the reaction of the Government
to the whole question of asbestos.

While we cannot blame this particular
Government for what occurred in the early days
of the asbestos mining in Western Australia, this
Government ought to take cognisance of what is
known today. In order to get some idea of the
attitude of the present Government one has only
to study a Press report in which the former
Minister for Health (Mr Ridge) said-

... the State could not be held legally or
morally responsible if Wittenoomt people
became ill because of asbestos.

That is the first point. The Government will not
do anything practical for the people of
Wittenoom; and why? Because the previous
Minister for Health said that the Government
should not be held legally or morally responsible
if the Wittenoom people become ill as a result of
asbestos. The Press report continues-

He was responding to a statement by 55
Wittenoomn residents that they would sue the
State Government in such circumstances.

The text of a petition to the Government
was published in the letters page of The West
Australian yesterday.

Mr Ridge said the State could not be put
on trial because, 40 years ago, it did not have
the medical knowledge available today.

Much was known now about the causes
and effects of asbestos-related diseases in
mine workers.
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Most of this was not even suspected when
mining began at Wittenoom.

It was difficult to see how the Government
could be held liable for something that
happened years ago and was not necessarily
the result of any government action.

Many Wittenoom people and organisations
used mine tailings. They included the local
authority and the mining company. Most
householders took tailings from the mine for
their gardens and driveways.

The Public Health Department had
advised the local authority and the company
against this use of tailings more than 20
years ago.

That is a statement by the former Minister for
Health; that is, that the Government is not legally
or morally responsible and that the Government
cannot be blamed, because 40 years ago there was
no medical knowldege of the health hazards of
asbestos mining.

I want to refer the Government to a question I
asked the Minister for Health on the 9th August
this year. One must keep in mind that asbestos
mining commenced in Wittenoom in 1938 and it
is claimed that the Government of that day had
no knowledge of the health hazards of asbestos
mining. I asked the following question-

When did the Health Department first
become aware of the dangers of asbestos
mining and milling and cancers of the lungs?

The answer was-

The meaning of the member's question is not
clear.

Asbestos mining and milling was
recognised as a health hazard in the early
1930's and its association with lung cancer
shortly afterwards. The association between
asbestos and mesothelioma was first
recognised in South Africa in the late 1950's.
The Public Health Department was aware of
this work, and the first report of
mesorhelioma in a Western Australian
asbestos worker was published by a
departmental officer in 1962.

On the same day I asked the Minister for Mines
the same question to which he replied-

It was known in the 1930's that asbestos was
harmful to health and this would have been
within the knowledge of the Mines Medical
Officer.

I cannot see how the former Minister for Health
(Mr Ridge) can say in 1978 that the State

Government could not be put on trial because 40
years ago it did not have the medical knowledge
available today. There is a conflict there. First of
all, the Public Health Department knew in the
1930s that there was a health risk associated with
asbestos. In the 1930s the Mines Department
knew of this health risk.

In 1952 our own State medical officer,
following work done in South Africa, indicated
that there was a direct relationship between
asbestos and mesothelioma. That must indicate
the off-handed attitude this Government has to
asbestos, because it has denied that this medical
knowledge was available 40 years ago, despite the
fact that the Minister for Health should at least
have known about the situation.

It also throws into question some of the
problems which will occur in the mining of
uranium and the health hazards associated with
it. One wonders what attitude the Government
will adopt to uranium mining. If it adopts the
same attitude with regard to uranium mining that
it has adopted in connection with asbestos mining,
uranium workers could well have serious health
problems in the years to come.

Surely the Government has the opportunity to
learn a lesson from the terrible experience at
Wittenoom. Some 50-odd people have died as a
result of having lived in the area and over 200
people in Western Australia are now dying as a
result of their association with asbestos mining at
Wittenoom.

It is a calamity of the worst order that this
Government has allowed the people of Wittenoom
to linger as they have done for the past five
months, not knowing what their future will be.
They have now been told in dramatic terms that
the Minister is travelling to Wittenoom to give
them this information. My guess is that nothing
will be done. Only today I asked the Minister why
the testing programme had been suspended, and
when. Hec replied that it had been suspended on
the 16th September, 1978, for technical reasons.
In answer to my question as to when it would be
resumed, he said it was to be resumed on the 24th
November. He also indicated that the trials would
continue for at least the next three months, during
the period of the easterly winds. Finally, the
Minister said-

When all results are to hand they will be
published and made known to the Wittenoom
townspeople.

Surely the inference to be drawn from the answer
to that question is that in three months' time
there will be a town of Wittenoom in which
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people will be living and those people will still be
waiting for a Government decision as (d' their
future.

Unfortunately I mast indicate to the people or
Wittenoom that they cannot really expect
anything from this Government for the
reasons I have enunciated-firstly, because the
former Minister for Health on behalf of the
Government has said that the Government is not
legally or morally responsible for the health of the
people of Wittenoom; and, secondly, because for
years and years Governments of both political
colours knew the health hazards associated with
asbestos mining but, unfortunately, took no action
until 1966 when the mine was closed.

It is disgraceful that although the PH-D and the
Mines Department knew the situation, for some
reason the Governments of those days did not act
to suspend the operations of the asbestos mine.
No action was taken until it was too late and
many people had been affected, some of whom
died. Many people are now suffering from the
illnesses associated with asbestos mining.

I say quite deliberately that the people of
Wittenoomn cannot expect very much from the
Government at all when its decision is given to
them tomorrow Or the next day. They will have to
decide themselves, based on the evidence available
to them, what further direct action they should
take.

Recently a fund of $2 million was established
by CSR Ltd., the interest on which is to be used
for the benefit of people previously engaged in the
Wittenoom activities, and who have become ill as
a result of asbestos mining. At the time, the
Labor Party said that the fund was pitifully small,
and we decried the lack of action by the
Government to participate in the fund. At that
time the Government said it was not really its
responsibility. What the Government has said is
that for years and years it has known of the
health hazard associated with asbestos mining but
today it claims no Moral or legal blame, and
claims it cannot be taken to task. The
Government claims that it cannot be involved in
any sort of special compensation arrangement
made for the victims of asbestos mining.

That attitude by the Government should be
deplored. What really should be taking place is
the provision of some sort of avenue of
communication between the Public Health
Department and the public of Western Australia,
so that all the hazards and the consequences of
asbestos mining-and the consequences of

working with asbestos-are made known to the
people of Western Australia.

I understand that the information is recorded in
Public Health Department files. Data has been
collected over the years. Case histories have been
kept of people who have been associated with
asbestos mining. All this information is available
from the Public Health Department, and all that
is necessary is for the information to be made
available to the people of Western Australia so
that they know exactly what has happened in the
past, and so that we can make judgments and
decisions on what we should do in the future.

It is well known that inquiries are already
under way in America with regard to other uses
of asbestos. I believe the US environmental
agency is investigating the health aspects of
asbestos water piping used to channel drinking
water in certain areas. I do not know whether any
inquiries have been made in this State .with

respect to the use of asbestos pipes for drinking
water. Certainly, it is something we should be
monitoring.

I feel sure that if all the facts, all the data, and
all the consequences associated with asbestos
mining were made available to the public of
Western Australia, the people would be able to
make known their views through their
parliamentary representatives. If asbestos is
something we can do without in the interests of
health, let us do without it. I am sure we could
find a substitute for asbestos.

We are here in this Parliament as
representatives of the people. If the people are not
able to be informed on what is occurring, and
what hazards are associated with asbestos, they
are not able to approach their members of
Parliament about it. If members of Parliament
are not given the opportunity to find out the
consequences of asbestos mining, and its effects
on the health of the community, then how on
earth are we to make decisions in an effort to
obtain solutions to the problem?

I say to the Government, firstly, I think the
whole business of Wittenoomn is a facade. It is
obvious the Government intends to take no
practical action with respect to the town and its
people. It is obvious that the people who have
been associated with the mining of asbestos, not
only in Western Australia but in other parts of
Australia also, are to receive no assistance.

Mr Coyne: Have you ever been there?

Mr HARMAN: Yes, on several occasions.
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It is obvious this Government has put its head
in the sand and is not prepared to take or accept
the responsibility. If the Government is really
fair-dinkum about the whole question of asbestos
and its use, why does it not make known to the
public the consequences of the mining; use, and
manufacture of asbestos in Western Australia?

MR H. DI. EVANS (Warren) (12.25 p.m.1:
There are several points I wish to raise briefly,
and the First is one which I have brought to the
notice of this House on several occasions. In fact,
I have also presented a petition on this matter. I
refer to the water supply to the town of
Pemberton.

I have been assured that Pemberton has the
highest rainfall in Western Australia, and it has
the purest water. However, by way of illustration,
I now show to members a pair of filters taken
from a washing machine at- the Pemberton
Hospital. As members can see, they are extremely
dirty and I advise against touching them. As can
be seen, the ooze is thick.

Mr Coyne: How long have they been there?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The have been in use for a
comparatively short time. They have not been
used for two summers, and members can see the
state of the filters as they Came out of the
washing machine, I obtained them yesterday.

It must be remembered that the water used at
the hospital is the same water which the
townspeople are drinking.

Mr O'Neil: How much water went through
those washing machines?

Sir Charles Court: How long have the Filters
been in use?

Mr H-. D. EVANS: They have seen one
summer. The point I make is that during the
summer, when the water in the dam gets low, it
'gets very dirty. The town water supply was
originally the hydroelectric storage dam, and
when the hydroelectric system ceased to function,
the dam became the town water supply. There is
no provision for sluice gates so that the dam can
be cleaned, and the sediment and the decaying
vegetation makes it one of the most unpleasant
places along the river.

The townspeople in Pemberton have been
tolerating this situation for about five years at
least. I raised the question five years ago, and I
pointed out that several sites are available along
the river which are eminently suitable for dam
construction. 1 suppose the best value, in terms of
dollars, in the provision of water storage for
Pemberton, would be to construct a dam at

Lefroy Brook. A dam could be constructed there
at a relatively low cost in order to provide a
permanent water supply for Pemberton.

The two filters, which originally were white,
and which I have shown to members, I think
succinctly make the point I have been stressing
over the years. The attitude of the Government is
unfortunate because there is available a relatively
easy solution for the siting of a dam which could
be constructed very easily and quite cheaply.
However, the Government has allowed the
Pemberton community of about 1 000 people to
tolerate the situation I have outlined.

The number of tourists in the area is increasing
every year. There are literally some hundreds of
caravans in the area during the summer period. A
new motel has been constructed in the town.
Apart from anything else, the tourist aspect needs
to be considered. If an individual fills a container
from a tap in the town, he is not able to see the
bottom of the container. The Public Health
Department has stated that the water is fit for
human consumption, but because of the colour of
the water it is not a pleasant experience to drink it
during the summer months.

I hope the view expressed by the member for
Murchison-Eyre does not reflect the attitude of
the Government.

Mr Coyne: What you have done does not prove
anything.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It proves there is dirt in the
water. The washing machine ceased operation
because it was clogged up by the ooze.

The second matter I want to raise concerns the
water supply of the town- of Walpole.
investigations have been going on for three
summers now, and still no provision has been
made on the Estimates for an adequate water
supply for the town. Walpole, too, is a growing
tourist community, and this is a factor which
must be considered. A water supply cannot be
provided by the local authority on precedent and,
of course, on normal areas of responsibility. If we
expect a tourist industry to expand, the basic
facilities ought to exist, and one of them is an
adequate water supply, which neither of these two
major tourist areas on the south coast has. I
express great disappointment at not seeing any
provision for it on the 1978-79 Estimates.

The third matter in relation to waler supplies
echoes a question I asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Water Supplies on
the I15th November in connection with the $200
million promised by the Fraser Government for
upgrading water supplies in the States over a five-
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year period. Western Australia is entitled to a
share of that but the Minister indicated be did not
know what the share would be. It was announced
in The West Australian that the Government had
not yet made an approach to the Federal
Government for financial assistance to reticulate
water to farmland in the north-eastern wheatbelt.

In parts (3) and (4) of my question of the I15th
November I asked-

(3) Is this amount part of the $200 million
water resources programme promised by
the Prime Minister last February?

(4) (a) After funding the north-eastern
wheatbelt programme what amount
of finance from Western Australia's
share of the $200 million water
resources programme will be left
for other projects; and

(b) what are these projects in order of
priority?

The Minister replied-

(3) Yes.

Not known at this stage;
in the original response to the
Prime Minister the following works
were listed for consideration and in
the following priority-

()Two water supply projects for
the Pilbara.

(2) Measures to reduce the salinity
of water -in the Wellington
reservoir.

(3) Flood protection in the town of
Carnarvon on the Gascoyne
River.

(4) A project involving pilot
studies by the Metropolitan
Water Board aimed at the
recycling and re-use of waste
waters and the recharging of
underground aquifers.

(5) The rebuilding of Harvey
Dam. (it was made clear that a
submission on this project
would depend upon a report
which at that stage had not
been received from the Snowy
Mountains H-ydro Electric
Corporation on the safety of
the existing dam).

(6) Extension of reticulation in
farmland areas.

As I understand it, the people in the north-eastern
wheatbelt have long been expecting an extension

of the comprehensive scheme to provide
reticulated water to that area, and I understood
from correspondence I received from residents of
that area that in the Western Australian part of
the water resources programme as announced by
the Prime Minister the north-eastern wheatbelt
would be given first priority.

That does not appear to be so. That area
appears to be No. 6 on the list of priorities
provided by the Minister. No details have been
provided. It is probably not reasonable to expect
that the fine casting and detail could be provided
now, but at least the priorities should be
established, and if the north-eastern wheatbelt is
to receive a high priority that fact should be made
known generally to all those who have projects
involved in that area. I am certain the people of
the north-eastern wheatbelt districts will be
somewhat disappointed, because those projects
are of some magnitude, and I suspect the amount
received from the Commonwealth will be
disbursed long before the comprehensive water
supply is extended to that area.

The fourth and final matter to which I would
like to refer is the establishment of a pre-primary
centre at Northcliffe. Unfortunately the Minister
is not in his place at the present time. I would like
to point out to him that during his visit in July
last he created a very favourable impression and
was very sympathetic about the situation
pertaining in Northcliffe.

It is a community which has put a great deal of
effort into providing for itself a pre-primary
education set-up by way of a house which was
made available by one of the dairy companies.
The mothers in particular have done an excellent
job in making it a pre-school facility of acceptable
standard. The Minister indicated he appreciated
what had been done and the effort that had been
made, and he left me and, I am sure, everyone
else in the community and the visitors with the
impression that he would in some way improve
the situation for the 1979 year.

I asked a question of the Minister and he
replied that further investigations were being
carried out. In all probability no separate pre-
education building will be provided at the school,
and I do not think that was to be expected, but to
my mind the Minister more than tacitly agreed to
some rearrangement and renovation to allow a
centre to operate next year, on the understanding
that the funding would be provided in this
financial year. The end of 1978 is approaching
and I cannot see there is any chance of having
this facility at Northcliffe in 1919.

(4) (a)
(b)
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I amn glad the Minister has returned to his seat.
1 will briefly repeat that the people of Northcliffe
were very favourably impressed by the Minister
during his visit in July, and he took a very
sympathetic view of the pre-school situation there.
I am sure that impression and reputation will be
somewhat tarnished if the present situation is
allowed to continue. At that stage the Minister
indicated further investigations were being carried
out and I am wondering whether he can give any
indication of (he progress that has been made in
this matter.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [12.39 p.m.J: I would
like to raise a few queries on the Estimates of
Expenditure on public works in so far as they
relate to schools and other Education Department
items.

The first thing one notes is that there has been
a decrease in this area of expenditure. I would
like to echo the comments of the member for
Geraldton who pointed out that claims of massive
expenditure by the Government in this and other
areas are patently untrue when we look at the
situation confronting us.

If we look at the capital spending on education,
the Government is claiming an expenditure of
almost $50 million. This is a big sum of money to
people like me who have trouble scraping together
$50 let alone $50 million. However, when we
compare this figure with previous years, we see
that the increase is not very great and it is mostly
accounted for by Commonwealth money rather
than by State money.

We see that the Slate Government estimates it
will spend 526 524 million on education. Of
Course we all know that State Governments tend
to underspend their estimates on education.
However, last year the State Government',s
expenditure was $29 619 019. You do not need to
be a mathematical genius, Mr Acting Speaker
(Mr Sibson)-and I am not casting reflection on
your mathematical abilities-to see that the State
Government has cut back its allocation for capital
programmes in education. That is not a massive
increase; it is not even an increase. It is a very
significant decrease.

The reason for the marginal increase in capital
funding for education is that the Commonwealth
Government, through the Schools
Comm ission-wh ich the Premier and the
Minister for Education have tried to denigrate all
this year, the much maligned Schoos
Commission-has made available considerable
sums of money to assist the State, mostly in the
area of technical and further education.

It is only the efforts of the Schools Commission
which have enabled the State Government to
come out looking at all reasonable in the area of
education capital spending this financial year.

While on the question of Schools Commission
funding, I would like to hark back to the debate
on a similar Bill last year, and several related
debates, where I raised the question of the missing
$6 million. Members may remember that
something like $13 million had been allocated to
the State for capital expenditure on education,
but only about $7 million of that had been spent
by the State Government. The missing $6 million
had been carried forward into the last financial
year and used as part of that financial year's
allocation. The net result was a loss to the State
of over $6 million in the two-year period.

I was roundly criticised by the Minister for
Education and by the Premier, both of whom told
me that I did not understand the situation and
that the money would simply be carried forward
into this year's allocation. I was told it would not
be lost to the State, but that it was not being used
at the time.

Members who looked at this year's Estimates of
Revenue and Expenditure expecting to find a
reference to this $6 million would have been
disappointed. There is no reference to this sum in
this year's figures.

Mr P. V. Jones: Of course there is not.

Mr PEARCE: In fact it is still missing.

Mr P. V. Jones: It is not itemised. Are you
asking for something to be cardied forward, or
what?

Mr PEARCE: Last year my contention was
that the money had not been used, and I asked
whether it was carried forward into the next year,
and then included as part of the last year's
allocation.

Mr P. V. Jones: I told you all about the money
allocated for works.

Mr PEARCE; I know that.

Mr P. V. Jones: All of which would not appear
here. Our new funds are being voted on.

Mr PEARCE: If what the Minister is saying is
at all factual-

Mr P. V. Jones: New funds are being voted on
for specified works and the works are listed.

Mr PEARCE: I am perfectly aware of this.
Perhaps by way of interjection the Minister could
explain to me why funds allocated by the Schools
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Commission and going back to 1972 programmes
appear here?

Mr P. V, Jones: I can tell you exactly. These
funds are allocated each year under the Act to
give assistance to State Governments. The
Commonwealth Government passes a Statute
each year.

Mr PEARCE: Yes.

Mr P. V. Jones: Those entries represent the
completion of programmes for those years. The
State Government does not pass one Statute.

Mr PEARCE: Will the Minister tell me this:
What does the reference in Budget paper No. 7
mean when it refers to finance from the Schools
Commission, 1977?

Mr P. V. Jones: I do not want to pursue it.

Mr PEARCE: I think the Minster should; the
House is entitled to know.

Mr P. V. Jones: It has been told many times by
me in relation to the questions you put forward.
The other point at issue is that the
Commonwealth makes funding available through
those items on a calendar basis, and we are
debating funds made available on a fiscal year
basis.

Mr PEARCE: That is a red herring. I would
like the Minister to make it clear to me-

Mr P. V. Jones: Hopefully we will.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister is saying to me
that Commonwealth Government money is made
available to the State for education purposes
through two avenues; one is by Commonwealth
funding under the assistance to State
Governments Act, and the other is direct funds
through the Schools Commission?

Mr P. V. Jones: No.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister seems even more
confused than he was before.

Sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.15 p.m.

Mr PEARCE: Before the luncheon suspension
I was canvassing with the Minister for Education
the vexed question of the amount of $6 million in
capital grants for Western Australian schools last
year. I took the courtesy of refreshing my memory
during the lunch break; in fact, I have been
working while other members have been dining. I
read back through Ha nsard to look at some of the
questions I asked of the Minister last year in
order to try to elucidate the situation he is now
blaming me for not understanding.

A series of questions were asked by myself, the
member far Cockburn, and several other members
in an endeavour to pin down the Minister in two
specific areas, the first relating to what money
was available to the States other than that
mentioned in Commonwealth Budget Paper No.
7; and the second relating to trying to get the
Minister to give us a list of projects that would be
built with the money made available. I will read
out the answers of the Minister because they are
so evasive that they should be recorded for
posterity. I refer first of all to question 1203 on
Thursday, the 27th October, in which I asked the
Minister for Education-

(I) Will he inform the House of all school
building projects due to be undertaken
during the current financial year other
than those listed in the State Loan
Estimates?

You will app reciate, Sir, that a very
comprehensive list of school building projects is
included in the State Loan Estimates, and as far
as I was aware that was not the complete list; and
if there was any additional money that was not
listed in the Estimates, that would be made
available for specific projects, I wanted to know
about it. I also asked-

(2) Will he indicate the estimated cost and
the source of funds for each project?

That was a specific quesion, the answer to which
could have dispelled all worries. This is what the
Minister said-

School buildings projects additional to those
listed in the State Loan Estimates will be
announced as they are undertaken. It is not
intended at this stage to provide a
consolidated list because of the need to adjust
in response to emerging needs.

The shorthand of that, of course, is that there is
no such list and presumably there are no such
funds. So I tried again in question 1256 of
Thursday, the 3rd November, 1977. 1 asked the
Minister-

What Commonwealth loan funds are
available to Western Australia during the
1977-78 financial year for capital
expenditure For-

(a) primary and secondary education;
(b) technical education,
in addition to the Commonwealth grants
listed in the 1977-78 Loan Estimates?

That was quite specific. I would have been
fascinated to have any of the accountants or

5646



jTuesday, 29th November, 1978) 64

pseudo accountants on the Government side
explain to me why some Commonweaith loan
money is included in the State Estimates and
some is not. I have never had a satisfactory
explanation, if indeed that is the case. The
Minister's reply went no way towards providing
an answer to my question. This is what he said-

Some Commonwealth funding is available
on a financial year and some on a calendar
year.

That has nothing to do with anything. lHe
continued-

For the latter, there is no legislated
amount available for each half of the fiscal
year. Estimates of expenditure made are
related to cash flows and not to the actual
amounts listed in the enabling legislation.
Accordingly, any programme for a financial
year incorporates some Commonwealth
funding from the previous year, and some
from the Cuture year.

The legislated amounts for the relevant
years are as follows-

States Grants (Schools) Act, 1972
allocation for 1977-78, $3 298 300.

States Grants (Schools Assistance) Act,
1976, for the year 1977 (as passed)
57 202 500.

States Grants (Schools Assistance) Act,
1977, for the year 1978 estimated at*
58.1 million.

States Grants (Technical and Further
Education Assistance) Act, 1976,
52929 000, including supplementation
to June, 1977.

States Grants (Technical and Further
Education Assistance) Act,
1977--esti mated at $3 255 000.

That did not answer the question at all. What I
asked was what loan funds were available other
than those listed in the State Loan Estimates, and
none of those figures referred to funds other than
those listed in the State Estimates. What I
received from the Minister was a little lecture on
how Federal and State financing systems do not
correspond; a point of which I was perfectly
aware.

The point I was interested in hearing the
Minister make was that there is a problem of
running on from year to year; because what
started the whole business was Commonwealth
Budget Paper No. 7 which lists the amount
actually drawn from the Commonwealth Treasury
by the State Government on a yearly basis.

Furthermore so that even a person such as myself
can follow it easily, in the sable the figures for the
previous five years are listed so that one can see
the trends in expenditure over that period.

I first picked up the matter when looking at the
Budget papers for two successive years. I found
the capital amount allocated for Western
Australia which had been shown as some 513
million for 1976-77 in the 1976-77 Budget papers,
was shown as an actual amount drawn of only
56.999 million in the 1977-78 Budget papers. The
following year's figure showed a slight increase on
that.

If we consider the 1978-79 Commonwealth
Budget Paper No. 7 at page 43 we find a table
which lists the figures; and when we run down the
figures we see that although the amounts have
increased for the financial years 1977-78 and
1978-79, if we compare the degree of increase in
percentage terms between Western Australia and
other States, we see there is still no accounting for
the sum of almost 57 million which was not spent
in the 1976-77 year.

I would like to seek permission to have that
table incorporated in Mansard. It is from the
Commonwealth Budget Paper No. 7 and is
entitled, "Grants for Government and Non-
Government Schools, 1974-75 to 1978-79" and
the figures are given in thousands of dollars.

The SPEAKER; Seek leave to do that at the
end or your speech.

Mr PEARCE: I will.

The table indicates that in 1974-75, Western
Australia received a capital grant of $15 789 000.
In 1975-76, that amount slumped to $10 564 000,
and the grants received by every other State
slumped by a comparable proportion.

In 1976-77, Western Australia's allocation
slumped yet again to $6 999 000. However, that
trend was not followed by the other States, some
of which received increases of up to $6 million or
58 million. It is true that two States received
slightly less than they received the previous year,
but their grants were not reduced by anything like
the same percentage suffered by Western
Australia.

In 1977-78, Western Australia drew
516 713 000; that increase would have been about
right in comparison with the other States, had we
received double the amount we actually received
in 1976-77. The estimated grant for 1978-79 is
$19 785 000, which is a little better than the other
States will do. However, nowhere do the figures
account for the missing millions of dollars.
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The Minister for Education can explain all he
likes about the different arrangements . and
systems, about calendar years and financial years,
and about the whole series of Acts under which
this has happened. H6wever, this table contains
an estimate by the Commonwealth Treasury of
how much the State actually is going to receive,
and it precedes that estimate with a statement of
how much Western Australia drew in the previous
four years. The Minister can say what he likes
about hqw much he is going to spend; however,
this statement by the Commonwealth of how
much the, State actually has been given, and how
much it will receive this year reveals the true
situation. No amount of the Minister telling me I
do not understand budgetary practice will answer
for that.

The Minister will have to explain not only to
me but also to the Commonwealth Treasurer how
it is that he proposes to spend more than he
actually receives.

Mr Bertram: It is the old bluff technique which
accountants use all the time.

Mr PEARCE: That is correct.
Mr Bertram: You have to be Speed Gordon to

be an accountant.

Mr PEARCE: That may well be the case. I
think Mr Howard and his departmental officers
would know what amounts they put on their
cheques to the States. If the Minister for
Education spends more than they send him, he
will be a magician and an accountant of the first
order. So, the missing $6 million will remain
missing. I suggest we lost it because we did not
spend it, and I further suggest we will never get it
again.

The point I was making is that the State input
of capital funding for education has beern
decreased by $3 million in the current financial
year, at a time when costs continue to rise; in real
terms of course, the decrease is considerably more
than $3 million. To an extent, this decrease is
hidden by the fact that the Federal Government
has significantly increased its input to one area;
namely, technical and further education. It must
be said additional funds are much needed in this
area;, however, increased funding is required in
other areas as well.

I make one other reference to the way in which
education funding is spent. In his speech on the
Loan Estimates, the Premier said the Government
was very concerned about its education dollars,
and was looking to spend the money in the most
effective way. The Premier gave himself a little
pat on the back because capital building costs for

schools remained virtually static in the last
financial year.

That may well be the case, and in times of
inflation it is an admirable thing. However, what
it points to is that the Government has been
paying far more for its schools than it needed to
pay in the past, due to the system of tendering it
adopts. In fact, the private enterprise system used
by the Government ensures schools cost more
than they should.

If members reflect on anything which may have
made tender of prices for schools less in the last
financial year they will realise the answer is that
there has been a tremendous slump in the
building industry, and building companies have
been forced to undercut one another-almost, to
cut one another's throat-in order to get the
business at a time when there is not a great deal
of building going on.

This relates to the fact that many
people-principally people who know what they
are talking about-have complained to me that in
the past, although school buildings have been
designed by architects from the Public Works
Department, and an estimate of their cost has
been drawn up by quantity surveyors, when those
plans have been put out for tender, they have been
receiving tender prices of anything up to 150 per
cent to 200 per cent more than the original
estimate. If a building is estimated to cost
$500 000 by the quantity surveyors, in association
with the architects and the Public Works
Department, the tender prices received to
construct that building could range from
$750 000 to $1 million. That happened in school
after school. In fact, the Education Department
and the Public Works Department were propping
up the building industry by excessive rip-offs by
people who were building schools.

There is a continuous school building
programme going on, and one would not think it
was beyond the wit of man for the Public Works
Department to employ people on a full-time
wages basis to continuously build schools-a
Government work force to undertake this
Government Work. However, what the
Government chooses to do is to put the plans out
for tender as a result of which, in recent years,
ridiculously inflated prices have been quoted by
private enterprise for the construction of schools.

Mr MacKinnon: Which particular schools?

Mr PEARCE: Every school tendered for.

Mr MacKinnon: Rubbish!
Mr PEARCE: It is not rubbish.
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Mr MacKinnon: You cannot explain to me
which schools were involved, and how much extra
was involved in the tendering process.

Mr PEARCE: If the member for Murdoch is so
fascinated, let him have a chat to his Minister and
compare the departmental estimates prepared by
the quantity surveyors with the tenders submitted
for the construction of these buildings.

Mr P. V. Jones: You should be careful when
you say that.

Mr PEARCE: I am not talking about this year,but about years prior to last year. The member
for Murdoch should check the records. Certainly,
the question of the cost of school buildings was
continuously raised in the Teachers' Union
executive when I was a member.

Mr P. V. Jones: You are suggesting that
schools should be built by day labour?

Mr PEARCE: In essence, yes.
Mr Coyne: Socialism!
Mr PEARCE: We have an interjection from

the short-lived-until the Liberal Party pre-
selection process gets going-member for
Murchison-Eyre, soon to be the ex-member.

Mr Clarko: How long will you be there?.
Mr PEARCE: I have already been re-endorsed.
Mr Young: That is not the end of the line.

Mr PEARCE: That is more than anybody on
the other side can say. I am not subject to the
sorts of pressures facing the member for
Murchison-Eyre, who has two hurdles to
overcome. Even a magazine like The Bulletin
suggests I will not have any problems in retaining
my seat. An article in The Bulletin said that if an
election had been held now, the Premier would
have been returned with a reduced majority. That
reduced majority would mean that the member
for Murdoch, who is in a very marginal situation,
might find himself out of this place sooner than I
would.

To return to one of the remarks by the member
for Murchison-Eyre-perhaps his final remark in
this place; he does not speak very often-

Mr Clarko: That is to our advantage.

Mr PEARCE: Perhaps it is.
Mr Clarko: Unlike you, which is to our

disadvantage.

Mr PEARCE: The less members on the
Government side say, the more it is to their
advantage. In fact, if they say nothing, they may
hang on to their seats a lot longer.

If the member for Murchison-Eyre suggests
that the direct employment by the Government of
people to do this work is socialism, that is a rather
strange comment to make. Is he suggesting-to
take his analogy further-that we should, in fact,
employ teachers in schools, not directly through
Government departments, but by tendering out to
various educational agencies? Should there be, for
example, an "Acme Education Company" which
tenders out for 50 teachers for this school or that?

Mr Clarko: Payment by results?
Mr PEARCE: I am not talking about payment

by results.
Mr Clarko: You were worried about that.

Mr PEARCE: I am talking about tendering.
The situation could be reached where this year
Jones & Sons, management experts, run the
Department of Health for a year, and then lose
the contract the following year when a lower
tender is submitted. That is not a proper way to
run the Public Service. By the same token, we
should not have people tendering for the
construction of schools at ridiculously high prices.

The price for the construction of schools is
falling, of course, in a time when the building
industry is tight. When companies are on the
verge of going broke, they submit ridiculously low
tenders, at least by their standards; and the result
is that the cost of building schools has decreased
this year. The Government claims credit for that.
However, if the building industry has a good year,
and if by some miracle the housing industry picks
up, the prices of schools will skyrocket again.

This sort of up-and-down situation could easily
be overcome if the Government were to have its
own work force to carry out its own jobs, rather
than paying a profit to private enterprise to have
the job done.

Mr Speaker, I could not let these Loan
Estimates slip by without pointing out the
decrease in State Government input to education
capital funding this year; without pointing out
that the papers do not, in fact, show what
happened to the $6 million that was lost in the
last financial year and the financial year before
that; and without pointing out the fallacy in the
way in which the Government claims it has been
able to contain building costs, that that has been
largely illusory and is a result of the state of the
building industry rather than anything else. If we
see the 'building industry picking up, and the State
Government fails to put a significantly greater
input into education capital funding next year and
the years after that, we will have a very tigth
situation indeed in our schools.
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The following table was incorporated by leave for schools since 1914-75 and the estimated
of the House- grants for 1978-79 at estimated June 1978

The following table shows grants to the States pres.-

Table 18-Grants for Government and Non-Government Schools(a), 1974-75 to 1978-79 (estimate)
(5 thousands)

New cg Sot WetrSouth Victoria QiCW Suh WStA Tasmania Total
wales land Australia Australia

Recurrent
1974-75 ..................................84749 72113 35604 19017 17164 5912 234579
1975-76...................................... 125395 100 354 46162 27452 23194 9327 331885
1 97&.77....................................3 51 153 134939 56058 35038 33520 11049 4217581977-78.'..-1..1 . ...-..................2 71S40 138250 59853 38566 35192 12121 455622
1978-79 (estimae) ................ 3......... 75273 146231 5963A7 38465 37878 12683 470221

1 97475_.................................... 71707 56652 27970 19159 15769 6093 199368
1975-76................................. 45886 49283 22363 11056 10564 4477 143631
1976-77.1 1....... 1.........48683 45056 28090 34612 6999 4266 147766
1 977-78 ...................................... 51952 53274 34264 17069 16733 6386 383457
1978-79(estimate) ........................ 63289 49013 32324 15509 39785 39566 181 86

1974-75 ....................... 156...... ....... M456 130765 63574 36176 32913 12003 433947
1975-76 ................ 3................_ 73283 149639 68525 38503 33738 13804 475363976-77 ..................................399837 179995 84148 49733 40519 15314 569524
1971-................................... 229492 389524 94137 55635 52005 18307 639080
1979-79 (estimate)....................... 236564 195 244 92032 53974 57663 16651 652 107

(a) Estimates only for 1978-79. Final amounts
will be determined following recommendations
of the Schools Commission to the Government
on grants for 1979. In addition, the estimates
shown do not include amounts to be paid on
account of cost supplementation; see
introductory paragraphs to the 'Education'
section.

MR WILSON (Dianella) [2.34 p.m.]: I wish to
refer to a number of instances of the disturbing
trend of events indicating that the elected
Government of the State is surrendering its
decision-making aulthority to the non-elected
bureaucracy. Well may the Premier smile,
because this Government more than any other
Government in this State's history has relied on
the bureaucracy to a great degree.

It is pleasing to see, in the estimates of
expenditure that provision has been made, to the
tune of $330 000, for the construction of a bus
transfer station at Mirrabooka. It is unfortunate
that at present that money cannot be spent. That
is unfortunate because of the situation that has
developed between two Government authorities.

On the one hand, the Mirrabooka regional
Centre development is within the province of the
State Housing Commission, and the State
Housing Commission is the developing authority
for that project. In the annual report of the State
Housing Commission there is a comment that, as
soon as construction of the shopping centre is

started, negotiations will be concluded for the
development of the bus transfer station and
Government office building.

The shopping centre development was
completed and opened for business at the
beginning of October. When I asked a question in
August about the MTT completing negotiations
with the State Housing Commission for land for
the bus transfer station, I was told that at that
stage negotiations had not been completed. Of
course, I had to assume from that answer that
unfortunately the bus station would not be ready
when the major shopping centre-a shopping
Centre complex that has been planned for that
region for many years-was to be completed at
the beginning of October.

The completion of this bus transfer station is
vital to that region. It is vital in the first place
because the shopping Centre, which was
completed at the beginning of October, has been
constructed outside the limits of established urban
development. It is out on a limb. It cannot be
approached except by private transport. There is
no direct public transport to this shopping
complex which cost $10 million. It is an absolute
scandal that this has happened.

It is a scandal that there was not co-ordination
of the sort thit we should expect between
Government authorities in the planning processes.
It is a scandal because that project, which
provides jobs for hundreds of people in the
northern suburbs of my electorate, is not
approachable directly by any means of public
transport.
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I know that the MTT has provided a bus
shuttle service from another shopping Centre.
That means that people need to catch one bus
from their homes, and change buses at a shopping
Centre in Nollamara. to travel to Mirrabooka. The
sad fact is that the shuttle service is not being
used. It is a well-acknowledged fact that the
public has a strong resistance to the system of
shuttle services-of changing bus services. That
has been a failure. It is a token measure, and as a
token measure it has proved to be a failure.

I know for a fact that the shopping Centre
developers are deeply concerned about the effect
that the lack of direct public transport to this new
development is having on the business of that very
expensive Centre. I know from private
conversations I have had that the developers,
along with the proprietors of the shops in that
Centre, attribute this fact to the lack of a proper
transport service to this Centre.

When I asked another question a couple of
weeks ago. I was told that the negotiations
between the MTT and the State Housing
Commission were still not completed-that, in
fact, they still had not been able to sort out
amongst themselves an area of land where this
$330 000 could be spent.

It is a continuing scandal that money should be
allocated and that Government departments
should still be squabbling as to where the money
will be spent when the jobs of people and the
prosperity of the shopping Centre are very much
at stake. It is the sort of squabble and scandal
that one would assume could be overcome,- or
certainly greatly alleviated, by direct decision-
making from Ministers and members of the
Government which. would cut through the sort of
red tape holding up this development.

Not long ago we had the Minister for Labour
and Industry criticising local government for
holding up development projects and affecting
employment opportunities in Australia. What we
have here is two State Government
instrumentalities which, by the shabby and
deleterious way they have handled themselves on
this occasion, are themselves squabbling in the
same way that Ministers find it so easy to blame
others For the state of things in this State.
Government Ministers should look to themselves
and their departments, and tidy up their own
front yards, before they cast aspersions on others.

Mr Laurance: We can now acknowledge you as
the new champion of private enterprise.

Mr WILSON: Where private enterprise is
taking a lead in providing jobs I will always

criticise Government departments which are
getting in the way and preventing it from getting
on with the job. In this case, as the Secretary of
the Cabinet has so conveniently reminded me, we
have the instance of a self-confessed private
enterprise Liberal-National Country Party
coalition Government doing that very thing. I am
sure the member for Gascoyne would not want to
take any sort of praise on his own shoulders for
that happening. He might have a word to some of
his ministerial colleagues in this regard to bring
about some good effect.

I shall refer now to a particularly mean action
by a Government Minister which is affecting a
much-needed local development in my electorate.
Earlier this year the City of Stirling made an
approach to the Minister for Lands to have a
portion of a reserve in Dianella separately
reserved and put in its charge so that it might be
used for a much-needed autumn Centre in that
locality.

Subsequent to that I asked a number of
questions of the Minister in Parliament. The
response I received was that the matter had been
referred to the Crown Law Department for an
opinion because of certain anomalies which might
be involved in that sort of arrangement. I was
subsequently informed that the Crown Law
Department held the opinion that perhaps an
autumn Centre was not consistent with the
reserved purpose of public recreation. I was
further informed at a later time that
consideration had to be given to what could
perhaps be euphemistically referred to as
"1sensitive moral issues" surrounding a change in
reserve purpose when the land had been
specifically set aside as a reserve for public
recreation under the subdivisional processes of
the Town Planning and Development Act.

It is interesting how this Government resorts to
expressions such as "sensitive moral issues" when
it chooses to give these legalisms the full force of
law. We were reminded by the honourable
member for Morley the other night how these
become rigid formulas which the Government and
the Ministers responsible for departments indicate
to us cannot be avoided at any cost whatsoever.
When it suits the Government and its Ministers
these decisions become the immutable law of the
Medes and the Persians and the actual needs of
the people at the local level become insignificant
to them.

In this sad catalogue of events I was
subsequently advised that the Cabinet-I suppose
in these days of Cabinet Government we have to
consider that Cabinet members can be excused
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for placing themselves most of the time at no less
a level than that of the divine-as a matter of
policy decided that reserves for recreation in
subdivisions should not be developed or used for a
restricted section of the community.

I admit that under most situations that could be
a fairly sensible sort of policy. However, it does
not prevent me and many other people in the
community from being bitterly disappointed that
the Minister and the Government were not
prepared to look at the special needs in this
community for an autumn centre site.

This particular site is really the only site
available in the locality where the autumn centre
can be suitably constructed. It is close to shops,
public transport, and a library now under
construction. The only other site is a great deal of
distance away and adjacent to a major
intersection which would provide a hazardous
situation for a centre for elderly citizens. The site
chosen is undeveloped and an eyesore. Any
development at all would only beautify it. There is
sufficient room available for the normal
proportion of public open space as well as a site
for this much-needed autumn centre. The
development of the autumn centre would lead to
the beautification of the area. It would open up
the site not only to many members of the autumn
centre, but also to the general public. It would be
a great asset to the community if it was developed
in this way.

This particular autumn club has presently 140
members and operates on a temporary basis from
a small hall which it must share with many other
local groups. The continuing delay in finding a
site has meant a continuing delay in the necessary
approaches to the Federal Government for funds
for an autumn centre for this community.

One can be only bitterly disappointed.
especially with the latest response received from
the Minister for Lands to the latest approach
from the City of Stirling politely requesting the
Minister to receive a deputation from the City of
Stirling to consider further the needs of this
community for this facility, and to the restrictions
on this community to provide a suitable site. I do
not know at what level Ministers operate these
days, but I suppose if Cabinet is at the divine level
Ministers must consider themselves something
like divine figures.

The Minister refused to see the deputation
from his high, unreachable level on the basis that
no further assistance could be offered. We get this
sort of response from the Government time and
time again. There is absolutely no consideration

at all given to the needs of people at the local
community level. Ministers seem to consider
themselves at too high a level and too remote
from the people in the community to bring
themselves to consider the sort of request that
comes from people at this local level for a much-
needed facility.

Mr O'Connor: Did any of your Ministers ever
do the same?

Mr WILSON: I do not know the answer to the
question posed by the Minister. I was not in the
House to remind our Ministers of their
responsibilities. Had I been a member at the time
the Minister can rest assured I would have
reminded our Ministers just as I am reminding
him, because 1 have no respect for office on either
side of this House. If any member of this
Government, or of any other Government, is not
meeting his responsibility in measuring the needs
of people at whatever level of the community, I
would bring that to his attention whatever
Government was in office.

Mr O'Connor: What have you got respect for,
can you tell me?

Mr WILSON: I do not have any respect at all
for Ministers who interject on private members
when they are making speeches, because
Ministers of course can use any time they like to
make speeches in this House. I think it is impolite
of the Minister at least to interject to such a great
degree when I am speaking about a matter which
does not affect his own portfolio.

Mr O'Connor: It was such a silly statement, I
could not help interjecting.

Mr WILSON: I am prepared to accept it was a
silly comment in response to that made by the
Minister.

Mrs Craig: Are you saying-

Mr WILSON: Now the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands is trying to come in. It is a
little late in the piece for her to try to interject.

Mr O'Connor: Previously you were complaining
that the Minister bad done nothing.

Mrs Craig: Are you saying a particular group
only in your community ought to have access to
public open space set aside for recreation for all
people, not just for a limited group?

Mr WILSON: That question indicates the
Minister has not been listening to what I have
been saying, because I covered that point very
fully in what I have already said. I do not intend
to go back over what I have said to answer a trick
question from the Minister.
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Mrs Craig: Are you saying you do not want
public open space for recreation purposes?

Mr WILSON: I should like to take up the
particular point made by the Minister. I referred
earlier to the fact that what was being given to
the local community in this case was a great deal
less than was desirable. The Minister has
perpetuated that line of argument in what she is
saying. I have already said, for the benefit of the
House and I shall repeat it for the Minister's
benefit because she was not listening, that I agree
in general principle it could be said that there
should be a policy governing the separate vesting
of areas vested for public recreation. 1 had
admitted that already and the Minister obviously
did not listen to that part of what I said. I went on
to say that unfortunately when we have a
Government which relies on bureaucrats, we have
the adoption of formulas such as that and the
carrying out of all actions subject to such
formulas without sufficient regard for particular
instances where there could be variations on those
formulas. What I am saying is that I consider this
community has good reason to expect fair and
sympathetic consideration from the Minister
about the special difficulties of its particular
situation.

I do not consider that even at this stag;, when
the Minister, who was previously the Minister for
Lands and is now representing that Minister,
might say whatever she has to say-which is that
it is too late now because the decision was made
and the decision is all-binding, therefore, we
should not query it-it is still not good enough for
a Minister to say to a local authority representing
the interests of a local community group, "No, I
do not want to see, you. The decision has been
made. Nothing more can be done about it."

Mrs Craig: I did see a member of the local
authority.

Mr WILSON: I amn not referring to the
Minister seeing a member of a local authority.

Mrs Craig: You said the Minister refused to.

Mr WILSON: The Minister for Lands has
refused to see a deputation.

Mrs Craig: The decision has been made.

Mr WILSON: The decision has been made at
this high, rarified level and nothing more can be
done. I believe the Minister is starting to agree
with what I have to say and I am glad to see that.

Mr Young: I have news for you!

Mr WILSON: I want simply to conclude my
remarks on this particular item by saying that I

fear-and I am not happy to say it-tbat what we
have here is another instance of big Government
turning a blind eye to the warranted and genuine
needs expressed by a local community group.
That sadly reflects the style of government we are
suffering at the present time from the top down.

There is one other matter I want to bring
before the House. It concerns another area where
one might think more prompt action could have
brought about an alleviation of what I suppose
Ministers and the Government might consider to
be a fairly small item with which they would not
normally bother themselves.

I asked a question on Wednesday, the 25th
November, and I received the answer today, the
28th November. It concerns the go-ahead for a
medical centre at the Mirrabooka Senior High
School. I understand a nurse was appointed to
this school earlier this year on the basis that funds
were to be made available for a medical centre
there. The nurse was appointed and since the
beginning of the year she has operated under
conditions which could be described only as
grossly primitive. Her office is a small cubby-hole
about seven feet square which was designed
originally as a tea-room for the staff room of the
school. Most of the space in the room is taken up
with cupboards, a sink, and some filing drawers.
The room faces north and the north side of the
wall is taken up totally with windows so that in
the hot weather the room is like an oven. The
nurse goes home every day with a terrible
headache as a result of working in those
conditions which I would not ask anyone to work
under.

The room in which the nurse sees students is
separated from this so-called office by a
considerable distance. The space in that room is
taken up by three beds and a pile of other
equipment as a result of which there is little area
in which to move about.

I understand tenders were called for the
medical centre several months ago and I learnt
from the answer to the question I asked six days
ago that, unlike the information which was being
bandied around locally, it was not true that the
tender had been let and finance was not available
to fund the project. In fact the situation is that
the price quoted when the tenders were called
were higher than expected and the position is
being reviewed.

It is nice that the position is being reviewed. It
is good that, if the tenders were too high, the
position should be reviewed. However, this review
has been proceeding for several months it seems
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and in the meantime the staff at the school have
continued to wonder when the medical centre will
become available. They continue to wonder also
whether the building programme will proceed
during the school vacation in order that it causes
the least possible inconvenience to the nurse in her
work and to the school administration or whether
the building programme will be put off
indefinitely.

The information I have received is not very
heartening. I am advised the position is being
reviewed now, several months after the tenders
went out, that funds are still available-that is a
great consolation-and that the project will
proceed as soon as the review is completed.
Goodness knows when that will be.

In the meantime we have about I1200 children
and a staff of about 80 teachers who are affected.
I suppose that the Minister and the Government
consider that a few hundred people are nothing .to
get busy about. Their attitude is: Let the
bureaucracy roll on and fumble about somehow or
other; do not let us worry about how these people
are getting on; we will wait and see..

That is not the proper way to run a
Government or a State. The Government should
concern itself with the welfare of people. This and
the other matters I brought to the attention of the
House are a slur on the Government, and they
indicate that it is time the Ministers-from the
top down-got off their seats and concerned
themselves with the matters which worry
individuals in this State. The Ministers should
come down from the clouds and realise that they
are mere mortals and that they are dealing with
mere mortals.

MR HODGE (Melville) [3.01 p.m.]: Today I
asked a number of questions without notice of the
Premier about the future of the Bicton animal
quarantine station, because this is a matter of
considerable concern to my constituents,
particularly those living in the Bicton area in the
vicinity of the station. Over the past few weeks I
have asked the Premier a few questions on this
matter, but I have not received a great deal of
information.

Today the Premier indicated that he did not
believe that negotiations were dragging on
unnecessarily as they had begun only on the 1st
November. 1 do not believe that information Is
correct. The Premier has been given some
incorrect information or someone has misled him,
because I have in my office a copy of a letter sent
by Senator Chancy, Federal Minister for
Administrative Services, to the member for

Fremantle (John Dawkins). I rang my office at
lunchtime and asked my secretary to dictate the
relevant section of the letter to me. I will now
read it, because it proves that the answer the
Premier gave me was incorrect. The letter,
concerning the quarantine station, reads as
follows-

Discussions on its relocation are
proceeding with the Western Australian
Government at the present time. The object
of these discussions is to achieve a usage of
the site which is more in harmony with the
surrounding residential development. In the
event that the animal quarantine station is
relocated the Bieton site will be offered for
sale in the first instance to the State of
Western Australia, if that offer is accepted
the future use of the land will no longer be
the concern of the Commonwealth. In that
event the local residents will no doubt make
their views known to the appropriate State
authorities.

That letter was written by Senator Chancy on the
13th September, 1978.

Sir Charles Court: That is right. That relates to
the general question of the transfer of the site and
negotiations about the land, but the date I
gave-the 1st November-was the date the
proposal was made to get down to the nitty-gritty
about dollars and cents. They are two different
things.

Mr H-ODGE: That is an interesting variation.

Sir Charles Court: No, it is not.

Mr IHODGE: That is not clear in the answer.

Sir Charles Court: That is how it happens. First
of all, you get an agreement that they will do a
deal with you, and then you get down to the nitty-
gritty of dollars and cents, as we have had to do
about Forrest Place about which you are not
happy.

Mr I-ODGE: Negotiations did start in fact in
September sometime, did they not, not on the 1st
November? They have been dragging on in some
form or other since September, which is a fairly
considerable time. I want to remind the Premier
that constituents in my electorate are anxious
about the animal quarantine station. There have
been rumours for about 20 years that the station
will be shifted, and the people have had to put up
with living in a built-up residential area near the
station. They are anxious to know when the
station is going and what will be in its place.

I have been contacted by a large number of
constituents, many of whom have taken the
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trouble to write to mec to express their views on
what should happen to the site. I can report that
the overwhelming majority of the constituents
who have written want the area to be turned into
public open space or made available for some
form of community use. I hope the Premier and
the Government will keep that in mind when
negotiations are taking place. There is a strong
view in the Melville area that the site should be
purchased by the State Government and turned
over for community use.

Many organisations have written to me asking
me to make arrangements for them to have the
buildings on the site. Of course, I have had to tell
them that it is not up to me and that they should
be writing to the Premier as he is in charge of
that side of it.

I just wanted to draw to the attention of the
H-ouse the anxiety in my electorate about the
quarantine station, and I hope the Government
will speed up negotiations as quickly as it can and
will make the right decisions; that is, to purchase
the site and turn it over to community use and not
to real estate developers.

The second point I wish to discuss involves the
harsh and heartless treatment dished out- by the
Government to one of my constituents. Some time
ago the constituent and his wife-a childless
couple-migrated to this country from Ireland.
They were assisted by Peter Shack, MHR, who
intervened with the SHC which gave them a
rental home in Willagee. The SHC bent the rules
to give this childless couple the accommodation.

Mr O'Connor: How long have they been here?

Mr HODGE: I do not know, but Peter Shack
intervened a few months ago and got them a
house. The rules were bent because they should
never have been given the house as they were
childless, hut under the special circumstances the
commission felt that the couple warranted a
house. The man is a migrant with no friends or
relatives in Australia.

Mr O'Connor: No friends in Australia?

Mr HODGE: He has told me he has none. He
is slightly mentally handicapped, suffers from a
severe speech defect, and is unemployed. If that is
not enough, just recently his marriage broke up
and his wife left him, and the SI-C is threatening
to evict him.

Mr O'Connor: What was the name?

Mr HODGE: I will tell the Minister
afterwards.

Mr O'Connor: It will give me a chance to check
up on it now.

Mr HODGE: I have not finished yet. I
approached the commission on his behalf, because
Peter Shack threw in the towel and wrote to me to
ask if I would take up the case for him, I suppose
because he could see it was too hard for him. I did
so. I made representations to the SHC. I said that
I knew that Strictly speaking, as he was a single
man, he should not be occupying the house,
because there is a long waiting list of people with
families. However, the SUC bent the rules in the
first place to give the couple a house when they
should never have been given one. I do not believe
it is right and proper to throw the man out on the
street now, particularly under the circumstances.
The commission reconsidered the matter and said
that the decision still stood and he would be
evicted.

A few days ago I made a personal approach to
the Minister for Housing and gave him all the
details. I asked him to look personally into the
matter and felt confident that if -he did so and
-knew all the Circumstances he would intervene in
a more humane manner and the man would not
be evicted. I am afraid I overrated the Minister. I
was severely disappointed when I received a letter
from him yesterday saying that although he was
sympathetic he backed up the commission, and
the man must leave his house. I did expect
something better than that from the Minister. I
thought, as did the member for Dianella, that the
Minister would not be so inflexible and that when
he considered the matter in a more humane way
he would have made a different decision.

Mr O'Connor: I take it that you would prefer
this man to remain in the house and a man with a
family and children to be deprived of a house?

Mr HODGE: The Minister is missing the point.

Mr O'Connor: No, I am not.* I am asking a
question.

Mr HODGE: I think that it is regrettable that
as a single man he is occupying the house.

Mr O'Connor: He was not put in as a single
man.

Mr HODGE: No, but even when his wife was
still with him, he should not have been given the
house, because the commission's policy is not to
place married couples with no children into three-
bed roomed houses. The commission bent the rules
in the first place.

Mr Tonkin: Why did it do that?
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Mr Coyne: Perhaps we should take out all the
families and put in single people!

Mr HODGE: I am trying to raise a very serious
point. I am not advocating that families should be
kept out of Housing Commission homes,
generally, to the exclusion of single people. The
member for Murchison-Eyre has not been
listening to what I am saying. This is a particular
case where a man has no friends or relatives in
Australia, he is mentally retarded, and suffers a
severe speech defect. He cannot find a job and his
wife has now left him. The commission has
threatened to throw him out. Where can he go?
He cannot f ind any other accommodation.

Mr O'Connor: Is he behind with his rent?

Mr HODGE: I do not think so; the commission
did not mention it. The commission said it has a
policy under which single people cannot occupy
its houses. We know that is the policy, and I think
it is a sensible and sane policy generally. But, this
is an exception. The man was put into the house
when he should not have been and I think under
the special circumstances some flexibility has to
be allowed for this special case.

I hope the man sticks to his guns and is not
intimidated into leaving the house. I do not think
even this Government would have the hide to
forcibly throw him out onto the street. I certainly
will give him my support to see it does not
happen. I hope the Government will have another
look at the matter and adopt a slightly more
humane attitude. If the man is not allowed to stay
in the house, I think the Government is under
some obligation to fi nd alternative
accommodation for him. The commiss ion benit the
rules to place him in the house in the first
instance, and I think it should bend the rules
again and either allow him to stay or find him
some alternative accommodation.

SIR CHARLES COURT
(Nedlands-Teasurer) [3.12 p.m.J: In
commenting on the remarks of various members,
I start with the member for Fremantle. He made
some criticism of the funds available, but he was
really reiterating, in some ways, what I said in the
course of my speech. We are not happy with the
amount of money made available by the
Commonwealth. We regard it as a minus growth
situation, even when we allow for the special
amounts made available through semi-
Government instrumentalities.

The cold hard facts are that the States have
had to budget on what was available to them, and
have had to generate as much as possible from
their own internal sources. In the overall

programme I think we have done very well to use
the money as well as we have. To be fair, we have
been trying to split it up and be as realistic as we
could,

The member for Fremantle also referred to the
money that would be borrowed by all States in
connection with infrastructure works under the
new arrangements ihat have been worked out
with the Federal Government as "a cover up"$. I
think he has used that phrase on previous
occasions. I cannot see where he gets that idea.
The money which is to be made available is a new
idea. It is additional money which will be made
available because of the initiative of this State, so
that the various States can get back into their
rightful place and stimulate resource development
projects by doing what the States have not been
able to do; namely, finance greater proportions of
infrastructure.

The member then went on to talk about interest
rates, but I could not follow the thrust of his
argument. I was under the impression he was
criticising the Commonwealth Government, and
criticising myself as Premier of this State, for
wanting to get interest rates down. Of course, we
know the world trend in relation to interest rates
is upward, as has happened in the USA. That
country let go its grip On the fight against
inflation, and suddenly found itself in the serious
situation where it had to take very serious
measures to try to regain control. That is what
happens when the fight is abandoned midstream,
and the battle has to be fought all over again to
get on top of inflation.

America is a classic case. We know that
interest rates in that country are going up as a
Matter of deliberate policy and as an anti-
inflation measure to try to recapture control of
the situation. That does not mean we should
continue for ever and a day, now that we are
starting to show some success in the fight
against inflation, to allow our interest rates to
remain at a level which the Commonwealth
Government and the State Governments regard as
being too high.

I know there is a risk with it; of course there is.
It could be, if the money situation gets tighter and
money dries up-or even if money rushes off to
America because of the higher interest
rates-that the Commonwealth Government and
the State Governments will have to reappraise the
situation and make a decision. But, I sincerely
hope it goes on the way it has been progressing. I
think we will be able to get interest rates down. I
thought the member for Fremantle would have
applauded our efforts rather than criticise them.

5656



[Tuesday, 28th November, 1978] 55

The member for Morley referred to early
retirement, and although it is not directly related
to loan funds I will comment briefly. I can only
reiterate my own opinion and the opinion of the
Government. That opinion is that if we have this
early retirement provision there will be a tendency
for the most capable, the most able, and the fittest
people to want to retire at the earliest possible
age. I do not quite follow whether the member for
Morley wants us to follow the Commonwealth
line; that is, to have compulsory retirement, where
the Government of the day says to certain
persons, "Your retiring age is at 55 years", or
some other age. I do not think that is something
we want to be involved with. We already have a
compulsory retiring age, and a voluntary retiring
age.

Mr Tonkin: Where did the Premier get the idea
that it is only a compulsory retirement provision?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the honourable
member reads thoroughly the comments made at
the time he will see that under the
Commonwealth scheme-which, of course, is not
yet completely finalised according to my
understanding-the situation is that the
Commonwealth Government will be able to retire
people compulsorily.

Mr Clarko: A Commonwealth report
recommended that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: One argument
against the Commonwealth was that if the
compulsory provision was inserted in the Act it
would be yet another means of reducing the
Public Service on an arbitrary basis.

Mr Tonkin: There was also a provision for
voluntary retirement.

Mr Clarko: Both forms were included in the
report.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Whether the
reference was to voluntary retirement, compulsory
retirement, or to both I think the member for
Morley will ind the report-on which this matter
was being discussed at the time the statements
were made to the Federal Parliament-provided
that the Commonwealth Government of the day
could arbitrarily and compulsorily retire people,
and that superannuation benefits would be geared
to the retirement.

I come back to the point I want to make: I have
had considerable experience with the Public
Service and I have found that the people who
want to get out early mainly are people who are
the fittest, and those who want to go into another
form of employment-a profession or a

business-and have a new gainful field of
employment. I do not blame them, because as
capable people they have given what they want to
give, and because of a particular calling they want
to go into another field or change their particular
occupation. The significance of that type of
change is that they do not take any pressure off
the employment situation.

Mr Tonkin: There are many others who really
want to retire.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I must say in my own
experience that except for those who have become
sick and have a right to retire anyway, most other
people who want to retire at the earliest optional
age were people who had great competence, great
capacity, and also a great role to play.

The member also mentioned the question of
provision in the flassendean Shire for pumping
out septic tanks. I am afraid I could not enter that
debate. This is essentially a matter for local
government and I would not seek to intrude an
opinion into a loan fund debate of this type.

The member for Geraldton ran true to form.
He went on as he always does with his carping
criticism of the Government. One day he will have
to come up with something practical-something
realistic. Obviously, he is the greatest listener to
what some people say, and he then jumps on the
bandwagon.

Mr Carr: If you were to do something instead
of talking, I would not have anything to carp
about.'

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have done
something about it. I remind the honourable
member of what we have done about recreation
and sporting facilities which has never been done
before, and the proposal we have put forward in
connection with cultural facilities. He knows of
the communication that has taken place between
myself and local government, and as soon as the
budgetary situation allows it will go ahead
anyhow, because we are committed to it.

I come back to the honourable members's
carping criticism. He said there are projects to be
done in Geraldton. There is not a member in this
House whose electorate has not any projects to be
done. But never once did the honourable member
say where we will get the money. Will we take the
money away from Bunbury, Kalgoorlie, Northam,
or the Pilbara?

It is very easy to be cheap in one's talk about
the number of projects in one's area but it is time
the honourable member sat up and took notice of
the fact that Geraldton has been treated very
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generously by Liberal-National Country Party
Governments. I remind him of what has been
done in relation to the harbour, schools, hospitals.
water supplies, and many other things in that
region. Geraldton cannot forever and a day keep
on getting these projects. Sometimes a project
runs to a conclusion and further projects must
wait their turn, but no place has had fairer or
more generous treatment than Geraldton and it is
about time the honourable member sometimes
mentioned this. One of these days he will regret it
if be continues to be the carping critic and the
person who wants to destroy his own town.

Mr Carr: What a misrepresentation!

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Maylands referred to the Wittenoom situation.
We have made our statement. The Minister will
go to Wittenoom and talk to the people. I firmly
believe the people should be told first. It has
happened before and I have had experience of it
as a Minister. I find it is better to talk to the
people first, to tell them what is proposed, and
they will react. There will be plenty of forces
working on them as to whether they have enough,
whether they should have more, how it should be
done, and so on. That is part of the life we lead.

At least we have it clear cut that when we are
ready to make a statement about it, it should be
made to the people. I am certain the Minister will
do it well. The officers will remain as long as is
necessary to interview every family about the
position as they see it.

The honourable member seemed to want to
relate uranium to asbestos. We are living in an
entirely different age and generation. We have
had in this session legislation to provide a nuclear
code to give us a basis on which to work so that
there will be ample precautions and protections.
The question of asbestos has long been a running
sore, and Governments of both complexions have
been in office while the Wittenoomt asbestos
operation continued.

The member for Warren raised a number of
matters about water for Pemberton and Walpole
which I will bring to the Minister's notice.

Mr H. D. Evans: It is less than one year since
the filters were installed.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I was going to say if
they have been there for as long as the honourable
member said there is nothing wrong with that
water. The honourable member's point about the
north-eastern wheatbelt and the ambitions in
respect of the comprehensive water supply is
noted. He will find there was movement on that
particular issue some weeks ago.

The member for Warren also referred to the
pre-primary school at Northcliffe, and I have here
information which I can pass on to him. I
understand from the Minister that he has written
to the P & C indicating that a demountable
building is being Provided for 1979. 1 think that is
the answer he wanted.

Mr H. D. Evans: Thank you.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have one
satisfied customer!

Most of the other comments were of a very
parochial nature. The member for Dianella
referred to his bus station. I have noted what he
said about the conflict between two Government
authorities. I do not condone that and I have
already asked the Ministers concerned to ensure
they personally follow it through to ascertain the
merits or otherwise of that particular case.

The member for Melville referred to the Bicton
animal quarantine station. I repeat that there is
no misunderstanding in my mind that the station
is to move to a site near the airport. I am speaking
from memory but I understand the date of
transfer is 1980 or thereabouts, and I do not know
what all the fuss is about. We cannot move it
more quickly than that.

Mr Hodge: We want to know what will happen
to the site.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That will come. We
have to determine how much the Commonwealth
is demanding for the site. We hope the
Commonwealth will not argue in a tough way as
it has in the past. We were not amused at the
price we had to pay for Forrest Place but
eventually we agreed on a price to finalise the
deal. Fortunately we did not have to supply actual
cash. Wi established a credit basis which will be
used if and when the Commonwealth wants land
from us, as often happens. In the course of time
both Governments have to seek the transfer of
land from one another, and the Commonwealth
Government insists it be done on a strictly
commercial basis. It is sometimes a bit too tough
but that will not stop a deal being done. We want
the matter to be cleaned up and we are now
reaching the stage of negotiating the nitty-gritty
of dollars and cents. I do not think it will take
very long.

I thank the members for their support of the
Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Sir Charles Court (Treasurer) in
charge of the Bill.

Votes: Agriculture, 597 000; Forests,
$2 500 000; Industrial Development, $150 000;
Public Works-Engineering and Associated
Works, $20 857 000-put and passed.

Vote: Public Works-Buildings and Associated
Works including Furniture and Equipment,
$96 515000-

Mr PEARCE: I am sorry that the Treasurer, i n
his otherwise moderately comprehensive reply to
the general speeches, did not make some comment
on my non-parochial remarks about
Commonwealth funding for education.

The point needs to be made that the State is
becoming increasingly dependent on
Commonwealth funding to maintain its
commitments in the area of capital expenditure
for education. As I pointed out, in this year, item
No. 13 shows an increase of $3 million as
compared with previous years. I do not want
again to refer to the missing $6 million! While the
State Government is becoming increasingly
dependent on the Commonwealth input, it is
becoming also increasingly critical of the way in
which the Schools Commission operates and the
degree of intrusion in the application of education
funding. I would like the Treasurer to comment
on this matter.

I understand that we are to receive $6.1 million
from the Commonwealth this year for -technical
and further education. This is a significant
increase on previous years and it is unlikely it will
be followed through in the coming years.

I believe the Commonwealth Government's
emphasis on this type of education will be a flash
in the pan. What will happen in the future? Can
we expect to see a contracting expenditure on
capital works in schools and other areas where the
State has been assisted by the Commonwealth
Government, or is the State Government halting
its contribution this year to solve a temporary
Budget deficit? I do not think the State
Government should criticise the Schools
Commission for its allocation while it is
increasing its dependence on that allocation to
maintain the same level of expenditure while
decreasing its own input.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I apologise to the
member for Gosnells. I was so intent on replying
to the member for Warren about his demountable
classroom that I omitted a note at the bottom of
the page. Of course the honourable member is
raising a hardy annual and no words from me,

from the Minister for Education, from the Under
Treasurer, or from the Auditor General, will
convince him that there is a big difference
between what the Federal Treasurer may say in
his Budget papers and what may appear in the
State Budget papers. We are working on a
different basis altogether in regard to the time
scale.

I assure the honourable member that we do not
waste any money. If we have anything available
for worthy causes, that money is well and truly
used by the departments that need it. If our
expenditures do not happen to coincide with an
exact time scale, (ben of course it is of no great
moment. Sometimes money is committed for
expenditure but not actually spent by a certain
date, and this can happen for a number of
reasons. The market situation for the building
industry may be such that we would have to get
into a queue, although this would not be the case
at the moment. However, in such a case it pays us
to keep out for a while because a few months can
make quite a big difference. This is all part of the
total responsibility of controlling the funds
available to us and getting the best value possible
out of them.

The Minister has made it quite clear that the
Government is committed to a greater emphasis
on technical education. The community at large,
and parents in particular, have to realise that the
old order and the old attitudes towards technical
education must change.

Mr Bertram: The Government's old attitude,
not the people's.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Although members
of Parliament cannot do much about it, it is
rather important that parents should rethink the
whole question of their attitudes towards
technical education. We are committed to an
expanded programme. I would like to make the
point that we cannot take one item in the total
Budget in isolation. The Government has only so
much money, and therefore we must cut our suits
according to the cloth. Sometimes we use less
general loan funds for one particular department
over a certain period because of funds from other
sources. On the other hand, if money has dried up
from another quarter at a particular time, we can
feed in more loan funds to achieve the programme
within the total funds available.

So it is not extraordinary that from time to
time there is a variation, and the honourable
member is referring particularly to the amounts
deducted and shown on page 23 of the Estimates.
In the present system of setting out accounts, we
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try to state them on a total loan works
programme basis. The works programme could be
distorted when a lot of work is going on in other
areas that were not projected into the loan funds
Estimates because they dealt only with general
loan funds.

The next item on the notice paper is the Loan
Bill, and this is the enabling legislation. We then
relate more closely to the question of general loan
funds as such. However, I assure the member for
Gosnells that we are treating education
generously. The education profession was quite
amazed at the amount of money allocated on this
occasion both for revenue and capital. This was a
deliberate action. For instance, we will absorb
hundreds of teachers in the new scholastic year
because of actions taken in relation to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Budget. Hence the
percentage of increase in this item was much
higher than most people expected.

Mr DAVIES: I rise to put in a plea for the
Carlisle Technical School. I visited this school
recently, and I believe it is one of the great
success stories of the technical education system.
It is so successful that it has far outgrown its
present site; the facilities available are completely
inadequate.

I know a further school is proposed at Thornlie.
That is no excuse for not providing some relief at
this school. The existing conditions are quite
appalling. I spoke briefly about this school on an
earlier occasion, but since that time I have had a
chance to visit it again. The school itself is
bursting at the seams, but another problem is that
the roads around the school are jam packed.

I want to draw the attention of the Chamber to
the inadequacies in respect of staff at the school.
The space initially allocated to one officer is now
being shared by four and sometimes more
officers. Tables are butted end to end and jammed
together, which means that when an officer is
sitting down trying to do some work he has
someone directly opposite him and others within a
few feet of him at either elbow. Telephone
communications are practically non-existent; I
saw one room which had one telephone to service
some eight or 10 desks; and that was located in a
pigeonhole cut from a wall separating two rooms.I saw a lunch room which led Straight off a
gentlemen's lavatory.

All this has been done in an endeavour to work
within the system and to keep up a standard of
technical education. The instructors provide that
standard of technical education very well. As you
probably know, Mr Chairman, the Carlisle

Technical College deals with the motor trades
and, as can be expected, it has a considerable
following. The standard of student turned out is
extremely high, and some students have done
particularly well. How they have managed to do
so, I do not know; because it is quite appalling
that anyone anywhere should be asked to work
under the conditions under which instructors at
Carlisle Technical College must work.

Additions have been made to the college from
time to time and attempts have been made to ease
the situation, all of which have proved to be
abortive.

[ said the college was bursting from within, and
I also said complaints had been made about the
traffic generated in and around the college. I
asked recently what was proposed to ease the
parking conditions because local residents are not
very happy about the fact that students, as they
have nowhere else to park, must park in the
streets and, naturally, at times park across
driveways and inconvenience local residents.

Local residents are a little concerned also about
the fact that after lessons have concluded from
time to time young people do not behave
responsibly, and complaints have been made
about the driving in the area. I asked if anything
was proposed to ease the position, and I was told
no more land was available within the college. Of
course, the Minister might have guessed I knew
that; he might have guessed also that I knew an
application had been made for an area of land
which is publicly owned and is not in use at the
moment to be made available for the parking of
cars. It would be a good idea if that land were
made available. I do not think it would cost very
much to have the area bituminised or made
sufficiently firm to enable cars to park upon it;
certainly it would be of very great assistance to
the college.

I' am disappointed to learn that, despite the
questions I asked earlier in the year, no provision
has been made to ease the conditions under which
instructors must work at the Carlisle Technical
College. As I said before, the situation is
appalling and there is no need for it. Obviously
the complaints that have been made from time to
time have been ignored. The situation now is such
that I believe the whole system could easily break
down as a result of the severe overcrowding,
despite the goodwill of the instructors and the
organising ability of the principal, who has
managed somehow or other to keep his instructors
fairly happy. He has managed to do that not only
in the past few months, but over a great number
of months-indeed, over several years.
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If we are to continue to use these premises,
even in a reduced capacity, obviously some money
must be spent on improving conditions for the
staff. It is not just a matter of providing a lunch
room, although goodness knows the situation in
that respect is already bad enough; it is more a
matter of providing space so that instructors may
prepare lessons and use the reference books-such
as they are-which are available at the college.
As it is now, most instructors Must lump all their
books into their cars and take them home. They
must do their work at home, and that is neither
right nor fair.

There are some other fine school buildings
around the place, but it seems the Carlisle
Technical College is a poor relation. I would hope
that despite the fact provision is not made in the
Estimates this year something will be done to ease
the gross overcrowding at that college before the
end of the financial year.

Mr NANOVICH: Mr Chairman, when you
called on an earlier item the member for Gosneils
stood and said he wanted to speak to item No. 13,
and received the call. I wanted to speak on item
No. 4, in respect of north metropolitan ocean boat
launching facilities. I know I cannot ask you to go
back and deal with the item, and I will not ask
you to do that, Sir. I simply wished to give credit
to the various departments for their co-operation
in helping to get the boat launching facility under
way in my electorate.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In reply to the
Leader of the Opposition, I will draw the
attention of the Minister for Education to the
points he raised about the Carlisle Technical
College. I invite the attention of members to the
fact that even in the Estimates before us amounts
of $9.882 million and 32.897 million are made
available on pages 21 and 22 respectively for new
technical schools and additions and improvements
to existing technical schools. That indicates the
Government has made a positive move towards
overcoming this situation, bearing in mind the
extremely tight budgetary situation.

I am not suggesting that is the total
expenditure in connection with technical
education this year, but it is a sizeable amount of
capital put into this facet of the technical school
programme.

I repeat I will draw the attention of the
Minister for Education to the comments made by
the Leader of the Opposition.

Vote put and passed.

Sitting suspended from 3.4 7 to 4.06 p.m.

Votes: Treasury, $559 000; Business
Undertakings, $21 117 000; Housing Authorities,
311 032 000; Port Authorities, $2 734 000; Other
Authorities, $650 000-put and passed.

Schedules A to C put and passed.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported,
report adopted.

without amendment, and the

Third Reading

SIR CHARLES COURT
(Nedlands-Treasurer) [4.09 p.mn.j: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [4.10 p.m.I: I
regret I did not speak while the Bill was in the
Committee stage. I was a little confused, and the
member for Gosnells stopped me by speaking on
item No. t3.

I do wish to speak to the Bill, and I refer to
item No. 4 of the Public Works-Engineering
and Associated Works-vote. It relates to the
North Metropolitan Ocean Boat Launching
Facilities. I wish to congratulate the Government
for making funds available for initiating this
project. I also wish to express my appreciation to
the previous Minister, the current Minister, and
the department for the co-operation during the
deliberations whilst the project was being
considered.

That co-operation included the EPA, the
MRPA, and the Harbour and Light Department.
I also wish to express my sincere gratitude to the
Director of Engineering in the Public Works
Department (Mr Bob Hillman) and to the Chief
Engineer of the Water Board (Mr Harold Hunt).
These gentlemen played a great part in co-
ordinating with the other departments and the
local authority, the Shire of Wanneroo. The shire
showed its willingness to provide a very urgent
and needed facility within the area.

With those few remarks, I congratulate the
Government for making these funds available. I
again-express my sincere gratitude to all those
people I have mentioned in this short address, for
their wonderful co-operation in enabling the
project to be commenced.
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I believe that in the last few days a contract has
been let, so work should commence within the
next few days.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

PARLIAMENTARY SUPERANNUATION
FUND

Tabling of Accounts

SIR CHARLES COURT-
(Nedlands-Treasurer) [4.12 p.mn.]: I seek leave
to table the report of the Auditor General of the
accounts of the trustees of the Parliamentary
Superannuation Fund for the year ended the 30th
June, 1978. The report is dated the 28th
November, 1978.

The report was tabled (see paper No. 537).

LOAN BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the l0th October.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.13 p.m.J: This is the third of the
Loan Bills which, more specifically, gives
authority to raise $84.5 million and tells how it
shall be spent. The Bill has been before the House
since the 10th October last. However, there is no
need to debate the Bill until the Revenue
Estimates and the Loan Estimates have been
passed.

If one looks at the speech of the Treasurer in
introducing the Bill, he has pointed out that there
are some differences in totals shown between the
Estimates and the Loan Bill. He points out the
reasons for that in his speech. I do not think there
is need for me to comment any further.

We could say quite a lot about loan funds. I
have already commented on the loan funds at
some length when speaking to the Estimates.
Since the introduction of this Bill, of course, there
has been a significant break-through. It would be
remiss of me if I did not say that the Treasurer
deserves to be applauded for his consistent
applications to seek permission to borrow funds
overseas.

When the idea of borrowing funds overseas was
first floated, it was thought the procedure would
be quite impossible. Of course we find now that
all of the Premiers, or most of the Premiers, have

supported the scheme, and indeed most of them
are participating in the scheme.

I am not certain of all of the implications..
Basically, of course, the scheme means that there
will be more loan funds available to this State for
particular projects. The projects listed, of course.
have to be approved by the Commonwealth
Government or the Australian Government.

I do not know that all of the projects which
have been approved throughout Australia have
the same imaginative approach as those on which
we hope to use the loan funds in Western
Australia. However, all of the Treasurers were
able to convince the Prime Minister that their
projects were necessary; and accordingly the
Prime Minister gave the necessary permission. It
might have been, of course, that he gave his
permission just after several elections which were
disastrous for the Liberal Party in one way or
another, and the Prime Minister thought that this
may have helped to curry favour. Whatever the
reasons, we accept the additional funds which
have been granted.

Of course, if one borrows money, one must pay
it back. This is the aspect on which concern is
being expressed in the community: as to what the
procedure will be for paying back the amounts
borrowed, and whether or not there will be any
likelihood of additional imposts being placed on
the community generally.

The Treasurer has said that these loans will be
self-servicing, and that the public need have no
fears whatsoever. He said that if we borrow
money for a particular purpose, the results of that
project will generate sufficient funds to service
the loans and miake the necessary repayments. We
have yet to see this spelt out in any detail; but at
this stage I am prepared to accept the Treasurer's
assurance that this is the position. We will look
with interest for any information the Treasurer
can let us have once the money is being borrowed.
Of course, that time seems to be some way off.

Once the money is borrowed, we would like to
know how it is to be repaid and how the interest
payments will be met. I am not raising this in any
carping way. However, I hope the Treasurer can
answer the questions that have been put to me.
All I can say to people is that we have an
assurance. I cannot say in any detail how the
repaymenis will come about. I do not know
whether the Treasurer can say in any detail how
the funds will be generated.

To put the mind of the public at rest, at some
convenient time the Treasurer may explain what
is proposed in -relation to these special loans which
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the Government has been given permission to
raise. I do not think there is anything more to say
about the Bill in particular.

I will take the opportunity to reply publicly to a
rather amazing statement that the Premier made
in this morning's paper in which he said that as
far as he was concerned it was all right for
Government officers to release confidential
information. I cannot believe we arc now faced
with a situation in which confidential information
can be made available to one section of the
community and cannot be made available or will
not be made available to another section of the
community. If the information is to be made
available to that other section of the community
in confidence, one would expect that that
confidence would be kept. One would also expect
a person to suffer a penalty if he betrayed that
confidence.

I cannot understand the Premier's saying that
this is a suitable situation. It does not seem to be
in line with what he professes his standards to be.
It certainly is not in line with answers to questions
I have asked in this Parliament. Indeed, the
Premier's own statement in this morning's paper
is a contradiction. It reads as follows-

"Established department policy is for the
information to be provided where proposals
have firmed to the extent that there is a
reasonable possibility or likelihood that
property will be affected."

He said it was the established policy. I do not
know when that policy was established or how
long it has operated. The report went on' as
follows-

But he said that for all other normal
Government purposes information had to be
treated as confidential till the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority made a formal
announcement about the plans.

If developers want to know anything about
development in a particular area the most they
should be entitled to know whilst the information
is confidential, is that a particular area is under
review. If they want to go ahead and take a punt
on purchasing property they should take that risk
themselves. They should not be privy to private
information which is not privy to the public at
large and which, at that time, remains
confidential to planning committees, Government
departments, and shire councils. I cannot believe
that this is the situation; that provided something
has reached a certain stage it is all right to give
that information to a developer. These seem to be
the people we are worried about.

I asked the Minister a question some time ago
and if the Minister would like my file I do not
mind tabling my papers because the other night
she seemed to think that I had information which
was not available to her. If she likes to take my
file she will see all the information has been
presented in this House with the exception of the
notice for a special meeting of the Canning Town
Council which details the letter which originally
brought about the complaint in regard to the
procedure under question. The Minister is quite
welcome to look at all I have and at the comments
I have made in regard to the report made to her
on the leaked information by the Town Planning
Commissioner who said in his opinion no
impropriety had been committed by the officer of
the department. The commissioner seems to think
it is expected that people should have this
information. If it is still confidential no-one can
expect to have the information; if it is not
confidential everyone should have it.

As I said earlier, it was at the special meeting
of the Canning Town Council that this
confidential information was to be given, provided
the councillors kept it confidential. Yet at the
same time the information was made known
publicly through a letter which had been written
by an officer of the Main Roads Department
following information which had been made
known to the developers.

The point I was going to make was that in
answer to a question I asked the Premier
indicated that it was not Government policy for
confidential information to be given out. Yet in
this morning's Press he is quoted as saying that
under certain circumstances and for certain
people it is Government policy to give out
confidential information.

The matter is as clear as black and white; if
information is confidential it is not available to
anyone; if it is not confidential it is available to
everyone.

The more information is made available the
better it is. I do not decry the fact that
Governments give out information, but they must
do so in a manner that treats everyone equally
and with no restrictions placed on the people who
migbt be lucky or unlucky enough to get the
information.

It has upset me considerably that this should
have happened. I do not think there is any need
for it to have happened. I was almost prepared to
let the matter die, but when the Premier's
comments appeared in this morning's paper
indicating he was making a contradictory
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statement-contradicting an answer given in this
House-I thought I had to say something about
it. Obviously if someone is a sharp operator who
knows the ropes he can make use of information
to his advantage. If he is going to do that it will
be used to someone else's disadvantage.

I regret the Premier should have made that
kind of statement this morning and I very much
regret he should have given me an answer to a
question in this House and then refuted that
answer in this morning's Press. The Premier has
been very careful to indicate he wants the people
of Wittenoom to know their fate first and I have
agreed with that; there is nothing wrong with
that, but I would have thought he would come
back to this Parliament and indicate his true
feelings on this question.

The situation is not good enough and the
Government's policy must be completely reviewed
and overhauled. The Premier must have a close
look at this matter and see just how his
statements in the Press have contradicted his
answers in this Parliament. I congratulate
Councillor Gomer who I believe .did everything
properly. He made the proper complaints to the
proper people. He has highlighted a situation
which, as I have said, could be used to advantage
by some people. It is not good enough.

I hope the next time we meet as a Parliament
we will to be assured that proper action has been
taken to ensure no preferential treatment is given
to anyone. There is not much point at this stage of
the session in making a long speech on this Bill. It
covers something that is going through. We need
the loan funds and any differences between the
Estimates and this Bill are properly explained in
the Treasurer's introductory speech of the 10th
October, to which I refer members.

I hope the Treasurer will be able to give the
public at large some assurance that they are not
going to have any additional imposts put on them
by the additional borrowings which will be made.
I think this should be done as soon as possible. I
support the Bill.

SIR CHARLES COURT
(Nedlands-Treasurer) [4.27 p.m.]: I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his support of the
Bill and I am glad he mentioned the difficulty
that some members have in reconciling the figure
of $84.5 million in the Dill with the Loan
Estimates that we have dealt with. He has had a
lot of experience with this and has taken a great
interest in this matter for some years.

I am still receiving queries from members as to
how they can reconcile the $84.5 million. If they

refer to page 45 of the General Loan Fund
Estimates of Expenditure they will find three
columns under the heading, Provision in Loan
Bill, 1978. It shows the new authorisations,
amounts reappropriated to other works or
services, and amounts reappropriated from other
works or services.

The first column is the one containing the $84.5
million, and after all, that is the amount the
Parliament is actually authorising to be borrowed
as General Loan Funds.

So far as the new borrowings for infrastructure
are concerned, they are based on an approved
guideline basis. I repeat: the whole concept we put
forward 2 h years ago and which I hope will be
honoured not only by this State but also by all the
other States, provides that no project will be
approved unless it is self-sustaining.

The big argument we had was that it would not
impose a burden on the Commonwealth Budget or
the States' Budgets. The projects to which the
money is to be allocated have to be capable of
earning enough income in their own right to pay
interest and repay the capital.

We have very special reason for wanting to
make this basic rule. It will improve our rating
when we are submitted to the rating authorities in
America. Some members might know there are
such rating authorities which are very
professional and highly respected. They make
their own assessments whether one is a big
corporation, State, or nation. They make an
assessment and give a rating for borrowing
purposes.

The two things which were in our favour when
we talked to these people was first of all that we
had been very responsible in our budgetary
approach' over the last three or four years, and
secondly, we put forward all the propositions on
the basis they would be self-sustaining.

The point about which I have tried to warn the
Loan Council members is that if any of these
projects have to be subsidised from State Budgets
this immediately weakens the strength of the
guarantor, which is the State by Statute, because
if the State must use some of its own Budget to
back up the projects to service the interest of
repayment of capital naturally something is taken
away from the guarantor's financial strength. It is
as simple as that. So we have submitted all our
projects on the basis that they will be self-
sustaining and will not impose an additional
burden on the Budget.

As far as the other point raised by the Leader
of the Opposition is concerned, I hope he will read
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carefully the statement I have made and the Cull
text of it because I was not prepared to rely on my
own judgments. After reading the papers, I
referred the matter to the Attorney General and
gave him a brief to look at all the papers of the
Ministers concerned, and also the questions asked,
the answers given, and the Press reports. He came
back to Cabinet yesterday with a very clear
statement of the situation demonstrating why the
officer concerned had not committed any breach
either of the Criminal Code or of the rules and
regulations of the Public Service.

I have to make this simple and important point:
This officer was acting in an authorised way in
the course of his duties. There is a very big
difference between an officer who steps outside
the authorisation he has and proper duties as a
public servant, and uses his. position for an
improper purpose-

Mr Jamieson: Did not anyone ever do that
when you were the Leader of the Opposition? Be
careful with your answer though.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not have to be
careful. I can never recall using that sort of
information because I do not have a great respect
for information which comes from departmental
files in that way. Information comes to the
Opposition from many sources. I think the
honourable member himself is cautious of using
information from departmental sources because it
can be loaded on the one hand and it can also-

Mr Jamieson: There were some interesting
phone calls at the CIB.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -be hot property in
the hands of members of the Opposition. So
members who get that sort of information have to
think twice before they use it. I know that in my
case I was reluctant to get involved with some
people who always want to trade information. It is
dangerous, hot property, and my advice to
members is to leave it well alone.

I come back to the particular case under
discussion. I read the advice we received from the
Attorney General who had given it a great deal of
thought, made his summation, and given his
advice in a very thorough way. It was very clear
that the person had acted in good faith and in
accordance with normal practice. There is a very
definite line of demarcation between the way he
gave information to people in good faith and as
part of his duties and with authority, and the
promulgation of that information when it became
locked into a Airm and final decision of the
authority.
(178)

Mr Jamieson: What about the damage he did
to citizens? Is this to be the norm, or has the
department been instructed to be more careful?
What about the lady whose property it affected?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the lady has
suffered damage she will no doubt seek some legal
redress.

Mr Jamieson: You cannot get that.
Sir CHARLES COURT: That is not for the

honourable member or me to determine.

Mr Jamieson: She is one of my constituents and
you protected the position of the person who has
done her damage. Of course you have.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have not. If a
wrong has been done no doubt redress will be
sought. I am not here to argue the case.

Mr Jamieson: I know, but you should be.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Surely the person
concerned would make his or her own check if
involved in a transaction of that kind.

Mr Jamieson: They were not able to.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members opposite
are getting uptight about something without
knowing the full facts. I hope the Leader of the
Opposition will study the statement I made.
Incidentally, I thank you, Mr Acting Speaker
(Mr Blaikie) for your tolerance, because this is
not a Bill on which we are normally permitted to
speak on anything.

I hope the Leader of the Opposition will study
the statement and will realise there is a clear line
of demarcation between the -situation which
existed in this particular case and the conditions
and circumstances under which the officer did his
work and the other case which the Opposition has
endeavoured to use as a parallel, which it is not.

I want to make the observation that the
Opposition's actions in the last few weeks on this
particular incident are the sorts of things which
make public servants clam up. They are afraid to
talk to anyone. Some do try to co-operate and
operate in a friendly, sensible, and honourable
way within the normal course of their duties
without going beyond their brief and the
authority they have.

Mr Jamieson: There was no advice to the
property owners when they asked for it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: What will happen
now is that every officer will clam up and-

Mr Davies: So they should if the information is
confidential.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I ask the Leader of
the Opposition to study the circumstances and the
nature of the information given because the
situation is different from one in which
information is finally locked in to a decision of the
authority.

Mr Davies: It is disgraceful.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I sincerely hope that
good sense will prevail-

Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -or officers will

clam up.
Mr Davies: So they should if the information is

confidential.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Sir Charles Court (Treasurer) in
charge of the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.
Clause 2: Power to raise money for certain

purposes-

Mr DAVIES: I thank the Treasurer for his
explanation and the suggestion that I read his full
Press report, which I will most certainly do.

I am still rather surprised he does not seem to
be able to get to the nub of this complaint and
that is that some people get confidential
information which others do not get. If it is
confidential, it is confidential to one and all. It is
confidential to some and non-confidential to
others if they know their way around.

We are not criticising any particular officer.
We are criticising a system which allows this to
exist. I accept there is no breach of the Criminal
Code. I have never said there was. I have
suggested at times there may have been because
of the earlier case. The Treasurer has no
argument with me on that score and I am quite
happy to accept his word on it. However, I am not
happy with his attitude which suggests some
people are entitled to information which is not
available to others. He overlooks the fact that
there is a double standard existing in regard to
councillors and members of the town planning
committee.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have listened to
the Leader of the Opposition for some time and it
appears to me at present that what he is saying

would be more appropriately said on the third
reading.

Mr DAVIES: I was merely relating what I was
saying to the fact that this clause gives power to
raise money for Certain purposes. One of these
purposes is public works which is related to
sewerage, drainage, and the resumption of
property and the like. Money is being used for
that purpose. I appreciate your tolerance, Sir, and
will be only a minute or two. Indeed, had you
given me another minute I would have resumed
my seat.

.All I want to say is that I accept everything the
Treasurer has said except that information should
be confidential to some, but made available to
others. This situation may have existed for
umpteen years, but that is no excuse for its
continuing to exist. There must be a review of a
policy-and quickly-to ensure that information
is available to one and all Or to no-one at all. That
is all I am asking and that is all I hope will be the
position when Parliament resumes.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 3 to 5 put and passed.

Schedule put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment,

report adopted.
and the

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Sir Charles

Court (Treasurer), and transmitted to the
Council.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) BILL

Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council further
considered from the 21st November.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Mrs Craig (Minister for Local
Government) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after the Minister for
Local Government had moved that the following
amendment made by the Council be agreed to-
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No. I.-
Clause 3, page 3, lines

29-Delete the interpretation
term "owner" and substitute
interpretation as follows-

11ownr

27 to
of the
a new

icr" in relation to a vehicle-
(a) which is licensed under

the Road Traffic Act,
1974, means the owner
within the meaning of that
Act; and

(b) in any other case, includes
any person who owns the
vehicle or qn interest
therein or is the hirer of
the vehicle under a hire
purchase agreement, but
where the vehicle is owned
by more than one person
as owner or hirer or
otherwise, and one only of
those persons is nominated
by all such persons, by
notice in writing given to
the Authority, that person
shall for the purposes of
this Act be deemed to be
the owner of the vehicle;

Mrs CRAIG: 'I seek leave to withdraw the
motion at present before the Chair.

Leave granted.
Mrs CRAIG: Prior to moving the amendment

on the Council's amendment, which is on the
notice paper, I would like to indicate to the
Committee that during the course of debate last
week we were able to define two specific areas of
difficulty in relation to the amendments then
before the Committee. To be precise, I was
requested to examine, firstly, the definition

"we"and the problem which arose in relation
to the nomination of a person as the owner of a
vehicle; and, secondly, the implication of that in
relation to the liability of the owner in clause 11.

The Opposition requested that I consult with
the Parliamentary Draftsman and come back to
the Committee either indicating that the problem
did not exist or, as a result of the advice I
received, bringing forward an amendment which
would clarify the matters raised by the
Opposition. The amendments now on the notice
paper do that, and before seeking the agreement
of the Committee I will give a simple description
of the way in which these further amendments
overcome the problem.

As I see it, there are three areas to be covered
in the definition "owner" in the Bill. Firstly, for

administrative reasons the situation has existed
under the Road Traffic Act that where there is
more than one owner only one should be
recognised, and this of course is also needed in
this new legislation. Secondly, the definition
"owner" should not, for obvious reasons, include a
hire-purchase or leasing company which is in
reality only a financier having no control or use of
a vehicle and no responsibility for it.

These two matters are common to this Bill and
the Road Traffic Act but because under this Bill
the liability for negligence is extended by clause
I I in certain cases, we must ensure that where
there are multiple owners the situation is not used
through the arrangement for nomination of one to
avoid liability under clause 11. This point was
brought to our attention by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn.

Therefore, a simple rearrangement has been
made. The definition "owner" has been changed
to mirror the definition in the Road Traffic Act
and to follow it as far as possible. This covers the
first two areas I mentioned.

Thirdly, clause I I is to be amended by adding a
new subclause to spell out that where extended
liability is to apply under that clause all the
owners will be liable. This covers the points raised
by the Opposition the other night.

I move-
That amendment No. I made by the

Legislative Council be agreed to, subject to
the following further amendments:

Line I-insert immediately before
line I a further amendment as follows-

Clause 3, page 2. line 4-Insert
after the section designation "3"
the subsection designation "(1I)";

Line 5-Insert after the word
'.vehicle" the word "includes";

Line 6-Delete paragraph (a) and
paragraph (b) and substitute a new
passage as follows-

(a)

(b)

a person who is the owner
thereof;
a person nominated as owner
pursuant to-

(i) subsection (4) of section 5
of the Road Traffic Act,
1974; or

(ii) subsection (2) of this
section;
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(c) a person who has the use
thereof under a hiring or hire
purchase agreement or under a
lease or loan or other
arrangement; and

(d) a person in whose name the
vehicle is registered under-

(i) the Road Traffic Act,
1974, or under any
corresponding law of any
State or Territory of the
Commonwealth, (being a
law in respect of which a
declaration under
subsection (5) of section 5
of that Act is in force); or

0ii) this Act,

but does not include an unpaid
vendor of the vehicle under a hire
purchase agreement or the lessor
under a lease;

Line 27-Add after line 27 a further
amendment as follows-

Clause 3, page 4, after line
17-Insert a further subelause to
stand as subclause (2) as follows-

(2) Where any off-road
vehicle is owned by more
than one person as owner
or otherwise only one of
those persons, to be
nominated by all such
persons by notice in
writing given to the
Authority, shall be
registered as the owner
and that person shall,
subject to subsection (3)
of section I I of this Act,
for the purposes of this
Act be deemed to be the
owner of that vehicle.

This alteration merely relates the amendment
which follows it to the pages in the Bill and not to
the amendment as it appears on the notice paper.

Mr BERTRAM: At the outset of discussion of
this amendment, I hope the Minister will on this
occasion focus her feline faculties far more
forcefully, far-sightedly, and finitely, and less
frugally, futilely, and flippantly than she did the
last time we were discussing this clause and this
message.

It is important for the Committee to
understand the wording of this particular

definition if the message, as amended, becomes
law. The definition "'owner"~ in clause 3(1) will be
as follows-

In this Act unless the contrary intention
appears ..

"owner", in relation to a vehicle,
includes-
(a) a person who is the owner thereof;

Then (b) and (c) follow, and (d) reads-
(d) a person in whose name the vehicle

is registered under ...
(ii) this Act,

but does not include an unpaid vendor of the
vehicle under a hire purchase agreement or
the lessor under a lease;

The difficulties in the definition "owner" and in
clause I11 have arisen because the Government is
determined to see to it that people who drive off-
road vehicles-in the main, at any event-and
people who own them shall have no protection for
third party claims.

The Opposition thinks this is a grave error. It
believes the public will suffer grievously if the
Council's amendment, amended as it is proposed
to be amended, becomes law. The public have
been led to believe it is true that no third party
insurance will be available to protect badly
injured people or the dependants of people who
are killed, but they need not fear because under
this Bill there will be an entirely new situation;
namely, a situation whereby if the negligent
driver does not have the means to pay a claim,
then the owner will be obliged to pay.

Of course, that sounds good until one starts
trying to draft legislation that will see to it that
that situation occurs. The Government has tried
by introducing amendments in the other place,
and that has failed. Now the Minister is making
another attempt which should fail also for reasons
I will point out.

Just as I pointed out recently that several
owners simply by adding a dummy owner could
dodge liability, so a sole owner may do the same
thing under the new definition. It says that
"~owner1 ' in relation to a vehicle includes a person
who is the owner thereof. Let us say that is one
person. All that one person must do is simply
transfer the ownership to another person of no
substance, or a corporation with no assets, and
that is the end of it. A person who is injured or
dependants claiming in consequence of a person
killed by negligence, will not be able to recover a
cent from the owner.
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Having been unable to recover a cent from a
negligent driver who may be between the ages of
eight and 18 years, they will not be able to
recover a cent from the owner. That is the
position we were in when we discussed this
amendment the other morning. I understand it
was that circumstance which encouraged the
Government to have another look at the Bill. The
Government did that and has now drafted this
amendment which has taken us back precisely to
the position we were in the other night. Therefore
logic suggests that the Government should take
the amendment away and have another go at it
because it has failed in what it is attempting to do
here.

I propose to ask the Minister a question or two
about the definition and I hope she may be kind
enough on this occasion to answer questions
which are put to her bona ide and, I hope, in
simple form.

Another aspect is this: what person of any sense
will have an off-road vehicle? I am led to believe
the overwhelming majority of off-road vehicles
are valued at between $200 and $700, and many
would be valued at less than $200. What person
of any sense will worry about retaining ownership
of a vehicle of that value if by doing so he attracts
unto himself joint liability with the driver? It is
not as though off.-road vehicles are of immense
value. Without any loss at all and with
extraordinary advantage-absolute insulation
against liability-the owner could offload the
vehicle to a person of his choice, being sure to
ensure the person or corporation he selects is
without means, thereby leaving an injured person
or a person claiming through a deceased estate
without any damages at all.

Whom does an injured person sue in the case of
an off-road vehicle which is leased by the owner
to a person under 18 years of age, if the vehicle
has not been registered under this legislation?
Quite clearly he can sue the driver, but often the
driver would not have a cent to bless himself with.
From whom, then, does the injured person recover
damages where the owner has leased the vehicle
and the vehicle is not registered? As a matter of
fact, I would be interested to know from whom an
injured person would recover damages if the
vehicle were registered.

Let us consider the definition of "owner" which
I have already read out; but let us pay particular
attention to the last few lines of it. The definition
states, ". . . but does not include an unpaid vendor
of the vehicle under a hire purchase agreement or
the lessor under a lease". In other words, if it
were not for the fact that it would make the whole

definition verbose, the draftsman could have put
those words in each of the paragraphs (a) to (d).
The effect of adding those words to paragraph (a)
would mean that the definition would say-

In this Act unless the contrary intention
appears-

"owner" in relation to a vehicle
includes-
(a) a person who is the owner thereof,

except if he leases it;

So on the face of it, under this definition an owner
who leases the vehicle appears to cease to be the
owner. Let us now jump paragraphs (b) and (c),
and we find that paragraph (d) would say-

(d) a person in whose name the vehicle is
registered under-

(ii) this Act, except if he leases it,

Once again we have established a person to be the
owner and then we have put in an exception and
effectively erased that definition. At least, that is
how it appears to me. The same thing could be
done in respect of most if not all of the other
categories. Having established the owner we say,
"except if he leases it" and then he is no longer
the owner. That seems curious to me. It seems as
though it has been put there for the purpose of
seeing to it that finance companies, such as
Custom Credit and others, are not caught with
the liability of being the owner when the vehicle
has been hired.

However, it seems to me as though the
draftsman has forgotten all the other twists and
turns of understanding and interpretation which
could be placed on this clause. For example, an
owner may lease a vehicle to his son, who is under
18 years of age. Is the father then the owner?
These are things about which the Opposition is
puzzled and on which we should like some
explanation from the Minister.

We need these explanations if we are to discuss
the Bill in a bona tide manner and come to an
understanding on that basis. The prime purpose of
this exercise is to get over the dilemma, because
the Government is dogmatic in its intention not
to allow third party insurance cover to apply to
off-road vehicles. Why it should adopt that
attitude, heaven only knows, because off-road
vehicles have bcen cruising around the State for
years now. Personally, I cannot recall one claim
for damages, let alone one significant claim by
people in consequence of death caused by
negligent driving. Yet we are led to believe that if
we insure off-road vehicles for third party
insurance, the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust will
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go broke because there will be an avalanche of
claims. That sounds most convincing until one
looks around to find some evidence to support the
stand the Governmept is taking; nowhere is there
any evidence to support that proposition.

Mr SKIDMORE: I support the member for
Mt. Hawthorn; the Government's amendment will
not achieve the objective sought by the
Opposition. In fact, it will make the situation even
more cloudy than it is now, because in trying to
solve one problem, the Government has created
another.

This is the third time this clause has been
before this place. The Government has found
itself in great difficulties in endeavouring to
define the "owner" of an off-road vehicle and to
lay down the onus of responsibility. The
Government has failed to recognise the sheer
simplicity of what the Opposition is advocating;
namely, to allow the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust to cover these vehicles by third party
insurance. Why is the Government going to so
much trouble to ensure that does not take place?
Later in the debate I intend to demonstrate that
even vehicles registered under the Road Traffic
Act will lose their third party insurance
entitlement under the operations of this
legislation.

The whole question boils down to one of
liability, and the Government is finding it
impossible to achieve its objective. We will never
know why the Government wants there to be a
difference between vehicles registered under the
Road Traffic Act and vehicles registered under
this legislation. Why is the Government going to
extraordinary lengths to make sure this does not
take place? It is beyond my comprehension.

It is about time we had some sense from this
legislation; we believe it is good legislation up to
this point. However, we are getting bogged down
on this clause and we will stay here for some time
debating the matter until we receive an adequate
explanation. Perhaps the Government will be
prepared to use its numbers to push the Bill
through. In that case, let the Government take the
consequences for the mass of litigation which will
follow, with people trying to define "owner" and
"responsibility" in a court of law. It will be a
harvest for lawyers.

Mr BERTRAM: We are in an extraordinary
position. The Opposition wants to deal with this
matter positively and constructively-not that we
are very confident in that aim. However, the
Government did not react at all favourably until
about 3.30 am. the other day when the Premier

in effect said, "Enough of this nonsense! Let us
get down and function as a responsible forum. Let
us find out exactly what the Opposition wants."
The Opposition made it very clear exactly what it
wanted, and what it wanted was what any
sensible, reasonable citizen of this State would
want.

The Premier went away and redrafted this
amendment, and made a proper botch of it. That
is what the Opposition believes and, apparently, it
is what the Government believes, because we have
said things to that effect and the Government has
made no reply at all. In circumstances of that
kind, people usually come to the conclusion the
person being challenged has no answers to the
allegations being made; that is a proper
conclusion to draw.

Perhaps the Premier was pulling our legs the
other night and trying to get himself off the hook.
He was not really enjoying the debate very much.
Our charges were sticking in his throat and were
being pressed further in with every minute of the
debate.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have given the
member for Mt Hawthorn a certain amount of
time to make the point he made in the same
debate on another day. However, I ask him to
relate his remarks quickly to the amendment
before the Chair.

Mr BERTRAM: I will certainly do that Mr
Chairman. People may not realise that we are
currently in the Committee of the whole House of
the Legislative Assembly, and members of the
Opposition, representing roughly half of the
people of Western Australia, have put forward a
proposition to the Government that the
amendment it has had moved in the other place is
quite unsatisfactory because it will not achieve the
end the Premier said it will achieve, following
upon objections raised by the Opposition.

The amendment currently being debated by the
Committee is unacceptable to the Opposition;
most certainly, it will not comply with what we
were seeking to achieve the other night. It still
leaves members of the public in a position where
they are in great danger. Any member of the
public who suffers injury-whether it be to the
order of $10, or $200000, or more-will be
placed in the extraordinary danger of not being
able to recover damages. It may well be a member
of this Chamber who is the claimant, and who
cannot recover damages.

There is absolutely no use in bringing legal
proceedings to court and hazarding them and
being awarded a judgment for damages if one
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cannot in due course enforce the payment of those
damages. The Opposition is saying that people are
going to suffer injuries and they will seek to
recover damages which, because of the slipshod
conditions in this legislation, they simply will not
be able to recover. That is the most objectionable
part of this Bill.

We have raised these points once again today in
the hope the Minister may be able to explain
certain things. There may be an explanation for
certain matters we have raised although I do not
believe there is an explanation for this one. It is
clear-cut, objectionable, and quite unjustifiable.

These matters have been put to the Minister
and she has repeated her performance of the other
evening by ignoring the questions. She has
remained mute and silent as the grave. It is true,
Mr Chairman, you explained to me the other
night that Ministers have the prerogative of not
answering questions. Perhaps they have, although
I rather doubt whether that is the case. I find it
hard to imagine that Ministers in the House of
Commons in London would behave in such a
manner, treating the Opposition with utter
disdain and disrespect.

The Government should remember that when it
treats the Opposition in this manner it is not
treating only the member for Mt. Hawthorn and
the 20 or 30 people who sit alongside him in this
manner; it also is treating hundreds of thousands
of Western Australians in this way. We would not
be an Opposition's bootlace if we did not protest
about this treatment, as I am doing now. I would
be more than a little disappointed if my
colleagues did not join forces with me and nail
home this protest.

If this is the way in which Committees of this
place are to operate, I wonder whether it is worth
while bothering with Bills in Committee at all.

.Mr SKIDMORE: I protest about the
Minister's behaviour in this place. If she is not
capable of answering the objections and the logic
put forward from this side of the Committee and
the interpretation we have placed on this clause
she is failing in her duties to this Committee. We
are faced with such a hotchpotch of an
amendment that nobody clearly understands it.

Possibly-al though I doubt it very much-the
Opposition is incorrect in its interpretation of this
provision. If that is the case, perhaps a member
opposite can assist the Minister and explain to her
exactly where and why the Opposition is wrong.

As the member for Mt. Hawthorn has pointed
out, the person who owns an off-road vehicle but
leases it to somebody else will be exempted from

the onus of responsibility. This was specifically to
protect those people who are actually owners of a
vehicle under a hire-purchase or lease agreement.
However, the result of this provision will be that a
father may lease his off-road vehicle to his son,
and neither person may be held responsible for
any damage which may result from negligent
driving. That was not the intention or desire of
the Opposition when it raised this matter
Originally.

If that is what the Minister really wants the
legislation to do, we should pass the amendment.
We are sick and tired of trying to obtain an
answer from the Minister. Let the Minister and
her Government take the blame. When people
approach members or the Opposition over
questions of law and legal responsibility, we will
be able to say, "Do not blame us. We tried to
ensure you would have recourse under the law but
the Government has made sure you will not get it.
The Government has allowed the situation where
the owner of an off-road vehicle can lease it to an
irresponsible person, and neither will be
responsible for his actions." How is one going to
get money from people like that?7

If this is what the Government wants, it can
have it. I have complained bitterly that someone
ought to give guidance. If the Opposition is wrong
it is prepared to admit it; we have heard nothing
from the Minister to prove we are wrong. I am
disgusted with the Whole thing.

Mr H. D. EVANS: My colleague who has legal
background has expressed a legal question that
has given concern to the Opposition. It has still
not been resolved by way of explanation from the
Government. I have a query in* regard to an
individual who makes a practice of leasing off-
road vehicles. This is quite conceivable; it takes
place now, It is not widespread, but it will
increase in popularity.

What is the position when the owner leases out
a number of vehicles? He is not going to accept
responsibility as the owner of a number of
vehicles if he can possibly avoid it. Most likely he
will have a prepared agreement of a leasehold
nature which will require a signature exonerating
him from responsibility as the owner.

This puts the responsibility back on the lessee
and places any injured person in a very doubtful
position if dealing with a minor in respect of a
claim for damages. This is one of the aspects
which could well occur and it needs clarification.

Mr PEARCE: I did not rise immediately as I
was hoping the Minister would rise to reply. It
has been a rather remarkable demonstration by
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the Minister; the Committee is being treated with
contempt. The Minister rose to her feet, read the
amendment on the amendment, gave the briefest
of explanations and sat down. The member for
Mt. Hawthorn rose and made legal objection to
the amendment. He has been following this
matter very closely and he is aware of the
implications of the amendment which has been
made. He shares an office with me and I am
aware that he has been going through the Bill and
attempting to sort out its implications.

The Opposition's interest is what the interest of
the Government ought to be. It is not a question
of political ideology. Last week the Opposition
saw weaknesses in the legislation. The legislation
does not affect members of the Opposition, as we
do not drive trail bikes-certainly I do not. The
public wilt be affected and we are seeking to
protect them. I thought the Government was
starting to come to its senses.

Mr H. D. Evans: The Opposition was correct;
otherwise the amendment would not be here.

Mr PEARCE: The fact that the amendment
has been brought forward shows that after the
Government had been forced at 3.30 a.m. one
night last week to reconsider the matter, it
decided the member for Mt. Hawthorn was right.

I have not been in a Supreme Court, but I bet
there would not be as much legal talent there as
there is in this Chamber at present. We have the
Attorney General in the corner, among others,
and it seems many heads are being scratched and
clauses are being looked at to determine what
should be done. The Premier has been shuffling
backwards and forwards as if he were the
Government Whip. One would hope all this would
result in an explanation from the Minister as to
whether or not the Government intends to accept
the points raised by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn or whether she can find some rebuttal
of them. If I had not risen to speak the question
would have been put without the Minister
replying to our queries.

Sir Charles Court: The amendment was
brought in only to try to oblige you people.

Mr Davies: Nonsense; you have mucked the
Bill up.

Sir Charles Court: We tried to do what you
asked us to do last week. We have done it, but
you are on another track. Yoti are doing what I
said you would do.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Gosnells.

Mr PEARCE: Those interjections are as close
as we have been to a Government reply. The
Government is not obliging us in any way as we
do not receive $50 in payment for every
amendment we have passed. We do not get paid
bonuses as if we were members Of a Sheffield
Shield team if we get amendments passed. It is a
totally irresponsible attitude for the Premier to
adopt in suggesting the amendments are for our
benefit. The Opposition has no personal stake in
the matter.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn has pointed out
that those who are involved in accidents with
people driving trail bikes may not be properly
protected. I agree with him that the Government
is going about this matter the wrong way. The
Government should be considering amendments

to the Road Traffic Act so that it would cover off-
road vehicles. Such amendments would have a
much more salutary effect than the half-baked
amendments to this legislation.

If it is the case that the Minister for Local
Government is incapable of handling this
legislation or incapable of understanding the legal
niceties of it, as may be the case as she is not a
lawyer, surely the Premier or someone else such
as the member for Cottesloe could handle the Bill
so that the Committee can get the answers it
deserves.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I pointed out to the
member for Mt. Hawthorn that I had given him
latitude to make the arguments you are now
making. I asked him to direct his remarks to the
amendment and I ask that you do the same.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Chairman, perhaps you
understand that people like myself are not legal
people and we need to hear a statement from the
Minister in answer to the cogent legal argument
from the member for Mt. Hawthorn about the
legal implications of the amendment before us.
We want to decide how to vote on this and we
want to know the Government's legal reply to the
member for Mt. Hawthorn's amendment. We are
entitled to ask for that information from the
Government.

The point I was making-and you may be
interested, Mr Chairman, should you have to use
your casting vote-is that it is very difficult to
decide when the Minister is making no attempt to
reply.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! That point has been
well canvassed. I did give a certain amount of
latitude to the member for Mt. Hawthorn and I
would hope you will relate your remarks to the
amendment.
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Mr PEARCE: I hope the Minister or someone
from the Government benches will rise and reply
to the cogent arguments put forward by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn.

Mr HODGE: I was slow to rise as I was
obviously unduly optimistic that the Minister
would get to her feet. I believe the member for
Mt. Hawthorn has raised a very serious point. He
is not the only member of the Opposition who has
put a lot of work into the study of this
amendment. I am not sure whether his point is
correct, as I am not a lawyer, but he was right the
other night and the Government has acted on his
advice and attempted to rectify the problem.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn may be right
again tonight. He has raised a point about owners
being able to evade their responsibility under this
amendment by becoming lessors and leasing the
off-road vehicle to a child or an incorporated body
with no funds. One clause of the Bill seems to
prohibit persons under the age of 18 years from
having a vehicle registered in their names.

I would like the Minister to give us an
answer-[ do not think that is expecting too
much. Surely she has had adequate time to study
the matter. She has a whole department of legal
advisers at her beck and call to study legislation,
which the Opposition does not have.

Although I am not a legal practitioner I am
concerned that the point raised by the member for
Mt. Hawthorn could be a major flaw in this Bill.
The Opposition supports the principle of the Bill.
I have been waiting ever since I was elected for
such a Bill to come into the Parliament as there is
a serious problem in regard to off-road vehicles
and noise problems in my electorate. I want the
Bill to be passed as quickly as possible, but not
with glaring loopholes which will create more
problems than there are already.

It seems the Government has got itself into a
terrible mess by trying to protect hire-purchase
companies and finance companies from liabilities
and by trying to avoid third party liabilities. The
Government needs a solution to its problems and
the amendment put forward by the Minister is not
the answer. In fact, it has created another
problem and surely the Minister does not intend
to treat the Committee with contempt and ignore
its members. The Opposition treats the
Committee seriously; we have studied the Bill and
we deserve an answer. The silent treatment given
by the Minister who sits there smiling at us is not
good enough. It is an example of the Parliament
being treated with contempt. The
Parliament-not j .ust the Opposition spokesman

on this side-deserves an answer from the
Minister.

Mr DAVIES: I understand the first
amendment we put forward has been withdrawn?

The CHAIRMAN: The situation is that as can
be seen on page 23 of the notice paper.
Amendment No. I is before the Chair subject to a
further amendment which relates to the second
paragraph of the second column referring to line
27. Those three lines have been altered and that is
the amendment before the Chair.

Mr DAVIES: When the matter was before the
Committee last and debated until 3.30 a.m. it was
obvious the Government accepted that there was
a genuine argument against the amendment
before the Committee at that time. The Premier
has said that because there were some deficiencies
in the Bill he was now obliging the Opposition.
What cheek!

Sir Charles Court: It is not that.
Mr DAVIES: Those were the Premier's words;

he said the amendments were brought in to oblige
the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: The Opposition put forward
certain arguments and we tried to clarify what
was the basis of the objections. In the light of that
we adjourned after we had clarified the basis of
the objections. The Minister has had those
objections translated into this amendment.

Mr DAVIES: Obviously there was need to
adjourn the matter and despite what the Premier
said, he did use the words "to oblige the
Opposition". The fact is, we were obliging the
Government by pointing out the deficiencies in
the Bill. If the Government wants to push a Bill
through with deficiencies that is its concern; it is
on the Government's head, not ours.

It is true that the Government has attempted to
overcome the problem; but the legal responsibility
is still in doubt. We have had an amendment to
an amendment which has resulted in an
incomprehensible situation from a lawyer's point
of view.

I suggest the Attorney General is close by, a
legal officer from the Crown Law Department is
close by, and the Minister is present. To satisfy
members on this side of the Chamber I believe
this matter should be adjourned, we should
continue with the notice paper, and when we
receive an explanation this Bill should be dealt
with. The least we deserve is an explanation.

I agree with the member for Melville when he
says he understands the Minister is unable to
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reply. I could not reply to the matter and I have
had some ministerial experience. Indeed, ve first
started to look at this contentious problem when I
was Minister for t he Environment. We are as
anxious as members opposite to see acceptable
legislation passed through Parliament; but on this
occasion if the Minister attempted to tell us the
position and the Attorney General shook or
nodded his head to tell us yea or nay, we might be
satisfied. However, the questions we have raised
have not been answered. In fact further questions
have arisen as a result.

This has not been done to oblige the
Opposition. It has been done to help the
Government overcome the inadequacies within
the Bill. I refuse to accept any blame for it on
behalf of the Opposition. The Premier did this
with an earlier Bill when he said he was movi ng
an amendment to help the Opposition. He did so
only because we pointed out a deficiency in the
Bill. The Premier need not oblige us. We are
obliging him by pointing out where sloppy
legislation has been introduced into Parliament
this session. Bills have been placed on the notice
paper and the next day amendments to them have
appeared. It is just not good enough. I refuse to
accept any blame for it on behalf of the
Opposition. We would not have been in this
position had we not pointed out the deficiencies in
the Bill.

I suggest in the spirit of co-operation and in
view of the stage the session has reached, this
matter should be adjourned. We understand and
appreciate the Minister's position. I sympathise
with her. I do not blame her in any way. I suggest
earnestly that when I sit down somebody report
progress, we continue with the notice paper, and
when the answers have been obtained-probably
in about 20 minutes-the Minister can then
explain the situation to the House. At that time
members on this side of the Chamber and the
public will know the meaning of the Bill. The
public is entitled to legislation which it can
interpret. Members of the public certainly would
not be able to interpret this Bill.

Mrs CRAIG: I regret that the Leader of the
Opposition was not in the Chamber the other
morning when the Bill was debated.

Mr Davies: I do not regret it.

Mrs CRAIG: I regret also that he did not hear
the member for Mt. Hawthorn acknowledge that
the problems which had been brought up at that
time had been rectified by the amendment.

Mr Tonkin: He did not say that.

Mrs CRAIG: The basis of the query now
relates to the position of third party insurance.
The Government has indicated it is impossible to
introduce provision for third party insurance in
this legislation. I made that clear in the second
reading debate and it was discussed further in
Committee. We are unable to include third party
insurance in the provisions in this Bill.

For that reason we have extended the liability
of the owner in clause I I in order that there is a
greater possibility of recovery.

The question which arose in relation to the
amendment proposed by the other place and
which has been debated previously refers to the
extended definition of "owner". That extension
came from the Road Traffic Act definition of
"owner". The member for Swan pointed out quite
rightly that difficulties could arise and that
matter has been dealt with.

I should like to point out to the Committee that
unfortunately we are not able to incorporate third
party insurance in the provisions of the Dill.

Mr Skidmore; You do not want to.

Mrs CRAIG: All the arguments of members
opposite have ranged around that matter. The
Opposition will not be satisfied until such time as
third party insurance is incorporated; but it
cannot be incorporated.

Mr DAVIES: It seems there may be some
explanation and we thank the Minister for it. As I
said earlier, I do not regret that I was not in the
Chamber the other night when we discussed the
matter. Indeed our shadow Minister had been
discussing this Bill for some considerable time. I
do not know whether the explanation given
satisfies the member for Mt. Hawthorn. He
shakes his head in response to my glance. I can
only repeat that whilst we appreciate third party
insurance cannot be provided, additional
questions have been raised which may require
answers. I do not know whether it is possible to
give answers to the questions raised.

I can see a situation developing where everyone
will want to speak on this matter, whether or not
they know anything about it. Therefore, in the
spirit of co-operation and in order that we may
obtain legal advice from the well qualified legal
people who are available immediately, progress
should be reported and we should deal with this
matter later. In the meantime we can deal with
the rest of the items on the notice paper.
Goodness knows, we might yet be up by dinner
time.
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Mr SKIDMORE: I should like to look at this
matter from the point of view of the Beach
Buggies Club, the Sand Dune Buggies Club, and
the WA Beach Buggy Club, and from the point of
view of people who use off-road vehicles in the
pursuit of the sport on which they spend a great
deal of time and money. These clubs accept
responsibility for the conduct of these vehicles.
They would not like to see this legislation passed
in its current form, because they would lose
control over their members. These clubs have
some degree of control aver members in their
operation of off-road vehicles registered under the
Bill. They can say to prospective club members,
"If you wish to be a member of this cliub you must
abide by the Act and register your vehicle.
Therefore, you will come within the province of
our control." The Minister has suggested our only
concern is third party insurance cover, but that is
far from the point.

The crux of the issue is responsibility must rest
with the person who causes damage to another
person or vehicle. This amendment has created
confusion. It has made it impossible for adequate
cover to be given.

A person is accepted as a club member on the
basis that his vehicle is registered. He may not
necessarily produce the registration paipers. It
would be assumed that his vehicle is registered. It
may then be found that the vehicle is not
registered under the terms of the Act and
obviously the club would have difficulty
controlling that member. We are faced with this
situation at the present time.

Half a dozen of these people could be travelling
around the Countryside behaving in an
irresponsible manner. It is cheaper to be fined
under the Act for having an unregistered vehicle
than it is to meet a damages claim. This
amendment will result in people taking an
irresponsible attitude to the matter. They will say,
"I could not care less. My vehicle is not
registered, therefore I will cause damage, kill, or
injure somebody and it is cheaper for me to do
that than it is to register my vehicle."

I am satisfied the clubs in Western Australia
act responsibly in controlling their members.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I should like to
explain to the Committee that the Minister has
endeavoured very conscientiously to give effect to
the wishes of the Committee expressed last week.
She has sought the best advice available. I should
like the members of the Committee to be aware
that she has spent a great deal of time trying to
do what we thought we had codified last week.

However, 1 have to explain to the Committee
that the Minister must keep an appointment with
a local authority. She is not attending a public
function, but is involved in some important
discussions with the local authority. It is
important for the sake of the local authority, as
well as for other interested parties in the district,
that she meet them this evening without delay.
Having given that explanation, I should like to
move that we report progress.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Sir
Charles Court (Premier).

(Continued on page 56 79)

ACTS AMENDMENT (SUPREME COURT
AND DISTRICT COURT) BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 12th October.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) 15A43 p.mn.J:
This is a non-contentious Bill. It is true that it
matters very little in the actual practical
operation of this'Assembly whether or not the
Opposition agrees with a Bill or opposes it hotly.
That is virtually irrelevant in this Parliament
largely because the Government has a margin of
numbers and it delights in pressing home the
authority given to it by that margin. We have the
position where merit is irrelevant and numbers
are oppressive.

It is important that Hansard readers should
understand the way the Assembly operates and
the more quickly they come to understand that,
the more quickly something will be done to make
Parliament function efficiently and in the manner
in which it is supposed to function and in fact as
other Parliaments, including Westminster in
London, function.

This Bill is non-contentious and the Opposition
supports it.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
In Committee, etca.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.
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Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr O'Neil

(Deputy Premier), and passed.

EVIDENCE ACT AMENDMENT DILL (No. 2)
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 17th October.

MR GRILL (Yilgarn-Dundas) [5.47 p.mn.]:
This, again, is a non-contentious Bill and the
Opposition supports it. There are, however, a few
comments I would like to make. The legislation is
designed to include in the Evidence Act mention
of the Family Court and the District Court.

The Deputy Premier commenced his speech by
saying-

Now that the Family Court of Western
Australia is firmly established, it is
considered to be appropriate that a reference
to that court should be incorporated into the
provisions of the Evidence Act, where
appropriate.

Later, in his speech, the Deputy Premier referred
to similar amendments in other situations relating
to the District Court. His opening words were
hypocritical. The fact is the Bill has nothing to do
with the Family Court having now been firmly
established. The legislation is here because the
Government has finally woken up to the fact that
this Act should have been amended years ago
when the Family Court was established, and when
the District Court was established.

This is further evidence of the slovenly and
slipshod way the Government goes about
amending the law of this State. We have instances
of it time and time again in this House, and it
certainly is not good enough. The Opposition
would like to dissociate itself from this method of
amending our laws.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [5.49 p.m.]: I
think the previous member hit the nail very much
on the head. It is some time since I read the
second reading speech which was said to provide
the general reasons for the existence of this Bill.
As was pointed out by the member for Vilgarn-
Dundas the alleged reasons for the Bill as
contained in the Deputy Premier's second reading
speech are not really the reasons at all.

When the Family Court legislation was before
this Parliament my recollection is that it came
through resembling something like a Bondi
tram-something not unusual for important
legislation. Whether my recollection is right or

wrong is beside the point for the moment, but
there have been many precedents for that
happening.

When the Family Court Bill went through this
place, that was the time when this particular Bill
should have been introduced. The fact of the
matter is that so long as the Family Court has
been operating in this State it has been operating
in a situation where the evidence law has been
unsatisfactory and has not been as adequate or as
efficient as it should have been.

I do not know how long the court has been
operating, but for same time the loophole, the
deficiencies, and the inadequacy of the Evidence
Act have been there. It is only now that the
Government has suddenly got around to patching
up-or revamping as I think Sir Dilly Snedden
calls it-the law with respect to evidence.

As has been pointed out-and as I would like to
underline-so much legislation which comes to
this Assembly is slipshod, poorly timed, and lacks
co-ordination with other measures and other laws
which are affected by the Bill then currently
before the Assembly.

The Opposition sincerely hopes that when we
resume here next year the performance of the
Government will be of a more reasonable
standard. People are entitled to have proper
legislation; they should not have to put up with
slapdash and slipshod amendments. We can only
express the hope that the performance of the
Government will improve. One can hope-as I
expressed two years ago-that the back-benchers
on the Government side will start to do their job
and bring their Ministers into gear, and simply
not yield to what happens to be directed to them
by the Premier.

Bad as the law is, this Bill will improve the
position. The Opposition supports the measure.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Deputy Premier)
[5.53 p.m.]: I thank the Opposition for its
generous support of this measure! I think we have
had 122 Bills before this Parliament during the
current year and in respect of the great majority
of them I suppose they have been to amend the
existing law rather than to introduce new
principles to stand alone as separate Statutes.
What is this place for other than to correct
anomalies which appear in the law fromn time to
time? When new laws are introduced it is found
that legislation which is affected by them needs to
be brought into line. That is what this place is all
about.

For members to say that the Family Court Act
has been in operation for many years, and that it
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was introduced in a slapdash manner, and all
aspects of its intrusion into other legislation
should have been looked at, is quite farcical. In
fact, I see in the comments of the member for
Yilgarn-Dundas and the member 'for Mt.
Hawthorn the sort of comments which the Leader
of the Opposition will make when this House
finally rises. One has only to look at speeches of
former Leaders of the Opposition during the last
30 or 40 years to know what the Leader of the
Opposition will say: The Government's legislation
was bad, faulty, slapdash, and all sorts of other
things. It is the old broken-down record.

Mr Pearce: Are you practising to be Leader of
the Opposition? You are doing it very well.

Mr O'NEIL: I happened to notice both the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition, at the
request of the Press, making some comments and
I suggested that if members like to look at what
previous Premiers and Leaders of the Opposition
have said during the last 30 or 40 years, they will
see that the remarks will be precisely the same.

I thank members for their support of the
legislation. I cannot say that at no time in the
future will we have similar legislation to overcome
some anomaly, or which relates to some other
legislation which has not been brought to the
attention of the draftsman or the Government
because the event has not occurred. I would like
to draw the attention of members to the many
amendments to the Local Government Act since
its introduction.

When we reach the stage where we can
introduce and pass legislation which is
perfect-nb initio-we can write off this place.

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 Mr O'Neil

(Deputy Premier), and passed.

BILLS (3). RETURNED
I. Appropriation Bill (Consolidated

Revenue Fund).
2. Appropriation Hill (General Loan

Fund).
3, Colleges Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

LEGAL AID COMMISSION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No.?2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 18th October.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [5.59 p.m.]:
The Opposition supports this measure. It is quite
understandable and certainly quite usual that
when a new Act has been functioning for a short
time the experience of its operation so often
indicates the need for some amendments. That is
precisely what we are told has happened with
respect to the Legal Aid Commission Act.

I do not propose to touch on each of the half-
dozen or so matters which are involved because
the Minister mentioned them during his second
reading speech. Those who are interested can
conveniently read the Minister's speech in
Hansard.

I would like to comment briefly on one or two
matters. This is just one more piece of Liberal
Party Government price-fixing legislation. For as
long as I can remember, members of the Liberal
Party have said in very general terms that they do
not believe in price fixing, and the public have
chosen to believe them. It is true that while
Liberal Party members would protect-perhaps if
necessary with their lives--certain commodities
from price-fixing legislation, there are huge areas
in which this Government wholly supports the
fixing of prices for goods and services. This
legislation is just another sample of this practice.

The present method of lump-sum payment to
legal practitioners who give legal aid is just not
efficient or fair. Under the existing scale, a legal
practitioner is paid a lump sum for a particular
service irrespective of the amount of work he is
required to do. It is beyond the control of anybody
to predict how much work a particular case will
entail, and although one practitioner may be
involved in a great deal of work in a certain case,
another practitioner may find that a similar case
involves him in very little work at all. Yet both
practitioners have their fees fixed at the same
figure, and that is an absurdity. The measure now
before us is designed to make more equitable the
price fixing of fees to be paid to solicitors who
give legal aid.

If the Government is to do the right thing for
the public in respect of legal aid services, it will
have to do a whole lot more than introduce
amendments such as the Bill before us. As
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members of the House are aware, and as many
members of the public are aware, numerous
people who should be able to obtain legal aid are
being denied it today. There is no point at all in
giving people access to the law, or a law bei ng
available for people to obtain some sort of relief,
if they cannot be properly represented when they
get to court.

The present position has been brought about
largely because the Fraser Government has cut
back severely on the legal aid funds, and, of
course, a great deal of its funds, if not all, must be
spent in legal matters involving Commonwealth
law. As well as this, the State Government is
simply not measuring up to the task; not betause
it cannot measure up to it, but because it is
determined it will not measure up to it.

The fact of the matter is that this Government
has a great deal of money. The Premier can deny
this for as long as he likes, but I do not accept his
denial. I believe that millions of dollars of unused
money is available to this Government, and
certainly some of this money should be allocated
to the Legal Aid Commission so that aid can be
given in deserving and proper cases.

Last year the Legal Aid Commission was
allocated $100 000 by this Government. This
happens to be the same sum of money which the
Government paid-not the Parliament, but the
Government-to one litigant alone! This year the
amount allocated is 5269 000. The Government
will pay $269 000 this year for legal aid because
that is the amount requested by the commission in
its Budget estimate. In other words, the
Government seems, on this occasion, very willing
and ready to help the Legal Aid Commission.
However, it is miserly to suggest that we should
spend only $269 000 on legal aid this year and it
will leave hundreds, and possibly thousands, of
Western Australians without proper legal
representation. In simple language this means
that a great many of our citizens are being denied
recourse to the law; accordingly, in most of these
cases they willI be denied justice,

Subject to my comments about the price
fixation policies of this Government, the other
provisions in the Bill are reasonable and proper.
For those reasons the Opposition supports the Bill
in toto.

Question put and passed.

Dill 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 Mr O'Neil

(Deputy Premier), and passed.

Bill returned
amendment.

WOAN DILL
Returned

from the Council without

STATE FORESTS
Revocation or Dedication: Council's

Resolution-Motion to Concur

Debate resumed, from the 24th October, on the
following motion by Mrs Craig (Minister for
Local Government)-

That the proposal for the partial
revocation of State Forests Nos. 20, 27, 37
and 41 laid on the Table of the Legislative
Council by command of His Excellency the
Governor on the 12th October, 1978, be
carried out.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) (6.09 p.m.]: This
motion for the partial revocation of State forests
is an annual event to comply with the terms of the
Forests Act. The motion is produced at a late
stage of the session so that as many transactions
and requirements as possible may be fulfilled.

The motion this year contains four partial
revocations, The Opposition has had the
opportunity to examine these, and it is satisfied
that the reasons given by the Minister for the
partial revocations are satisfactory and sufficient.
The four areas concerned are known to me, and
little objection could be raised on any ground in
respect of the action contemplated by the Forests
Department.

The first revocation is in respect of an area of
only 2 982 square metres located four miles to the
south of Balingup. The situation in respect of this
land has been something of a marathon, lasting
for something like 20 years. The occupier of the
land has been using it for that period since a road
survey isolated the land. The motion regularises
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an anomalous situation which has pertained for
two decades, and I do not think anybody would
cavil at that.

The second area comprises about 40.7 hectares
situated Five kilometres south of Donnybrook. The
land is to be exchanged for a piece or karri land
north of Walpole. This will benefit the Forests
Department in terms of management, because the
land protrudes into State forest.

Similarly, the third revocation concerns an area
or 7.3 hectares situated i I kilometres north-east
of Manjimup. Once again, the exchange of land
between the Forests Department and a farmer
will be mutually beneficial.

The final revocation comprises 61.2 hectares
situated about 4.5 kilomnetres north of Walpole
and it is to be exchanged for private property. The
area in question protrudes into private property.
This revocation will be of mutual benefit to Mr
Gerner and the Forests Department.

The Opposition has no objection to any of the
four revocations. It is of interest to find that the
area of State forest has increased again in the
year 1978. This is indicative of a changed attitude
towards State forests and is something I feel is
desirable. At the same time we should have full
regard for the land use requirements of the south-
west.

At times the Forests Department is criticised
for overzealousness in pursuing its responsibility.
Generally such criticism has been made by
organisations, and it is indicative of the fact that
the department is fulfilling its role and duties in
the interests of Western Australia.

The Opposition supports the motion.

Question put and passed, and a message
accordingly returned to the Council.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p-rm.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) BILL

Council' s A niendmcnrs
Amendments made by the Council further

considered from an earlier stage of the sitting.

In Commiitte
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Mrs Craig (Minister for Local
Government) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after the Minister for
Local Government had moved- I

That amendment No. I made by the
Council be agreed to, subject to the following
further amendments-

Line [-insert immediately before
line I a further amendment as follows-

Clause 3, page 2, line 4-Insert
after the section designation "Y'
the subsection designation "(1)";

Line 5-Insert after the word
..vehicle" the word "includes";

Line 6-Delete paragraph (a) and
paragraph (b) and substitute a new
passage as follows-

(a) a person who is the owner
thereof;,

(b) a person nominated as owner
pursuant to-

(i) subsection (4) of section 5
of the Road Traffic Act,
1974; or

(ii) subsection (2) of this
section;

(c) a person who has the use
thereof under a hiring or hire
purchase agreement or under a
lease or loan or other
arrangement;, and

(d) a person in whose name the
vehicle is registered under-

(i the Road Traffic Act,
1974, or under any
corresponding law of any
State or Territory of the
Commonwealth, (being a
law in respect of which a
declaration under
subsection (5) of section 5
of that Act is in force); or

(ii) this Act,

but does not include an unpaid
vendor of the vehicle under a hire
purchase agreement or the lessor
under a lease;.

Line 27-Add after line 27 a further
amendment as follows-

Clause 3, page 4, after line
17-Insert a further subelause to
stand as subclause (2) as follows-
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(2) Where any off-road vehicle is
owned by more than one
person as owner or otherwise
only one of those persons, to be
nominated by all such persons
by notice in writing given to
the Authority, shall be
registered as the owner and
that person shall, subject to
subsection (3) of section IlI of
this Act, for the purposes of
this Act be deemed to be the
owner of that vehicle.

Sir CHARLES COURT: During the
suspension of the sitting I discussed the matter
further with the Attorney General, as requested.
Unfortunately, the Minister for Local
Government is still detained at her engagement; I
hope she will be here before long. I think that,
with the explanation I am about to give, following
my talk with the Attorney General, members will
appreciate the extent to which the Government
has gone in an effort to accommodate the views of
members opposite, as well as on this side, and that
the safeguard is adequate. Here again, I hope
that, once I have given the explanation, members
will appreciate it is as far as the Government
could reasonably be expected to go in all the
circumstances.

The definition of "owner" has been made to
identify completely with the definition under the
Road Traffic Act. This is considered desirable so
that there will be no different interpretations of
the ownership of a vehicle as between the two
pieces of legislation. It is not therefore
appropriate to amend the definition further in the
light of the existing definition in the Road Traffic
Act.

Objections have been raised that it is possible
for the owner of a vehicle to lease it, and thereby
escape liability under clause 11, as the owner of
the vehicle. There could also be a fictitious sale.
There are no doubt other ways in which an
unscrupulous person could try to escape liability
as the owner under the joint liabilities provision of
clause IL.

It is not possible to cater for all the tricks which
a person determined to escape the consequences
of that liability could get up to. IHe could even
give the vehicle away as a result of which he
would no longer be the owner.

As we cannot cater for all these problems in the
normal manner in the Bill, for evident and
obvious reasons--one of which is the inordinately
high premium charges for compulsory third party

insurance-we have sought to include this joint
liability of the driver and owner in clause I11. We
need not do it at all. It is an unusual clause which
will not be found in any other Act. However, we
believe it will assist in sheeting home some
liability and providing one extra person to sue in
some cases-notably, where the driver is a child
of the parent or is a friend of the owner, which
will be the majority of cases. In other words, the
legislation will provide for a high degree of
responsibility.

The Government believes the amendment on
the notice paper is basically sound and that the
Opposition could be sparring at shadows, because
as soon as we eliminate one shadow there will be
another.

Because, as I have said, we cannot cater for all
the dodges an unscrupulous person may get up to,
we have moved to provide as much protection to
the public as we can. However, I am prepared to
say we will ask the Minister to have the subject
examined further and the points made by the
Opposition studied in case there is ant obvious
area which, in spite of the amendments on the
notice paper, needs further attention, and that
clause I I will not be proclaimed until this has
been done. I have discussed this matter with the
Attorney General and-he in turn having sought
advice-he assured me it was possible to proclaim
the legislation leaving clause I1I unproclaimed for
the time being, until its study can be completed.

Mr Skidmore; What is the use of that?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government
intends to satisfy itself that the points raised by
the Opposition have been studied and the clause
does not present any situation which is
unmanageable, or unfair to the public. I suggest
that I cannot do more than that.

The Government therefore proposes the
amendment be proceeded with so that the other
provisions of the Bill will not be delayed any
longer. I ask members of the Opposition to accept
my assurances. I remind them we have given a lot
of thought to the points they raised. I made it
clear the other night that we were prepared to
give consideration particularly to the point raised
by the member for Swan and, subsequently, to the
matters raised by the member for Mt. Hawthorn
and the nlfember for Warren.

When we reported progress the other night it
was on the clear understanding we would take
those comments and endeavour to interpret them
into an amendment which would be acceptable to
all. I believe that, within reasonable limits, we
have done just that and therefore, I suggest to the
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Committee in all sincerity that this is a practical
way of handling the problem and that we should
get this amendment incorporated in the Bill. [t
will then be further studied in the way I have
mentioned.

Clause I I will not be proclaimed until the
Government has completed a thorough study of
all the points raised by the Opposition, and
compared them with the Government's own
understanding of the matter and, of course, after
taking all the legal advice we can get from our
own advisers.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I should like to get one
point clear: It is not a case of the Government
accommodating the Opposifion. It is more a
question of getting the legislation into an
acceptable form so that it does not create so many
anomalies that the Bill will be back in this place
in very short order-but not before it has created
some quite unfortunate situations. That is the
concern of the Opposition, and it would be
irresponsible of the Opposition if it did not bring
these matters forward.

While on the question of third party insurance,
the National Parks Authority requires that before
people can take out a lease on a particular beach
cottage, they must agree to take out an insurance
policy which covers them for $50 000. If a smaller
third party insurance policy to a limit of. say,
$10000 was insisted upon, it would offer some
security to a person who was injured.

It is certain that there will be accidents with
off-road vehicles. Some have occurred already. I
know of one fatal accident and two others which
have been serious. There needs to be compulsory
third party insurance.

The definition of "owner" according to the
amendment as explained by the Premier equates
the definition under the Road Traffic Act with
that in the present Bill. However, it goes be5ond
the Road Traffic Act in that it makes an owner
liable. That does not apply with the Road Traffic
Act. Clause I I has not been satisfactorily
explained-

Sir Charles Court: Was it not desired that we
add that extra part, to make sure that the
definition under the Road Traffic Act applied?

Mr H. D. EVANS: On the question of liability,
it goes beyond that. It puts the owner i n a
situation where he may be liable.

Sir Charles Court: That was requested.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It allows for the straw
situation, giving some owners the opportunity to
avoid that liability. This is where there may be a

problem. Some owners will opt out of liability.
Others-the least able to pay-will be caught up
in it.

The phrase used in clause I I(b) is subject to
three interpretations-solely used on the road;
solely used otherwise than on a road; and may be
used otherwise than on a road. They are three
points of legal nicety. There needs to be some
specification of for what use the vehicle is
intended. That is the point.

Mr PEARCE: I cannot accept that the
suggestions of the Premier and those of the
Minister for Local Government before she
departed are the complete answer to this problem.
The Government has demonstrated conclusively
to the Committee that no matter how it fiddles
with the form of words, it has not arrived at a
satisfactory solution. The reason for that is that
the Government, in its approach to the matter,
has excluded the answer before it started to
consider what the answer ought to be. The
decision has been made not to have third party
insurance for off-road vehicles. That is what is
required. The only way in which the members of
the public can be protected properly from the
consequences of accidents involving them and off-
road vehicles is for there to be some compulsory
system of third party insurance.

Sir Charles Court: At this stage, with all of the
research possible, it has been deemed to be
impracticable to have that. You should start on
that premise. I thought we were at one on that
point when the Bill started through the Chamber.

Mr PEARCE: That is where the Premier is
making an error. We are not at one on that point.

Sir Charles Court: It was made clear that
compulsory third party insurance was
impracticable.

Mr PEARCE: I take the Premier's point. It has
been made clear that the Government has
excluded the possibility of third party insurance
from its consideration before the Bill was drafted.
The Premier and I are at one on that point.

It is clear that the Government has decided
there is not to be third party insurance. That is
the error that is being made. There is no way one
can alter the definition of "ower" so that
members of the public are protected should they
be involved in an accident with a person driving
an off-road vehicle. If the person owns the vehicle,
or is hiring it, or is leasing it, and he has no
money, he cannot be sued-

Sir Charles Court: We have accepted that
contingency. That was not questioned here before.
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Mr PEARCE: The Premier is making an error
again. That is the whole thrust of the comments
by the member for Mt. Hawthorn, who has
unfortunately exhausted his opportunities before
the Committee. I blame the Minister for that,
because the member for Mt. Hawthorn had to
rise three times to ask her to make a reply.
Perhaps that was a ploy to exhau st the time of the
member for Mt. Hawthorn before he could have
answers to some of the questions he raised.

The position is that the Opposition is not
accepting that now. If the Opposition accepted
that before-and I do not believe it did-it is not
accepting the proposition that there ought not to
be third party insurance.

Sir Charles Court: If you are speaking on
behalf of the Opposition, saying that you insist on
a Bill with compulsory third party insurance in it,
the matter is irreconcilable.

Mr PEARCE: I wonder whether the position Is
irreconcilable. I will grant that the Premier has
shown a degree of flexibility on this which I have
not noticed in him before.

Mr Bertram: Nor has anybody else.

Mr PEARCE: Surely the Premier must accept,
having reported progress on this matter twice so
that he can obtain legal advice, that without third
party insurance there is no way of arriving at an
answer to the problem? That is why the solution
proposed-that is, the definition of "owner"
under the Road Traffic Act-is an unsatisfactory
one. The definition in that Act allows for the fact
of compulsory third party insurance.

There is a difference between the nature of the
Bill and the nature of the Road Traffic Act. The
definition of "owner" under the Act cannot apply
to the Bill. One has to allow for a definition which
involves third party insurance to allow for
coverage for innocent parties. Can the Premier
justify his stand when he says that third party
insurance has bcen ruled out because it is
impracticable'?

Sir Charles Court: That is compulsory third
party.

Mr PEARCE: I cannot see that it is
impracticable. The Premier is saying there are
practical difficulties, to put it moderately, in
having compulsory third party insurance. Let us
consider the practical difficulties of not having
compulsory third party insurance. Suppose
somebody runs into another person and breaks his
leg. The driver may be a minor, 12 years of age or
younger. Thc person who is injured, if he feels
that the driver of the off-road vehicle has been

negligent, has to take him to court to recover
damages. He would be battling to obtain
thousands of dollars from a 12-year-old.

The provision of third party insurance would
enable the injured person to cover his loss. He
would be able to receive satisfaction in the matter
irrespective of the age or status of tne driver of
the vehicle, no matter what judgment was given in

a court. The present provision does not allow for
that. That is the problem.

Compulsory third party insurance means that
innocent parties who are run down by people
driving vehicles will be covered irrespective of the
financial status of the person driving or owning
the vehicle. That is the practical difficulty which
arises if there is no compulsory third party
insurance.

That is such a great practical difficulty that the
practical difficulties which the Premier refers to
as a reason for not having third party insurance
would seem to be the lesser of the two evils. I
argued that all along and now the Premier says I
have changed my attitude-he is wrong.

I have said that the control of off-road vehicles
ought to have been handled by amendments to the
Road Traffic Act rather than introducing a new
Bill. Extending the Road Traffic Act to cover off-
road vehicles would have been a better move and
would have solved many of the problems we are
now faced with. I do not claim to speak for the
Opposition, but I have conferred with the member
for Mt. Hawthorn and it is our opinion the Bill
would not work without provision for third party
insurance.

Sir Charles Court: You have made it clear the
Opposition will not support this without third
party insurance provisions being included.

Mr PEARCE: We are of the opinion the
legislation will not be workable without that
provision.

Mr O'Neil: What happens if the Bill is laid
aside; what protection is there then?

Mr PEARCE: We understand what would
happen; that is why we have supported the Bill
from the outset. However, we feel some aspects
are not workable. We have no personal interest in
this; we. will not get thousands of votes by
supporting thd Government in principle and
opposing amendments such as this. The
community needs to be protected and it seems the
only real protection will be afforded when
compulsory third party insurance is included in
this legislation.
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Mr HODGE: The Premier said that the
definition of "owner" in this Bill is now identical
with the definition of "owner" in the Road Traffic
Act. I think the Premier has overlooked the very
fundamental difference that the Road Traffic Act
contains provisions for compulsory third party
insurance. The definition of "owner" in the Road
Traffic Act is suitable because of that, but that is
not the case with this legislation.

Another major difference that may have been
overlooked is that under the Road Traffic Act
eight-year-old children cannot drive vehicles,
whereas under this legislation they can drive off-
road vehicles. I think the Premier has overlooked
these points.

Sir Charles Court: The joint and several
liabilities have been included.

Mr HODGE: I know the Premier has
attempted to define that, but it has been pointed
out earlier that there are ways of avoiding this
provision. The Premier made the dreadful
admission that this legislation is far from perfect
and the Government could not plug up all the
loopholes and stop people from finding other
loopholes.

Sir Charles Court: How do you think lawyers
make a living?

Mr HODGE: These loopholes usually are
found by smart aleck people when Bills become
law. The Parliament should never put forward
legislation with loopholes in it which it is aware
of. We should not put through legislation which
has such a major flaw as this. The Premi er- is
saying, "We know the flaw is there, but we
cannot think of any way of fixing it."

Sir Charles Court: We see the amendment as
basically sound, but we are pointing out that no
matter what law we pass there is always the
unscrupulous person who finds a way out of it.

Mr H-ODGE: The Opposition is pointing out a
major flaw and it will not take an unscrupulous
person to find this flaw. It is bad enough that
from time to time legislation does slip through in
which there are flaws and loopholes which
unscrupulous people can exploit. They will
probably find loopholes in this legislation of which
we are not aware. On this occasion we have found
a flaw and the Opposition is doing its duty by
pointing it out to the Government. This will not
win us any votes or gain for us any kudos in the
electorate; we are simply fulfilling the role we are
expected to play.

What will be the legal position if we proclaim
this Bill without clause I I? It will mean there will

be no person responsible as the owner. What will
happen if an accident occurs under these
circumstances?

Mr O'Neil: What happens if an accident occurs
without the legislation?

Mr I-ODGE: Perhaps the Premier could
enlighten us. We could have the position of
someone severely injured trying to sue an eight-
year-old child. Surely the Government does not
intend to pass legislation such as this where there
will be no registered owner at all.

The only solution to this whole mess is to have
third party insurance provisions included in the
Bill-that is the policy of the Opposition. I do not
know whether it would cost $300; we have no
evidence that it will cost that much and a lot of
Figures have been bandied around.

We have all seen the mess which has occurred
through the Government trying to get around the
need for third party insurance and to protect
finance companies. The Government has got itself
into a real straitjacket trying to define the term
"owner" without including provisions for third
pary insurance and without putting any
responsibility on the hire-purchase companies. I
do not see why the Government is opposed to
third party insurance. If it is going to cost $300
there is little else that can be done.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Premier's action clearly
illustrates that the Opposition's views expressed
when the Bill was introduced were quite correct.
We indicated at that time that the Bill had been
introduced too hastily. What has transpired since
proves that to be the case. The Minister in charge
of the Bill decided that the Bill did need
amending after listening to the Opposition's
arguments. Following further consultations the
Premier has now informed us that the Hill should
be proclaimed without clause 11.

This spells out how right the Opposition was in
saying the Bill had been introduced in a very
hasty manner. During the initial Committee stage
the Government was shown that amendments
were necessary, and since the arguments put
forward this afternoon, the Government has
indicated that a further amendment is necessary
in that clause I I should not be proclaimed along
with the rest of the Bill. It should be remembered
that clause 11 is a very important clause which
indicates the responsibility of the owners involved.

In my view clause 11 is bad enough if it is
included in the Bill; but at least it sets out the
responsibility of the owner although it does not
provide for third party insurance. To remove that
clause completely, would remove the
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responsibility of the owner and there would be no
provision for third party insurance, a matter of
which we have been arguing in favour. It would
be far better in the interests of the people involved
in the Bill and in the interests of Parliament also,
to defer it. What is the point in proceeding with
the Bill when one of the most important
clauses-clause 11-will not be proclaimed? Is
this the way a wise Government should be acting?

Should a wise Government proclaim the Bill
except for clause I I which is one of the most
important clauses? By removing this clause from
the Bill, additional responsibility is placed on
certain people. It would be wrong for Parliament
to proceed with the legislation in this situation.

The Premier indicated clearly in his opening
remarks this evening that the Government is
concerned about the Bill. As a result of the
opposition expressed from this side of the
Chamber the Government must be concerned,
otherwise the Premier would not have returned
after the tea suspension and said that after
conferring with the Attorney General he suggests
we should go along with the legislation with the
exception of clause 11. Is this the way a
responsible Government acts? The Government
has introduced the Bill and after very strong
opposition to certain clauses from members on
this side of the Chamber, the Government has
said, "The Opposition is right. We will proclaim
the Bill except for clause I 1L" Surely this is not
the way responsible government should operate in
Western Australia.

We on this side go along with the Bill. As I
mentioned during the second reading debate and
as other members have stated, we do not agree
with certain passages in it, but in principle we
welcome the legislation. There is no haste for the
Bill to be passed. This type of legislation has not
appeared on the Statute book of Western
Australia previously. It would be preferable to
defer proclamation of the Bill and the
Government could then discuss the matter with
the Crown Law Department and the Attorney
General. When we come back in March we will
be in a much better position after such discussion
to give consideration to all the clauses and
especially to clause 11. We could debate the
legislation and understand it. In my view the Bill
should be held over until the March session next
year.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: The member for Collie has
a very good point. I should like to put the record
straight on a suggestion made by the Premier that
the Opposition agrees with everything in the Bill

except clause 11. You will recall, Sir, from what
was said previously that that is not so.

Apart from clause I I we objected to several
other matters and to isolate that clause as the
only area of opposition is incorrect. First and
foremost we objected to the lack of consultation
with the shires and other parties involved. The
shires will be left with the problem if clause I I is
not proclaimed. There is the question also of
finance for shires. I realise I may be digressing a
little, but there were four distinct areas of
opposition. I have referred to two of them and I
shall mention the other two without elaboration. I
am referring to the distance one would have to
travel to an inspection point and also the lack of
indication of the cost of licensing. Those were the
four matters to which we objected in addition to
clause tI which relates to ownership and third
party insurance.

I feel the member for Collie has a very good
point, because it is not only clause It which
should be reviewed, but the other four matters to
which I have alluded should be reviewed also.

Mr GRILL: The Opposition appreciates the
fact that the Government has gone to some
lengths in an endeavour to amend this particular
provision in the Bill. I personally accept the
statement as read out by the Premier. The
amendment of this particular clause as it stands
now goes about as far as the Government can go
in defining properly the word "owner"

The Premier may recall that when this
particular matter was discussed last week I
indicated by way of interjection that there was a
simpler method of amending the definition of
"owner" and, of course, I was referring to the
procedure adopted by the Government which
seemed to me to stand out as the only possible
way of amending that provision.

However, that really does not let the
Government off the hook, although there is a
rather fulsome definition of "~owner"' now. I
should like to mention in passing that in line 3 of
subclause (2) reference is made to "owner or
otherwise". I wonder why the words "or
otherwise" are included. It seems to open up the
definition more widely than is necessary and I do
not think the words "or otherwise" should be
there. I know they are used in the definition
contained in the Road Traffic Act; but it seems to
me they should be taken out of that particular
definition also, because those words are
superficial and open up an avenue which could be
exploited by unscrupulous persons.

5684



[Tuesday, 28th November, 1978J168

I shall return to the real argument that even
with a fairly fulsome definition of "owner" the
Government is still faced with the situation where
the persons driving these vehicles and the persons
who may be injured by them are given no
protection. That is something which the
Government must face and to which a suitable
alternative must be found. I do not believe any
amendment either to clause 3 or clause 11 will
rectify that situation.

The difference between the Road Traffic Act
and this Bill is that under the Act people do not
want to escape liability and they will not be
looking at ways of beating the legislation because
there is provision for third party insurance.
However, with this Bill people will be looking at
every possible way of escaping liability and with
human nature being what it is most people would,
if given the opportunity, escape liability. It is a
fact that people do not need to be unscrupulous
under this Bill. To escape liability they merely
have to abide by the law. We are leaving a
loophole here through which one could drive a
tank. That is the unfortunate situation.

In respect of the debate on clause 3, 1 indicate
that it is tied up very closely with clause I I and
our real argument in respect of the Bill will be in
relation to clause IL. This is only a prelude to
what the Government can expect with respect to
debate on clause I[, because that clause i s a
radical departure from the law in this State and
from the laws throughout the common law
countries of the world.

The Premier has admitted that already in the
statement he read to the Committee a few
minutes ago. In respect of clause I I we believe
certain ramifications exist of which the
Government is not aware. Were the Government
aware of these matters it would not be trying to
pass a provision of this nature.

We are extremely concerned about clause I I
and it is not satisfactory for the Premier to invite
us to allow this Bill to proceed with clause 11
intact on the condition that it will not be
proclaimed until the Crown Law Department has
a further look at it. We wish to express our
opinions in respect of clause 11 and we want to
express them fully and in some detail. I know of
no other instance where such a radical departure
from common law has occurred anywhere in the
world.

There are certain ramifications in respect of
this clause of which we are absolutely convinced
the Government is not aware. We will demand the
opportunity to debate clause I I fully.

The proposition is that this Bill should be
withdrawn now and we will be prepared to return
next session and debate it then. We cannot allow
this Bill to go through with clause I I as it is on
the promise from the Premier that it will not be
proclaimed. If the Bill is proclaimed, people will
buy, register, and use off-road vehicles. They will
be used by young people who probably are not
able to drive and probably have not had driving
experience. They will be used by people who are
novices in that situation. It is incumbent upon the
Government to build into the legislation some real
protection. The Government will not do this by
messing around with the provisions in the Bill.
Substantial changes must be made to the Bill
before protection will be afforded the people of
this State.

We appreciate that by retaining clause I I the
status quo will remain, but we are not here to
allow such a status quo to remain if the situation
can be remedied. It is our business to pass the best
possible legislation. Clause ItI is unacceptable not
only to the Opposition, but also to the rest of the
people of Western Australia.

We sincerely request the Government to
withdraw the Bill for the time being so that our
objections can be considered. If this is not done
there certainly will be long and delayed argument
in regard to clause 11.

Mr CARR: We seem to be back where we were
some time before the tea suspension. Members
will recall that the Minister made a brief speech
on the amendment followed by a number of
speeches by members on this side of the
Committee who raised several serious queries.
The Minister made no reply until eventually she
was forced to her feet. Since the tea suspension
the Premier has given a few introductory
comments and then about five or six Opposition
members raised queries and problems following
the Premier's comments, but the Premier has
made no attempt to reply to any of the points
raised by the members for Mt. Hawthorn,
Melville, Vilgarn-Dundas, Gosnells, Warren, and
Collie.

As the member for Mt. Hawthorn has said, the
Premier is performing no better than his junior
Minister. I feel sympathy for the Premier because
the amendment deals with a sensitive issue and we
need to consider all its implications. It was a
surprise to me when the Premier actually read the
notes given to him. In the years I have been here,
I have known the Premier always to be able to
give answers off the cuff and without notes, and I
appreciate his difficulty on this occasion.
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Sir Charles Court: You arc not being fair. We
were trying to get something which was the result
of considered legal opinion. The notes were drawn
up by me in conjunction with the Attorney
General. We cannot be any fairer than that. Why
not be fair and realise there was a genuine
attempt to try to explain to the Committee the
situation and an attempt to put a fair proposition?

Mr CARR: I do not disagree with what the
Premier said.

Sir Charles Court: It has been clarified by the
member for Gosnells that you are not accepting
the Hill.

Mr CARR: The point I have been trying to
make is that we are dealing with a tremendously
sensitive and difficult problem and this is borne
out by the fact that even the Premier, who has
been so eloquent in the Chamber on so many
occasions without notes, was forced actually to
read the notes word for word. I was not criticising
him for doing that. I was not trying to be unfair. I
was trying to make the point that we are dealing
with a very difficult, complex, and sensitive issue.
We have raised a number of queries and we are
disappointed that we have not had a further reply
from the Government since the initial remarks by
the Premier.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! You realist of
course that that argument has been made many
times. I urge you to relate your remarks to the
question before the Chair.

Mr CARR: I appreciate your point, Sir. I was
dealing with that as a side issue. Before I
conclude that particular aspect I would like to say
that it is a pity the Minister is not able to be here
because she may have been able to be of some
assistance. It is a surprise she had a commitment,
however important, on a night she knew this
matter would be before the Parliament.

Mr Davies: It was pretty important.

Mr CARR: The member for Collie made the
point that the Government has been too hurried in
its whole approach to this its third attempt to
introduce an off-road vehicles Bill. During the
second reading debate we said that the Bill should
have been left till the next session and, in the
meantime, been referred to all the local
authorities and all other people in the community
who could be affected by it. That point has been
well and truly proven here tonight, as well as last
week.

if the Bill is proclaimed with clause I I in it, It
will be found to be full of holes. Difficult
questions as to third party insurance and joint

liability will arise and will not be resolved. If it is
proclaimed without clause il-I think that is a
remarkable suggestion-the Government will
simply be including all the easy parts, but deleting
the difficult one.

Sir Charles Court: That was not said.

Mr CARR: However inadequate, clause I I
would not exist at all and that is a totally
untenable situation.

Sir Charles Court: Let me make it clear that it
was not suggested that clause 11I will not be
proclaimed. It will not be proclaimed until the
matter has been thoroughly investigated in the
light of your objections. I want to remind you that
if you are not careful and you do oppose the Bill
and we follow your request tonight, you would
completely destroy any protection the Bill will
give.

Mr CARR: The Premier has twice interjected
and referred to our opposing the Bill or changing
our attitude.

Sir Charles Court: It has been said by the
member for Gosnells.

Mr CARR: I want to make it unequivocably
clear that the Opposition is in support of the
general principle that there should be strong,
worth-while legislation to deal with the
administration of off-road vehicles so that various
sectors in the community who are in danger or
who suffer noise or erosion problems should be
protected. We have at no stage deviated from the
line of our general support.

Mr O'Neil: But you will throw out the baby
with the bath water!

Mr CARR: However, we will not be a party to
rushing this legislation through tonight in order
that we might celebrate and get out of the
building at the conclusion of the session. We put
our responsibility as legislators first and our
responsibility is to pass good legislation. That has
a higher priority with us than our getting out of
the building. No-one on this side of the
Committee wants to sit here for a long time or
wants the Bill delayed unnecessarily. However, we
are not going to be a party to passing legislation
which is inferior and unacceptable and which will
cause a whole bundle of problems.

The whole difference between the attitude of
the Government and the attitude of the
Opposition on the amendment can be boiled down
to one sentence: We believe there should be third
party insurance.
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The Government is clearly prepared to put that
issue in the "too-hard basket" and say, "We will
not even bother to try." That is the whole
difference. Once the Government decides it will
proceed with the Bill without provision for third
party insurance, it does not really matter how it
jumbles the words, rephrases the clauses, or puts
them in different order. Once it decides there will
not be third party insurance, the Government will
be faced with a whole bundle of problems in terms
of people who are injured and cannot get any
redress for their injury.

Sir Charles Court: Was not this basic to the
Bill?

Mr CARR: The Government's whole defence
to that has been to say a premium of $300 for
third party insurance is too much. I say two
things to that, one or which I said in the second
reading debate; that is, ir a person cannot afford a
premium of $300 he cannot afford to pay
$200 000 damages. The second thing is I do not
believe the figure of $300 that has been tossed
around so loosely as a quote. We simply do not
believe that is what it would cost to provide third
party insurance.

Mr O'Neil: What is the figure?

Mr Skidmore: Less than $100.
Mr CARR: The Premier has made great play

of saying any minornfaws in the legislation will be
exploited only by the unscrupulous person. The
member for Vilgarn-Dundas made the point that
any person who does decide to use one of the
loopholes will be acting within the law. I am
surprised that point has been lost on the Premier,
because he above all people since I have been in
this Chamber has made the distinction between
what is lawful and what is unlawful. How many
of us have heard him explain at great length the
difference between tax evasion and tax avoidaince,
tax avoidance being perfectly all right and lawful
and tax evasion being terrible and unlawful? We
are talking about exactly the same thing, the only
difference being a legal technicality.

We on this side are not opposed to the Bill , or
to the- principle of having legislation in this field,
but we have genuine concern for people who may
be injured and not have any redress at all. The
member for Collie said the Bill should be held
over until the next session of Parliament. This
State has gone long enough without legislation in
this field, and four or five months until we come
back in March will not make much difference.
Four or five months will give the experts who
advise the Government in legal matters the
opportunity to come back with answers to the

problems, and will give local authorities and
others the opportunity to consider how they will
be affected by different clauses of the Bill. So I
suggest the Bill be held over until the next session
of Parliament.

Mr BERTRAM: Thanks to the Standing
Orders, over which the Opposition has absolutely
no control, I have on ly 10 min utes to speak on th is
occasion, it being the third time I have spoken to
this particular amendment.

I was pleased the member for Geraldton
exploded the nonsense the Premier trotted out
about owners or drivers of off-road vehicles
having to pay as much as $300 for third party
insurance. The Premier has been asked repeatedly
to give us answers to questions and I notice he is
extraordinarily silent on this matter. He cannot
even tell us where he got the $300 from. It sounds
good. I am surprised he did not make it $500.

Sir Charles Court: I did not mention that figure
ever. It has been mentioned.

Mr H-. D, Evans: The Minister mentioned it
initially.

Mr BERTRAM: We have an answer to one
question.

Mr O'Neil; You did not read the Minister's
second reading speech.

Mr H. D. Evans: It was not in the second
reading speech.

Mr O'Neil: By interjection.

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister's second reading
speech did not let us into what a monster the Bill
is. If one reads the Minister's second reading
speech and the Bill one will get some very rude
shocks. We on this side say the insurance will cost
less than $100 and probably in the area of $50.

Mr O'Neil: Where did you get that
information?

Mr BERTRAM: We have calculated it. I
would like to point out also that if the
Government thinks we have thus far disclosed our
full hand in respect of this particular amendment
it will be thinking quite wrongly. Many other
things are wrong with it but we have only limited
time and as the Government is not co-operating
with us we do not see why we should open up new
areas. I can assure members there is much more
wrong with clause 3 than has so far been
discussed.

Mr O'Neil: We are not discussing clause 3. We
are discussing the Council's amendment.
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Mr BERTRAM: An amendment to clause 3.
We do not believe the eyewash about not being
able to have third party insurance. The last time I
spoke I was developing that point. I have not yet
heard of any cases-I am not saying there is
none-where people have been injured by off-
road vehicles and have made claims against the
owners.

Mr O'Neil: The member for Warren mentioned
one.

Mr BERTRAM: I have not heard of any.
There have been about 300 fatalities on the road
this year, also thanks to the Government's
incapacity to do anything about it.

It would be much better if the Minister were
here, because at least she was taking a positive
attitude towards the Bill. The Premier is not
measuring up to her performance. The Premier
has decided this Bill will go through,
notwithstanding that it is a shambles. This is a
face-saving operation. We had a face-saving
operation in Vietnam which went on for years:
people were being butchered while nations went
on talking in an attempt to work out how they
could withdraw their troops without losing face.
The same thing is going on here, but people will
lose their claims for damages.

It is a problem of sizable dimensions. It was
intimated by the Leader of the Opposition that
the Premier wanted to oblige him. I will tell
members how the Premier is obliging the
Opposition at this time. We will not have a bar of
the fundamental difficulties in the Bill, which
exist even with clause 11I in it. With clause I I in
it we will have some sort of owner liability and
some form of third party insurance, but if clause
I I is taken out the position will be even more
disastrous. The Premier wants to oblige the
Opposition by putting clause I I on ice, which will
make the Bill far more obnoxious to us than if it
were left in. That is his way of helping and
obliging the Opposition!

Sir Charles Court: You are distorting the
situation.

Mr BERTRAM: The Premier will rub out a
clause which, while it is a rather hopeless clause,
at least has some potential for making the Dill
better than it would be without the clause. The
Premier helps the Opposition by doing something
which makes the Bill even more objectionable to
the Opposition.

lHe says we are sparring at shadows. We are
not told what is going on. The member for
Geraldton summed up the position very well when
he spoke of avoidance and evasion. When the

Premier is in support of such a thing, why should
not anybody who owns an off-road vehicle adopt
the attitude of the Premier and avoid liability
merely by doing the obvious and putting his asset,
which is of little value in monetary terms, into the
name of a corporate body or the name of a person
of straw? Would not the Premier do that? Of
course he would.

Why should a person pay an insurance
premium when all he has to do is a little
paperwork in order to be protected? Is it
suggested the Premier would pay insurance when
he could get away with it by doing that? Nobody
would suggest that.

As I have said, there is more wrong than clause
3 and the amendment the Minister has placed
before us. However, the Premier has determined
this will go through. IHe has the numbers which
he uses brutally. He will use his numbers
notwithstanding the case we have made out.

I suggest this is about the worst bit of
legislation ever found in this Chamber, but the
Bill will go through in order that the Premier can
report to his Caucus next week that all Bills were
passed in the session. The people will have to cop
this legislation which, according to the Premier,
will operate minus clause I1I which is supposed to
be the provision which would make owners of
vehicles responsible. Therefore owners will not be
responsible.

We are told the MVIT is in no way responsible.
Therefore, a claimant is left with no hope at all.
Whilst the Minister earlier said this Bill cannot do
anything about amending the Motor Vehicle
(Third Party Insurance) Act, I think for all
practical purposes we find she has done plenty of
amending of that Act by this Bill.

I think we should stand adjourned until
tomorrow so that we can get the Bill put into
proper shape. There is no great reason that we
should finish today. The Opposition will be only
too thrilled to come back tomorrow to put the Bill
into shape and to get rid of this shambles, this
monstrosity, this blot, this useless lot of verbiage
which is clauses 3 and 11.

Mr PEARCE: I move-

That the honourable member's time be
extended.

The CHAIRMAN: There is no provision for an
extension of time.

5688



[Tuesday, 28th November, 191]58

Question put and a division taken
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Dr Dadour
M r Grayden
Mr Girewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr T.J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr H-arman
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mr Crane
Mr Nanovich
Mrs Craig
Mr MacKinnon
M r Sodeman

Ayes 26
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Spriggs
M r Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 17
Mr Jamnieson
Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr Mclver
Me Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Ton kin
Dr Troy
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Wilson
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Taylor

with the

(Teller)

Question thus passed; the Council's amendment
agreed to subject to the Assembly's further
amendment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: On behalf of the
Minister for Local Government, I move-

That amendment No. 2 made by th~e
Council be agreed to, subject to the following
further amendment-

Line 14-Insert after line 14 a further
amendment as Follows-

Clause 11, page 10, line
6-Insert after subsection (2) a
new subsection to stand as
subsection (3) as follows-

(3) For the purposes of this
section, notwithstanding that
pursuant to--

(a) subsection (4) of section 5
of the Road Traffic Act,
1974; or

(b) subsection (2) of section 3
of this Act,

a person has been nominated
to the Authonity and is
deemed, for the purposes of
that Act or for the purposes of
this Act other than this section,

to be the owner of -the vehicle
to which the nomination
relates that nomination shall
not take or have effect to limit
the liability of any other person
who would but for such
nomination be or be deemd to
be an owner of the vehicle.

I point out to members that the significant words
appear at the end of proposed subclause (3). They

ar-... a person has been nominated to the
Authority and is deemed, for the purposes of
that Act or for the purposes of this Act other
than this section, to be the owner of the
vehicle to which the nomination relates that
nomination shall not take or have effect to
limit the liability of any other person who
would but for such nomination be or be
deemed to be an owner of the vehicle.

It was pointed out that without such a provision a
person of straw could be nominated. The example
given was that of an age pensioner without means.
Therefore, of course, the other parties could
escape liability. That was never intended to be so.
Whilst for administrative purposes there may be a
nomination, which is not a new feature,
nevertheless the other parties will not escape
liability as a result of the nomination. I think this
amendment meets the weakness pointed out by
the Opposition when the matter was discussed
previously.

Points of Order
Mr BERTRAM: I wonder whether you could

assist me, Mr Chairman. I wish to speak to the
message which came from the Legislative Council
and amends clause 11I. The Premier has now
sought to amend that. I imagine I can speak three
times on the amendment contained in the
Council's message and then I can speak three
times on the amendment to clause 11. Is that so?

The CHAIRMAN: Under Standing Orders if
you are speaking on a clause for, say, the second
time and you move an amendment, then the time
allowed is moved from 10 minutes to IS minutes,
but at the same time you expire both your 10
minutes and your 15 minutes on the amendment.

Mr BERTRAM: In other words, I can speak a
total of five times instead of six times? The
Opposition has a series of questions to do with
clause I I and the amendment to it, and it
proposes also to move an amendment of its own.

The CHAIRMAN: I may not have made
myself clear. There is not an amendment from the
Legislative Council plus an amendment as moved
by the Premier. There is only one amendment
which is that moved by the Premier.
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Mr BERTRAM: Actually the Premier's
amendment adopts the second amendment
proposed by the Legislative Council.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, with an alteration.
That is the question before the Chair at the
moment.

Mr BERTRAM: The second amendment made
by the Council refers to the concept of liability for
negligent driving by under-aged persons.

The CHAIRMAN: I think the member is
referring to the Council's amendment, on page 24
of the notice paper. The amendment before the
Chair is that contained on page 23 of the notice
paper.

Mr BERTRAM: I understand that the Premier
moved to adopt amendment No. 2 made by the
Council subject to a further amendment;
therefore we have not had an opportunity to speak
to the original amendment No. 2 made by the
Council.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member is able
to speak to that part of amendment No. 2 which
is included in the motion before the Chair. In that
sense, he can speak to it, but not in terms of the
time sense. I was in error in terms of qualifying
the motion in relation to IS-year-old drivers.

Mr SKIDMORE: I rise to a point of order.
Surely it would be reasonable for the speaker's
time to commence with a further 15 minutes. All
of the time he has been speaking has really been
on a point of order. You, Sir, have clearly
illustrated that you have been in error.

The CHAIRMAN: I would ask the member
for Mt. Hawthorn if a further two minutes would
cover the situation.

Mr BERTRAM: Yes, that is quite fair.
Committee Resumed

Sir Charles Court: If the member is worrying
about his amendment, there is no objection to
that.

Mr BERTRAM: There are one or two other
things with which I wish to deal.

The first part of the second portion of the
message from the other place talks about an
owner of a vehicle being liable in respect of the
probable consequences of the driving and use of
that vehicle. When it comes to negligent driving,
it is drawing the long bow to bring within that
passage, as a probable consequence of driving, the
fact that somebody will drive negligently in a
certain way. I understand the member for
Yilgarn-Dundas wants to develop an argument in
respect of that.

In the light of experience in the last few hours
and in earlier debate on this Bill, we realise we
cannot expect any answers at all; but nonetheless
we will ask the questions. We will do the right
thing, if the Government will not. We ind it
difficult to understand how the owner of a vehicle
can form a common intention with a person who
drives negligently. Driving negligently, as I
understand it, rarely if ever involves an intention.
It is difficult for the Opposition to understand
how it is proper or sensible, when trying to pin
liability upon an owner, to use those types of
words-to talk about the owner having formed a
common intention with the driver who in fact had
not formed any intention at all. The Opposition is
intrigued about that.

There is an interesting situation in clause 11. If
a motor vehicle is driven off road and that vehicle
happens to be registered under the Road Traffic
Act, and whilst that vehicle is being driven off
road it hits and hurts or kills somebody, that
injured person or the person claiming as a
consequence of the death can sue the driver even
if the driver is eight years of age. The claimant,
having obtained judgment against the eight-year-
old driver, would have his damages paid by the
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust. In other words,
the injured person would obtain damages from
the MYIT. However, if that person was injured
by the same vehicle, driven by the same person in
the same circumstances, but the vehicle was not
registered under the Road Traffic Act, that
person will not receive one cent. That is
thoroughly unacceptable to the Opposition.

Contrary to what the Minister said, it seems
that for practical purposes the Motor Vehicle
(Third Party Insurance) Act is amended by clause
11 in that the trust will be entitled to recover
either the whole or half of the damages it has
paid. It will recover those damages from the
owner. Currently the trust cannot do that.
However, this Bill, for practical purposes,
contrary to what the Minister says, is amending
the Motor Vehicle (Third Party Insurance) Act of
1943.

In the message, there is mention of the fact that
the owner will be treated as though he formed a
common intention and acted jointly with the other
person. I do not really know what that means.
The Committee ought to be told what it means.
Does it mean that if a person is entitled to
$200 000 damages he can sue the driver and the
owner, and obtain a $200 000 judgment from the
owner, or will he receive only $100 000 from the
owner? That is an important question. The public
believe that the owner in that case will be
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responsible for the total of the judgment of
$200 000. I am personally not sure that that is
what the owner would be responsible for. There is
support for the proposition that the owner would
be responsible for $100000 only. If the infant in
that case had no money, the injured person would
receive $ 100 000 of his $200 000 judgment.

Mr Grill: Are you saying that is a joint
judgment, rather than joint and several?

Mr BERTRAM: Yes. The member for
Yilgarn-Dundas can develop this particular
argument later. It is an interesting one. It appears
that the public once again are having their legs
pulled. One would obtain from an owner only half
of the judgment one is entitled to, on the basis
that the infant has not a brass razoo, and one can
only hope to recover from the owner.

There is yet another denouement in relation to
clause 11I. Let there be no mistake; the Opposition
is in support of the overall concept of this Bill, but
it wants a proper Bill in relation to off-road
vehicles, and not a half-baked one. This is not an
off-road vehicles Bill; it is an off-road vehicles
shambles. The Opposition will not have a bar of
that. Do not let the Government at some stage
seek to indicate to the public that we opposed the
whole Bill. The Opposition supports the concept,
but it opposes the document which is called a Bill
but in fact is a shambles. The Bill is thoroughly
unacceptable. No responsible Government and no
responsible Opposition should turn it loose on the
public.

As we have said earlier, this Bill may be
proclaimed without clause 11. Clause 2 enables
the Minister to proclaim portions of the Bill at
various times. However, if he proclaims the Bill
but does not proclaim clause 11, the Bill will be
placed in an even worse position. It will be even
more unacceptable to the Opposition thani if
clause I I were proclaimed. We do not want any
suggestion that we are opposed to the principle of
having proper off-road legislation. That is
precisely what we want. However, we do not want
and we will not have a bar of an improper,
inadequate, inefficient piece of legislation which
is called off-road legislation but which really is
not worth-while legislation at all.

Mr SKIDMORE: I want to approach this
clause from a different line altogether. If the
Premier is determined to go ahead with the Bill in
its present form, and if it becomes an Act with the
exception of clause 11, the Minister may as well
not proclaim any part of the Act. Clause I I deals
with the responsibility of owners. If one removes
the responsibility of owners clause from the Bill,

nobody will be responsible. No-one would be
responsible for a dangerous vehicle under clause
9; nobody would be responsible for under-age
drivers under clause 10; the Bill would not apply
to permitted areas generally under clause 12; and
it would not apply to initial permitted areas under
clause 13. If members were to go through the Bill,
they would find other clauses dealing with
registration, and such matters. The owner has a
responsibility to register a vehicle. If
responsibility is not placed upon the owner, the
whole concept of the Bill will be negatived. The
Bill will be meaningless and ludicrous in the
extreme. If the Premier starts interfering with the
Bill, he will interfere with the general course of
justice.

There is a matter which concerns me more than
that aspect. That is bad enough; but it is not our
problem. That is the problem of the Government,
if it wants to act in such an irrational way.

Let us consider the position of two vehicles
driven by the same person, on different occasions,
in similar circumstances. I could have one four-
wheel drive vehicle licensed wider the Road
Traffic Act, and I could have one vehicle
registered under the Bill. One vehicle could have
all the necessary attachments for my fishing gear,
and it would be a sports vehicle to allow me to go
fishing. The other would be used by me to go to
work. One vehicle would be covered for third
party insurance all over the place. The vehicle
registered under the Road Traffic Act would be
covered for motor vehicle insurance and for third
party insurance. The other vehicle would not be
covered at all.

My 18-year-old son could drive one vehicle one
day and the other vehicle the next day, in exactly
tbe same set of circumstances. However, in one
case he would not be covered if he damaged
property, or if he injured somebody, or if he
caused the death of somebody. Is there any equity
in that? Is there anything that makes it fair and
reasonable for that position to be sustained?

I want to raise some other questions in relation
to clause 11. Let us try to analyse the situation. I
understand the Government is happy to accept
the amendment suggested by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn, therefore, I will not read that into the
clause. I refer members to the wording of
subclause (1) (a) and (b). Within the confines of
thuis roposed legislation great note is being taken
of private property. I shall deal with that in a
moment.

I suggest in a number of cases access to
permitted areas throughout the whole of the
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coastal areas of Western Australia would be by
means of private roads. An accident could take
place on a private road in which case difficulties
would arise. If a person is driving on a private
road with the consent of the owner he does not
bear responsibility; but if he does not have the
consent of the owner he would be responsible
under the Bill. If one is driving an off-road vehicle
or registered vehicle under the Road Traffic Act
on a private road used frequently by a number of
people, under the Bill all drivers would bear
responsibility. I do not know the situation in
relation to private land, but I refer members to
the wording of subclause (1).

I want to know why it is necessary to exempt a
vehicle because one happens to obtain the consent
of the owner to drive across an access road to a
beach. What is the fundamental basis for saying
that if one has the consent of the owner one is
absolved of responsibility when driving on a
private access road? A driver could knock over
hair a dozen sheep and could not be sued under
the Bill. That is what it says. The owner is not
responsible. The driver is not responsible either
and, in fact, nobody is responsible, because the
owner has given consent for the use of that land.
However, I do not believe the owner would give
consent to a person to kill his cattle or sheep and
this could conceivably take place.

Vehicles could destroy animals inadvertently
and yet in essence if someone wants to stand on
his dignity there is no recourse under the law. I
cannot understand why this "let out" is provided
under this particular clause. What is the
difference between driving on private land and in
a permitted area? It is just as likely one would
damage property or injure people when driving in
permitted areas as it is if one was driving on
private roads or land upon which the owner has
given his consent for one to drive. The whole
business is laughable. In my opinion the words
"otherwise than on private land by consent"
should be removed.

In relation to the wording of subelause (1) I
refer to the comments made by the member for
Mt. Hawthorn regarding a "common intention". I
do not know how two people could have a
"common intention". I am not a legal man, but I
accept the comments of the member for Mt.
Hawthorn.

If one is driving on any area one should be
covered under the Bill. We should not allow half a
mile of private access road to be exempt. I should
like to refer to areas just north of Yanchep where
a coastal road traverses through a property for
approximately three-quarters of a mile. Under

this Bill the situation could arise where the access
road is cut off in order to protect the property. No
owner of land would permit access to that
particular area, because the owners of vehicles
would not accept responsibility for damage under
this legislation. Vehicles will then be forced to
find another way to the beach. As a result the
vehicles could travel through the sand dunes and
the whole basis of this legislation could be
destroyed.

That is an example of the petty restrictions
placed on people by this clause. I oppose this
amendment by the Council violently on the
grounds I have mentioned; but I believe also if the
Government does not adopt this clause without
amendment it may as well leave the Bill alone,
because it will be ineffective and owners will not
be responsible.

I refer members to the wording of subelause (2)
of clause 11.- As a result of that subclause there is
a moral right for that defence to apply to other
provisions in the Bill and surely it should relate to
those provisions and not only to subclause (1).
The Bill is a hotch-potch.

I should like to tell the Premier I appreciate the
fact that an effort has been made by all people to
dispel the concern I expressed earlier and some of
the problems at least have been overcome; but the
Bill has been badly drafted and amended to meet
our requirements. As a result of this it is more
unworkable than it was initially.

I oppose this amendment by the Council. If we
remove the words I have suggested-that is,
"otherwise than on private land by
consent"-there will at least be some degree of
consistence and responsibility within the
legislation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I rise to speak very
briefly now that the Minister has returned,
because she is in charge of the Bill and at no stage
have I attempted to usurp her authority. But
having listened to the member for Mt. Hawthorn
and the member for Swan and the earlier debate,
one has to conclude, and the Government has
concluded, that the Opposition has no desire other
than to stall this Bill.

A great number of legal red herrings have been
drawn across the trail and one can go on and on.

Mr Skidmore: What about responsibility?

Sir CHARLES COURT: One can invent all
sorts of ideas and mythical situations which can
arise. The simple fact is the Government has
made its position clear. It is not practicable to
have compulsory third party insurance so far as
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the total application of this Bill is concerned. At
this stage it would be completely impractical to
introduce such a provision.

I should like to say with complete sincerity that
the Opposition is not debating the Council's
amendment at all. Because the Opposition thinks
we can have fun and games holding up this Bill, it
has introduced all sorts of red herrings and new
material altogether. It wants to try to introduce a
concept which is completely foreign to that which
was basic in the Bill.

The Minister has made it quite clear and the
Government has made it quite clear throughout
the debate that it is not practicable to have
compulsory third party insurance at this stage.
We want to have legislation on the Statute book
and if we did what the Opposition wants us to do,
and deferred it because of clause 11, we would in
fact be-to use a colloquial phrase-throwing the
baby out with the bath water.

The Bill in its present form-when it becomes
an Act-even if clause 11 is not proclaimed
immediately is still a very effective piece of
legislation which will provide a wide degree of
control which does not exist at the present time.
The people want it, and the Opposition also
supported it. We are now suggesting a practical
solution.

I want to get it clear in everybody's mind that
before clause I I is proclaimed it will be the
subject of a most searching examination in the
light of what has been said by the Opposition and
in the light of what we know ourselves. If after
that examination we believe the clause in its
present form is basically sound, it will be
proclaimed after the balance of the legislation has
been proclaimed. I do not want to give the idea it
will not be proclaimed. It will not be proclaimed
initially-until it has been subjected to a very
expert and detailed study in the light of the points
raised by the Opposition.

I cannot think of any fairer proposition. I think
one has to be quite fair about it. We are
introducing legislation for which there has been a
public demand for a long time. No-one said it
would be easy, and it has not been easy.

This matter was first of all brought down in the
form of a Bill so that the public could react.
There was that reaction, and there was a detailed
consideration of the reaction. The result of that
reaction was embodied in the Bill now before us.
We have reached the stage where we are bogged
down on this particular clause. We have
endeavoured to react to the points raised by the
Opposition, I believe, in a realistic way. I am sure

the clause we have before us is soundly based. I
am not asking members to take my word; I am
asking them to take the word of the legal people.

I have made this added provision which I
believe is sound so as to ensure that before clause
I I is proclaimed it will be the subject of expert
study. Somebody might say, "Say you find a
serious flaw in it, either in respect of what the
Opposition has put forward or in respect of what
the Government wants to do?" Then, obviously,
we have to come back to this place.

For goodness sake, let us put something on the
Statute book so that we can have some protection
from the main parts of the measure. Clause I I
can be subjected to expert examination and if it is
found on expert advice to be satisfactory it will be
proclaimed.

I want to make the point that I have been
around for a long time and I know when there is a
genuine desire to achieve some refinement or
some improvement. I also know when there are
red herrings around the place-I can almost smell
them tonight. For some reason or other which the
Opposition knows best, it wants'to keep stalling
the Dill.

I think the Government has been very fair and
patient in its attitude. The Minister is to be
commended on the way she has gone about
handling the Bill. Having said that, I hope I have
made the Government's position clear. I believe
we have gone as far as we can go in meeting the
wishes of the Opposition. Apart from accepting
the amendment proposed by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn, if he wants to move it-although the
words do not change the legal meaning at all-as
far as I am concerned that is as far as we can go.

Mr SKIDMORE: I take strong exception to
the cavalier way in which the Premier has accused
me of shifting ground.

Mr O'Connor: He is dead right.

Mr SKIDMORE: He is not right, and if the
Minister had been present, or awake, he would
know.

Mr O'Connor: I have heard that argument
raised 10 times previously.

Mr SKIDMORE: Well, what I have said is
true. The Premier knows I have not shifted
ground. I have consistently said that the clause
providing for the definition of "owner" was not
right. It was not right of the Premier to say that I
had drawn a red herring across the track, which is
his usual character assassination.
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I do not change my ground and I challenge the
Premier to show that I have ever changed my
ground. If clause 11 is not proclaimed, what
would be left? What will happen, of course, is
that nobody will have any cover. Any cover at all
will be removed from the Bill so that anybody
involved in an accident will have no redress under
this legislation. How damned wicked and stupid
can that be when people believe they will have
some protection under the Act when it is
proclaimed? If the provision is removed no-one
will be responsible. The owner of a dangerous
vehicle will be able to claim that he is not
responsible because clause I I of the Bill has not
been proclaimed. I reel I have made my point
clearly, concisely, and erfectively.

I certainly have not shifted ground and I have
not introduced new arguments. I do not care
whether we stay here until Christmas; I have a
job to do as a legislator. I will not be put into a
certain position merely to meet the wishes or somec
members who might want to go somewhere else. I
am interested in the people who have protested to
Me.

Mr Nanovich: Can you name the associations
which have approached you?

Mr SKIDMORE: I could do.
The CHAIRMAN: I ask the member to

confine his remarks to the amendment before the
Chair.

Mr SKIDMORE: My list is extensive and I
would probably have to sit down and have another
run. Many people have asked ror this legislation.
We have agreed to it and accepted it in pri nciple.
Most of its provisions are all right but, in a
general sense, although we want the legislatiton we
are not prepared to see people disadvantaged by
stupid meaningless amendments made in haste
based upon the concept that we have to have this
off-road vehicle legislation to protect people who
have not had any protection since 1890. The
present situation has gone on for 87 years, so
another rew months will not make that much
difference. I am sure the people I represent will
not tolerate this type or legislation. The people I
represent do not want legislation in this form and,
therefore, I oppose it.

Mr GRILL: I take it the Minister is now
handling this Bill as the Premier has lert the
Chamber. There are some serious flaws in the Bill
and I think it is incumbent upon the Minister to
take notice of what the Opposition is saying
concerning this particular clause.

This clause, as stated by me and the Premier, is
a radical departure from the common law and the

law as we have known it previously. It creates a
liability on persons who normally would not have
been liable in the past. If we are to depart soradically from the law as we have known it, we
must be very careful about the sort of legislation
we frame and pass through this Chamber. So I
think it is incumbent upon the Minister to take
some notice of the objections put up by the
Opposition because they have been considered
and well thought out.

The trouble with this provision comes about
because of the absence of any third party
insurance cover. That fact is conceded by both
sides. This particular clause is an attempt to
reassure the public there is in fact some wider
liability than would rest upon, say, the 18-year-
old driver of an off-road vehicle or in fact an on-
road vehicle registered under the Road Traffic
Act. That is the general situation.

This clause applies to both on-road and off-
road vehicles. In respect of this widened liability
which will rest upon the shoulders of the young,
whether an IS-year-old or younger, I ask the
Minister: Does this particular liability extend only
to civil liability or does it extend also to criminal
liability?

As the amendment is framed it appears to be
quite wide and general, and to cover both civil
and criminal liability. That is not only a radical
departure from the law; it is a very, very radical
departure from the law. It is a question the
Minister should answer because the provision is
extremely wide. When we look at the Minister's
second reading speech and the remarks made by
the Minister' in another place when the
amendment to this clause was moved, mention
was made only of property damage or injury
caused by a person of IS years or less when
driving one of these vehicles. No mention was
made of criminal liability in any way; but, as I
have mentioned, the clause is very wide and it
seems to me criminal liability also is included.

Obviously the clause is meant to cover the
situation where the driver of a vehicle has been
either negligent or reckless or where someone has
been hurt or damage has been done to property.
The most common occurrence would be negligent
driving rather than reckless driving of a vehicle.

We must see whether clause I I gives the
protection the Ministers here and in the other
Chamber indicated it would give.

With amendment No. 2 in the message from
the other place, the clause would read-
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(I) Subject to the provisions of subsection
(2) of this section, the owner of a vehicle
which is-

(a) required to be registered under this
Act; or

(b) a vehicle licensed under the Road
Traffic Act, 1974, used otherwise
than on a road,

shall in all proceedings in respect of damage,
injury or death arising from the use of any
such vehicle by some other person under the
age of eighteen years and lawfully in
possession of the vehicle, be liable in respect
of the probable consequences of the driving
and use of that vehicle, otherwise than on
private land by consent, as though he had
formed a common intention and acted jointly
with that other person.

The words I stress are "common intention". As
has already been mentioned by the member for
Mt. Hawthorn, intention is not an element of
negligence.

Sir Charles Court: I am sorry I was absent for
a moment. Are you asking whether an offence
under this clause carries criminal liability?

Mr GRILL: Whether it covers criminal as well
as civil liability.

Sir Charles Court: I am sure it is not a criminal
liability.

Mr GRILL: It appears to be so wide as to
include criminal liability.

Sir Charles Court: I am sure it does not. I have
consulted two authorities on it and I have been
assured by them it does not include criminal
liability. I cannot do any more than that.

Mr Bertram: It says "or proceedings".

Mr GRILL: It is very wide.
Sir Charles Court: What are weaon about at the

moment? Aren't we on about the amendment?

Mr GRILL: The amendment moved by the
Premier?

Sir Charles Court: Yes.
Mr GRILL: I thought we were dealing with

both the amendment moved by the Premier and
amendment No. 2 in the message from the
Council.

The CHAIRMAN: The question before the
Chair is what is shown on page 24 of the notice
paper, together with what has been moved by the
Premier as written on the paper, with some
additional words.

Mr GRILL: That is as I understand it. That is
what I was referring to.

To move from that point, which I have drawn
to the Premier's attention, and back to the point I
was discussing when the Premier interjected: on
the question of negligence, this would be a
common situation where a juvenile had been
negligent in driving a vehicle and had injured
someone or done some damage to property. The
Council's amendment mentions common
intention, and the clause is effective only Where it
is common intention and the person acted jointly
with another. It deems them to have a common
intention and to be acting jointly.

In negligence there is no necessity for intention.
In fact negligence does not include intention at
all. So if we are trying to cover the situation
where there is negligence, this clause does not
cover it, and the major area the Government is
trying to cover with respect to this clause is not
covered at all. The clause would cover a reckless
driving situation because intention is an element
in reckless driving. The clause would include
murder in respect of the use of such a vehicle but
it would not include negligence, and that appears
to be a major flaw in respect of this legislation.

I also refer to paragraph (b) of subclause (1),
which reads-

(b) a vehicle licensed under the Road
Traffic Act, 1974, used otherwise than
on a road,

What is meant by the words "used otherwise than
on a road"?

Mr O'Connor: Used off the road.
Mr GRILL: Those words can mean three

things, as I understand it. They can mean either
being used otherwise than on a road, being solely
used otherwise than on a road-

The CHAIRMAN: I assume the honourable
member is making only passing reference to that
paragraph. It is outside the ambit of the question
before the Chair.

Mr GRILL: As it affects the amendment
before us.

Point of Order
Mr BERTRAM: On a point of order, I suggest

it is not outside the ambit of what we are debating
but is inside, because in the message brought to us
from the Council, on page 24 of today's notice
paper, the whole of that clause is fairly and
squarely under review. The amendment is related
to the whole of that clause, not merely to some
part of it.
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The CHAIRMAN: The debate should be to
the part of the clause enumerated, and these
particular words precede that. I presume the
member is making a passing reference to it, and
that he will continue to speak on the amendment
before us.

Committee Resumed
Mr GRILL: Thank you, Mr Chairman. So this

could be either one of three things. Firstly, the
vehicle could be "being used otherwise than solely
on the road"; secondly, the vehicle could be
"solely used otherwise than on the road"; or
thirdly, it could mean if it were "ever used
otherwise than on the road". The words are not
clear; there must be some amendment.

Sir Charles Court: It does not matter what
words were put there, you will not accept them.
You know you have made Up Your minds not to
accept the words.

Mr GRILL: I suggest that (he Premier should
read the words. He will see that they can mean
one of three things.

Mr Bertram: We do not know what it means.
Mr GRILL: The words can relate to one of

three situations in time. Three different sets of
consequences, and fairly serious consequences,
can flow from each different state of time.

Sir Charles Court: Yes, and you could be
Father Christmas. That is how crazy the situation
has become.

Mr Bertram: Don't talk such nonsense. Have a
look at it, and be responsible for a change.

Mr Young: Who is talking about
responsibility?

Mr Skidmore: You want to go home.

Mr O'Connor: You could be out doing much
better work in your electorate.

Mr Bertram: Give us some authority for what
is there. Let the Premier tell us what is there.

Mr GRILL: I would like to make a further
point. The amendment from the Legislative
Council would make the owner liable for the
probable consequences of the driving and use of
the vehicle. This is another major flaw. If the
Premier will listen to me, I believe he will
understand this one because it is not too
complicated.

Mr O'Connor: You complicated the other one
yourself.

Mr GRILL: This is straightforward. It is
unlikely that a person lending his vehicle to a

juvenile under 18 years of age would consider it
probable that there would be an accident. Of
course it would be possible, but it would not be
probable. The Oxford Dictionary defines the word
"'probable" as-

That which may be expected to happen or
prove true or likely.

Mr O'Connor: Do you have a definition of
"that" as well?

Mr GRILL: If a person lends his vehicle to a
juvenile, all he could say is that it is possible the
juvenile may have an accident. There would be
fairly long odds against an accident. If the owner
will be liable only for the probable consequences,
then he can escape liability in 99 out of 100 cases.

I would like to refer to a point made by the
member for Swan, which seems to have been
neglected or overlooked by the Government. Why
is it necessary to exclude l8-year-olds who drive
off-road vehicles on private land by consent? I
know that similar words are used throughout the
measure, and in other parts of the Bill there is
good reason for them. However, they should be
removed from this provision because they have no
relevance here.

Mr BERTRAM: When the Premier was last on
his feet, he said several things. As I recall it-and
I am paraphrasing his comments-he said that
the Government wants to get something on the
Statute book. That sums up the Government's
position here. As I mentioned earlier, the
Government wants to save face; it wants to have
something passed. That is where the
Government's position varies so greatly from that
of the Opposition. We do not want to get just
anything on the Statute book; we want viable,
decent, respectable, responsible, off-road vehicle
legislation.

Then the Premier made a Shrewd move. His
comments sounded very convincing; we heard the
usual spiel of words. "Before clause I I is
proclaimed," said he, "it will be given a very
searching examination by experts and many other
people." Let us assume that clause I I is given this
very close scrutiny and searching examination.
The Bill will be passed and proclaimed, all except
clause 11, in a few weeks' time-this could be
mid-December. After this clause has been
subjected to the devastatingly searching inquiry,
the experts may come to the conclusion that it
needs amending. The Premier sought to indicate
to the Committee that in such circumstances all
will be well. However, let us think about this for a
moment. The only way the clause can be further
amended is by this Committee, and in all
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probability it could not be amended before next
April!

It is the Government's timetable to have this
Bill operating fairly quickly, and the Opposition
will not have a bar of that. The Opposition says
that clause I I is not up to standard. If we follow
the course suggested by the Premier, for four or
five months the Bill will be operating and
claimants will be in either of these situations:
Firstly, they will have no third party claim except
in certain circumstances; and, secondly, they will
not be able to claim from the owner of a vehicle.
It will not be possible to claim from the owner of
a vehicle because the provisions of clause I I will
not be in operation. The Premier should add a
clause making it mandatory for all drivers of off-
road vehicles to commit no acts of negligence
between now and next April. Perhaps he could
wave a wand over all these people.

A lot of people are prepared to believe the
Premier cannot do this, and that there will be
accidents during this period. Then thanks to the
Premier, the claimants will be denied something
which they are most certainly entitled to have in
this day and age.

At the invitation of the Premier, I propose to
move an amendment to that portion of the
Minister's amendment now before us. I want to
make it very clear that I am not taking this action
because I believe the amendment will do what the
Premier alleges it will do; namely, make more
positive what is already there. I happen to concur
completely with the comment made by the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas that paragraph (a)
can have three meanings. I am putting forward an
amendment that would have one possible
meaning, and certainly I do not believe it is
necessarily a practical one.

If the Government accepts the amendment, it
does so at its peril. I intend to move the
amendment for a number of reasons, one of which
is to give us something to talk about to this clause
because otherwise we will be denied the
opportunity to discuss it further.

In moving this amendment at the last moment,
I am in no way recanting or withdrawing from the
position that the Opposition has held all the time
about this clause.

It will be an historic amendment. All the
dozens of amendments proposed by the
Opposition in the last few months have been
rejected. This, therefore, will be the first
amendment moved by the Opposition to be
accepted. It is an historic event in which we are
about to participate and no doubt you should be
(119)

proud, Mr Chairman, to be presiding over the
Committee on this occasion.

That does not mean, of course, that all the
other amendments proposed by the Opposition
should have been rejected. If on the 8th
November when I put to the Minister that clause
11 meant nothing and was in fact nonsense, the
Minister had accepted that proposition and this
Committee had acted responsibly, we would not
be messing about with this now. Instead of that
the Minister said my amendment was entirely
unacceptable. When she rejected that amendment
there was no point in my talking about anything
else; therefore, I did not bother. It is interesting to
note that when the Bill went to the upper House,
allegedly to be reviewed, it was not reviewed at all
because in order to be reviewed it must first be
viewed. It was not viewed in this Chamber.
Therefore, I move-

That amendment No. 2 made by the
Council, as proposed to be amended by the
Premier, be further amended by inserting
before the first line thereof the following-

Line I-By inserting immediately
before line I a further amendment as
follows-

Clause 11, page
25-Insert after the
"1974," the words "when

9, line
passage

being".
When the experts find, as they inevitably shall,
that clause I I is not up to standard, the clause
will have to come back to this Parliament.
Parliament will not be sitting as from tonight or
tomorrow; therefore, the Bill wiIJ function minus
clause I I until the Parliament reassembles.

Sir Charles Court: Not necessarily.

Mr BERTRAM: Is the Premier saying the
Committee will pass the clause?

Mr O'Neil: A Bill can be proclaimed bit by bit.
Mr BERTRAM: How can clause

proclaimed if it needs to be amended?
11 be

Sir Charles Court: If the expert advice says it is
a viable proposition, it will be proclaimed, too.

Mr BERTRAM: And if the experts say it is not
viable, the clause will come back here.

Sir Charles Court: We can still have the great
amount of control that the public are seeking.

Mr BERTRAM: I am saying the people in the
next four or five months will be in a worse plight
than they are in now in respect of damages if
clause I I is not operating. It is a botchy clause,
but at least we are doing something. It might
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allow people to claim and receive some sort of
settlements. However, without clause I I no owner
will be responsible at all. If that clause needs to
be amended, only the Parliament can amend it.
Since the Parliament will not be sitting until next
April we will be without a satisfactory provision
until then.

Amendment on the amendment put and passed.

Mr SHA LDERS: I move-
That the Committee do now divide.

Question put and passed.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now
divide.

Points of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Chairman, will you inform

me of what we are actually dividing on?

Mr O'Neil: We are dividing on Council's
amendment No. 2, as amended by the Premier
and the member for Mt. Hawthorn.

Sir Charles Court: We are voting on it, Mr
Chairman.

Mr O'Neil; Nobody has called for a division.

Mr DAVIES: Will you be good enough, Mr
Chairman, to tell us whether we are voting on
whether the Committee shall divide-

Mr O'Neil: No.

Mr DAVIES: Wait a minute! I am asking the
Chairman. If I want a chorus of geese from over
there I will ask for it. Mr Chairman, are we
dividing on the question that the Committee do
now divide, which appears to have been carried
already; if not, on what question are we dividing?

The CHAIRMAN: We are dividing on
Council's amendment No. 2, as amended by the
Premier and by the member for Mt. Hawthorn.

Sir Charles Court: With respect, Sir, nobody
called for a division.

Mr DAVIES: Mr Chairman, what happened to
the amendment on the amendment moved by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn?

The CHAIRMAN: That was carried.

Mr DAVIES: Then are you going to put a
question to us, Sir, so that we might give a
considered opinion as to how we shall vote?

The CHAIRMAN: I put the motion that the
Committee do now divide. That was carried, and
the Committee must now divide.

Mr O'Neil: The motion that the Committee do
now divide is another way of saying that the

question be now put. You need to put the
question, and then we determine whether to divide
on it.

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!

The CHAIRMAN: If a division is not required,
I will put the question. The question is that
amendment No. 2 made by the Council be agreed
to, subject to the amendments moved by the
Premier and the member for Mt. Hawthorn.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikic
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
MrsCraig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr McPharlin

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H-. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes
Mr Crane
Mr Nanovich
Mr Watt
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Sodenian
Mr Spriggs

Ayes 25
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridg
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 16
Mr Hodjle
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmiore
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Pearce

Pairs
Noes

Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Wilson
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Taylor
My Bateman

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed: the Council's amendment
agreed to subject to the Assembly's further
amendments being made by the Council.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted, and a

message accordingly returned to the Council.

PLANT DISEASES ACT AND FRUIT-FLY
CONTROL

Inquiry by Select Committee: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 20th September, on
the following motion by Mr H. D. Evans-
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That a Select Committee be set up to
examine the provisions contained in the Plant
Diseases Act, the operation and
administration of fruit fly baiting schemes
currently operating in this State, to
determine the reasons for the failure of
schemes which have ceased to operate and to
make recommendations to improve fruit fly
control methods in W.A.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) 19.52 p.m.]: The motion before the
House calls for a Select Committee to inquire into
the provisions of the Plant Diseases Act, with
special reference to fruit-fly baiting schemes. This
motion was brought about partly by the
amendments recently made to the Act. The
subject of this motion was partly discussed last
Thursday evening during the Estimates, when it
was thought the House would not be sitting this
week. However, I would still like to say a few
words on this motion because, since the new
amendments have come into force, quite contrary
to the belief of the Opposition, there has been a
renewed interest in fruit-fly baiting.

I mentioned last Thursday evening that three
shires which had not previously been involved in
fruit-fly baiting applied for polls, which have been
granted, and those schemes now are in operation.
Strangely enough, I have received a request from
a fourth shire today, which indicates there is a
renewed interest in fruit-fly baiting schemes and a
sense of responsibility in some areas to what has
been a very serious problem in the fruit industry.

The enthusiasm of the Government and the
Department of Agriculture was well demonstrated
by the fact that the Act was amended with a view
to improving the legislation, by the fact that
provision was made for the purchase of a gamma-
cell reactor, which already is in operation, and the
experiment with sterilised fruit fly which is to
begin shortly in Carnarvon.

The member for Warren claimed the last few
seasons had seen an increase in the spread of fruit
fly. I made some inquiries on this point and was
informed entomology records indicate the spread
has been no greater over the past few years than
in previous years. However, due to the fact the
last two winters were extremely dry, the fruit fly
wintered early -and had a longer and more active
season in those areas where fruit flies normally
are active.

Mr H. D. Evans: I think you will find fruit fly
have cropped up in areas where hitherto they have
been unknown. The member for Collie will
support inc on that point.

Mr OLD: Whilst I respect the honourable
member's information, I must accept the
information supplied to me by my entomology
department.

The fact that the fruit-fly problem is coming
under control is evidenced by a study of the
market condemnations. This is a fairly good
barometer to the fruit-fly situation. In the period
1964-1969, the average market condemnations
were 293 per annum. However, during the period
1973-1978 this figure reduced to only 91
condemnations per annum. This is indicative of
the amount of control which has been exercised
over this pest.

One of the problems faced by local fruit-fly
baiting committees in some areas has been
community resistance. It has been well known and
accepted by members that some areas have
excellent fruit-fly baiting committees which run a
very tight ship and which are well accepted by the
residents. However, residents of other areas seem
to be averse to the concept of fruit-fly baiting and
go to great lengths to discourage baiters. In fact,
they have been known to actively discourage
inspectors-who seem to be the bogies in the
operation-by releasing savage dogs or turning on
sprinklers or hoses. Some people have even gone
to the extent of hosing down their fruit trees
immediately after the baiter has sprayed. Whilst
this would not nullify the bait completely, it
would certainly dilute it and weaken its potency.
So, it is necessary in the first place to have
community acceptance.

It has been noted that the best results are
obtained where some of the leading citizens of a
town or shire are interested enough to take part
on fruit-fly baiting committees. I am pleased to
say that one of the towns in my electorate which
previously had not taken an active part in the
scheme now has been able to get back on the rails,
and I feel this will encourage renewed interest
elsewhere.

I do not see any necessity to appoint a Select
Committee to inquire into something which is
righting itself. I believe that, given another 12
months, we will ind the fruit-fly baiting schemes
will be back to the stage they were at -some years
ago.

Mr H. D. Evans: You will forgive me if I quote
you in 12 months' time.

Mr OLD: The honourable member is quite at
liberty to quote me because I am confident this
will be the ease. I am sure the member for
Warren is surprised to learn that in the last few
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months, three new schemes have commenced
operations, with a fourth about to start.

Another point which has been made to mec is
that about 9 500 private backyard fruit trees are
being removed each year. In some cases this is by
encouragement and in others because people are
frustrated with fruit-fly baiting schemes;
whatever the reason it certainly is helping to
alleviate the problem.

I covered most of the other points raised by the
member for Warren when discussing the matter
on Thursday night. However, I reiterate that if a
scheme is badly run or becomes ineffective, one of
the problems is that it is difficult to get the
required 10 per cent of people willing to ask for a
poll for the scheme to be discontinued. Therefore,
I feel the recent amendments to the Act were
quite justified and, in fact, we have been able to
wind up a couple of schemes where, in some
instances, considerable funds and equipment have
been lying idle.

Admittedly, there is not much equipment
because most of it, through age, use, or loss, has
disappeared or is unserviceable. Certainly it has
enabled us to get some money from the redundant
funds back into the schemes.

Mr H. D. Evans: How many funds have been
wrapped up?

Mr OLD: About three. In a couple of instances
there has been quite a considerable credit balance.

The number of schemes wound up do not
balance with those just commenced, because they
had been inoperative for many years. Money has
been brought back into the system and with that
money we have been able to fund some of the
schemes which have been in difficulty and we
have started off some new schemes.

In the light of my remarks and the
improvement in the fruit-fly baiting situation. I
see no just cause for a Select Committee to be set
up. I oppose the motion.

MR T. H-. JONES (Collie) [10.01 p.m.): I
support the move initiated by the member for
Warren to appoint a Select Committee to
examine the general provisions of the Act under
question. The move is in line with the views
expressed to the Minister by the fruit-fly baiting
committee of Collie by way of deputation, which
deputation included reprcsentatives of the local
authority.

I do not think the Minister can argue that all is
well with fruit-fly baiting in Western Australia. It
is no good him saying that in 12 months' time all
the problems will be overcome, because he would

know there are other problems associated with the
operation of the schemes generally in Western
Australia.

One of the main problems is the lack of
Finance. As the Opposition has been able to point
out, the Collie scheme ran into trouble because it
did not have sufficient money allotated to it for
the employment of the people necessary to
eradicate fruit-fly in the area.

Mr Old: We did give them some more money
though.

Mr T. H. JONES: Yes, but it was after the
deputation. 1 am wondering how many other
schemes in Western Australia are in a similar
situation.

Quorum
Mr H-. D. Evans called attention to the state of

the House.
Bells rung and a quorum formed.

Debate Resumed.
Mr T. H. JONES: As the Minister said by

interjection, following the deputation I took to the
Minister earlier this year, additional funds, to a
limited degree, were made available to the Collie
scheme. I wonider how many other schemes which
have not been the subject of representations, find
themselves in a similar situation as did that in
Collie. The Minister could not deny that the
problem of Fruit-fly in backyards is a general
problem in Western Australia. He would know
from his own experience that when we had
departmental officers regularly visiting fruit-
growing areas there was no fruit lying on the
ground, but this is not the situation today.

The reason fruit is to be seen lying on the
ground is that the schemes do not have the
necessary Finance to employ sufficient staff to
police these schemes. This cannot be denied. If a
survey of major fruit-growing areas in Western
Australia were conducted and the question was
asked, "Should the scheme be re-examined?" the
answer would be, "Yes".

Mr Spriggs: You are kidding yourself.

Mr T. H. JONES: The member should look at
the problem in the south-west. He has been in
Mundaring too long. The people in Donnybrook
are concned and they are in the largest fruit-
growing area in Western Australia. Their branch
of the Fruit Growers' Association wrote a letter
expressing concern at the spread of fruit fly. A
similar complaint came from people in
Bridgetown and Darkan. The member for Darling
Range can interject for as long as he likes, but he
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will not change the fact of the situation. The fact
is that in the major fruit-growing areas of
Western Australia great concern is felt about
fruit-fly infestation.

The schemes are running into trouble. There is
a problem in regard to jurisdiction and whether or
not the schemes are to be remodelled. As I said
last Thursday night, the situation in Collie is that
half the town is covered by a scheme while the
other half is not. Can an effective system operate
on that basis?

Mr Spriggs: There is only one orchard in
Collie.

Mr T. H. JONES: The member is very
knowledgeable I must say! The member has been
far too long in Mundaring; he sleeps when he
should be listening. If he had been awake the
other night when I was talking on this subject he
would not be interjecting so rudely now. He sleeps
when he should be listening and be is following
the pattern he set last week. Having disposed of
the member for Darling Range I will continue.

Mr Pearce: That was a conscience vote.

Mr T. H. JONES: With a situation such as
that at Collie, which is a reasonably sized fruit-
growing area, the fruit fly will spread and this is
what is concerning people in the Preston Valley,
which is adjacent to Collie. If we are to have an
effective scheme operating in Western Australia it
is mandatory we have all areas of the State
covered. Under the existing legislation this does
not happen. Is it any wonder the member for
Warren moved his motion for the appointment of
a Select Committee?

For those reasons and the reasons enunci ated
by the member for Warren, I support the motion.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [10.08 pi.m.J: A
fruit-fly debate in this House would not be a
debate without my taking part in it.

Mr O'Connor: The first time I heard you speak
on it was in 1959.

Mr JAMIESON: It goes back further than
that. I reiterate what I have said before: no
scheme is any good when it is a piecemeal
scheme. The proposition the Minister seems to
feel is good is still a piecemeal proposition. There
must be a concentrated effort on the part of the
Government to get to the root of the problem;,
eventually it will have to do this. South Australian
Governments of all political shades have taken
this option over a number of years and they have
been successful. There is no reason that we cannot
emulate them. There is no use the Government

saying the fruit fly are here and it is not a matter
of keeping them out.

The solution may mean stripping the
metropolitan area for two or three years in
succession to make sure we avoid any fruit-fly
infestation. If we do this we can clean up the
whole area. Some of the country areas will be
more difficult to handle, but if we are going to
have parts of towns controlled by fruit-fly baiting
schemes and other parts not, we will have no
success.

I am yet to be convinced that baiting schemes
have done anything but attract the fruit fly. My
own personal experience is that until baiting
schemes were introduced in Belmont, as was done
fairly regularly, we did not have the problem we
have now with fruit flies. The schemes in the area
have been abandoned because some years ago the
local authority found it was getting a lot of
unpopular reaction to them. That council was not
prepared to take any further action if it did not
receive assistance from other bodies such as the
Perth City Council which bordered on its area.
The people were not taking notice of the situation.

There had been a number of resumptions by the
Government. When the Hon. Crawford Nalder
was Minister for Agriculture, I suggested that a
considerable number of trees stood in resumed
areas, and nobody was looking after them. The
Minister of the time contested that statement. I
asked a question in relation to that, and after
research had been done it was discovered that the
number of trees ran into thousands. The
department proceeded to dispose of many of the
trees on land resumed for airport purposes. I knew
there were fig trees and other trees growing in
profusion in those areas. Officers from the
department went in with axes and cut the trees
out. The fruit-fly problem was removed in those
areas. Nevertheless, it was a piecemeal approach
to the situation. Unless uniform attacks are
mounted, no success will be achieved.

The Minister commented on the amount of
condemnations at the markets. That interested
me. We just do not know how often and how
recently before fruit comes onto the market
systemic sprays have been used. It is true tests are
conducted occasionally, but that is a rare
occurrence. One might see beautiful peaches,
plums, or nectarines which look good and taste
nice, but one cannot judge the amount of systemic
poisons contained in them.

There are many fruit growers. One would have
to have a policeman on each farm to be able to
cope with the problem. I remember being up in
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the hills, in the territory of the member for
Darling Range. I asked an old Italian how he
coped with the fruit-fly problem, as he had no
fruit fly in his fruit. He said, "it cost me fortune
for spray." Undoubtedly he was spraying fairly
often. Market gardeners growing fruit or
vegetables indulge in heavy spraying. Their
business is 10 ensure that the produce goes to the
markets.

One has to see what happens in this regard
when one is moving about. We probably all ingest
quite an amount of spray, some of which could be
harmful. If the Government was in charge of the
situation and controlled it properly, there would
be no problem. We would not be in the situation
that people would be receiving varying amounts of
poison on their fruit. We would not be in the
situation later that we found people had
accumulated systemic poisons, or other types of
poisons, which had a harmful effect on them.
Therc should be a better degree of Government
control.

I support the principle of a Select Committee.
Maybe we could discover exactly what the
situation is in relation to fruit fly. Perhaps the
Select Committee could inspect the South
Australian scheme, and it could make some
reasonable recommendations to the Government
of this State.

I support the motion.

MR l.iD. EVANS (Warren) [ 10. 14 p.m.]: The
Covernment was never more at its hypocritical
best or worst than it was tonight.

If we consider this subject over the years, I
have marked the speeches of various members
and Ministers in Hansard. Members will see the
volumes in front of me. When the Tonkcin Labor
Government endeavoured to introduce measures
to improve and stiffen the fruit-fly schemes, we
were castigated for allowing the schemes to fall
into disrepair and disrepute to the extent that
they had. Members agreed that there was
something wrong, but they still did not support
the measure that we had proposed.

Now a remarkable change has occurred. In
those days. members opposite complained that
matters had deteriorated. Now they seem to have
improved. What remarkable management in such
an extraordinarily short time! That is
management that is not borne out by the evidence
and the facts that we on this side of the House
have been able to glean.

The Minister made reference to the fact that
the experiments in relation to the sterilised male
fruit fly arc to be carried out in Carnarvon. How

tong will the results take? That will be the first
aspect of it. The introduction of biological
methods of control of this sort takes years to come
into effect. Such measures can hardly be
considered in the practicalities of the present
situation.

The Minister pointed out that the number of
market condemnations has increased. The
member for Welshpool is close to the truth of the
matter, and the public should start thinking of the
practices of the commercial growers. The
commercial growers adopt a control method by
spraying alternate rows each week. This is
required over the period when the fruit is
becoming ripe and ready for picking. A lot of that
spray goes into the markets on the fruit. The
degree to which this is occurring is impossible to
calculate.

As far as the commercial orchardists are
concerned, they are no longer as worried about
fruit fly as they were 10 years ago. The
orchardists can control the problem with these
sprays. Whether or not the spraying is in the
interests of the public is another matter. That is
something which requires urgent inquiry. This is
another justification for a Select Committee to
inquire into these matters.

The Minister carefully skirted away from the
problems in the present legislation. The existing
committees do not have the powers that they
require to take action, especially in relation to
absentee landlords. This applies particularly in
Bridgetown. Extensive orchards have been
subdivided, and there are small orchards or small
properties with a few trees, and the owner is not
resident in the district. There is no way of dealing
with the owner. There may be an apricot tree with
30 bushels of apricots on it, all falling to the
ground and being infested with fly. This is the
sort of problem that is encountered. The absentee
owner may be fined $10, but that is far cheaper
than taking the proper, prophylactic measures
required by law.

The legislation dealing with fruit fly is
inadequate to effect any great measure of control.
The scheme committees are unable to remove
trees which are neglected. There may be trees in
fowlyards, or in remote corners surrounded by
fences. It is difficult to reach those trees to spray
them.

I could point to at least 100 trees which have
been abandoned between Manjimup and this
place. Each one of those trees is more than a
potential host. There is every chance that each
tree is a host for fruit fly. There is the need for
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stringent measures to obviate this sort of
situation. Unless such measures are introduced,
there will be no coming to grips with the fruit-fly
problem.

It seems remarkable that the nature of the
problem has changed with the change of
Government. I do not know whether that is
because of the change in the conduct of the
control measures, or because of a chahge in
attitudes on the part of those who sit across the
Chamber.

The Minister is saying that matters are
improving and that in 12 months the position will
have righted itself.

Mr Old: I did not say that. I said we would see
further improvements. Just be careful.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: We will have this in
Hansard, The Minister has said that in 12 months
we will see further improvements. There has been
no improvement up to this time. I think about 56
schemes were operating, but now there are only
20-odd. Even if the indications are that another
three want to be established, they will run into
exactly the same problems with which the existing
schemes are confronted.

I will content myself by saying that I would
dearly like the time to quote some of the speeches
made by eminent members opposite-I do not
think you were one of them, Sir-during the
debate some time ago. However, we can do little
on this side'of the House except draw to the
attention of the public the fact that the
Government is tardy, does not have sufficient
inspectors, and does not give the powers to the
schemes which they need to operate effectively.
Contrary to what the Minister would have us
believe, in the last several years there has been an
increase in the incidence of fruit fly in at least
seven major centres, Donnybrook and Bridgetown
in particular. When we find fruit fly in Cranny
Smith apples, we know they must be in serious
proportions.

There is every justification for a Select
Committee to be appointed to inquire into this
matter and the Government is negligent and tardy
in its responsibility if it ignores this request.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H, D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr McPharlin

Ayes
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Wilson
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Taylor
Mr Bateman

Ayes 16
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Pearce

Noes 26
Mr Mensaros.
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
M r Sibson
Mr Sodernan
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders.

Pairs
Noes

Dr Dadour
Mr Nanovich
Mr Watt
Mr MacKinnon
Sir Charles Court
Mr Spriggs

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

ABATFOIRS: GOVERNMENT POLICY

Appointment of Select Committee: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 9th August, on the
following motion by Mr H. D. Evans-

That in the opinion of this House a Select
Committee be appointed to enquire into,
report upon and make recommendations
regarding:

(a) the issuing to Pope Exports Pty,
Ltd. of a permit to construct an
export abattoir in the North
Dandalup area by the Government
after the West Australian Meat
Authority had refused such a
permit on two occasions in 1977.
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(b) the effects of granting a further
export licence on the abattoir
industry in Western Australia, in
view of the fact that some abattoirs
have been operating below normal
capacity because of lack of stock
for slaughter, and a proposed new
abattoir to be built at Esperance
could find its operations partially
jeopardised.

(c) the future abattoir requirements of
W.A. for the slaughter of cattle and
sheep in the light of estimated
numbers of stock which will be
turned off in this State.

(d) the need for the Government to
safeguard the operations of
Midland Junction and Robbs Jetty
Abattoirs in the interests of
employees, producers and
consumers and to safeguard the
many millions of dollars investment
which these abattoirs represent.

(c) that in the event of Midland
Junction Abattoirs being closed or
curtailed by the Government,
consideration be given to a body
comprising representatives of
producers, Meat Industry
Employees Union, processors and
the W.A. Lamb Marketing Board
being allowed to continue the
operation of these Works under
some form of leasehold
arrangement.

(f) the need for the Government to
issue a comprehensive and clear
statement indicating its policy in
connection with abattoirs in
Western Australia.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall)
p.m.]: I understand that the Minister has
to the debate. Is that correct?

110.25
replied

The SPEAKER: Yes.

Mr McPHARLIN: I would like to make a few
comments because this subject is of concern to
many producers. At this stage of the Parliament,
the appointment of a Select Committee is not the
answer to the problem. However, the concern
expressed by the member for Warren is shared by
a number of producers who have watched with
interest the problems which have arisen.

The first part of the motion deals with the issue
of a licence to Pope Exports Pty. Ltd., and this
situation has been under scrutiny by producers
since the permit was issued. It appears that

practically nothing has as yet been done and it
makes one wonder about the motive behind the
application for the establishment of an abattoir.
Amongst producers throughout Western
Australia there is a great deal of interest in this
situation and they are awaiting developments.

The position at the Midland abattoir has been
watched for many years, particularly the troubles
and problems which have developed as a result of
increased costs and charges.

Mr H-. D. Evans: Rubbish! In the main they are
due to ineptitude by your two parties-gross
ineptitude!

Mr McPHARLIN: I do not propose to go back
over the ground we have covered so many times
before and which the member for Warren has
raised so often-

Mr H. D. Evans: And the problem is still with
UiS.

Mr McPHARLIN: -regarding the report
which was presented at the time the 1969 drought
hit Western Australia and created a great glut at
the abattoir.

Mr H. D. Evans: You were told two years
beforehand that it would occur.

Mr McPHARLIN: There was need for an
urgent decision to be made and advisers of the
department indicated the best way to handle the
situation was to increase the capacity at Midland.

Mr H. D. Evans: The Towns and Austen report
opposed any increase.

Mr McPHARLIN: The report recommended
that, but a crisis was created by the drought
situation, and the member for Warren knows it.

Mr H. D. Evans: The Crisis was there two years
beforehand, and you know that.

Mr McPHARLIN: We must not forget that
extra slaughtermen were engaged from New
Zealand to help and I do not think too many of us
have forgotten the actions of those employees
during that period when they went on strike and
no killing was done. We must not forget that
action which did not endear them very much to
the producers of Western Australia.

Mr Mclver: That was not the fault of the
Tonkin Government.

Mr McPHARLIN: The situation at Midland
has always been that there is a slack period from
December to June and a flush period from June to
December and always workers have been laid off
in the slack period. This has always created a
problem.
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It was suggested that, as is the case in some
other abattoirs in Australia, double shirts could be
worked, but the advice of the management at
Midland at the time was that it could not handle
double shifts because of effluent disposal and
cleaning up operations, so they were not worked.
However, the situation is being watched closely.
An advisory committee was appointed to advise
the Government, and it has been making inquiries
as to the best way to go about things.

The Meat Commission is endeavouring to
operate Midland Junction and Robb Jetty
Abattoirs in an efficient way. It is running into
certain difficulties and it is of concern to us all
that there is a great need for service abattoirs to
be provided for the mutton and Iamb kill
particularly. The lamb kill must be catered for,
because we have seen the Lamb Marketing Board
go from success to success over recent years. It
has expanded its markets and engaged in
contracts of great benefit to the lamb producers of
this State, despite the differences of opinion
between people of certain philosophies in this
Parliament which occurred a few years ago. The
Lamb Marketing Board has won export awards
and other awards and has proved beyond doubt to
be one of the most effective marketing
organisations for primary products in Australia.

Those of us who are interested will certainly be
watching closely to ensure service abattoirs are
provided. The Government has said it will ensure
the service abattoirs are sufficient to provide
capacity for the producers and meet the markets
as required.

The Midland Junction Abattoir has run into
difficulties, allegedly because of high
capitalisation, over-capacity, low productivity per
man, and industrial problems. These are said to
be the reasons that rationalisation is necessary.
Many millions of dollars have been spent in trying
to bring the abattoir up to standard with better
equipment and standards of hygiene and the
provision of an effluent disposal system which will
eliminate the obnoxious smell. It has been a costly
process.

The charges of the abattoir have been of
concern for many years. The Government has met
many of those charges, and recently the Meat
Commission again increased them. Only last week
the slaughtering charges were put up again, and
they have bccn criticised rather strongly by the
meat industry.

One comment made was that the move by the
Meat Commission would successfully drive the
big operators away from the Midland Junction

Abattoir and that would be the beginning of the
end for the abattoir. The difficulty is that costs
are ever increasing and a move had to be made to
try to contain some of those costs. It is a situation
which needs to be watched closely.

I sympathise with the sentiments of the
member who moved the motion for the
appointment of a Select Committee. However, I
do not think that is the way to go about the
matter at this stage, when the session is drawing
to a close. Had we dealt with the matter earlier in
the year perhaps greater consideration could have
been given to it. As a producer and one who has
taken part in many discussions on the future of
the Midland Junction Abattoir, I share the
honourable member's concern and interest in the
matter. The Government is conscious of the need
to provide service works.

Mr H. D. Evans: How do you explain granting
a licence to Popes, in that case?

Mr McPHARLIN: I do not know how the
licence was given to Popes. I was not associated
with the Meat Industry Advisory Committee. I
was, to say the least, a little surprised the licence
was given, and as Mr Pope had applied three
times before it was granted I would have expected
him to go ahead with his building immediately;
but apparently he has not done so. I do not know
whether the member for Warren has more
information than I have, but I am not clear about
why he has not gone ahead. It is a matter of
concern to many producers in the State.

I say again it is a matter which those of us who
are engaged in the farming industry will be
watching closely. We will be associating ourselves
closely with the industry and the farmers'
organisations which are directly concerned, to
ensure sufficient abattoirs, particularly service
abattoirs, are provided to cater for the sheep and
lamb kill.

It has been indicated the Midland Junction
Abattoir will be put on a care and maintenance
basis, and I think that is probably sufficient,
provided the other abattoirs are capable of
meeting the demands. Apparently Midland will
be capable of being brought back into operation
quickly and it will not be necessary to close the
abattoir down altogether. The other problem is
the salcyards.

Mr Harman: Where will you get the workers?

Mr McPHARLLN: The history of the Midland
Junction Abattoir is that there has been a
reduction of staff in the first half of the year and
they come back in the second half of the year.
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Mr Harman: After they have had a training
programme.

Mr McPHARLIN: That is true. The operation
of that abattoir has never been easy.

Mr Harman: I cannot understand how your
party has accepted this proposition without any
sort of fight.

Mr McPHARLIN: I was closely associated
with the board and with Mr Wilson, the manager,
in many discussions, and I would say there was
not a better abattoir operator in Australia than
Mr Wilson. He and the board were doing
everything possible.

Mr H. D. Evans: Why did he leave?

Mr McPHARLIN: He did everything possible
to make the abattoir function efficiently. There
are many difficulties associated with it. But let it
not be said no arguments were put up.

Mr Harman: What about the farmers of
Western Australia-do you represent them?

Mr McPHARLIN: of course. Why not?

Mr Harman: And you are prepared to agree to
this proposition?

Mr Cowan: He said he was looking at the
situation. What more do you want? It has not yet
been proved that the other abattoirs will not cater
for the livestock.

Mr H. D. Evans: I do not see why you should
change now.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McPHARLIN: I have said a s a producer I

have used the service abattoir at Midland for
many years, and I will be watching it very closely.
That is more than members on the other side can
say.

Mr Harman: You have sold the farmers down
the drain.

Mr McPHARLIN: That sort of comment is
uncalled for. The problem is not easy of solution
at any abattoir in Australia.

Mr Harman: I remember what you did to us
when we were in government.

Mr MePHARLIN: On what?

Mr Harman: On this question of abattoirs. You
know what it was.

Mr McPHARLIN: I do not recall it.
Mr Bertram: That was before you reformed.

Mr McPHARLIN: I am not quite with the
honourable member on this one.

The SPEAKER: I suggest the member for Mt.
Marshall address his remarks to the Chair.

Mr McPHARLIN: I am not clear what
members of the Opposition are referring to. It
must be appreciated that when one is engaged in
an industry one takes a keen interest in that
industry and watches it very closely. Many
discussions have taken place on the operations
and functioning of the abattoir and the problems
associated with it. There are many problems
associated with an abattoir, particularly the
Midland Junction Abattoir.

I have been asked whether we go along with
what is proposed. I said quite clearly we will be
watching very closely to see how things turn out.
It may be service abattoirs can be made available
to cater for the sheep and lamb kill in the future.
I would be one of the last to want to see anything
go wrong which will interfere with the efficient
operation of the Lamb Marketing Board, which is
going so well at the present time. We do see some
other problems arising, but that is not the fault of
the abattoir.

So, Sir, as much as I share the concern of the
member for Warren expressed in the motion
before us, I do not think the appointment of a
Select Committee is the answer at this stage.
Therefore, reluctantly I cannot support his
motion.

MR SIDMORE (Swan) [10.43 p.m.]: I
support the motion before the House for the
appointment of a Select Committee to inquire
into and report upon the matters brought forward
by the member for Warren. I would like to deal
with the separate parts of his motion.

The first refers to the issuing to Pope Exports
Pty. Ltd. of a permit to construct an abattoir,
when the company had been refused such a
permit on two occasions in 1977. One must look
at the industry in question and try to analyse the
reason that Pope Exports, which had supported
the Midland Junction Abattoir for many years,
suddenly decided it would in future operate its
own abattoir. The reality of the situation is that
those people who, like leeches, battened on to the
Midland Junction Abattoir suddenly saw fit to
say it would be better for them to operate their
own export abattoir because they could cut costs.

Of course, over the many, many years of the
life of the service abattoir at Midland Junction
the workers have been bled to death by the
industry. The industry obtained a low return on
its capital investment by virtue of the charges
imposed on those who used the abattoir. Whether
or not we like to face it, history shows that the
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prices charged for services at Midland Junction
were not only cheap; they were excessively cheap.

Mr H. D. Evans: The abattoir subsidised the
meat industry.

Mr SKIDMORE: For sure; certainly it
subsidised the wholesale butcher by the manner in
which it provided service facilities over many,many years. When the Meat Commission came
into being a shake-up occurred at the Midland
Junction Abattoir and the manager at that time
saw fit to say, "Enough is enough; we have
supported these people long enough. It is about
time they were made to pay a reasonable fee ror
the services provided at the abattoir." That is
when the stuff hit the fan; because it was at that
time Pope Exports determined it would be
cheaper to construct its own abattoir.

Of course it would be cheaper for a company
such as Pope Exports to construct its own
abattoir. The Midland Junction Abattoir was
faced with continuing increases in the demands
upon its productive capacity anid its chiller and
freezer rooms were expanded over and over again
against the wishes of the Government. That
problems of overcapitalisation would be created
was an absolute inevitability.

Pope Exports and other wholesale butchers
have taken advantage of this position and we find
today that Pope Exports has determined-and
quite rightly as a business decision-that having
sucked the lire-blood out or the Midland Junction
Abattoir it will build its own abattoir.

This Government, which has always been a
stalwart of private enterprise, went out or its way
to ensure Pope Exports received an export licence
for a new abattoir, notwithstanding the fact that
insufficient stock was available to keep the service
and other abattoirs in Western A ust ralia
operating. The Government said to private
enterprise, "You have had your rair share; in fact,
you have had more than your fair share. Go out
and build your own abattoir, and we will give you
a licence ror it."

I turn now to paragraph (b) of the motion,
which deals with the erfects on the abattoir
industry or granting a further export licence.
What has been the result of this? I have heard in
my community at Midland workers being vilified
by business people who have said the workers
have priced themselves out of a job. They have
said that is the major reason that Midland
Junction is not viable today.

Mr Grewar: You are not denying that?

Mr SKIDMORE: I am denying it, and I will
tell the member why.

Mr Grewar: You will have to prove it, too.

Mr SKIDMORE: I will, unquestionably so. If
the member for Roe is saying the workers priced
themselves out of the market, then let me point
out to him that the escalation of wages of the
workers at Midland applied also to all other
workers in the State. I point out that during that
period of escalation of wages, in the main workers
in all industries followed the standard set by the
metal trades award. That standard was
determined by an arbitrator.

During that period, when the wage of a fitter
moved the wage of most other workers moved
with it. That applied for many years until such
time as Commissioner Kelly decided to change
the situation. It is passing strange, of course, that
during that period no argument was produced
that these workers were pricing themselves out of
jobs; the increases they received in their wages
under those circumstances were not the subject of
scorn. Therefore, I have never heard such a
fallacious argument in my life in respect of the
workers at the Midland Junction Abattoir.

For the benefit of the member ror Roe, who
complains that the workers are pricing themselves
out of a job, the fact he should remember is that
for the last three years workers have been subject
to very stringent wage control-more stringent
than at any other time in history-by virtue of the
wage indexation imposed by the Commonwealth
commission. It is entirely false to blame the
workers in respect of wage increases made in the
last three or four years, because the criteria for
such increases have been established in another
place in the Eastern States.

Mr H. D. Evans: The workers have been going
backwards in real value.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not want to argue that
subject. I will come to that in a moment. My
point is that under those conditions the workers
were not in command of their wage rates, because
the Western Australian Industrial Commission
religiously followed wage indexation. When the
workers at Midland Junction accepted indexation
as the criterion upon which they would hang their
hat, it was total and full indexation.

or course, what happened was that the workers
lost some $7 a week out of their pockets over that
period as a result or the failure of the commission
to award full wage indexation. That came out of
the workers' pockets. Neither the meat workers
nor any other workers in the State received any
benefit. So, do not let the member for Roe tell me

5707



5708 [ASSEMBLY]

the meat workers are pricing themselves out of a
job.

Mr Grewar: The farmers did not get it either.

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Roe was not
talking about farmers. Like everybody else, the
honourable member was blaming the workers. It
was a classic example of a person ignorant of
industrial affairs blaming the people. The sooner
he stops making such stupid utterances the Sooner
he will learn what is happening in the industrial
world.

I distributed about 300 circulars in the
Midland area appealing to the business people to
fight the closure of the Midland abattoir. At one
stage I thought they were all going to take up
arms and go walking blindly down the streets of
Midland, supporting the workers, because of the
disastrous effects of the closure of the abattoirs.
However, although I spent two days personally
seeing these people, introducing myself, and
appealing for assistance, every single one of these
business people turned to water. I received plenty
of assurances but in the end not one person came
forward to help. All I received was the same
comment the member for Roe made a moment
ago about the working people pricing themselves
out of a job. I do not accept that as a valid
argument.

Is the member for Roe aware of whether there
is a difference between the award conditions of
workers at the Midland abattoir and those people
employed at private abattoirs?

Mr Grill: I do not think there is a difference.

Mr SKIDMORE; No, there is not. How is it
that workers in private enterprise can make a
success out or' killing stock on the same wage as
workers at Midland?

Mr Grewar: Efficiency of the work force.

Mr SKIDMORE:
member think it might
efficiency of plant?

Does the honourable
have something to do with

Mr Grewar: Yes.

Mr SKIDMORE: The plant at Midland
abattoir has been allowed to deteriorate through
lack of maintenance to the point where the
workers are not able to produce the quantities
they would normally produce. This in itself has
been a contributing factor to the situation at
Midland. The workers could not produce the
required amount of kill because of the worn-out
plant which had deteriorated to the extent where
it was inefficient. This led to increased costs. Over

the years, Governments have failed to recognise
this point.

However, if the Government thinks for one
moment it can operate Midland on a care-and-
maintenance basis, on the understanding that it
will take care of any additional number of lambs
or any overflow from Robb Jetty, it should think
again. I have news for the Minister and everybody
else in the farming community: If the
Government thinks that simply by pushing a few
green buttons at Midland it will start everything
rolling again and will take care of the kill, it is
.sadly mistaken. Inherent in the type of
refrigeration equipment at Midland is the fact
that it must be operated regularly to be efficient.
Do members realise what would happen to the
tubes and pipes within the refrigeration system if
it were not used for an extended Period? The
same thing would happen there as would happen
to their own plant. Unless it is consistently run,
the compressor seals will not be lubricated and
will fail, and a host of other problems will occur.
The equipment will need to be started and run
periodically and the whole exercise will be costly
and wasteful.

Who will pay these costs? Obviously, they will
be debited on some future occasion against the
lamb kill and once again the workers will be
panned for causing increased costs. Those lousy
people who have supposedly priced themselves out
of a job once again will be blamed. But how much
do these well-paid workers actually receive?
While it is true that some key personnel, such as
the slaughtermen on the chains, do receive a
reasonable return for their efforts, they represent
only a very small minority; the remainder are on a
pittance.

The workers stand 14 feet tall in my
eyes-certainly, far taller than the member for
Roe would have us believe when he, like a lot of
others, mouths platitudes and specious arguments.

My great disappointment was the lack of
concern exhibited by the businessmen of the
Midland area. At one stage they were going to
play all hell and do all sorts of things. However,
when I tried to organise a meeting with the
Midland branch of the Chamber of Manufactures
and the meat union to discuss our objectives, I
was unsuccessful; we could not get them to move.
In the end, I gave it away in sheer frustration
because it was apparent the business community
of Midland was not concerned with saving the
abattoir.

Let us examine the people who will be affected
in that strip of land running down Clayton Road.
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I believe that hundreds of small businesses, each
employing two or three people and providing a
service for the farmers coming into Midland will
go to the wall, and the farmers in future will not
have that service available to them. If the farmers
choose to drive their stock trucks to Fremantle to
obtain these services, I would like to know where
they are going to park, because there is nothing
available for them at Fremantle. In fact, unless
those businesses are prepared in these days of
economic restraint to move their service industries
from Midland to Fremantle, the farmer will have
to go to Robb Jetty with his stock, offload and
return to Midland-and then only if the
companies providing these services are still in
operation. However, as I said, I believe many will
go to the wall because they will not be able to
continue economically.

That will be the effect of the granting of an
additional abattoir licence. It was simply a sop to
private enterprise. Like the railways and our bus
services, service abattoirs are costly to maintain.
However, the primary producer should bear in
mind that the service abattoirs have served them
well over many years.

I thought the member for Mt. Marshall would
support our move for the appointment of a Select
Committee; however, I was bitterly disappointed
he did not recognise the loyalty the workers and
management at Midland have displayed to the
primary producers over the years. Perhaps
members opposite will support us; however, I have
the feeling the member for Mt. Marshall has no
intention of doing so.

I turn to item (c) of the motion which states as
follows-

the future abattoir requirements of W.A. for
the slaughter of cattle and sheep in the light
of estimated numbers of stock which will be
turned off in this State.

It would be foolish, naive, and dishonest of me
were I not to accept the fact there has been a
downturn of the throughput at all abattoirs. We
are all suffering as a result of this reduction, from
the workers in the industry right through to the
people buying the finished product from the retail
butchers' shops. We are all paying the price for
these shortages.

However, the most remarkable aspect of this
problem is the resilience of the farming
community which, to a large degree, has been
able to overcome these difficulties by careful
breeding of stock to the extent where, in the
foreseeable future, we will probably return to a

situation of oversupply. Then we will be looking
for a place to do a kill.

I will make a prophesy, and I sincerely hope, on
behalf of the farmers, that I am wrong. If the
Midland abattoir is allowed to be placed on a
care-and-maintenance basis, that will be the kiss
of death to it, I doubt whether it will ever become
an economic proposition, able to handle a kill in
the future. The sheer inevitability of the need for
refrigeration engineering will determine the
economics of starting the wheels turning again. I
say it is not on!

There will be a problem in regard to future
requirements. Midland abattoir will not be doing
kills, and Robb Jetty will be bagged down with
stock. When the primary producer goes to the
private enterprise abattoir and says, "I want my
stock killed", we all know what answer the
primary producer will receive. He will be told,
"Yes, if we can fit it in, we will do it. Sorry if we
can't. If we can fit it in, you will pay plenty for
the service because we are a private enterprise
system. We are here to make a quick buck."

Mr H. D. Evans: How will it affect the lamb
floor?

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Warren
might as well give the lamb floor away. The
situation will be out of control.

Apparently the primary producers are prepared
to cop this. They are not in the slightest bit
interested. I hope they show some concern here
tonight. This is not the first time that we on this
side of the House have proposed a Select
Committee in this regard.

I now move on to paragraph (d) of the motion,
which reads as follows-

(d) the need for the Government to
safeguard the operations of Midland
Junction and Robbs Jetty Abattoirs. in
the interests of employees, producers
and consumers and to safeguard the
many millions of dollars investment
which these abattoirs represent.

I want to deal with that in very short, terse, and
concise terms. What has been suggested here is
that the Government should safeguard the
investment because of concern for the employees.
Five hundred workers will be thrown out of work
shortly before Christmas. If the Liberal-National
Country Party-cum -National Party Government
put into effect-

Mr Stephens: Keep to the facts.
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Mr SKIDMORE: National Country Party and
National Party?

Mr Stephens: We are not in coalition.

Mr SKIDMORE: In that case, members of the
National Party can come over and join us.

Mr Stephens: I did not say that.

Mr SKIDMORE: That is why I included the
members of the National Party in that.

When we look at the question of safeguarding
the millions of dollars invested, we should
consider a pertinent point. Quite recently I heard
a report on the radio, but unfortunately I have not
been able to find out the study undertaken, and
by whom it was undertaken. The words I heard on
the radio were something like this: "There has
'been a report issued that the salmonella content
of fish and crustaceans in the Cockburn Sound
had reached such a high level that extreme
concern was being expressed to this committee." I
cannot find out what committee that relates to;
but I can assure the House that that is what was
said. Of course, for substantiation of this fact one
has only to refer to the member for Rockingham
who, for many years, asked for the ongoing
committee which I understand is still carrying out
investigations into pollution in the Cockburn
Sound.

The particular report to which 1 am referring
placed the blame for the rise in the pollution
levels in the Cockcburn Sound directly on Robb
Jetty and the effluent discharged therefrom.

By our motion we are saying that we should
look at protecting the millions of dollars worth of
capital invested in abattoirs. The undertakings
given by the Government have not been carried
out. There was the situation that the firm of
engineers which designed the set-up at Robb Jetty
had been rejected by abattoirs throughout
Australia as being not capable of putting in a
tender, and yet that firm successfully tendered for
the project. It designed a system to overcome the
problem, and then $300 000 or $400 000 had to
be spent additionally in an attempt to upgrade the
works to a satisfactory level. At the moment,
there is a plant reasonably efficient in normal kill
circumstances in relation to effluent and offal. I
will deal with the question of effluent, and put
aside for the moment the question of offal.

In considering the disposal of effluent, we find
that millions of dollars have been spent on this
plant in Midland, and yet we have transferred all
of the kills from Midland to Robb Jetty on the
basis that the situation would be better handled
there. The additional kills have created more

pollution in Cockburn Sound. When I asked a
question of the Minister for Agriculture in
relation to the cost of overcoming the problem,
from memory the answer indicated that it was
millions of dollars. There was to be the
expenditure of millions of dollars to enable Robb
Jetty to operate in exactly the same way as
Midland had already done. So much for economic
factors!

The Government was already bent on being rid
of the Midland abattoir, no matter what. If the
Government could use the question of
overcapitalisation as a reason, it would do so. In
all that time, the Government has not cared two
hoots about what is happening in the Cockburn
Sound.

I understand that the principal of the Coogee
Primary School has now informed the Education
Department and the parents of the children that
he will not allow the children to swim in the
sound. I believe other schools are taking the same
action because of the risk of contamination and
the manner in which the sound has become
polluted. Unquestionably the salmonella infection
is derived from Robb Jetty.

The Government should not talk to me about
the question of the use of funds in the most
economic way. 1 realise, of course, that I could be
accused of being parochial when it comes to the
question of Midland versus Robb Jetty. Let me
make it clear that I realise there would be too
many employees at Midland at the present time,
and some would have to go. I accept that as a
fact. The workers recognise that also.

The Government is saying that the main reason
the Midland abattoir has gone to the wall is the
workers. They say there has to be some rationale
in the industry. They say there has been
mismanagement. I say there has been connived
mismanagement by the Government, but not at
the request of the management of the abattoir,
and not at the request of the Meat Commission.
That was done so that private enterprise would
get a new abattoir.

Now I turn to paragraph (e) of the motion
which reads as follows-
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(e) that in the event of Midland Junction
Abattoirs. being closed or curtailed by
the Government, consideration be given
to a body comprising representatives of
producers, Meat Industry Employees
Union, processors and the W.A. Lamb
Marketing Board being allowed to
continue the operation of these works
under some form of leasehold
arrangement.

My First thought on that is whether the situation
could be sustained on an economic basis. I would
be tempted to say, upon reflection, that it would
be difficult because of the amount of throughput
created in such a situation, and the question of
whether the Lamb Board would take its kill away
from Robb Jetty and return it to Midland. There
would be a lot less effluent directed into the
Cockburn Sound; and that would be a point in its
favour. In that way, portion of the Midland
abattoir could be placed on a care-and-
maintenance basis. The plant could be kept in a
reasonable condition for the time when it is
required for extra kills. There would be proper
maintenance of the refrigeration plant.

Perhaps that could be achieved. That in itself
would be a factor worthy of being looked at, but
unless we have a Select Committee this will not
be done. The Minister for Agriculture has
suggested at times that I am an expert on these
issues, but I am not. I am not an engineer, but I
did bother to ind out something about this and
talk to some authorities. I did bother to see other
abattoirs before I made my statements on the
question of effluent, the treatment of offal, and on
abattoirs in general.

It is not beyond the realm of possibility that we
would be able to get some form of leasehold
arrangement. I ant quite sure the WA Lamb
Marketing Board would have -liked to look at this
matter. We would then have been able to form a
body which could give lie to the workers being at
fault and being the reason for all the troubles.
The workers would be sharing in the profit factor
of the consortium, it I could call it that. The idea
has a lot of merit, but if we do not have a Select
Committce nothing will eventuate.

In regard to the need for the Government to
issue a comprehensive and clear statement
indicating its policy in connection with abattoirs
in Western Australia, it can only be said that this
is one of the most basic issues this Government
should be looking at. Since my time here the
Opposition has tried to have Select Committees
formed to consider several issues affecting
primary producers. I understand there has already

been a committee which has looked at the
industry and certain recommendations were
made. However, I feel they were made in
different circumstances and that the economic
scene was not the same as that facing primary
producers. retail butchers, and workers of today.

If members are mindful of what I have said
they will realise I have left out the wholesale
butcher. I have done this because he is the leech,
the man who has become fat on the industry. He
has sucked the blood from everyone and has made
only a small contribution to the industry. The
wholesale butchers have used the services as
cheaply as possible thanks to successive
Governments which have given them a service
they could not get at the same price outside. As a
result they have stayed with the Midland abattoir.
The result has been that the whole system has
been disregarded by those people. When it suited
them they took their killing and boning rooms
away from Midland to somewhere else.

Tip Top Meats is a classic example of a firm
which decided it had better get out of the
Midland abattoir because it was cheaper to do its
own killing. It was able to undercut all others in
the industry until the rest of the industry in turn
had to do the same thing.

The farmers fell for the old thimble-and-pea
trick because it was expedient to fall in with these
moves. They little realised they were being misled
on the question of economics. So, there is a need
for the Government to issue a comprehensive
statement on this subject. If the commission
would do this the Government would be forced to
rationalise the present position in regard to the
obvious number of abattoirs that, even before
Popes got their export licence, were just going at
about 25 per cent pace. I doubt very much
whether some of them will ever get going again.
They are just coasting along hoping things will
come good. When they do come good all hell will
break loose because of a lack of killing capacity.

When I look at the suggestions put forward by
the member for Warren I am sure the Minister, if
he wants to be fair and reasonable, will support
the proposition for a Select Committee to report
upon and make recommendations regarding what
I would say is the total abattoir industry. That
includes the pastoralists, farmers, graziers,
workers, management, staff, plant, and all people
concerned; and this includes also the wholesale
and retail butchers.

Until such time as we get some degree of
control of all these areas in the same way as
control is evidenced on the workers, and retail
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butchers who are subject to the price control
foisted upon them by the wholesale butchers, we
will do absolutely no good at all. We then get
back to the fact that the producer does not get a
fair return for his produce in the market place.

1 have said before that I wondered how much
longer we were going to keep the Midland
saleyards. as a goer. Surely it is becoming obvious
that once the abattoir is gone the loading of stock
at Midland for the stock to be shipped to Robb
Jetty for killing will become a problem. The
obvious result will be that the consumer will pay
for the handling involved.

Mr H. D. Evans: Or the farmer will lose.

Mr SKIDMORE: Of course. The farmer will
not get the same price from the cattle sales at
Midland because he will be at the mercy of the
man who is buying the stock at Midland. The
buyer will be aware of the grip he has over the
primary producer. The farmers would have great
difficulty obtaining the price they want. Surely
this in itself means that we should look for some
assistance from those people who have the
farming community at heart, and I refer to
members on the Government side of the House.
Howevcr, I doubt very much that we will be able
to persuade those members to see the rationale
requiring a Select Committee to be appointed.

It is not really passing strange that a private
enterprise Government has closed down an
abattoir. When one looks at the economics of the
matter and tries to argue that the Midland
abattoir should have been kept going one would
have a heck of a lot of trouble substantiating such
things as that abattoir's continuance. I think there
is a more rational way to approach the problem
than to put the abattoir on a care-and-
maintenance basis, and I have mentioned the
problem of effluent discharge.

Robb Jetty could have been run as a small
abattoir and the kill could have been done where
the capacity for the kill existed. Any overflow
could be sent to Robb Jetty, as has been done in
the past. One wants to remember that if one has a
capital investment of $10 million and one wants a
throughput of only a certain number of cattle
each year, it would be quite easy to make it a non-
paying concern. However, the position could be
reversed and the number of stock could be
increased and so a different picture would be
gained in regard to a concern's viability.

I support wholeheartedly the motion moved by
the member for Warren for the appointment of a
Select Committee. I certainly believe and hope
that move will be accepted. The members of the

recently formed National Party have indicated
they are interested in the welfare of country
people who they feel have been neglected by the
coalition Government which has seen it to deny
the country people their rights because of the
snivelling attitude of the coalition members of the
Government. Those National Party members
should see the validity of our arguments and see
the benefits that would flow to country people as
a result of the appointment of a Select
Committee.

I stuggest members opposite look at the matter
and reconsider their position with a view to
supporting the motion for the setting up of a
Select Committee to examine the situation.
Members opposite will be the losers if this is not
done.

I support the motion.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) (11.21 p.m.]-. I
had the opportunity to refer to this matter during
the Budget debate, but there are some specific
areas I should like to mention now. The first one
relates to the first part of my motion concerning
the issue of an export licence to Pope Exports Pty.
Ltd. If we look at the utterances of the Minister
in reply to the motion, it is rather revealing. The
motion was precipitated by the fact that an export
licence was issued to Pope Exports Pty. Ltd. The
position was and still is that we have an
oversupply of abattoir capacity in Western
Australia. It seemed most unusual that Pope
Exports Pty. Ltd., whose application had been
rejected twice by the WA Meat Commission and
whose appeal had been rejected twice by the
Minister, should be granted an export licence
suddenly. The commission did not grant chat
licence of its own volition and judgment. Pressure
was brought to bear.

Mr Old: That is an untruth. You have stated it
several times in the House. You should bring
forward proof.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Let us examine the position
of the commission.

Mr Old: It is an untruth and you know it.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: Inevitably two members of
the cornmission-

Mr Old: With that untruth you are descending
to the level of the gutter. There is no other way of
putting it.

Mr "-. D. EVANS: -would have been in
favour of the granting of a licence and two
members would have opposed it.
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Mr Old: What utter rot! Who are the two
members who would be for it?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The producer and the meat
employees' representative would not be in favour
of the licence.

Mr Old: The people they are going into
opposition with-that is how much you think
about it. You do not even think it out.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Let us follow the matter
through and look at the points made by the
Minister.

This licence was issued as a result of pressure
by the Government on its financial friends. The
funds which have been generarted by the farmers
who have been fleeced for years are the funds
which have had a bearing on the matter.

Members should look at the Minister's reply to
a question asked in relation to abattoir space. By
way of an answer to an interjection by the
member for Swan he stated that by 1985 it is
estimated the lamb kill will double. He said also
that the Government was well aware of its
responsibility to provide service abattoir space for
that kill. He said further that this could be done
at the Midland Junction Abattoir, but it was
grinding down at the moment. In answer to a
further interjection the Minister said that we have
an over-capacity of killing space in our abattoir;
however, it would not last. I interjected that it
would last for some years and the Minister said
that it would probably last for the next decade as
far as cattle are concerned.

On the one hand we have excess killing space
for cattle for the next 10 years, and on the other
hand the Government has given an export licence
to Pope Exports Pity. Ltd. There is no problem so
far as the lamb and mutton kills are concerned.
The problem will be to maintain the Midland
Junction Abattoir in such a condition that it ;iil
be able to handle the kill. That is where the big
problem lies.

It is utter rot for the Minister to say that it was
a fair, reasonable, and logical decision based on
industry capacity.

Mr Old: When did I say that?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister knows it.
That was the implication and inference-

Mr Old: You and your inferences. Stick to the
facts for a change.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I will stick to the facts all
right.

Mr Old: It will be a change if you do.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister has said we
will have excess killing space for cattle for the
next 10 years and yet he gave an export licence to
Pope Exports Pty. Ltd.

Mr Old: I did not give it to them at all. You
drag out that little poison dart against the meat
industry authority at every opportunity.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is the situation as it
exists.

Mr Old: Absolute balderdash!

Mr H. D. EVANS: The licence was granted
and it was not granted on the merits of the
industry or in the interests of the producers of this
State.

Mr Stephens: Has Pope Exports Pty. Ltd.
started to build any abattoirs yet?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I do not believe that
company has started to build any abattoirs.

Mr Stephens: What is the reason for the delay?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Does the member think the
reason might be that there is a surplus of killing
space elsewhere and the company may be tip-
toeing along in the meantime? I do not know
whether a time restriction has been placed on the
company. However, when it starts to build
abattoirs it will do so in its own interests. The
company certainly will not consider any other
aspects of the industry.

An assurance has been given to the Esperance
Abattoir that a further licence will be issued when
it has arranged finance.

Mr Old: That is right. I take it you would not
give them one if you were over here; that you
would deny the Esperance people a licence for an
abattoir.

Mr H.' D. EVANS: Let us look at the
consequences of granting a further licence to the
Esperance abattoir. It will increase further the
abattoir space. if we were in power, we would give
a licence to the Esperance abattoir, because we
would be committed to it; but the Government
should not have given a licence in advance to Pope
Exports Pty. Ltd. Where is the abattoir industry
going?

Mr Old: You are going back on your argument
now. You would have given one to Esperance,
would you?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Through you, Sir, I should
like to inform the Minister that we would have
given the Esperance abattoir a licence.
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Mr Old: You would not have done so, had I not
interjected.

Mr H. D. EVANS: We would not, however,
have given a licence to Pope Exports Pty. Ltd. in
the light of the circumstances in the Esperance
area.

Mr Grewar: Would you not take the stock
numbers over the next 10 years into account?

Mr H-. D, EVANS; The matter mentioned by
the member for Roe is part and parcel of the
whole business.

Mr Old: You should go to Esperance and see
what is going on.

Mir H. D. EVANS: The six points contained in
the motion interlock very closely. A member
opposite has had experience on the producing side
and served on a certain Honorary Royal
Commission and he is very appreciative of the
many facets of the industry which are totally
interdependent on each other.

Mr Old: It is a pity he is not in his seat so that
he can interject.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: The matter relates also to
stock numbers. I should like to refer to a point
made by the member for Mt. Marshall that the
drought precipitated the stock shortage at the
Midland Junction Abattoir. In fact the shortage
occurred two years before, so let us not blame it
on the drought in 1978. Two years previously two
deputations waited on the Minister for Industrial
Development, the Minister for Agriculture, and
the Premier. The Government was told that it
should riot increase the capacity at the Midland
Junction Abattoir, but should build another
abattoir by the forthcoming summer. The
Government procrastinated for two years and as a
result it was caught by the drought in 1978. This
resulted in a cost of $14 million to this State in
that year and the Government and the taxpayers
of Western Australia have been paying for it ever
since.

Having created the problem the Government is
trying now to get out of the situation and avoid its
responsibility. This brings me to the situation of
the Lamb Marketing Board and how it will fare
when it is at the sole mercy of the meat and allied
trades-the people with whom it is in
competition. Problems will arise when the Lamb
Marketing Board sceks to have its requirements
fulfilled in private abattoirs. It will be virtually
impossible to maintain the Midland Junction
Abattoir in the way the Government is
suggesting. It will be very surprising if the
Government is able to lease parts of the Midland

Junction Abattoir-the pig floor or the beef
area-to a private corporation without inflicting
considerable losses upon the State.

Anyway, if it is possible for a private
corporation or syndicate to operate it, why cannot
the Government do so?

Mir Grewar: Because private enterprise always
does it better.

Mr H. D. EVANS: With all the overheads. still
there? Do not be stupid! What utter rot!

Mr Grewar: Of course it is not!

Mr Barnett: Don't be stupid!

Mr H. D. EVANS: If a private corporation
could operate part of the abattoir profitably,
surely the organisation leasing the whole of the
abattoirs could more effectively and economic-ally
run it. There will be a standard set for
administration and service costs for a start, and
who will pick that up? Will it be included in the
lease fee? The Minister was vague on all these
matters. He is in such a shambles he does not
know which way to turn. He knows how strong
will be the wrath and retribution of the producers
if they are left with their lambs. That is all that is
saving the Midland abattoir. He will be nailed to
the yardarm if the producers are left with their
lambs. The Government did it once to the
producers.

Mr Grewar: You were in government for three
years. What did you do about it?

Mr H,. D. EVANS: We had the bricks and
mortar there-a heritage from the previous
Government in direct conflict with the Towns and
Austen report. Wec discharged our obligations and
met the costs inflicted on us in that way. That is
what occurred.

Several members interjected.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: There has been more than a
flanking attack on the Lamb Marketing Board
ever since the Government took power. It had to
repay the donations from the meat and allied
trades, I suppose. That reminds me: is the
honourable member cashing in on some
donations? I cannot help but think there might be
some involvement there. Could that possibly be?

Mr Cowan: Flow much value do you think
there would be in our supporting the motion,
knowing that a Select Committee could not
continue its deliberations once the session
concludes?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Government could turn
it into an Honorary R oyal Commission.
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Mr Cowan: If you were sincere don't you think
you would do something about it next session.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is a possibility.

Mr Cowan: Don't you think that would be
better?

Mr H. D. EVANS: A Select Committee could
be turned into an Honorary Royal Commission,
and that would be the most expedient way to get
the thing moving. I point out that I moved the
motion 21/ months ago, so I do not accept any
great responsibility for not replying to the debate
before now. If the Government were sincere and
genuine, it would turn the Select Committee into
an Honorary Royal Commission, and the matter
could proceed.

The aspect on which I would like to conclude
concerns the Midland saleyards. I am fairly
convinced that the entire complex at Midland will
be totally eroded the first opportunity the
Government has, and it will be to the detriment of
the primary producers in Western Australia; it
cannot be otherwise. The saleyards will inflict a
further series of costs in many ways. All the
interrelated problems in connection with the
abattoir must be examined, or could it be that the
Government is concerned that some aspects of its
behaviour and its handling or the situation might
in that way come to light? That is the only
conclusion any reasonable person could draw, in
the light of the circumstances.

I commend the motion to the House.
Question put and a division taken

following result-

Ayes 17

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
M r Clarko
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr McIver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Bateman

Noes 24

Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Shalders

with the

(Teller)

Ayes
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Wilson
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Taylor

Pairs
Noes

Dr Dadour
Mr Sodeman
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Sir Charles Court

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) BILL

Council's Message

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

COLLIE COALFIELD AUTHORITY
Establishment: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 20th September, on
the following motion by Mr T. H. Jones-

In the opinion of the House the
Government should establish a Collie
Coalfield Authority due to the fact that at
present, legislation provides almost no
services to the coal mining industry at Collie
by comparison with the Coal Board and
State sponsored research organisations in
other States.

The aims of the Authority should be to:-

()Make an unbiased assessment of
the resources at Collie by further
drilling if necessary.

(2) Recommend the allocation of
resources (e.g. leases) to interested
applicants in such a way and with
such regulations as to assure their
most efficient development.

(3) Sponsor and carry out research on
all aspects of the industry,
particularly with the aim of keeping
it in the forefront of mining
technology.

(4) Work towards the establishment of
a State-owned and operated deep
mine.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for Fuel
and Energy) [11.39 p.m.): Briefly replying to the

(Teller) motion, I would say it is well intended and quite
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in line with ALP policy, but it is definitely
misdirected in its approach. We do not deny that
because of the situation we face in Western
Australia with regard to energy, there is a clear
necessity to ensure that a logical and sensible
development takes place in the Collie area as well
as anywhere else. We not only do not deny it, but
we claim that during the term of this Government
we have virtually achieved this.

When we consider the legislation establishing
the State Energy Commission, together with the
Energy Advisory Council, it is quite obvious there
are special provisions aimed to ensure the rational
development of the Collie coalfields and other
energy areas.

Under the provisions of the SEC Statute,
together with the Mines Department and the
Statutes which come under the Minister for
Mines, it is quite obvious we are able to
implement those policies towards rational
development. If we were to head in the direction
suggested by the member for Collie-namely, for
the establishment of an authority for this
purpose-that would be an unnecessary
duplication. That is the main reason I oppose the
motion.

To deal with the specific comments made by
the member for Collie regarding the Coalmines
Advisory Board, we know that was formed in
1948 by the insertion of section I IA in the
Mining Act. The fact is the need for the board
gradually diminished and for the last 20 years
there has been virtually no activity whatsoever.

As regards the other comments about New
South Wales and Queensland services, to which
the member referred, I would not claim I know
them in detail. But, there is no doubt we have to
consider that if we compare New South Wales
with this State then we are talking about 50
million tonnes of coal as opposed to 2.5 million
tonnes. We are talking about 10 000 people
employed, as opposed to 860 people employed in
Western Australia. So, that argument to my mind
does not quite stand up.

We also have to consider the results which have
been achieved in the production of coal during the
term of this Government. Production went up
from one million tonnes to about 2.4 million
tonnes, and we envisage that by 1980 production
will be about 3.5 million tonnes and by 1990 it
probably will be somewhere near five million
tonnes.

In order to consume more coal, and because of
the circumstances prevailing at the time, we
converted two generating units at Kwinana.

Mr T. H. Jones: You had no alternative.
Mr MENSAROS: But still, we converted

them. We have also started to build new
generating units at Muja.

There are many drilling programmes in train,
and many have been encouraged. Western
Collieries has spent about $400 000. Griffin Coal
Mines went overseas and sought international
advice for development of mining. The
agreements with both companies, particularly the
Griffin company, are being negotiated and the
long-term contract negotiations with Griffin are
well advanced. I hope that within a very short
time it will be announced. It relates to a 25-year
contract as opposed to the previous custom of
two-year contracts.

Coming to the four specific points which the
member for Collie recommended, I maintain that
we are carrying out an unbiased assessment, as he
has suggested. The companies are carrying out
drilling and other programmes. Of course, the
Mines Department has always helped in this area.
It has carried out some drilling, and it is just
about to revise again the estimates in connection
with the Collie coalfield reserves.

The second proposition put forward by the
member for Collie is quite interesting,
particularly to someone who happens to be the
Minister for Mines. I think all mineral resources
are allocated in the manner suggested by the
member. But, of course, they have to be allocated
within the limits of the Statute, and not by a
board. If we cast our minds back only a couple of
weeks, and we consider that the member for
Collie supported many half-baked suggestions in
connection with the Mining Bill, we realise those
amendments which he supported do not tally at
all with recommendation (2) he puts forward in
his motion. In case I did not make myself clear, I
will point out that recommendation (2) reads-

Recommend the allocation of resources
(e.g. leases) to interested applicants in such a
way and with such regulations as to assure
their most efficient development.

That is what we are after, yet he supported
amendments to the Mining Bill which were
exactly contrary to the aim he was advocating.

Mr T. H-. Jones: You have not done what I
asked for in my motion.

Mr MENSAROS: It is interesting to note how
the member for Collie varies his views from time
to time.

Mr T. H. Jones: I am just as consistent towards
that side, as I have been here.

5716



[Tuesday, 28th November, 1978]171

Mr MENSAROS: We are doing precisely what
is set out in recommendation (2), but within the
provisions of the Statute which is what has to be
done.

When talking about research, which is the third
point in the motion, I am quite sore the member
for Collie knows very well there is a programme
both at State and, particularly, at Commonwealth
level. We are fortunate, perhaps, that the
Commissioner of the State Energy Commission is,
at the same time, Chairman of the National
Research and Development Authority. Through
that connection we might have legitimate and
very useful influence.

Probably the member for Collie would have
read the Commonwealth announcement not long
ago that a research programme at a cost of
several million dollars had been undertaken in
which the Collie coalfields will be participating.

The last recommendation put forward by the
member for Collie is quite interesting and quite
characteristic because it brings out the true and
proper policy of the Labor Party.

Mr T. H. Jones: We do not deny that; it is our
platform.

Mr MENSAROS: The policy is occasionally
denied but now it has been highlighted again
because the recommendation is plain
nationalisation. The member for Collie knows
very well that all the reserves have been allocated.
A few, at least, are still under application. Both
the previous Government and this Government
told the companies that they will get tenements
under their applications provided they do the
right thing and carry out research. They have
embarked on that research.

I do not have to emphasise that our policy is
exactly the opposite from that of the Labor Party.
We would not take away anything from a
company if it were acting within the law. We
prefer our policy of free enterprise with regard to
all enterprises and developments which have
taken place in Western Australia during the last
15 to 20 years. I think we have proved it works
very well so it is not necessary to spend much time
convincing the House that a free enterprise policy
is immensely more beneficial to the State than is
the policy recommended by the member for
Collie-that State-owned and operated deep
coalmines should be established.

I think I have covered all the points
raised-owing to the late hour only briefly-and,
of course, I oppose the motion.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [11.49 p.m.]:
Unfortunately, in exactly 10 minutes the Minister
tried to answer a submission which took me
nearly two hours to make. He failed dismally
because he did not answer my submission.

Mr Old: Yes he did.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minister should stick to
agriculture, about which he knows something.
After the hammering he received from the
member for Warren, I thought be would have had
enough and would not want to get involved with
coal.

Referring to my submission, the Minister has
not answered my case. How could anyone in a
matter of 10 minutes answer a submission which
took me two hours to put forward?

The Minister cannot deny that in putting
forward my case for the establishment of an
authority to control the Collie coalfield, I went
into very many areas which he has not touched
on.

The Minister mentioned, in replying, that my
motion was not framed in line with ALP policy.
That is totally incorrect. Our policy is to work for
the establishment of deep mining.

The Minister is not very interested in what I
am saying; he is having a joke with the Minister
for Agriculture. That is the interest he displays
toward Collie: he is making a joke out of my
motion. He never goes near the coalfield. To my
knowledge, he has been there three times since he
has been the Minister for Mines. He does not
want to know about the problems. He only goes
there when he has to. In view of the important
role of the coalmining industry, one would think
that he would go there more often; and that the
Chief Mining Engineer would also go there more
often-he has not been down there once this year.
This is a shocking set of circumstances. I doubt
whether the Minister would know where the
portal is in Western No. 2 mine. I doubt that he
would know what I was talking about if [referred
to the Western No. 2 portal.

The Minister was unable to handle the motion
tonight. I do not know who wrote the notes for
him. In my opinion and in the opinion of the
union the points I raised were of the utmost
importance. My motion refers to jurisdiction and
other aspects of the coalmining industry. When
moving the motion, I referred to the authorities in
Victoria and South Australia, the Joint Coal
Board in New South Wales, and the opportunities
at universities. We have nothing similar in this
State. That is one of the reasons which prompted
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me to move for the establishment of a Collie
coalfield authority.

The Minister mentioned the advisory board. I
did not complain when the advisory board and the
Coal Distribution Committee were taken out of
the mining legislation. They have not served a
useful role for many years. The Coal Distribution
Committee was set up during the war years to
handle the distribution of coal, and the advisory
board was last called on when the wooden
supports in the coalmine were replaced with roof
bolts. That board has not functioned for years. So
it is of no use the Minister referring to those
bodies.

The Minister also referred to duplication.
There would be no duplication. The Minister
knows the Mines Department in this State has no
authority over the coalfield. It cannot direct the
mining companies to put down a deep mine.
Would the Minister, by interjection, disagree with
me? The Mines Department has not the authority
to say either company will work by the open-cut
or deep-mine method. No authority in this State
can tell the companies what they *shall do. The
Minister knows that is a fact.

The Minister attempted to make a comparison
between New South Wales and Western
Australia, but he did not do his homework. From
memory, some 38 million tonnes of coal have been
produced at Collie since the coalfield First started
in 1898, and there are some 80 million tonnes of
coal left in the ground. The reverse situation
applies in New South Wales. With the long wall
system and other methods of pillar extraction in
New South Wales and Queensland, a far greater
recovery of coal is achieved than at Collie. The
Minister did not touch on that point.

My motion called for some experiments to take
place at Collie to try to lift productivity. I
indicated that when mechanism started in the
1940s the wrong machinery was brought into the
industry and I asked that some experimcnts be
carried out to see whether a better productivity
rate could be achieved.

The Minister had the audacity to mention the
conversion of the oil-burning units at Kwinana. I
would have thought he would want to forget
about that. It was one of the biggest blunders
made by a Government in Western Australia.
Why were not the units initially installed to burn
oil and coal, as at East Perth, South Fremantle,
and Bunbury? That was the blunder. It has cost
the State some $40 million to convert the units. I
did not think the Minister would mention that,

because it clearly spells mismanagement as far as
the Brand Government was concerned.

The Minster spoke about the wonderful record
in boring. Look at the hopeless mess made in
1964 when it was decided to extend Kwinana
instead of Muja. Collie would die in 30 years, the
Government said. The reserves have now been
increased as a result of the boring programme,
which was not initiated by the Mines Department
but by the Tonkin Government, in conjunction
with Peabody Coal of America and Western
Collieries. The reserves have been increased from
87 million to 397 million tonnes. on the initiatives
taken by a Labor Government. I remind the
Minister it did not take the Arab oil crisis to
prompt the Labor Government to extend the
Muja station at Collie. The Tonkin Government
decided to add the two 200-megawatt units before
the Arab oil crisis occurred, because it had
confidence in the coalmining industry in Western
Australia-a con fidence which was certainly not
felt by the Brand-Watts Government in the
1950s.

Is it any wonder I am asking that some control
be exercised on the coalfield? It is wrong in
principle to take all the easy open-cut coal,
because in the 1990s we will have to revert to
deep-mine coal which is more costly. Is it not
better for the State to take a proportion of coal
from bath sources so that we can have a
reasonably priced product? Who is directing the
policy? Nobody. We have been saying for years
that deep mines should be put down.

What would have happened in 1964, when the
Hebe mine was closed because of an inrush of
water, had the No. 2 mine suffered the Same fate?
The Minister knows the amount of water that is
pumped daily from that mine. I would say if
Western No. 2 mine had flooded, about 400 men
would have been out of work. It is a State
responsibility to ensure there will be no problems
with the continued supply of coal for the
production of electricity in Western Australia.

I will not weary the House by going through
my speech again. I pointed out that there is no
control as far as the mining industry in Western
Australia is concerned. We must forget what
happened in the past and realise now the
importance of the Collie coalfield to our future
power generation policy in Western Australia. I
felt my motion was timely. It did not criticise
anybody; it did not say the policies were wrong.

I hoped that we could have an unbiased
assessment of the resources of Collie by further
drilling. The Bunbury branch of the Liberal Party
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agreed with this proposal. The Collie branch
wrote to the Bunbury branch, and the Bunbury
branch said, "Tell the Minister to do something
about it, to support Tonm Jones." I will let the
Liberal Party members in Collie and Bunbury
know what the Minister's attitude is. I will supply
them with a copy of the Minister's speech.

The member for Bunbury knows that a call was
made for Liberal Party members to support me in
my endeavours to have further drilling on the
Collie coalfield. What was the result? The
Minister said, "Everything that can be done is
being done." It is being done by company
initiative and not by any action on the part of the
Government or the Mines Department of Western
Australia.

During my two-hour submission in this House
on the 20th September. I pointed out that a big
deposit of coal had been found in Hunter Valley
in New South Wales. This is expected to be one
of the biggest coal deposits in the State. It was
found by the Mines Department there after years
of geophysical surveys. What do we do here? One
day the Minister says that we cannot export coal
because we must look after our reserves. I
questioned him about our reserves. We do not
know what coal we have in Collie, and my views
are supported by men with knowledge of the
coalmining industry.

The second part of my motion refers to the
allocation of resources. The resources have not
been allocated, and I asked what would happen if
one particular company operating a deep mine
said, "We will let it close; we will not develop
another deep mine." It is quite clear we would
then have to rely on open-cut mining alone. That
would bring many problems in the future, and it
would also create manpower problems on the
Collie coalfields.

The third part of my motion suggested that we
should sponsor and carry out research on all
aspects of the industry. In replying to this' part, of
course the Minister referred to what is happening
in the Eastern States. However, this action
occurred after I called for the establishment of an
authority. What will the Government do with the
money that is being made available? What will it
do with this $5.7 million for coal research, $2
million for increased productivity, and $1 million
towards the cost of technology? Did not my
motion ask that we should expend money for this
very purpose? Did I not indicate that the Mines
Department had opted out of its responsibility in
regard to the utilisation of Collie coal?

The Minister now says that certain things are
being done. In reply to my question of the 8th
November, he said-

WA has supported the Australian Coal
Industry Research Laboratories Ltd. for
funds to *carry out a research
programme--'Underground Mining
Research in the Collie Coal Field"-

I will be very interested to know what has
happened. That was one of my main points. I said
that we had to introduce new mining techniques
to increase productivity. Instead of taking out
one-third of the reserve, we must leave one-third
and take out two-thirds. Unless development takes
place, we will never be able to change the present
method of extraction. It is all-important to
increase productivity and to keep costs at an
economic level. These matters are now being
considered by the Federal Government.

It is pointless to continue further with my
speech; as I said, no-one could reply to a two-hour
submission in 10 minutes. No Government
Minister is capable of doing that. No-one can
deny that I did my homework. I am aware of the
requirements of the industry in this State. The
Minister has shrugged me off, virtually saying
that there was no value at all in my motion. It
was a shameful display he put on tonight. He is
supposed to be a qualified Minister for Mines, but
he did not do his homework. All he did was to
waffle on about the Labor Party, socialism, and
the like. His speech was an indictment of him. I
am sure that the coalmining unions will not be
happy when they hear of the poor response he
made to my motion.

For the reasons I have given, there is nothing
wrong with a State-owned deep mine. As I said in
my speech, at Vale's Point in New South Wales a
powerhouse is situated adjacent to the mine
deposit. There are two private mines and one
State-owned mine operating there. In this way the
Government knows the cost of production and it
can determine whether or not it is buying its coal
at a fair price. Members will appreciate that I am
not at all happy with the miserable showing of the
Minister for Mines tonight when he attempted to
answer my comments.

In conclusion, I would like to make two
corrections to my speech to the motion which
appears in Hansard. I wish to apologise to the
companies concerned. Western Collieries Ltd. has
been a major operating company on the field for a
long time. Members will recall that I did not
attack Western Collieries Ltd. or Griffin Coal
Mining Co. Ltd. For that reason I would like to
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correct my statement. On page 3269 of Hansard
the following appears-

One of our problems in the future is that
Western Collieries, with one deep mine, has
said, "We will let the mine close and not
develop another colliery."

I was intending to raise the question of what
would happen if Western Collieries decided to
take this course. The passage should read-

One of the main problems in the future is
that if Western Collieries, with one deep
mine, said, "We will let the mine close."

I wanted to correct the suggestion
company did say that. I apologise to
Collieries Ltd., and I hope people realise
it is to let a mistake like this go through.

that the
Western

how easy

The next correction I would like to make is to
page 3281. The passage presently reads-

What is worrying mec and what is also
worrying the union is that Western Collieries
Ltd., although it has had a deep mine
operating, has said, "We will let it work itself
out."

I should have said the following-
What is worrying me and what is also

worrying the union is that Western Collieries
Ltd., although it has a deep mine operating.
could say, "We will let it work itself out."

I have no quarrel with either of the coalmining
companies. The industrial history of this area is
very good; three days lost in the last 18 years.
However, controls must be exercised.

As I said in my original speech, shareholders
look for the greatest profit. I do not blame them
for that, but this Government and the Mines
Department have a responsibility to see that the
Collie coalfield is developed along the correct
lines. That is not being done at the moment.

New deep mines should be commenced to take
care of future production. We should have more
consultation. The senior inspector of mines looks
after safety and he approves generally of the
working plant for the mining operation. There is a
workmen's inspector who looks after the safety
from the men's point of view, and also an
electrical inspector. The State Mining Engineer
has not visited Collie this year to my knowledge.
Certainly the Minister for Mines does not come to
Collie very oftcn. To 'fy knowledge he has visited
the area only three times since he became
responsible for this portfolio. Who is looking after
the coalmnining industry?

Mr Davies: The member for Collie.

Mr T. H-. JONES: I am very disappointed in
the Minister. Until tonight I held him in high
esteem, but surely he should do his homework,
Certainly I will let the coalmining unions and the-
people of Collie know of his biased attitude
towards the coalmining industry of Western
Australia.

Question put and a division taken
following result-

Mr Bnrnett
Mr Bertram
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Ayes
M r B. T. Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Wilson
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Taylor

Ayes 17
Mr Jamieson
Mr 'T. H. Jones
Mr McIver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Bateman

Noes 27
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Dr Dadour
Mr Sodeman
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Sir Charles Court

with the

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION ACT'
Disallowance of Regulations: Motion

Order of the day read for the resumption of the
debate, from the 13th September. on the
following motion by Mr Skidmore-

That Regulations made under the Wildlife
Conservation Act, 1950-1977, as published in
the Government Gazette on 8th August,
1978, and hdid on the table in the House on
15th August, 1978, be and are hereby
disallowed.

Question put and negatived.

Motion defeated.
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WILDLIFE CONSERVATION ACT
Disallowance of Regulations: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 13th September, on
the following motion by Mr Skidmore-

That Regulations made under the Wildlife
Conservation Act, 1950-1977, and section I I
of the Interpretation Act, 1918-1975, as
published in the Government Gazette on 2 1st
July, 1978, and laid on the table in the
House on the 1st August, 1978, be and are
hereby disallowed.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife) [12.13 am~n.]: It is now
some time since the member for Swan moved this
motion for the disallowance of the regulations
concerned. He spoke on the matter on Thursday
of last week, probably with the thought in mind
that he would not have a further opportunity to
do so. He has shown some interest in birds-

Mr Davies: Define "birds".

Mr O'CONNOR: The ones that fly! The
member has shown some interest in this area for
quite some time. As a matter of fact, in 1977 he
complained about the regulations existing at that
time.

This motion had its beginning when major
amendments were recommended to the wildlife
regulations following a report by the House of
Representatives Select Committee appointed in
1976, which referred to the trafficking and
dealing in various fauna. At that time suggestions
were made in respect of tightening controls and
easing them where necessary. The suggestion was
made, and it was adopted by the Western
Australian Government, that three types of
licence would be introduced.

I might point out that not only has the Western
Australian department-and I believe all people,
generally-beeni concerned about trafficking in
birds, illegal nest robbing, destruction of nests,
and the destruction of birds in various ways, but it
has also been concerned about the manner i n
which birds are kept. The manner in which birds
have been kept in the past in many cases has left
a great deal to be desired. Legislation was
introduced in 1977 in an effort to overcome the
problems.

I am the first to admit problems have occurred
not only outside the department, but within the
department in various ways; and probably certain
aspects could have been handled better than they
have been in the past. I know a couple oF matters
have caused considerable concern to the member
for Swan, and he has not hesitated to raise them

in the House and to raise them with me outside
the House. He has indicated his feelings in this
regard, and I am certainly sympathetic to his
feelings in respect of certain aspects.

I have spoken to the head of the department,
and it is our wish that wherever possible the
departmental officers shall operate efficiently and
in such a manner as not to unduly harass
individuals.' Following the 1977 legislation, to
which the member for Swan spoke for a
considerable period of time and explained many
of the problems he thought existed and indicated
amendments he thought should be made, the
regulations which are the subject of this motion
were framed. The regulations were in some cases
brought about in an effort to put into effect some
of the recommendations and requests of the
member for Swan.

In 1978 the department circularised all people
it thought were interested in this area and
indicated the changes it intended to make in
respect of the regulations. However, we received
little feedback from those people. Therefore, it
was assumed by the department that most people
were satisfied. The regulations were drawn up by
the Crown Law Department and were introduced
on about the I1Ith or 14th August.

If this motion is carried it will mean the
regulations in many cases will be much more
severe than the present regulations, and the costs
will be higher in certain cases.

I believe we must do whatever we can to protect
the fauna of Western Australia, and to ensure
that birds in captivity are looked after properly. I
think, generally speaking, the member for Swan
feels that way himself. If we disallow the
regulations we will revert to more severe ones
with harsher penalties in many cases in respect of
licences and in regard to obtaining and keeping
certain birds.

I believe the regulations which have been laid
on the Table of the House in August, 1978, are
better than the previous ones. They were brought
about partially as a result of requests made and
matters raised in (he House by the member for
Swan, and following consultation with and
circularisation of people in the industry.

Therefore, I oppose the motion, and I hope the
House votes against it.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [12.18 a.m.]: I am
disappointed that the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife has shown such little concern for the
People for Whom he says he is concerned; because
he spent such little time answering the motion
that I moved and the specific matters I brought
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forward in respect of the disallowance of the
regulations. or course those engaged in the hobby
of keeping birds recognise the need to control
trafficking in fauna in Australia. This was
referred to in the report, "Trafficking in Fauna in
Australia" which is the second report of the
House of Representatives Standing Committee on
Environment and Conservation, dated September,
1976.

In essence, the matters that arose within that
report have very little to do with the regulations
which are the subject of this motion; although I
must admit the Minister was partly correct when
he said that report was the catalyst for a portion
of the regulations. I am even prepared to accept
that is one of the reasons for the regulations.
However, quite frankly, the amendment last year
had very little to do with the matter of trafficking
in birds.

The original concept of the regulations was
quite simple. People knew and understood it; they
knew what birds they were permitted to keep in
cages, and they knew they had to have a licence
for them. It seems to me it was such a simple
system which everybody understood and agreed
with, that it should have been allowed to remain.
However, such was not the case. Because of the
report from the Commonwealth Parliament, the
Government introduced regulations and finished
up with something which, to say the least, is
diabolical in its effect on the aviculturists of
Western Australia.

The regulations have been changed to that
point constantly where people do not know what is
going on. In fact, unless one reads Hansard and
obtains the Government Gazette in an endeavour
to keep up with these changes, one simply would
not know what is going on. When I moved my
motion I mentioned that the number of
amendmcnts made to the regulations was
staggering. In fact, on one occasion some 100
amendments came forward. I admit many were of
a minor nature, involving changes to conform
with the metric system and changes of
nomenclature.

However, the
amendments were
difficult for people

great proportion of those
of such a nature that it was
to understand the regulations.

I mentioned that, along with the department, I
held one of only two copies of the regulations
which were up to date. I could not obtain a copy
from the department because it had only one, and
it took me something like seven or eight hours to
get mine up-to-date and in a form I could
understand. So, my objection is that there have

been continual changes to the species of birds
which may be kept, the size of the cages, and all
the rest of it.

The matter of the fee to which the Minister
referred just does not stand examination. How

much more would it cost an aviculturist if we
reverted to the original regulations?

Mr O'Connor: I said some, not all.

Mr SKIDMORE: Let us have a look at the
paltry increased amount they would be required
to pay for reverting to regulations they could
understand.

Mr O'Connor: Do you think the old regulations
are better than the new ones?

Mr SKIDMORE: No, but at least they were
simple and readily understandable. Instead of
having a great list of birds in the schedule-I
mentioned that some 170 species were listed-it
would be far preferable to list on the individual
licences the types of birds which may be held. If
an aviculturist wished to apply for a permit to
hold additional birds, his application would be
processed and his licence altered accordingly. The
department at that stage could determine whether
or not the bird was protected or endangered, or
whether it should not be held or imported by
private aviculturists. Everybody would know
where he was going; there would be no hassles.

However, the situation today is that a person
may have a licence to hold a group of birds, and
when the regulations are changed, because the
appendices A to D have been changed-which
happens frequently-that person is placed in the
position of breaking the law.

Why are these regulations changed so often? It
is simply because somebody in the department,
without any justification, determines that
additional birds will be added to the regulations.
This makes it almost impossible for people to keep
up with them and to know whether or not they are
complying with the law.

The only problems within the department are
those of the department's own making; they are
not caused by the activities of aviculturists. The
problems have been created by the beligerent way
which some officers-I stress the word
"some"-of the department have gone about their
duties. Let me relate the case of the woman at
Armadale. This person was accused of being in
contravention of the regulations, and two birds
and two cages were confiscated. Five months later
she was issued with a summons charging that she
had breached the regulations. Subsequent events
showed the department could not sustain a case
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against the person concerned; in fact, this was
readily admitted by the Crown solicitor to her
solicitor. They agreed to drop the prosecution and
this woman was told her birds and cages would be
returned and the department would meet any
costs she had incurred. To this day, however, she
has still not received those birds or cages.

Of course, the problem has been exacerbated
by the Minister's statement in answer to a
question that not two birds but four birds were
involved.

Mr O'Neil: How long were they in captivity'?

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister always sickens
inc. I air trying to put for% ard a case in the
interests of the people I represent, yet all the
Deputy Premier can do is make fancy puns; he
does not do himself or this debate justice. We now
have the stupid situation where, to meet the
requirements of the two solicitors, four birds will
have to be returned to this woman instead of the
two birds which were confiscated. No doubt, as
soon as she receives those birds she will be in big
trouble because her two cages will not meet the
requirements of the regulations. Quite frankly,
the situation is ludicrous in the extreme.

When I asked how the birds would be
segregated for idenitificat[ion purposes I was told
they would be put in the zoo. Quite frankly,
nobody knows where they have gone. If I had a
motorcar which was repossessed and I proved I
had met my hire-purchase commitments, my
motorcar would be returned to me. However,
when birds are confiscated it is difficult for the
owner to get them back because of the
identification problenis.

I realise special cages are to be constructed to
cuter for confiscated birds; this will allow for
ready identification and return to their original
owners who are found not to be in breach or the
law. This is a move in the right direction.

I lowever, it is only a part of the problem. The
regulations are in such at mess it is laughable; it
almost makes the mind boggle.

I mentioned the definition of an oological
licence. We got into all sorts of trouble trying to
define what that really mea nt.

Let us have at look at exactly what increased
costs would be involved in reverting to the original
regulations. The table on page 28 of the Fauna
Conservation Regulations indicates that for
unprotected birds taken during open season, the
fee would increase from I Sc to 20c per bird or
birds. That is a difference of only 5c for a pair of
birds, or 2.5c per bird. The Minister tried to

suggest everybody would be jumping up and down
about increases of that magnitude.

Mr O'Connor: Right, now take the other
extreme and quote the dearest one.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister is referring to
all species of avian fauna other than Alexandra
(Princess) Parrots listed in part D of appendix C,
$30 per bird. That is the one on which the
Minister hangs his hat as being the best possible
example to support the defeat of my motion.

When one looks at the regulations, one finds
that under "protected species" the fee per bird for
protected birds would be $3. There is a difference
of $27. The Minister should remember that if he
wants to make a valid judgment on the question,
he should consider the part which refers to the
species of birds included in the rare categories
requiring the $30 licence. There are very few
birds in that category, so the effect on people
would be almost negligible.

The aviculturists agree that this will prevent
trafficking in those protected rare 'and endangered
species. However, the fact is that if the
regulations were disallowed, there would be no
great problem. Under the new regulations, it
would cost $30 to hold a rare bird, and if a return
was made to the old regulations, the cost would be
$3 only.

Under the section in relation to a licence to
import live fauna, it is $5 for a species which the
Conservator of Wildlife considers to be not
indigenous to Western Australia. Then there are
the fauna listed in parts A, B, and D, for which
the charge is $3. 1 do not know whether that is
extended to part E.

When one looks at this, there is not a great deal
that would make the mind boggle. People would
be paying more money in regard to their hobby of
keeping birds. Therefore I cannot agree that there
is any necessity for the continuation of these
regulations.

In fact, I think I have made out a very good
case for the disallowance of the regulations. I
suggest to the Minister that if his department
feels there is something intrinsic in the regulations
brought forward to mecet my requirements and the
objections raised since I have been speaking on
this issue, I point out that even though the
department was concerned to meet try requests, it
did not bother to talk to me about them. I have
spoken to the officers a few times; but no officer
has come to me to ask me what I wanted in
relation to this question.
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No approach has been made, as 1 understand it,
to any of the aviculturists since the time I raised
this question. There have been efforts made to
consolidate the regulations, and that may not be
as simple as it sounds on the explanation given by
the Minister.

Mr O'Connor: You are not suggesting they
have not been contacted for their views'?

Mr SKIDMORE: No. I am saying that since I
moved on this matter and I have been involved in
it I have not been approached. An attempt was
made to obtain assistance from one of the
avicultural organisations, but that request was
made after the regulations had been gazetted. The
organisation was asked for its views on the
regulations.

Mr O'Connor: They were all circularised
beforehand.

Mr SKIDMORE: As the Minister said, a
response was not received. The people concerned
needed time to look at the regulations. They did
not understand what was going on. That was the
difficulty. These people do not have meetings
every week to consider such matters. They hold
monthly meetings, and perhaps the request
arrived at a time between meetings.

I am not convinced that the regulations in their
present form arc needed. 1 believe it would be
right and proper that they be disallowed. It is one
thing to say that we should return to the previous
situation, but that was no darned good anyway.
We should move right back to square one, take
hold of the hotch potch situation, and come up
with some understandable regulations.

The people participating in this hobby are
simple people. They do not have the knowledge of
legislation that the Minister and I have. If we do
not improve the regulations. people will never
con form. They do not con form through ignorance
of the law. Being in ignorance of the law is no
defence. but there are the mitigating
circumstances that those people do not
understand the situation properly.

I believe my motion for the disallowance of
these regulations should be carried by the House.
Then we may return to the old situation, and the
department might perhaps bother to come and
ask me for the result of my research in this
regard, instead of taking the weak way out by
saying that the regulations were framed in a~n
endeavour to assist the member for Swan. In
essence, I was not even told what the department
was trying to achieve.

I hope the House will carry my motion that the
regulations be disallowed.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 17
Mr Barnett Mr Jamieson
Mr Bertram Mr T. H. Jones
Mr T. J. Burke Mr Melver
Mr Carr Mr Pearce
Mr Davies Mr Skidmore
Mr H. D. Evans Mr Tonkin
MrGrill Dr Troy
Mr Harman Mr Bateman
Mr Hodge (Teller)

Noes 27
Mr Blaikie Mr Mensaros
Mr Clarko Mr Nanovich
Mr Cowan Mr O'Connor
Mr Coyne Mr Old
Mrs Craig Mr O'Neil
Mr Crane Mr Ridge
Mr Grayden Mr Rushton
Mr Grewar Mr Sibson
Mr H-assell Mr Spriggs
Mr Herzfeld Mr Stephens
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Tubby
Mr Laurance Mr Williams
Mr MacKinnon Mr Shalders
Mr MePharlin (Teller)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr B. T. Burke Dr Dadour
Mr Bryce Mr Sodeman
Mr Wilson Mr Watt
Mr T. D.1 Evans Mr Young
Mr Taylor Sir Charles Court

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeted.

WATER SUPPLIES

Appointment of Standing Committee: Mot ion

Debate resumed, from the 2nd August, on the
following motion by Mr Davies (Leader of the
Opposition)-

That a standing committee of this
Parliament be appointed to investigate all
aspects of water supplies in Western
Australia and report regularly to the
Assembly.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) (12.39 a.mn.J:
When this. motiop was originally introduced, there
was much concern about the presence of sodium
in the water supplies of Perth. There was concern
about the effect of that sodium on the people in
the metropolitan area. However, the motion goes
deeper than that.

5724



[Tuesday, 28th November, 19781 52

This motion, unlike previous motions, calls for
the appointment of a Standing Committee of this
Parliament to investigate all aspects of water
supplies in Western Australia and report
regularly to the Assembly. I think the motion
should have read, "that a Standing Committee of
this Assembly be appointed", because I do not
think the Parliament would be interested in
appointing a committee to report to the Assembly.
However, the wording does not matter very much;
the intention is there, and it is the right intention.

We have the Water Resources Council of
Australia on which are representatives from the
Metroplitan Water Board, and the Public Works
Department which is concerned with the country
water supplies. At the last council meeting I
attended, amazement was expressed at the
amount of knowledge we have of our water
resources. Most other States did not have the
same information with respect to their own water
resources.

From day to day further details of our water
resources are announced. Only a day or so ago the
Minister for Mines announced a large area had
been identified. I do not think it was something
that wats really new. We know there are
saturations in different areas of the Statle; we
know there are giant aquifers. It is a matter of
finding them when it becomes necessary as there
is not mnuch need to spend money beforehand.
Analysis has proved that the last find of water
will be very good for human consumption.

During the course of debate on this matter it
Came to my attention that the United States
Government had, several years ago, conducted art
inquiry into the hundreds of water supplies
throughout the country. In 1977 the National
Academy of Sciences in Washington DC
produced a pamphlet on the results of their
surveys called, -Drinking water and health." This
confirmed something I had knowledge of as a
result of my overseas travel and my studies of
water schemes in Munich, when people became
worried about the intake of sodium whilst not
being worried quite so much about the intake of
other substancs and the damage they were doing.

Whilst in Munich I went to one of their water
works and discussed the project with the people
concerned. They asked me if the water in Perth
was soft or hard and I explained that it could be
considered to be fairly soft. They said
immediately that soft water was bad for the heart
and there was an argument between two officers
as to whether or not that had been proved. It has
not been proved to my satisfaction.

The American National Academy of Sciences
has proved undoubtedly that soft water is bad for
the heart, so we might yet have to add something
more than fluoride to overcome the problem. Soft
water may be more damaging than the intake of
sodium. Hard water contains calcium,
magnesium, vanadium, lithium, chromium, and
manganese. Hard water is considered not to be
harmful. There seems to be some fault with that
statement because only a few days ago I read that
a whole tribe in Africa which lived near a
manganese mine had been poisoned because the
manganese had infected their water supply. This
may mean that it is not harmful if taken in small
doses, whereas the soft water which is considered
to be harmful contains such agents as cadmium,
lead,' copper, and zinc. Higher concentrates of
these are relatively corrosive. These can cause
cardiovascular diseases which is a good reason to
have our water supplies investigated to establish
what causes what and how any problems can be
overcome. If all these things are in water, and if
they are causing problems, the standing
committee we are requesting would be able to
report on the matter.

The American Government saw fit to publish a
detailed brochure on drinking water and health.
The study was conducted by the Special Drinking
Water Committee of the National Academy of
Sciences. This was all carried out under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974 which required the
Environmental Protection Agency and the
National Academy of Sciences to make the study
and report regularly thereon. This is in line with
what we are requesting be done. It is very vital
that such a study be undertaken of the State's
water resources and for reports to be submitted
for study.

The last time I asked for an assessment to be
made of the metropolitan water scheme I was
informed there were something like 14 additives
in the water, some of which were quite corrosive.
Some wore in acid form. It could be that we could
need to add many more. The 500 milligrams per
litre intake of sodium that seemed to be worrying
people does not seem to be the absolute main
problem we could be faced with, It could be that
we should be worrying about other factors.

The National Academy of Sciences report
indicates that if people drink a normal two litres
of watcr daily, the sodium content should be
about 10 per cent of the daily sodium required.
Our normal intake of sodium should be
maintained at less than 2 000 milligrams per day.
This is contained in the report. Of course, this
quantity varies according to the climatic
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conditions. If it is hot one would need a greater
intake of sodium. People in the north and people
who work on furnaces and so on need additional
salt because of sweating. One cannot fix the
amount of salt required unless one knows all the
problems associated with the climatic and
geographic conditions. In very cold areas there is
riot such at great need for sult intake. There would
be other problems to be considered. I have some
figures dealing with the metropolitan water
sources of Adelaide. Their water is considered to
be quite hard. The Minister wanted to know if
there were any figures available with respect to
water from the Murray River, which is considered
to be extremely salty.

Mr O'Connor: It is more than salt.

Mr JAMIESON: That is true and it has
something like 17 additives in it, but its sodium
content is very small. On average it has only
about 21 milligrams of sodium per litre.

Mr O'Connor: Is one of the 17 additives mud?

Mr JAMIIESON: Their additives include such
things ats silica, total iron, calcium, magnesium,
sodium and potassium, potassium, bicarbonate,
sulphate, chloride, fluoride, nitrate, total kjeldahl
nitrogen, and dissolved solids. They have an
average quantity of 303 units of dissolved solids
per litre which may include the nud the Minister
referred to. It ranges from a minimum of 117
units to a maximunm of 713.

It is very muddy. None of the other rivers have
readings as high ats that. The Hope Valley
reservoir, the Happy Valley reservoir, Myponga
reservoir and the Barossa Valley reservoir, which
are fed by at hillstrearn supply, do not have such a
high level of mnud ats the Murray River.

It refers then to the hardness of the water as
calcium carbonate, noncarbonate, and free carbon
dioxide content. A variety of components make up
the water and I imagine if we analysed our water
we would have a similar, but perhaps a different
series of chemicals constituting our water
supplies. It would be of interest to have the
chemical content of our water analysed: but it is
rather surprising to me to see that the salt content
of the Murray River is comparatively low when
looked at in terms of the other rivers and indeed
compared with what we have been experiencing in
this State over the past few years.

Mr O'Connor: It was indicated to me that 10
million tonnes of salt camne down the Murray
River an nualIly.

Mr JAMIIESON: That does not mean very
much because a great deal of water with silt and

thousands of dead sheep would come down the
river also; but it all makes for good drinking
water.

Mr O'Neil: They give it a bit of body.

Mr O'Connor: You didn't have any wool
content, did you?

Mr JAMIESON: Dissolved solids could be
anything. I am referring to the dissolved solids,
other than the chemical solids I mentioned. It was
indicated there was reason for concern about
water supplies. Obviously the Engineering and
Water Supply Department in South Australia has
written a very thorough report on the matter
every year. I do not know whether we have such a
thorough report on our water supplies in this
State. It would be interesting if we did and it
would be a pity if we did not.

Mr O'Connor: We do have one.

Mr JAMIESON: Such a table could very well
be supplied to us. I mentioned earlier that a
standing committee would be a desirable feature
for the future of this State. Not only do we have
salinity problems: but we have many other
problems also. The matter was initiated as a
result of concern expressed in regard to bauxite
mining and its effects on our water supplies. Of
course, the Hunt steering committee was set up to
investigate the matter a long time ago. It was
given a charter in two parts which reads as
follows--

(a) As to what studies, investigations and
trials should be undertaken to evaluate
the soil salinity characteristics of the
various catchment areas, and quantify
the effect of mining and reafforestation
on water resources of the respective
catchmnents. Such studies would need to
provide objective assessment at an early
date and would possibly be financed
from State funds only.

(b) The success of re-afforestation in
catchment areas with particular
reference to stabilising soil moisture
profiles and water run-off and quality.

We were to have had a final or updated report on
the Hunt steering committee. This review caime
out in May, 1976. It was promised that an
updated report would be available soon when we
were debating the matter of bauxite mining.
Indeed, when Mr Hunt and the members of the
committee gave evidence before our committee he
said an updated report would be available. It
would be desirable for members of Parliament to
have access to this as soon as possible. I hope the
Minister reminds the committee that art updated
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report should be made available so that we may
be aware of further information gathered as a
result of the committee's examination.

Notwithstanding this, it seems to me that once
we have a specific report of this nature we should
proceed with it in the manner proposed by the
Leader of the Opposition in his motion. If we did
that we would have a source of permanent
protection and information available to the people
of this State as to the quality of the water, what is
in it, what is likely to be in it, and what should be
put into it for the betterment of the health of
members of the community. We could then start
all over again with the arguments in relation to
fluoride and all manner of other chemicals which
happen to be in the water. Probably the less the
public knows about the matter the better if we
wish to put into the water a minute amount of a
substance which is regarded as being toxic, but
which might be to the advantage of the
population.

The Government would be wise to agree to the
motion. It would not disturb the activities of the
Government, but it would be reassuring to the
people of this State. People who thought they had
evidence to offer could be called before the
standing committee from time to time and reports
could be produced periodically so that we would
know exactly what was occuring.

Suffice to say that I support the motion and I
hopc the Government gives it very keen
consideration and does not discard it as a matter
which has been put up by the Opposition to
embarrass the Government in some way. Water is
a necessity for life for all people whether they be
Labor Party members, Liberal Party members, or
even National Country Party members who use
water to some extent. I understand members of
the National Party even use water to wash in. It is
important for all of us. I suggest we give a great
deal of thought to providing a permanent
committee which would act as a watchdog for the
people of Western Australia.

I support the motion.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [12.57 a.m.]: I
cannot really concur with the member for
Welshpool that members of the public of Western
Australia would be reassured to know that
members of Parliament are looking at the water
resources of Western Australia. However, since
the dry conditions have prevailed in this State an
abundance of committees have been formed to
examine water resources and the best ways in
which we can manage them to develop adequate
water supplies for the people of Western

Australia, particularly in the south west. Some of
those committees are performing very good work,
but I do not see a standing committee of this
Parliament interfering with them. I do not see any
reason, however, that we should not join the
process of forming committees simply to keep this
Parliament informed.

Water is probably one of our most precious
resources and I see no reason that this Parliament
should not for m a standing committee to examine
ways and means of developing our water resources
to the stage where they will cater adequately for
the people in the south west of this State and for
the purpose of keeping members of this place
reasonably well informed as to what is happening.

It can perhaps be argued that the existing
committees are sufficient or that the knowledge
we gain from the Minister as a result of his Press
release and statements to the House may be
sufficient. I would dispute that. A Press statement
was made recently by the Minister for Works
saying that $40 million would be applied to
developing water resources at Agaton. Therefore,
I asked a question on notice as to how much
money the Government would apply for from the
Commonwealth; as to whether that money would
be amassed by the State, or whether part of it
would come forward from the State; and as to
whether the Minister could give details as to
where the development would take place.

Despite the fact that a Press statement had
been made indicating that this State would apply
for $40 million to develop the water resources, I
could not get any information about the precise
amount of money, when the application was to be
made, or where the development should take
place. I do not know that we can rely very much
on information from Ministers.

There is another reason we should support the
motion. A great deal of concern has been
expressed by people in the medical field about the
quality. of water supplies in Western Australia.
Some people believe that because of the high salt
content of our water, people who must stay on a
low salt diet are in some degree-I do not know to
what degree-of medical danger and members
should join the growing consciousness in the State
concerning the need to provide adequate potable
water resources for the people of the State.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [1.01 a.m.]: I want to thank those
members who took part in the debate for their
contributions and support. When I moved the
motion almost four months ago I summed up in
seven Final points, but in replying the Minister did
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not seem to pay much attention to those points.
He rested his vase on the fact that already enough
was being done and that nothing further was
required to be done by Parliament or anyone else.

The members for Welshpool and Merredin
have indicated that although we acknowledge
some things are being done, a committee of this
Parliament is required to adequately oversee and
monitor the work being done and to report
regularly to the Parliament.

One of the aspects I raised was the difference
of opinion between the two Ministers on the salt
content of water, and that question was
unanswered. Since the motion was moved, the
1977 annual report of the Department of Mines
has been tabled in Parliament and page 176 of the
report deals with the work of the Government
Chemical Laboratories and makes some reference
to public water supplies, which is worth reading,
as follows-

PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES
Hills Catchment Dams Salinity

Rainfall recorded at the Perth Weather
Bureau for 1977 was 608 mm, being 69
percent of the annual average of 881 mm and
was the third successive year where rainfall
was significantly less than the average.
Although other variables such as clearing of
catchment area, percentage of rainfall as
surface or subsurface runoff and deliberate
bleed of dam water or natural overflow all
have an effect on salinity of the dam water, a
general trend for all Hills Catchment dams is
for the salinity to be inversely proportional to
the rainfall. A study of Table 17 which lists
the average annual suTface salinities of the
major drinking water supply Hills reservoirs
and annual recorded Perth rainfall, shows
most of the dams close to or at their highest
ever salinity values. These salinity values are
tabulated back as far as 1960, beyond which
salinity values were not regularly monitored
at monthly or more frequent intervals. It will
be noted that those reservoirs which are more
saline were subject to greater fluctuations in
salinity over the seventeen years, and this Is
not unexpected. Wellington had a 5 fold
variation, Mundaring had a 3.5 fold,
Canning had a 2 fold and Serpentine had a
1.5 fold. All dams had similar minimum
salinities in 1964-65.

This is just the point we want to bring to notice.

The salinity level of our water supply was fairly
constant in 1964-65, but since then some
significant changes have occurred in all our dams

and hills drinking reservoirs-in some more than
in others. We have never denied that the dry
season over the last year, and several years before
that, contributed in some way to that salinity and
this is acknowledged in the report. However, the
fact remains that since 1964-65 there has been a
continual increase in the salinity in our water
supplies and we need to bring this constantly to
the notice of the public, to monitor the situation
ourselves, and to ascertain what needs to be done.

During the debate I quoted several readings
showing that the mean salinity level in the hills
supplies was constantly increasing, and I think at
one time by way of interjection the Minister
indicated that they were the high spots in
summer. I thought he would understand that
-mean"t meant that it was an average over the
whole of the period and that if we finished up
with a mean of 500 milligrams per litre, obviously
at times it would have been less and at other times
greater. We do not really know the exact month-
to-month fluctuation, but only the mean as quoted
here.

There was plenty of medical evidence to
indicate that the intake of sodium chloride was
directly responsible for increasing hypertension in
many cases. All this needed to be studied, but
seems to have been overlooked by the Minister.
He rested his case on the fact that something was
being done in regard to monitoring the situation
and he pointed out that we had a Water
Resources Council and a Water Purity
Committee, and he gave us some detail about the
Water Resources Council and indicated its
membership and charter. It was the council which
received the biggest mention.

Mr O'Connor: That was appointed last year.

Mr DAVIES: That is right. It was a matter of
some satisfaction to the Government that it was
doing some of the work which perhaps a
committee of the House should be doing. At page
1981 of Hansard on the 2nd August was the
following-

Mr O'CONNOR: ... Take for instance
the Water Resources Council. This council
was set up some nine months ago and has
already produced two reports to the
Government. Not only has it reported to the
Government, but it has also made
suggestions which have been taken to
Cabinet and approved, and these will be
made public within the next four to five
weeks.

Mr Harman: Will you table the reports?
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Mr O'CONNOR: In due course, yes. I
have-

M~r Harman: "Within a reasonable
time" -like the SGIO report.

I think that was fair enough. On the 2nd August
he said he would table the report. On the 23rd
August I eventually asked him a question on page
26 10 as Follows-

(1) Will the Minister table all the reports
for the past 1 2 months of the Water
Purity Committee and the Water
Resources Council when the House next
assembles?

(2) If not, why not?

The reply was-
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for

ample notice of the question and apologise
for not having the answer on the floor of the
House earlier. The answer is as follows-

(1) The Advisory Committee for the
Purity of Water was formed to
advise the Minister for Water
Supplies on questions relating to the
purity of water from metropolitan
and country supplies. Its normal
role is to review regular chemical
and bacteriological reports from the
two water authorities on a bi-
monthly basis and to make
recommendations on specific
matters referred to it involving,
among other things, the
management of water supply
catchment areas. It does not issue
formal reports on a regular basis.
The reports of the Water Resources
Council refer to same matters
which are still under consideration
and therefore they are not available
For publication at present.

Mr O'Connor:, That has been completed and
was in connection with throwing a blanket over
some rivers in the south so that the salt would not
encroach. The reason was that they feared that if
they announced it beforehand action would be
taken to clear the land which would affect the
city. You will probably get that report.

Mr DAVIES: It appears we are allowed to have
the report, but what concerned me was that on
the 2nd August the Minister intended that the
reports would be available, but when I asked for
them on the 23rd August, he said I could not have
them.

He pointed out that the Advisory Committee
for the Purity of Water does not seem to issue
reports. It seems to meet on an ad hoc basis and
advise the Minister for Water Supplies on
questions relating to the purity of water in the
metropolitan and country supplies. If there are
committees doing this work surely to goodness
they must issue reports at some time. Surely to
goodness, because of the vital nature of the
question we are discussing, we should have access
to those reports. I certainly will be watching the
position next year and I will insist the reports be
tabled. I suppose the Government will insist.
equally, they will be not tabled. This again
highlights the stupidity of having committees if
we do not know what is going on.

As I said when I introduced my motion, the last
place one would go for a report on water would be
the Mines Department report. However, because
the Government Chemical Laboratories come
under the Mines Department, that is where one
looks. So, there is information available to some
degree. However, the very information we want to
follow up is the information which, apparently,
will not be made available and I am not very
happy about that.

It seems the Metropolitan Water Board has
some problems over and above the purity of water
and the salt content of the water. That is why I
think a committee of this Parliament should be
established and be monitoring our water supplies.

My motion is very broad and I intended it that
way because I was more than a little concerned
about the attitude of the Metropolitan Water
Board and the attention it paid to its
responsibility for developing water supplies.

A story appeared in a weekend paper which
seemed to gather up a whole lot of statements I
made over a period of time. I was delighted to
know the position was highlighted because the
public of Perth are very concerned about our
water supplies, particularly the amount they have
to pay for water. The Metropolitan Water Board
has problems, and we are happy to assist wherever
possible.

I was alarmed and, indeed, shocked to read that
the Minister said I should not have stated
anything about the situation, because it would
jeopardise talks between the union and the
department. He said I had no right to say
anything, because the agreement was that nothing
would be said while the talks were going on. I
want the Minister to know I was not a party to
those talks. I did not put out any specific Press
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release. The Weekend News picked up thc
and decided to feature the story.

Whether or not I released the story
concern, because I was not party to ai
between the department and the trade uni
union did not approach me. It was amusin
the least to know that the Minister had
statement, because he most certainly was
to the talks between the union a
department. Indeed, he was 50 per ceni
talks-and knowing the Minister I would
was probably more than 50 per cent of the

The fact remains he accused me of brea
agreement to which I was not a party. In
that accusation he broke an agreement tI

he was a party. Things like that must w(
Metropolitan Water Board but, more parti
they must worry the people of Western Ai
They arc worried about the quality of th
and they want a parliamentary comim
monitor the situation. That was the r
moved the motion nearly four months a,
opinion then was that it was a most import
serious matter. It is one upon whi
Parliament should deliberate. I am pleased
least there arc some from the other side
House in favour of the motion.

Question put and a division taken
following result-

Ayes 20

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
M rT. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
M r H. 0). Evans
Mr Grill
Mr H-arman
Mr HeIdge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfetd
M r P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Melver
Mr MePharlin
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Bateman

Noes 24

Mr Mens-aros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
M r ShalIders

ematter

is of no
iy talks
ion. The
g to say
made a
a party
nd the
t of the
1say he
talks.

king an
making
a which
wrry the
icularly,
isstralia.
e water
ittee to
eason I
go. The
ant and
cli the
Ithat at
of the

Ayes
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Bryce
Mr Wilson
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Taylor

Pains
Noes

Dr Dadour
Mr Sodeman
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Sir Charles Court

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

CLOSE OF SESSION
Complimentary Remarks

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Acting Premier)
[1.18 a.niJ: Incredible though it may seem we
have come to the end of the second session of the
twenty-ninth Parliament. I want to apologise,
firstly, for the absence of the Premier on this
occasion when we usually felicitate.

As most members know, the Premier has left-
Mr Jamieson: He is somewhere east of

Merredin by now.
Mr O'NEIL: -on a very short visit to New

Zealand at the invitation of the New Zealand
Government. I trust he will take the opportunity
to have a rest, although knowing the Premier I
doubt whether that will eventuate.

Modesty prevents my saying the nice things
about his deputy which he would usually say!
However, I take this opportunity of thanking all

wvith the the members of this House for the way we have
ultimately come to the conclusion of this session,
and I thank the Opposition particularly for the
co-operation shown in the dying hours of the
session, if not in the early part of this day.
However, it was ever thus and all good things
come to an end-I do not mean the co-operation
of the Opposition, but certainly the parliamentary
session.

I thank the National Country Party-a section
of the coalition-and its leader, the member for
Katannirtg, for the support its members have
given to the Government during the year. I extend

(Tle) that aprcainalso to members of the back
bench of the Government parties.

On behalf of all members I want to thank
Hansard for the way they have put up* with us for
so long and for so many dreary hours, especially
in the last few weeks.

I thank the staff and the ladies and gentlemen
of the fourth estate, of whom we are sometimes
critical, for all they have done, and the officers,
attendants, and staff of the Parliament for the
way they have seen to our many needs and our
comfort throughout the year.

I think the best Christmas present I can offer is
fTeller) to be very brief in my remarks. So. to you, Mr

Speaker, your staff, and all members of the staff,
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on behalf of the Government I wish the very best
for the festive season to come and a bright and
prosperous New Year.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [1.21 am.): 1, like the Acting
Premier, also join in conveying to one and all best
wishes for Christmas and the New Year.

It seems strange that we should always finish
our sessions at some early hour of the morning.
No matter how hard we try or what plans we
make, it never seems to work out otherwise. I
suppose it is the nature of members here that it
will always be the same and I would not want to
try to alter it.

Although we have seen some alterations in
Parliament during this session, so far we have not
had to indulge in security measures, as have the
Federal Parliament and other Parliaments. We
are grateful for this. We have only one constable
to look after us for most of the time and he does a
very good job. He wears very well sitting up there,
listening to all we have to say, without being able
to make a contribution himself. We have more of
the Police Force outside Parliament House, which
is being patrolled, but there has not been any need
for themn. That is one of the changes that have
taken place.

There have beeb other changes. Ever since I
have been here we seem to have been continually
in some kind of rebuilding or refurbishing process.
When I first came here we were adding the front
of Parliament House, and now we are extending
the wing. Members put up with these
inconveniences very well and take them as part of
the-scene these days.

They are able to do so because they are very
well looked after by members of the staff,
members of your staff, Mr Speaker, the Clerks of
the House, the Hansard reporters, the diningroom
and bar attendants, and indeed everyone who has
anything to do with the running of the
Parliament. It has its faults but as yet I have not
found anything to better it and I doubt that we
will for many a long day. It will not stop us
trying, of course. So I join with the Acting
Premier in conveying good wishes to you, Mr
Speaker, on behalf of those on this side of the
House and all those who have enjoyed the
Parliament-and I think it is safe to say they
have enjoyed the session. I have been very
grateful for their support and the help they have
given me from time to time.

My deputy is a little accident prone and I must
apologise for his absence tonight. We hope he will
have better days ahead as far as injury goes in the

coming year. It is a year we look forward to with
a great deal of interest. It will be interesting to
review it at this time next year, and I hope the
celebrations we are contemplating will have come
up to the mark. I do not think it will be for want
of trying on the part of any member on this side
of the House.

1 convey to you personally, Mr Speaker, our
thanks for your understanding from time to time,
and express on behalf of members on this side our
good wishes to you and your family for Christmas
and the New Year; and they go also to those on
the other side of the House. It is a most sincere
wish. It is a time when we are able to say this
kind of thing very sincerely, despite the
differences we occasionally have during the year.
Perhaps we have a sense of relief that we have
come to the stage of the session that puts us in
such a good frame of mind. Not really.

We genuinely want to wish one and all a happy
Christmas, celebrated in the way they best like to
celebrate it, with the people they best like to be
with. We hope in the holiday season those who
are able to take breaks will enjoy their holiday
and that 1979 will be healthful and prosperous for
all.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) 11.25 a.m.]; I will certainly be very
brief because it is a nice early hour to finish. I
would like to support the remarks of the Acting
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition on
behalf of my colleagues.

1 would like to wish you, Sir, and your staff the
compliments of the season; also the Hansardstaff,
the Press, the policeman, and all other staff in the
House.

The session has not been without its incidents,
as far as I am concerned, both inside and outside
the House-mostly outside-and I must say it
has been very interesting. But, as the Leader of
the Opposition has said, it is a time when we can
wish the Opposition and our own side, as well as
the staff, the compliments of the season and a
very happy Christmas and a prosperous New
Year. I have much pleasure in extending those
felicitations to you, Mr Speaker, and your wife.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [1.26 a.m.]. Some
people might think it an impertinence for me to
stand here and join with those who have taken
part in this disorderly debate, but I would like to
convey to everybody here and to you, Mr Speaker,
the good wishes of my party.

Certainly, some of the aggression and
competition in politics has made it very difficult
to prevent Some rather uncomfortable tensions in
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this place, and I would like to place on record that
the quality of attentiveness and patience of the
staff, particularly those attached to the Asiembly.
and other stafr members attached to the
Parliament have made that situation much more
tolerable. I would like to thank all those people
for their kindness and courtesy to us and wish
thenm all, rather prematurely, a very merry
Christmas and a happy New Year.

I would also like to include the members of the
Press and media in my party's best wishes. They
generally tend to be a much maligned race. Very
uncomplimentary remarks are usually made
about the accuracy of the reporting of
proceedings in this place, yet somehow we seem to
find their critics are guilty of quoting the Press in
their debates as a source of information. I would
like to convey to them, as well, my party's best
wishes for the coming festive season.

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): Might I say
the end of this session is a little less traumatic to
me than was the end of the last session.

I want to express my sincere gratitude to the
Clerks at the Table and the officers of this
Chamber for the job they have done this year. We
are well served by the staff of the Assembly. I
convey my personal thanks to them.

It will be the last time for a long time, and
perhaps even ever, that Ian Allnutt, our Sergeant-
at-Arms, will Sit in that chair. For those who do
not know, Mr Allnutt has been appointed to a
vacancy in the Legislative Council brought about
by the retirement of Mr John Roberts. I wish Ian
well in his new position. I believe it will probably
be less exciting than being down here, but at least
he will get aL little more sleep.

I would like to thank Jim Cox, the Chief
[Mansard Reporter. and his staff For the excellent
work they do. In this particular session they have
worked under some fairly trying conditions
because of the building operations that have been
going on. Even though they have had those
trauians, and also traumas brought about by the
flict that the Government Printer has not been
able to produce the H-ansard as quickly as we
would like, they have done a very good job.

I express mny gratitude to Mr Edniondson and
members of his staff. I would particularly like to
mention Mrs IEdmiondson, who does a wonderful
job with the decorations that adorn this building;
she does themn beautifully. I express the
appreciation of all the members of this Chamber
for the work she does.

Might I in conclusion wish all a very merry
Christmas and a happy 1979.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Acting Premier)
[1.29 a.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn to a
date and hour to be fixed by Mr Speaker.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned a( 1. 30 a.m. (Wednesday),

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

RURAL CREDIT FUNDS

Western Australian Allocation

2465. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is it fact that Western Australia has
only received a grant of $70 613 from
the national allocation of $1 266 223
from rural credit funds?

(2) Why is the Western Australian
allocation so small?

(3) Which research projects will benefit?
(4) Which planned projects will not receive

funds?

Mr OLD replied:

(1)
(2)

The grant was $80 613.
The allocation was decided by the
Reserve Bank. The basis of its decision
was not made public.

(3) An appropriate list will be forwarded to
the member.

(4) The Department of A griculture was not
successful in obtaining funds to
undertake the following project:

Evaluation of wine grape varieties,
wine styles and technical aspects of
their production in the south-west of
Western Australia-$35 000.

It is understood that applications from a
number of other Western Australian
research institutes were unsuccessful
also.
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ENERGY

Electricity Supplies and Gas: Disconnection
of Service and Debt Recovery

2507. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) What is the normal debt recovery

process of the State Energy Commission
for outstanding debts?

(2) Does it involve cutting off the power
supply of the debtors?

(3) How many times have debtors had their
supply cut off by the commission in the
last financial year and the current
financial year?

(4) How long are debts allowed to be
outstanding before electricity or gas
supply is cut off?

(5) Have any of the 300 pensioners and
others who have refused to pay the $15
SEC establishment fee have
subsequently had their power cut off?!

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) A series of accounts and letters so that
customers are fully aware of their
responsibility to pay.
Where they are still a customer supply
may be disconnected.
Where they are not customers and can
be located by normal process of law.

(2) Yes.
(3) Year ended 30th June, 1978, 3 919; 4

months to 3 1st October, 1978, I 833.
(4) The normal recovery procedures would

result in debts being outstanding for
approximately six weeks before supply is
terminated.

(5) These people are not separately
identified in the debt recovery process.

PUBLIC SERVICE

Public Servanis: Information Release

2508. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Is it Government policy that civil
servants can release confidential
information to land purchasers before
that in format ion is made available to
land vendors and before that
information is given to local government
on at confidential basis'?

(2) If "No" will he explain why he has
allowed the Minister for Transport and
the Minister for Town Planning to
ignore actions by their departmental
officers which appear to involve
breaches of the Criminal Code?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) In view of the number and variety of
questions being asked on this subject, I
propose to study all questions and
answers, other comments and reports,
after which I will give a considered
answer to the member's question.
I believe this should be done in fairness
to the officers concerned.

(2) I do not accept the inference in respect
of the two Ministers. Also, the member
is on dangerous ground when he implies
breaches of the Criminal Code by
departmental officers.
I will comment further on this when I
reply to his main question.

POLICE

White Collar Crime

2509. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Does the Poliec
statistics as to the
"white collar"
Australia?

Department keep
incidence of so-called
crime in Western

(2) If so, what are figures for each of the
past five years?

(3) If not, is the department concerned at
the apparent increase in the incidence of
such crimes?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) and (3)-

1973-74, I 859;
1974-75, 2304;

1975-76, 2571;

1976-77, 2269;

1977-78, 2905.
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CONSUMER PROTECTION

Slingshots

2510. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

(1) Have any slingshots been banned from
sale in Western Australia because they
are dangerous?

(2) What action is being taken on this
matter at the present time'?

Mr OCON NOR replied:

(1) Saunders "Falcon" hunting slings or
siniliar devices were declared by the
Federal Minister for Business and
Consumer Affairs to be unsafe goods by
notice under S.62 (2D)) of the Trade
Practices Act gazetted on l8th July,
1978.

(2) It is proposed to have these goods also
banned in Western Australia under the
powers recently given to the
Commissioner for Consumer Affairs
pursuant to the Consumer Affairs Act.

EDUCATION
Politics Course

2511. Mr TONKIN, to [he
Education:

Minister for

EDUCATION

High Schools: Adults at Day Courses

2512. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Education:

What is the policy of the Government
towards the attendance of adults at
normal day courses in high schools?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

High schools which can accommodate
additional enrolments without creating
additional classes have been encouraged
to enrol adults. A number of schools
have responded in this way, mainly in
localities remote from technical
facilities.

HEALTH

Corticosteroids

2513. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are there restrictions upon the use of
corticosteroids in creams, lotions or
ointments sold to the public?

(2)
(3)

(1) Is there at present a twelfth year course
in politics?

(2) Does it count as a tertiary admissions
exanmination subject?

(3) How many Schools Offer the course?
(4) How many students studied the course

in 1978?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) A number of schools initially offer the

course. The decision to run the course
then depends on student choices.

(4) In 1978, its first year at Year 12 level,
approximately 20 students from one
private school and one technical school
will be silting for the tertiary admissions
examination in politics.
There is one Government school with
fourteen students in year 11. Two
private schools are also known to have
classes.

If so, what are they?
Is it mandatory that warnings
accompany the sale of such substances?

(4) Is it a fact that facial skin is damaged
by acne, bruising and the exacerbation
of the appearance of scar tissue by the
use of such creams?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Cortisone and steroid suprarenal cortical

hormones, either natural or synthetic,
are included in Schedule Four of
Appendix "A" to the Poisons Act, and
thus are only available to the public on
Prescription.

(3) No.
(4) Some steroids in some persons may

cause dermal and epidermal atrophy and
other skin changes after prolonged use
and, for this reason, are not
recommended for use on the face.
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LAND
Reserves Nos. 19128 and 20610

2514. M~r TON KIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

(I)

(2)

Have reserve Nos. 19128 and 20610 yet
been declared class 'A"?
If not, why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I)
(2)

No.
Action has proceeded to close various
roads within reserve No. 20610 for
inclusion into the reserve prior to its
amalgamation with reserve No. 19128.
Survey and exclusion of another road
was also found tn be necessary and this
aspect is nearing completion. To enable
precise declaration of the boundaries of
the amalgamated Class "A" reserve,
survey is also required and instructions
have been issued.
On completion of survey, the
recommended excisions from reserve
19128 and the amalgamation of both
reserves will proceed.

STATE FORESTS

Nos. SI and S3: Additions.

2516. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister (or Lands:

(1) H-as the Environmental Protection
Authority recommendation at item 1 of
4.2 in the Red Book 1, involving the
addition of various reseres to State
forests 51 and 53 yet been implemented?

(2) (a) If not, which of the reserves have
not yet been included in these State
forests; and

(b) for what reasons?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Item 1 of recommendation 4.2 in the
Environmental Protection Authority's
Red Book I recommends that State
Forests 51 and 53 remain dedicated to
that purpose. This has occufred. Item 2
recommends the addition of various
reserves to State Forests 5I and 53 and
action has been completed except for
one reserve.

(2) (a)
(b)

LAND
Reserve No. 2S808

2515. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:
(1) What is the present purpose, class, size

and vesting of reserve No. 25808?
(2) IHa 's the recommendation by the

Environmental Protection Authority
that this reserve be declared class "A"
for the purpose of conservation of flora
arid fauna and be vested in the W.A.
Wildlife Authority been implemented?

(3) If not, for what reasons?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Reserve 25808 is set apart for the
purpose of "Conservation of Flora and
Fauna", is classified as of Class "A",
contains 197.635 8 heetares and is
vested in the Western Australian
Wildlife Authority-relevant notices
being published in the Govern ment
Gazcueof I 1th March, 1977.

(2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.

Reserve 16201;
Reserve 16201 is vested in the
Minister for Water Supplies for
".water supply purposes". The
Public Works Department has
requested that this reserve be
retained. Negotiations are
proceeding.

LAND
Dragon Rocks Area

2517. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:
(1) Has the Environmental Protection

Authority recommendation, endorsed by
Cabinet on 9th February, 1976 that the
Dragon Rocks area be declared a class
"A" reserve for the conservation of flora
and fauna, vested in the W.A. Wildlife
Authority, yet been implemented?

(2) If not, why has this proposal not yet
been carried out?
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Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) No.
(2) It has been necessary to finalise

preliminary survey work to define the
boundaries of the proposed reserve.
Survey plans are now being drawn and,
when approved, the declaration and
vesting of the reserve will proceed.

LAND

Naiional Park: 1-amnerslcy Range

2518. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Mines:

In regard to the Environmental
Protection Authority recommendation
that H-aniersicy Gorge be added to the
Hamersley Range National Park:

(1) In view of the fact that parts of the
gorge are covered by mining
tenements, has he or his department
written to the companies involved,
advising of Cabinet's endorsement
of this proposal?

(2) lf so-

(a) to which companies;
(b) on what dates; and
(c) what has been the response

from these companies?

(3) (a) What other negotiations has
the Government had with the
companies involved with the
view to implementing
Cabinet's undertaking; and

(b) which departments have been
present at these discussions
with the companies?

(4) What objections, if any, does the
Minister have to-

(a) extending the present national
park reservation to include the
whole gorge; and

(b) joining the existing portion of
l-amersley Gorge that is
reserved, to. the remainder of
the national park by reserving
vacant Crown land in between
that is not involved in mining
tenements?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (3) No companies were written

to as the scenically attractive part
of Hamersicy Gorge was not
covered by mining tenements and a
suggestion that this part be
included in the H-amersley Range
National Park was accepted and
has been added to the national
park.

(4) (a) and (b)-

It is not desirable to have the
national park extended over the
mining tenements and the ground in
their general vicinity which is also
prospective for iron ore.

SHIPPING

SSS: Ships

2519. Dr TROY, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) (a) When will the State ship Wambiri
be delivered to its new owners;

(b) what was the sale price;
(c) what is the name of' the company?

(2) (a) When will the State ship lieroona
be delivered to its new owners;

(b) what was the price?

(3) Is there any prospect of sale of the
Nyanda and Booyaila?

(4) (a) Does the acquisition of a new ship
hinge on a decision to proceed with
the north west shelf gas project;

(b) when will such a ship be
requisitioned?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) (a) June, 1979;
(b) $US700 000;
(c) Sport Maritime Inc. of Monrovia,

Liberia.
(2) (a) Not later than 8th December, 1978.

(b) $USY0O 000.

(3) Not under consideration.

(4) (a) In respect of the new vessel to be
delivered to the service in May,
1979-no;
in respect of any further new vessel,
this would be a material
consideratlion;
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(b) the case ror any further new vessel
or vessels will be determined on its
merits in the light of any
submissions from the WA Coastal
Shipping Commission.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
Leinster-Leonora Road

2520. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) How many accidents have been reported
on the Leonora- Leinster Road in the
past 18 months?

(2) Were there any fatalities as a result of
any of these accidents?

(3) (a) Is the road regarded by the Road
Traffic Authority to be dangerous
to motorists;

(b) is so, why'?

Mr O'NElIL replied:

(1) 12.
(2) 1.

(3) (a) and '(b) Yes, unless extra care is
taken because of the loose surface
and heavy dust which is a feature of
all roads of this construction.

(5) Does the traffic count meet the required
number of vehicles per day to justify
sealing of the road surface?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) No firm programme is available
at this stage.

(3) $252 000 has recently been spent on ibis
road and additional work, estimated to
cost $52 000, will commence shortly.
Further improvements expected to cost
in the order of $400000 are
programmed to start early in 1979.

(4) Yes.
(5) No, except for a short section

immediately north of Leonora.

ROAD

Lcinster-Leonora Road

2522. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

(1) Is there an agreement, or part of an
agreement, between the State
Government and Agnew Mining Co.
Pty. Ltd., relating to the upgrading,
sealing, and maintenance of the road
between Leonora and Leinster?

(2) (a) If "Yes" can details be provided;
and

ROAD

Leinster-Leonora Road
2521. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) Has the Main Roads Department any
construction programme for the
upgrading and scaling of the road
between Lconora and Leinster?

(2) If "Yes' can details of the programme
be provided'?

(3) If "No' to (1) will he authorise
immediately a programme to have the
most hazardous sections of the road
repaired?

(4) Has a traffic count on this road
indicated an increase in traffic since the
development of the Agnew nickel project
at [cinster?

(b) when will the
honoured by the
agreement?

agreement be
parties to the

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) The Nickel (Agnew) Agreement Act
1974-1976 between the State and
Western Seleast (Pty.) Limited and
Mount Isa Mines Limited refers to this
matter.
Agnew Mining Co. Pty. Ltd. is the
management company on behalf of the
two joint venturers under the agreement.

(2) (a) Clause 4(5) of the 1976 Agreement
amends Clause 11(2) of the 1974
Agreement (the principal
agreement) and provides for the
construction of new public roads.
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Clause 11(4) of the principal
agreement provides for the Slate to
maintain or cause to be maintained
public, roads over which it has
control and which may be used by
the joint venturers. The joint
vcnturcrs are required to pay to the
State the whole or part of the total
cost of any upgrading required or of
making good any damage or
deterioration caused (other than
fair wear and tear) by the joint
venturers road haulage operations;

(b) part of the agreement obligations
have already been met and the
balance of construction and sealing
where relevant will be carried out
by a date to be determined by the
Commissioner of Main Roads but
not earlier than 5 years from the
date of approval of the roads
proposals.

BIRDS

Ducks,: F'reck led

2523. Mr TONKCIN. to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) Has the attempt to breed freckled ducks

at Peter Scott's wildlife trust at
Slimbridge in Gloucestershire been
successful?!

(2) If so. what arc the details?
(3) If not, what are the reasons for this?
(4) Is the freckled duck at present in danger

of extinction?
(5) How many ducks is it estimated there

arc in Western Australia?
(6) Have somec lakes or swamps been closed

to shooters in order to protect the duck?
(7) If so, how many and for how many yea rs.

have they been closed?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No.
(2) None.
(3) No live freckle ducks have been sent to

the wild fowl trust from WA.
(4) The freckle duck Slictoncrta nacvasa

hats been declared under paragraph (ba)
Section 14(2) of the Wildlife
Conservation Act to be fauna which is
rare or otherwise in need of special
protection.

(5)
(6)
(7)

Unknown.
Yes.
All nature reserves under the Wildlife
Conservation Act are closed to shooting
except for those that have been declared
to be shooting or hunting areas during
an "open season". Those areas which are
closed to shooting are published in the
Government Gazette each year prior to
the declaration of an "open duck
shooting season". The information on
the number of years each area has been
closed is not readily available.

TOWN PLANNING

Department: Information Leakage

2524. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

Can she give an assurance that she will
take corrective action in future against
Town Planning Department officers who
release or support the release of
con fidential information regarding land
use to developers?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

If circumstances arise that require me to
take action, I will do so.

MINING
Land Reserve No. 31302

2525. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What tenements had-

(a) been approved;
(b) been applied for but not approved,

which encroached upon reserve No.
31302 (Drovers Cave national park) as
at 20th October, 1976?

(2) What tenements encroached upon this
national park as at 2nd February, 1978?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) (a) and (b) Nil.
(2)' Petroleum exploration Permit 100.
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LAND: NATIONAL PARKS
Activities

2526. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) (a) Does the National Parks Authority

consider organised power boat
racing on rivers in national parks to
be consistent with the purposes of
national parks, as stated in the
authority's management policies;
and

(b) what consideration has the
authority given to such special
events in the past?

(2) (a) Does the National Parks Authority
consider water skiing on lakes and
river pools in national parks to be
consistent with the purpose of
national parks, as stated in the
authority's management policies;
and

(b) in which national parks is water
skiing permitted and is this activity
open to any park visitor like other
permitted recreation activities in
national parks?

(3) What is the National Parks Authority's
policy in regard to the construction of
power lines, telecommunication lines
and related facilities, and highways in
and through national parks by other
authorities'?

(4) What is the authority's policy
concerning the provision of catchment
dams and service reservoirs in national
parks'?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) No;

(b) has agreed to the Avon descent.
(2) (a) No;

(b) Yalgorup National Park southern
end of Lake Preston area defined in
consultation with Harbour and
Light Department. Yes.

(3) and (4) Each application is considered
on its individual mecrits.

LAND
Reserves and Crown Land

2527. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(I) (a) Further to the report in Red Book 2

by the Environmental Protection
Authority, what has been the

outcome of Cabinet's direction that
the Director of Conservation and
Environment and the Under
Secretary for Mines attempt to
resolve the proposition that the Mt
Lesueur reserves proposal not
include "mineral potential areas";

(b) have the two officers involved yet
discussed this matter, and if so,
what is the nature of any resolving
of the matter?

(2) (a) What action has been taken in
regard to the Environmental
Protection Authority proposal to set
up ant interdepartmental working
group to examine the needs of
future control and management of
Crown lands at various reserves on
the west coast between Guilderton
and Kalbarri;

(b) has the Environmental Protection
Authority received any
recommendations from this
committee?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) (a) and (b) Several discussions have
already taken place between the
two officers on the general
problems. Discussions are
proceeding.

(2) The interdepartmental working group
will be set up as and when finance and
staff are available.

LAND
Reserves and National Parks: Conservation

Through Reserves Committee's
Recommendatlions

2528. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

In view of the fact that-

(a) Parliament has adopted the
philosophy that reserves be
classified because of their
importance, rather than to satisfy
administrative "flexibility" (viz.
Land Act, Forest Act and Fisheries
Act Aquatic reserves), and
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(b) with one exception the
Conservation Through Reserves
Committee recommended that only
one area not already a class "A"
reserve in the Kimberley region
(system 7) be classified "A"
without providing any explanation:

what is the Conservation Through
Reserves Committee's rationale for-

()Recommending that both the
Prince Regent River nature reserve
and Drysdale River national parks
be declared class "B" only, when
the reported conclusions of recent
biological surveys indicate that both
are of such importance that they
should be class "A", confirming
official applications for their
elevation to this status?

(2) Recommending the proposed
Hunter River area national park be
only class "B" when describing it to
have "the most spectacular scenery
of the Western Australian, if not
Australian, coastline", when it is
recommended that the proposed
Cape Londonderry national park be
class "A", largely because it is at
the northern extremity of the
State?

(3) Recommending that the existing
small (92 ha) Tunnel Creek
national park remain only class "C'
when the neighbouring Winjana
Gorge and Geikie Gorge National
Parks are class "A"?

(4) Recommending that the proposed
Brooking Gorge national park be
only class "B" when it "is regarded
by some people as even more
beautiful than Geikie Gorge",
which is a neighbouring class "A"
national park?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The conservation through reserves
committee is an internal advisory
committee to the Environmental
Protection Authority. Its views, and
those of the persons who have submitted
comments on the committee's
recommendations, are a matter for the
EPA, which will submit its
recommendations to me in due course.
These may or may not support the
recommendations of the conservation
through reserves committee.

BIRDS

Confiscation

2529. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Further to question 2376 or 1978 and
my question without notice regarding
the matter of the confiscation of birds
from Mrs Murray, would he now advise:

(1) In view of section 22 of the Wildlife
Conservation Act that provides the
means by which an officer may take
possession or control of any fauna
which that wildlife officer believes,
on reasonable grounds, may be
involved in the commission of an
offence, and in view of the
following part of that section, "any
fauna or other thing so taken to be
dealt with according to law but if
the wildlife officer is of the opinion
that it is impracticable to detain or
deliver up any fauna because of the
number thereof, the lack of food or
water for the fauna, the distance to
be travelled or any like cause, the
wildlife officer may turn at large
the fauna", would he now take
action to ensure that when wildlife
officers use this power the fauna
will be kept separate from other
species so that if no breach of the
law has been committed, the said
fauna will be returned to the owner,
according to law?

(2) Section 22 (1) states that fauna
unless lawfully taken is by virtue of
the Act vested in the Crown. Is
fauna which has been born and
bred in captivity by a person and
kept under licence by that person,
treated by the Department as the
property of that person?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Facilities for keeping seized birds
are being constructed in the
metropolitan area; however this will
not alter the discretion of the
wildlife officer as laid down in the
Act.

(2) Yes. If it is (be progeny of birds
lawfully taken and held under
licence.
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LAND
Onangara Road

2530. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) Was any land recently purchased by the

Government in an area near Onangara
Road, Caversham?

(2) Was that property purchased for
approximately $1 million?

(3) If the answers to (I) and (2) are "Yes"
was the land resumed and/or rezoned?

(4) For what purpose does the Government
intend to use the land?

(5) Was the original owner of the land, Dr
Carl Georgeff, a couneillor of the Swan
Shire Council, and he is also a member
of the regional planning committee?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The purchase price including interest on

terms purchase was $91 2 000.
(3) The land is part of improvement plan

No. 8. It was not resumed and has not
been rezoned.

(4) For the purposes of improvement plan
No. 8. It will probably be included in
Whiteman Park as the result of
recommendations likely to be made at
the conclusion of a series of studies
being made by the MRPA.

(5) The land was purchased from Carl
Georgeff, Phyllis Lilian Georgeff, Brian
Keddie, Diannie Keddie, Andrea Damita
Arnold, Marilyn Edwards. Dr Georgeff
is a councillor of the Swan Shire
Council and is the council's
reprpsentative on group -D" district
planning committee.

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes. As from 1st January, 1979.
(2) Not applicable.

MINING

Ludlow Tuart Forest

2532. Mr SKIDMORE, to the
Mines:

Minister for

I refer to answers given to part (1) and
part (6) of question 2403 of 1978:

(1) Does invoking of section 276 of the
Mining Act have the effect, as
expected by the Environmental
Protection Authority, of excluding
mining from Crown land (including
State forest)?

(2) Under what circumstances would
such action not be effective as per
the Environmental Protection
Authority's expectations?

(3) If temporary reserve 5847H,
created under section 276 of the
Mining Act reserved State Forests
I and 2 at Ludlow from mining as
from 2nd July, 1971, how is it that
mineral claims 1007H1 and 1024H
subsequently received Ministerial
approval on 26th June, 1974 and
16th January, 1974 respectively?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

H EA LTH
West Midland Rubbish Site

2531. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Further to my question 2375 of 1978

regarding the West Midland refuse site
and the use of same by the Perth City
Council, is he now able to indicate, with
finality, that the Perth City Council
will cease tipping their refuse at the
site?

(2) If not, why not?

(1) and (2) The creation of Temporary
Reserve 5487H under Section 276
prevents unrestricted prospecting
and granting of new mining
tenements.

(3) assuming the question refers to
Temporary Reserve 5487H and not
5874H, mineral claims 1002H and
1024H were applied for on 6th
September, 1963, and 9th March,
1964, respectively, which was prior
to the creation of Temporary
Reserve 5487H on 2nd July. 1971.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Bussedhon Shire

2533. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning.

Further to questions 2395 and 2400 of
1978.

(1) in regard to proposed new town
planning scheme for the whole of
the Busselton Shire district, what
consultation have officers of the
Town Planning Department had,
and propose in the future with
the-

(a) National Parks Authority;
(b) Department of Fisheries and

Wildlife;
(c) Forests Department;
(d) Environmental

Authority: and
Protection

(e) National Trust of Australia
(WA) or the State Heritage
Commission'?

(2) (a) Has consideration been given
to points made in a report by
Dr J. Springett on the
Lecuwin-Naturaliste Ridge
(for the Leeuwin conservation
group) and in Geowese No. 6
(1976) by Enwright and
Valentine, before preliminary
approval was granted to the
scheme in January, 1978;

(b) will she ensure that
consideration is given to points
made in these publications
when the scheme is received
for Final approval?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) (a) to (c) None.
Consultation with such authorities
is the responsibility of the council
and/or its consultants in the
preparation of the scheme. The
Town Planning Department does
not have any direct responsibility in
respect of town planning schemes.

(2) (a) No;
(b) yes.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT
Mining Tenements

2534. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

Further to question 2398 of 1978
relevant to mining tenements:
(1) Does his answer "No" to part (a) of

my question mean:
(a) that he does not intend to

provide clarification of the
situation described, or

(b) that the Environmental
Protection Authority intended
its proviso not include
recommendations it made
concerning land already
reserved for conservation
purposes?

(2) (a) If the answer is affirmative for
(t) (a) above, what are the
reasons;

(b) if the answer is affirmative for
(1) (b) above, has the
Environmental Protection
Authority made clear its
intention to the Department of
Lands and Surveys and/or
other authorities?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(I) The answer set out as alternative
(b) was that given.

(2) (a) Not applicable;
(b) yes.

STATE FORESTS
Boninup, Ludlow, and Reserve N. 8434

2535. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) Does the answer to part (3) of question

2397 of 1978, and vegetation mapping
by the Department of Agriculture,
indicate that in the type and extent of
forest and other formations occurring in
reserve 8434 and the adjoining Boranup
State forest:

(a) both contain caves;
(b) both are traversed by Caves Road;
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(c) neither extends to the coast, and
both are proposed to be linked to
coastal reserves forming the
Lecuwin-Naturaliste national park?

(2) What was the Environmental Protection
Authority's rationale For recommending
that:

(a) the isolated Boranup State forest
not be added to the Lecuwin-
Naturalistc national park (as
recommended by the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee) but
be managed by the Forests
Department (as though it were a
national park), especially when the
Environmental Protection
Authority recommended that
reserve No. 8434 be managed by
the National Parks Authority;

(b) reserve No. 8434 be managed by
the National Parks Authority,
especially when the Environmental
Protection Authority recommended
that the adjoining Boranup State
forest be managed by the Forests
Department (as though it were a
national Park)?

(3) Has the National Parks Authority yet
submitted to the EPA for approval a
management plan proposed for the
Lecuwin-Naturaliste national park?

(4) Further to the answer to part (5) of
question 2397 of 1978, does the EPA
intend to examine the proposed
management plan in conjunction with
the Forests Department's special
working plan for the adjoining Boranup
State forest'?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The question is difficult to relate to the
answer to Part (3) of question 2397 of
1978. If it is re-phrased an attempt will
be made to supply the information.

(2) (a) The EPA saw no reason to interfere
with the control exercised by the
Conservator of Forests:

(b) to include within the proposed
national park an area of karri
forest.

(3) No.
(4) Yes.

LAND
National Parks: Jarrab Dieback

2536. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) Further to question 1735 of 1978,

concerning the occurrence of dieback in
the Leeuwin-Naturaliste national park,
what special consideration is proposed
concerning this problem?

(2) In view of the reported significance of
the forest occurrence (Geowest No. 6)
on the nearby popular Meelup reserve
(reserve No. 21629 which was not
mentioned by the Conservation Through
Reserves Committee or the
Environmental Protection Authority in
their respective Green and Red Books),
will he ensure that any dieback surveys
and related considerations are also
applied to this reserve?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The National Parks Authority is
studying the problem in conjunction
with the Forests Department.

(2) This reserve is under the control of the
Busselton Shire.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

South Coast Reserves and Crown Land
2537. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister

Conservation and the Environment:
for

With regard to part (3) of question 2401
of 1978:
(1) Does reference to Ravensthorpe and

Esperance mean the coast in these
shires, rather than reference to the
coast between the towns of
Hopetoun and Esperance?

(2) Mention was made of:

(a) the D'Entreeasteaux national
park advisory committee, and

(b) the Ravensthorpe-Esperanee
coast working group.

As the answer to question 2396 of
1978 infers that the interest of the
national park advisory committee is
confined to the coast between the
Scott River and Nornalup. what
action is proposed to set up an
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interdepartnmental working group
(as endorsed by Cabinet) to
examine the needs of future control
and management of Crown lands
and various reserves between
Nornalup and Bremer Bay?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The former alternative is correct.

(2) The group will be set up as and
when staff and finance are
ava ilable.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Busseiron Shire

2538. Mr SKIDM4ORE, to the Minister For
Conservation and the Environment:

Referring to the answer to part (4) of
question 2395 of 1978:

(1) Has the National Parks Authority
been informed by the Town
Planning Department of the
proposal to institute a new town
planning scheme for the whole of
the Busselton Shire district'?

(2) I n view of the fact that notice of the
proposal was gazetted nearly a year
ago, that the National Parks
Authority has been involved in
preparing a management plan for
the Lecuwi n-Natural iste national
park, aind that the authority has a
policy concerning boundary zones
and external influences, has it made
a submission as has been provided
for in the Town Planning and
Development Act?!

(3) If not, why not'?

(4) Has the Environment-al Protection
Authority been informed by the
Town Planning Department of the
proposal to institute a new town
planning scheme for the whole of
the Busselton Shire district?

(5) In view of the fact it recommended
that a management plan for the
Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge
national park be drawn up for its
approval, that public land
(including redundant railway
reserves) be assessed for trail
development, does the
Environmental Protection
Authority intend to examine the
proposed scheme before it is given
final approval?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1)
(3)

and (2) No.
Under the original town planning
proposal there was nothing that the
National Parks Authority objected
to.

(4) No, but the Department of
Conservation and Environment has
made a submission to the Shire of
Busselton.

(5) Yes.

TRANSPORT
Ha meisley Iron

2539. Mr !vcIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it a fact H-amersley Iron has been

issued with a permit on a 12 monthly
basis?

(2) If "Yes" would he advise why this
concession is not available to other
companies and applicants for permits?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
Annual permits are available in similar
circumstances to other companies and
individuals.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Wamco Mushrooms Co.

2540. Mr NMcIVER, to the Premier:
(1) Has he rece ived a request for

Government assistance from Mr Ian
Ross Williams, Manager of Wamco
Mushrooms Co., Pingelly?
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(2) If "Yes" will he advise when it is likely
a decision on the request will be
determined

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

Yes.
Mr Williams was advised on 27th June,
1978 that the Government was unable to
assist him. The Industry (Advances) Act
does not empower the Government to
provide guarantees for such projects. It
is also an established principle that
Government guarantees are not provided
to businesses which are in competition
with other local businesses already
established in a pafticular field using
their own capital.

(b) All the businesses assisted are in
the north and north cast wheatbelt
shires which were declared drought
affected earlier this year.

(3) Full release of funds to approved cases is
dependent on finalisation of security
documentation supporting the loans.
This is expected to be completed for
most cases within the next 2-3 weeks
and for all presently approved cases by
the end of December.

WEEVILS AND WEEDS
Avon Valley

2542. Mr MeIVER, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

DROUGHT RELIEF
Small Businesses

2541. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Will he advise how many. small
businesses have been approved for
financial assistance under the drought
scheme'?

(2) (a) How many small businesses have
actually received financial
assistance; and

(b) in what areas are they located?

(3) When is it anticipated small businesses
approved for assistance will receive
payment?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) The Government's scheme for Financial

assistance to businesses in drought
declared areas was not necessarily
confined to -smiall businesses" although
most of the businesses which have been
assisted could be regarded as being in
this category. The object of the scheme
was to assist any locally owned business
which could demonstrate need, worth
and viability given a return to normal
conditions.
Sixteen such businesses have been
approved for financial assistance
totalling $310 500.
Two of these have since advised they do
not require the assistance now.

(1) Has he been made aware of the article
in the Northam Advertiser of l6th
November headed "Avon Valley
threatened by weeds and weevils"?

(2) If "Yes" would he elaborate on the
statement and advise what action is
contemplated by the Agriculture
Protection Board to arrest the spread, if
the statement is factual?

Mr OLD replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
The facts are-
The item referred to was originated by
Mr Fletcher and reflects a complete lack
of research, as the Agriculture
Protection Board and the Department of
Agriculture are doing an excellent job in
their programme of both weed and grain
storage pest control.
In the case of Paterson's Curse, the APR
weeds committee status report on that
plant supports the view that it is not a
weed of major economic significance
and recommends that it be placed in the
containment category for all areas south
of the 26th parallel.
Every effort is being made to control
Paterson's Curse and Cape Tulip on
main roads and infestations of these are
now few and far between.
The Department of Agriculture's
Northam office also keeps a close watch
on commercial hay production and all
hay paddocks are inspected for the
presence of declared plants.

(1)
(2)
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The control of Cape Tulip requires
burning to break dormancy, then
chemical spray or cultivation. Logically,
this requires strong farmer co-operation
to combat the weed on (arms.
Close liaison exists between shires and
the APR. The shires are strongly
represented through the regional
advisory committees and zone control
authorities. Comment on the existence
of the so-called "super weevil" has again
revealed complete lack of research on
the matter. The discovery of this
particular weevil, which is resistant to
the commercial chemicals generally
recommended for control, was a result
of the present State-wide farm by farm
survey and extension programme being
carried out by the Department of
Agriculture and the APB. Western
Australia is the only State conducting
such a campaign, and it is paying great
dividends.
It is also the only State in Australia
where the low-cost organic phosphate
chemical Malathion still has commercial
value in weevil control.
This is a direct result of the resistance
testing service run by our organizations.
It is an ideal mechanism for constant
vigilance for any resistance developing
among grain insects. One would think
that Mr Fletcher as a farmer would be
pleased indeed that this constant
vigilance is being maintained so
effectively on his behalf.
I am proud of this State's record in
weevil control, and of the fact that the
Northam so-called "super weevil" was
discovered before it could spread to any
parts of our bulk handling system.

EMERGENCY SERVICES AND CIVIL
DEFENCE
Legislation

2543. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Is consideration being given to providing
for emergency services and civil defence
legislation?

(2) If so, has draft legislation been
prepared?

(3) If -Yes" to (2), when will legislation be
introduced'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) to (3) This matter is under active
consideration but no timetable can be
given

EDUCATION

Technical College: Carlisle

2544. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister
Education:

for

(1) Adverting to the answer to question
2367 of 1978, relevant to parking of
vehicles by students at Carlisle
Technical College, can he advise
whether consideration has been given to
using Government land lots 793-795,
Canning location 2, for off-street
parking?

(2) If "No" will consideration be given to
the use of this site?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr P. V. JON FS replied:

(1) Consideration is being given to using
Lot No. 793 to 795 Canning Location 2
for off-street parking.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

JOHN GILL ADVERTISING
Take-over by D'Arey MacMantis and Masius

2545. Mr PEARCE, to the Premier:

(1) Is it a fact that the Eastern States
advertising agency, D'Arcy MacManus
and Masius, is planning to take over the
Western Australian owned agency, John
Gill Advertising, as reported in the
Advertising News of 27th October,
1978?

(2) Is D'Arcy MacManus and Masius
owned by United Kingdom and United
States interests?

(3) Have any Government departments had
an acdount with either of these agencies
in the past four years?

(4) If so, what are the details?
(5) Do any Government departments or

agencies have any plans to direct work
to either of these agencies in the future?
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(6) If "Yes" to (5), what action does he
plan to take in accordance with his
recently stated policy on the production
of television commercials for Western
Australia's 150th Anniversary?

SIR CHARLES COURT replied:

(I) to (6) The information requested is
being collated, and I shall advise the
member when it is available, although
he will appreciate that some of the
information he seeks is not normally
available to Governments on an official
basis.

HEALTH
Quo Vadis Centre

2546. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Have additional training courses
recently been introduced for
rehabilitation assistants -at the Quo
Vadis centre?

(2) What is the purpose of these courses?
(3) Were the courses introduced on a

voluntary or compulsory basis?
(4) What penalty would be inflicted on a

person who declined to undertake these
courses'?

(5) is it a fact that at least one person has
been dismissed for withdrawing from
these courses'?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) Yes
(2) The in-sevice training cours was

introduced to provide the appropriate
staff with the skills, knowledge and
understanding required to effectively
relate to and communicate with patients
suffering from alIcohol and drug
dependency. The training has already
proved to have a beneficial effect for
many of the staffr involved.

(3) Courses were introduced as part of the
requirements for employment in the
category of rehabilitation assistants
under an agreement between the Public
Service Board and Hospital Employees
Union. Existing employees who chose to
transfer to the new category when it was
introduced signed an agreement
expressing. their willingness to undergo
the necessary training.

(4) Persons are only employed as
rehabilitation assistants if they are
suitable for and willing to undertake the
training necessary to equip them for the
job. Anyone employed under these
conditions who subsequently refuses to
carry on with training would be
considered unsuitable for continued
employment as a rehabilitation assistant.
They would be clearly unwilling to use
the opportunities provided to improve
their skills for the effective performance
of their roll.

(5) A person's employment was recently
terminated for refusing to continue with
the training which he agreed to undergo
on transfer to rehabilitation assistant,
despite several opportunities to
reconsider his refusal.

TRANSPORT

Homes

2547. Mr MeIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) Is it permissible for house removal

companies to transport homes in the
hours of darkness?

(2) if "No" what action does he intend to
take to stop the practice especially in
country areas?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(I)
(2)

No.
Action is taken by
Authority when
apprehended.

the Road Traffic
offenders are

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Blackwood River and Hardy Inlet

2548. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

Further to question 2399 of 1978
relevant to mini ng-Blackwood River
and Hardy Inlet:
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(1) Is it a fact that-
(a) the Conservation Through

Reserves Committee did not
make any proposals concerning
the Blackwood estuary because
the Environmental Protection
Authority's ecological study
was still in progress at the
time;

(b) the recent report (1978) on the
study by its co-ordinator, Dr E.
P. Hodgkin, highlights some
desirable conservation action
concerning the estuary
forcshores and overall
management of the estuary?

(2) Is it a fact that recommendation 1.5
(I) in Red Book 2 is rather general
and does not propose specific
actions concerning protective
reservation or management and
control?

(3) In view of Cabinet's endorsement or
recommendation 1.5 (1) in Red
Book 2, what action has been taken
to ensure that the following are
fully aware of the Government's
policy relating to the conservation
and preservation of the Blackwood
River and Hardy Inlet between
Nannup and Augusta, including the
islands and foreshore:

(a) Department of Lands and
Surveys;

(b) Town Planning Department;
(c) Public Works Department;
(d) Department or Fisheries and

Wildlife;
(c) Harbour and

Department;
(r) Mines Department?

Light

(4) Is it a fact that Red Book 2
recommendation 1.5 (1) is prcfaced
by the statement .. the EPA
gives notice of its intention to
accompany its recommendations on
the conservation and preservation of
the Blackwood River between
Nannup and Augusta, the islands
and the foreshore .. "

(5) Did Red Book 2 at recommendation
I1.5 (or elsewhere) make
recommendations on mining
proposals in the vicinity or the
Blackwood River and Hardy Inlet?

(6) Is it a fact that the report
containing the statement at (4)
above was transmitted by the
Environmental Protection
Authority on 9th July, 1976?

(7) On what date did the EPA make its
recommendation that dredging and
mining applications by North-west
Development corporation in and
adjacent to the Hardy Inlet and the
Blackwood River should not be
approved?

(8) (a) Were these recommendations
accompanied by recomn-
mendations on the conservation
and preservation of the
Blackwood River between
Nannup and Augusta,
including the islands and
foresh ore;

(b) if so, what were these
recommendations; and

(c) if not, does the Environmental
Protection Authority still
intend to provide the
recommendations it gave
notice of at (7) above, and
when might they be made
public?

(9) (a) Has the Environmental
Protection Authority received
any proposals concerning the
reservation of Hardy Inlet or
any other portion or the
aquatic environment of the
Blackwood River estuary;

(b) if so, when and what was its
attitude to the proposal?

(10) Noting that recommendation 2.1 in
Red Book 2 by the Environmental
Protection Authority also relates to
the foreshore of Hardy Inlet and
the Blackwood River:

(a) why did the EPA make no
recommendations concerning
vacant Crown land to the south
of the Scott national park (fig.
2.1 of report) when the
Conservation Through
Reserves Committee
recommended that this area be
added to the national park;
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(b) as the EPA made a
recommendation concerning
reserve No. 18644, why did it
not also consider the present
status and vesting of other
foreshore and island reserves
(e.g.) 15 185, Thomas Island?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) (a) and (b) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) All have been provided with copies

of the Red Book and the position is
monitored from time to time by
officers of the Department of
Conservation and Environment.

(4) Yes.
(5) No.
(6) Yes.
(7) 17th November, 1976.

()(a)
(b)
(c)

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Public Works Department, Metropolitan Waler
Board, and Country Water Supply Department

2550. Mr TONIKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Works and Water Supplies:

How many wage employees have been
retrenched from each of the following in
the last 12 months:

(a) Public Works Department;

(b) Metropolitan Water Supply;
(c) Country Water Supply?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a) 44.
(b) Nil.
(c) 13.

No.
Not applicable.
Yes, when resources are
available.

(9) (a) Yes.
(b) In mid-1977;, the EPA decided

to defer consideration of the
proposal,

(10) (a) The area of Crown land was
inadvertently omitted from the
text but is included in Figure
2.0 and will be added to the
national park.

(b) This information is not
available.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

State Engineering Works

2549. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Works:

How many wage employees have been
retrenched from the State Engineering
Works in the last 12 months?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

Formal retrenchments have been eight
in the past 12 months. A further ive
men will cease employment on the 24th
November, 1978.

APPRENTICES

Apprenticeships: Cancellation

2551. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) How many apprenticeships have been
cancelled in Western Australia in-
(a) the last 12 months; and
(b) preceding 12 monthly period,

(i) during the probation period;
(ii) after the probation period?

(2) How many apprenticeships have been
cancelled during that time by mutual
consent?

(3) How many have been cancelled during
that time by order of the Industrial
Commission?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

This information is not immediately
available. I have arranged for the
information to be collated and will
inform the member as soon as it is
available.
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EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
WA Mfeat Commission

2552. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

How many wage employees have been
retrenched from the WA Meat
Commission in the last 12 months?

Mr OLD replied:

690 at Midland and 136 at Robb Jetty.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
West rail, Mfain Roads Department, and

Fr-emantrle Harbour Trust
2553, Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for

Transport:
How many wage employees have been
ret renched from-

(a)
(b)
(c)

Westrail;
Main Roads Department;
Fremantle Harbour Trust,

in the past 12 months?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(a) Apart from employees who are
engaged temporarily for a specific
purpose and for a set period of time
and who are advised of this prior to

(b)
(c)

commencement-nil.
Nil.
No employees of the Fremantle
Port Authority have been
retrenched during the past 12
months. However, in April this year
48 waterside workers employed by
the authority accepted voluntary
redundancy under a scheme agreed
between the Waterside Workers'
Federation and the Association of
Employers of Waterside Labour.

SWIMMING POOLS
Government Action

2554. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

Adverting to question 1135 of 1977, in
which his immediate predecessor stated
that the Opposition's seven-point plans
to clean up the construction of
swimming pools was very similar to that
being contemplated by the Government

and that submissions were being drawn
up at that time:

(1) What action has the Government
undertaken in that 13 months that
have elapsed since then?

(2) What is the Government going to
do Co protect consumers in this
area?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) The question of swimmring
pools constructed or installed below
ground is receiving consideration
along with other proposals to
amend the Builders Registration
Act.
Pending finality the Bureau of
Consumer Affairs is encouraging
the use of a standard form of
contract which ensures that
consumers are not required to pay
too much too soon by way of
progress payments.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS AND LIGHTS
Beechboro- Collier Roads Intersection

2555. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How many-

(a) fatal;
(b) non-fatal,

accidents have occurred in-

(i) 1976;
(ii) 1977;

(iii) 1978,

at the intersection of Beechboro and
Collier Roads, Bayswater?

(2) Is it intended to install traffic control
lights there?

(3) If o, when?
(4) If not, what plans are afoot to make the

intersection safer?

Mr RUJSHTON replied:

(1) (a) and (b)

Reported Accidents:
Damage

FaLaI Injury only
1976............................. 0 I a

1 97............0 2 2
I978 oIS.i'I.7S........0 2 9

Toal
9

'I
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(2) Not at present.
(3) Traffic signal priorities will be reviewed

shortly, to arrive at a programme, for
1979-80 financial year. Whether this
intersection will be considered or not,
will depend upon the number of sites,
which rate prior attention, from the
point of view of accident hazard and
traffic volume.

(4) Current works being carried out by the
Bayswatcr Shire Council, arc expected
to enhance the safety of the intersection.

EDUCATION
High School: Alorkcy

2556. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister For
Education:
(1) How many students in-

year 8
year 9
year 10
year I I
year 12
were enrolled for the Morley Senior
High School at the beginning of-
(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) How many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) How many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of-
(a) 1977;
(b) 19787

(4) 11ow many teaching staff is it expected
will be employed at that school at the
beginning of 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1)

YenF
8 ........................................
9 ......................................

I. ....................

....... ............................12 ................................ .........

(a)
197
265
336
321
170
117

I 209

(b)
1913
225
265
313

162103

10138

(2) Approximnately 969 (staffed by year
distribution).

(3) 1977-82.2-, 1978-78.0
(4) At this stage approximately 68 as six

fewer form groups are anticipated.

EDUCATION

High School: Hampton

2557. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How many students in

year 8
year 9
year 10
year I I
year 12
were enrolled for the Hampton Senior
High School at the beginning of-

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) How many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) I-ow many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of-

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(4) How many teaching staff is it expected
will be employed at that school at the
beginning of 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1)

Year-
B.I..................................
91 .................................

IC ...................................
I I.........................................
12..........................................

(a)
1977
322
308
297
159
148

1 233

1973
286
305
290
073
so

1 134

(2) Approximately 1 131 (staffed by year
distribution).

(3) 1977-82.6; 1978-78.4
(4) At this stage approximately 75.

EDUCATION
High School: Lockridgc

2558. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Ed ucat ion:
(1) How many students in

year 8
year 9
year 10
year I I
yea r 12
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were enrolled for the Lockridge Senior
High School at the beginning of-

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) How many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) How many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of-
(a) 4977;
(b) 1978?

(4) How many teaching staff is it expected
will be employed at that school at the
beginning of 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1)

Y",-

9 .... .. .....................
9I .............................

:0 ....................... .......

(a)
1977
339
311
307
218
114

1 299

(b)
3978
317
333
297
205
Ila

1 262

(4) How many teaching
will be employed at
beginning of 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1)

staff is it expected
that school at the

(2) Approximately 1 231 (staffed by year
distribution).

(3) 1977-85.2; 1978-81..
(4) At this stage approximately 78.2.

0"... ..........

(2)

(3)
(4)

'977
1 98
236
167
125

726

Approximately 651 (staffed
distribution).
1977-51.6; 1978-53.2.

At this stage approximately 50.4

W6
1978
1 24
185
226
106

66

707

by year

EDUCATION
High School: John Forrest

2559. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Education:
(1) How many students in

year 8
year 9
year 10
year I I
year 12
were enrolled for the John Fe
Senior High School at the beginning

EDUCATION
High School: Cyril Jackson

2560. Mr TONKIN, to the
Education:
(I1) How many students in

Minister for

year 8
year 9
year 10
year I I
year 12
were enrolled for the Cyril Jackson
Senior High School at the beginning of
(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) How many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) How many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of-
(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

for

rrest
of

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) I-ow many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) How many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of
(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(4) How many teaching
will be employed at
beginning of 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1)

Yer

staff is it expected
that school at the

(a)
1977
262
262
262
131
77

94

M6
1978
230
254
234
134

7'

923
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(2) Approximately 833 (starred by
distribution).

(3) 1977-65.4; 1978-64.6.
(4) At this stage approximately 59.2.

EDUCATION

High School: Mirrabooka

2561. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Education:

year EDUCATION
High School: Mft. La wicy

2562. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Education:
(1) How many students in

year 8
year 9
year 10
year 11
year 12

for

(1) How many students in
year 8
year 9
year t0
year I I
year 12
were enrolled for the Mirrabooka Senior
High School at the beginning of

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) How many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) How many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(4) How many teaching staff is it expected
will be employed at that school at the
beginning of 1979?

Mr
(1)

P. V. JON ES replied:

S............ ...........

(a)
1977

300
323
290
134
74

I121

Mb
1978
221
29
297
'35
16

I 038

(2) Approximately 924 (staffed by year
distribution).

(3) 1977-70.7; 1978-68.8.
(4) At this stage approximately 59.8.

for

were enrolled for the Mt. Lawley Senior
High School at the beginning of
(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) How many students is it expected there
will be at that school at the beginning of
1979?

(3) How many teaching staff were employed
at that school at the beginning of
(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(4) How many teaching
will be employed at
beginning of 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

I.... .. ...........................
92 .. .... .... ... . . . . . .

staff is it expected
that school at the

Na)
1977

286
298
329
200
'75

1 28

Mb
1978
287
286
278
214
156

1 221

(2) Approximately 1 165 (staffed by year
distribution).

(3) 1977-88.2; 1978-81.7.
(4) At this stage approximately 80.4.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Epileptfics

2563. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

What is the Government's policy with
regard to the employment of people who
suffer from epilepsy or other associated
neurological disorders?

SIR CHARLES COURT replied:

I invite the attention of the member to
my answer to question 2136 on 26th
October, 1978 regarding a similar
question.
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EDUCATION
Pre-primnary Centre: Northeliffe

2564. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) (a) Have the further investigations

regarding the provision of a pre-
education centre at Northcliffe
been completed; and

(b) if so, what are the details of any
facility to be provided?

(2) If "No" when will the investigations be
concluded, and will a decision be
implemented before the commencement
of school in 1979?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) Investigations have been
completed. A demountable room will be
placed at the Northcliffe District High
School, partly for a pre-primary group
and partly as a meeting place for
mothers who are associated with school
activities.
The room will be available in February,
1979.

CATTLE AND ABATTOIRS

Kimberley Region
2565. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) How many cattle were brought from
Kimberley region for slaughter
fattening in

the
or

(a) 1977;
(b) 1978?

(2) (a) How many meatworks operated in
the Kimberley region in 1978 and
where were these;

(b) how many meatworks is
anticipated will operate in
Kimberley region in 1979
which will these be?

i t
the
and

Mr OLD replied:

(1) Numbers moved to the southern areas of
the State were:

(a) 6 029;
(b) 11 023.

(2) (a) Wyndham and Broome;

(b) I have no information at this time
regarding the proposed operations
of the Wyndham, Broome and
Derby works during 1979.

ABATT7OIR
Midland Junction: Pig Floor, Beef Operation,

and Lease

2566. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Will the pig floor at Midland Abattoir

be kept operating and, if so, on what
basis?

(2) Is it proposed to continue the beef
operation of Midland Abattoir?

(3) Where will the W.A. Lamb Marketing
Board have its slaughtering done in
1979?

(4) (a) Has Pope Ltd. put forward a
proposal to lease any part of the
Midland Abattoir's operation;

(b) if "Yes" to (a), what was the
proposition put forward by Pope;

(c) has this proposition been accepted;
(d) if this proposition was rejected, on

what grounds was it refused?

(5) From what firms has the Government
received proposals regarding the lease or
use of Midland Abattoir over the past
six months and precisely what has
happened in regard to each of these
proposals?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) The pig floor will be kept operational as
long as sufficient pigs are directed to the
works to keep the chain operationally
viable.

(2) Yes, until the numbers of cattle directed
to the commission fall to a level when all
such cattle are able to be slaughtered at
Robb Jetty.

(3) The board determines where lambs will
be slaughtered. Its decision regarding
the allocation of lambs during the 1979
season will be taken according to
circumstances prevailing immediately
prior to the opening of the flush season.

(4) (a) to (d) The commission has received
no such proposal.
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(5) inquiries have been made 10 the
commission concerning the lease of
tallow tanks, boning rooms, the tripe
processirg facility, the pig slaughtering
facility and land. Negotiations are
continuing except in the case of the
boning rooms where the operators
concerned have been satisfactorily
accommodated at Robb Jetty.

LAND

National Parks: Classification

2567. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

(I) Further to questions 2023 and 2122 of
1978, in view of the facts that-

(a) Cabinet has endorsed the
Environmental Protection
Authority recommendation that
Class "C" Reserve Nos. 29149 and
28393 forming part of the
Wambung national park in effect
bc dcclared class "A"; and

(b) the answer to part (b) of question
2398 of 1978 clarified that this
EPA recommendation should be
proceeded with, since it involved
land already reserved for
conservation purpose,

will the Minister now take action to
have EPA recommendation 5.2 (1)- in
Red Rook 2 implemented?

(2) If not, why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) anid (2) Negotiations between EPA and
Mines Department have resulted in
decision to implement recom mendat ions
in principle although amalgamation
procedures may be varied in view of
existing mineral claims. However, the
existence of exploration permit No. 24
as revealed in question 2122 will require
reference to Mines Department to
ascertain if there is any impediment to
agreed implementation procedures.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Reserves and Mfining Tenements
2568. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Conservation and the Environment:
(1) (a) Further to question 1740 of 1978

relevant to conservation reserves,
when did negotiations at
departmental level commence;

(b) what is the nature of the
negotiations and problems which
require resolving;

(c) which departments are involved;
(d) since the negotiations concern a

statement made by the
Environmental Protection
Authority, to what extent is the
EPA involved in the negotiations?

(2) (a) further to the answer given to part
(b) of question 2398 of 1978, while
it would be quite clear to the public
reading page I of the preamble to
Red Book 2 that the phrase "our
recommendations wvhich follow"
confine the application of the
proviso only to recommendations
made by the EPA in Red Book 2, is
it intended that the proviso now be
applied retrospectively to
recommendations made by the EPA
in Red Book 1;

(b) if so, why has this not been made
public, for example, by the EPA in
its annual report?

(3) Further to question 1701 of 1978 does
the EPA's understanding of, and its own
use of, the term "vacant Crown l-and"
refer to Crown land free of any Land
Act, lease or reserve?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) (a) 1976.
(b) and (c) Discussions on procedural

matters affecting the Departments
of Lands and Surveys, Conservation
and Environment and Mines.

(d) The EPA is a party to the
negotiations through its chairman.

(2) (a) Y es.
(b) A statement has not been made

pending finalisation of the
discussions referred to above.

(3) The EPA's understanding .of vacant
Crown land is land free of any Land Act
lease or reserve and which is also free of
mineral tenements.
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WATER SUPPLIES: IRRIGATION

Ord River Scheme: Review Committee

2569. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Premier:

Will the report of the Ord River review
committee be tabled in Parliament, and
if so, when?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

A decision on this will be made when the
report has been received and studied.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

FloatIing Dock

2570. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

(1) Hats he yet had time to consider the
Charles Hughes report on the possibility
of securing a floating dock for use at
Fremantle?

(2) If so, when is it proposed that the
Government will be purchasing a
floatIing dock'?

(3) Is it not a fact that many floating docks
are now available, some already in
Australian waters?

(4) As this could be a vital move for
improvement in employment Possibilities
in Fremantlc and no doubt'attract repair
activities both for regular shipping,
naval vessels and vessels servicing the
North-West Shelf project, would he
request the Premier to make immediate
overtures to the Commonwealth to assist
in funding this necessary project?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (2) Mr Hlughes has submitted his
views on what steps nay be taken to
encourage greater use of existing ship
repair capacity at Fremantle. His
comments are currently under
consideration and will be discussed with
parties directly concerned.

(3) There are floating docks both in
Australia and elsewhere which arc being
only partly utilised.

(4) When I have considered Mr Hughes'
comments in the light of other advice we
will first see whether it is possible to
make the slipways more attractive Co
potential users. The floating dock
question will be given full and proper
consideration at that time.

HOSPITALS
Royal Flying Doctor Service and

St. John Ambulance Aerial Service
257 1. Mr CARR, to the Premier:

(1) Has he made further inquiries into the
operations of the Royal Flying Doctor
Service and the St. John Aerial
Ambulance to see if the two services are
working on a co-operative basis?

(2) Does he know of any further examples
of overlap or duplication of services
since his statements in Parliament
during the Estimates debate?

(3) Is the most economical service now
being provided?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) 1 am happy to report that a very high

degree of co-ordination appears to have
been developed between the two services
and I have no reason to doubt that the
most economical service is now being
provided. If there are any remaining
problems known to the member, I would
be grateful if they were drawn to my
attention.

TRANSPORT
Milk

2572. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Is it a fact that the freight charges for
carting milk from Perth to Geraldton in
cartons and bottles is higher than the
cost of freighting: similar milk from
Perth to Carnarvon?

(2) IfC"Yes"-

(a) what is the explanation for this
apparently anomalous situation;
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(b) what action is the Dairy Industry
Authority taking to reduce the
freight cost to Geraldton?

(3) Is it a fact that milk in Geraldion is 10
cents per litre dearer than in Perth due
to freight charges?

(4) Is it fact that Total Transport Services
has circularised chiller clients with
details of a service that would enable
milk to be transported to Geraldton for
a cost of 6c-7c per litre?

(5) What action does the Dairy Industry
Authority intend, to take advantage of
this chea per transport'?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Freight charges on milk transported to

Carnarvon are not known as that centre
is not in an area constituted under the
Dairy Industry Act 1973 as a dairy area.

(2) (a)
(b)

(3)

(4)
(5)

Answered by (1),
The authority is not in a position to
directly influence transport charges
us it does not have control over the
rates charged by operators and it
does not enter into contracts for the
cartage of milk. This is the
prerogative of the milk processing
companies.

Price diffcrential is due to freight and
storage charges.
Not known.
Answered by (2) (b).

LAN D

Edward Roaid
2573. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing the

Minister for Lands:
With reference to land in Edward Road,
Narngulu, which hats been indicated in
the Gcraldton region study plan as being
the site of future railway marshalling
yards:
(1) Is there any restriction on sale of

this land?
(2) Is there any restriction on permnits

to build on this land?

M rs C RA IG repl ied:

Presumably the member for Geraldton
is concerned about the right of owners of
frechold land affected by the Geraldton

region study plan to deal with their
properties. If so, his questions should be
directed to the Minister for Town
Planning and Local Government.
If the member is querying the
availabi lity of G overn ment -owned land,
there is no Crown land in Edward Road,
Narngulu, available for sale or leasing. I
understand the Industrial Lands
Development Authority holds land to
the north-west of Narngulu Townsite,
but questions in this regard should be
addressed to the Minister for Industrial
Development.

ELECTORAL
Districts and Provinces: Enrolmnents

2574. Mr CARR, to the Chief Secretary:
(1) What is the present enrolment in each-

(a) Legislative Assembly scat;
(b) Legislative Council seat?

(2) What is the present quota for each
category of Legislative Assembly seat?

(3) Which seats are out of quota by more
than the allowed percentage?

M r O'N EIL repl ied:
(1) (a) The present enrolment for each

Legislative Assembly District as at
20th November, 1978 is as
follows-
District
Ascot ..................
Balcatta...............
Canning...............
Clontarf ..............
Cockburn .............
Cottesloe .............
Dianella...............
East Melville .........
Floreat ................
Fremantle.............
Gosnells...............
Karrinyup.............
Mayla nds .............
Melville................
Morley ................
Mount Hawthorn ....
Mount Lawley........
Murdoch..............
Nedlands.............
Perth ..................

Enrolment
15 456
I18256
IS8677
16 585
16 183
15236
17 791
16509
15684
16457
19462
17632
16934
16 246
17013
16477
16 223
21 304
14 557
14602
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District
Scarborough..........
South Perth ..........
Subiaco ...............
Swan ..................
Victoria Park .........
Welsh pool ............
Whitford..............
Albany ................
Avon...................
Bunbury...............
Collie .................
Dale...................
Darling Range........
Geraldion.............
Greenough............
Kalarnunda ...........
Kalgoorlic ............
Kata nning ............
M erredin ..............
Moore .................
Mount Marshall ....
Mundaring............
Murray ...............
Narrogin..............
Rockcingham..........
Roe....................
Stirling .... 2............
Vasse ..................
Warren ...............
Wellington............
Yilgarn-Du ndas.......
Gascoyne .............
Kimberley ............
Murchison-Eyrec....
Pilbara .................

Total:...............

(1) (b)Thc present enrolment
Legislative Council Provi
20th November, 1978
follows-
District
East Metropolitan...
Metropolitan .........
North Metropolitan ..
North-E-ast
Metropolitan .........
South Metropolitan..
South-East
Metropolitan .........
central. ...............
Lower Central ........
Lower Wcst ..........
South_....... .......
South-East............

Enrolment
15 093
14 746
14998
16886
15257
16 324
24 356
8 287
7819
9 337
8 66t
8 334
8 325
8 949
9063
9 363
7 716
7 751
8 123

10 001
7949
8512
9895
7 788

11 649
8 773
8 761
9 596
8 936
8 897
7 661
3 661
5 211
2050

15 164

691 176

for each
ne as at

is as

Enrolment
65714
75 077
91 814

84 847
65 395

72097
23 556
25 348
29 878
25821
23 500

District
South-West ...........
Upper West ..........
West ...................
Lower North .........
North..................

Total:...............

Enrolment
27 830
28013
26 200

5711
20375

691 176

(2) Metropolitan Area ................ 16849
Agricultural, Mining and Pas-

toral Area ................... 8 756
(3) Murdoch

Whit Ford
Rockingham.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Mirra beoka A venue- Virriga n Drive

Intersect ion

2575. Mr WI LSON, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is it a fact that the State Housing
Commission agreed to provide funds for
the installation of traffic signals at the
intersection of Mirrabooka Avenue and
Yirrigan Drive in accordance with the
conditions of development imposed by
the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority?

(2) If "Yes" can he say whether funds have
been set aside for this purpose?

(3) As the answer given by the Minister for
Transport to question 2429 of 1978
indicates that signal installation will
only be programmed when funds are
provided and as the possible hazards at
this intersection are already evident, will
he agree to expedite the allocation of
funds for this purpose?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) to (3) In accordance with the conditions
of subdivision and development, the
State Housing Commission has entered
into an agreement with the city of
Stirling to provide the funds for the
installation of traffic lights at the
intersection of Mirrabooka Avenue and
Yirrigan Drive, and the commission will
provide these funds as required.
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EDUCATION
School Nurse: Mirra books High School

2576. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Can he confirm that a nurse was
appointed to the Mirrabooka Senior
High School earlier this year on the
basis that funds were to be made
available this year for a medical centre
at the school?

(2) Can he also confirm that a tender was
let for a medical centre at the school
several weeks ago?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), can he say why work
has not yet begun on the building and
when it will now go ahead?

(4) If funds are no longer available to
proceed with the building, what has
happened to the funds previously
allocated?

(5) Is it normal practice for the department
to call for tenders when funds are not
available?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes, the nurse was appointed on 6th

February, 1978.
(2) and (3) No, I am advised that the prices

quoted were higher than expected and
the position is being reviewed.

(4) Funds are still available and the project
will proceed as soon as the review is
completed.

(5) No.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
High Schools: Social Studies

2577. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How many applicants are there for

secondary school social studies teaching
positions for 1979?

(2) How many of these applicants are likely
to be employed by the Education
Department of Western Australia at the
beginning of the year?

(3) Is it a (act that the. superintendent for
social studies in secondary schools has
been telling applicants for positions that
it is very unlikely that any applicant
would be appointed at the beginning of
the year?

(4) How many students were offered an
education department 'bond to
commence teacher training in 1975?

(5) What are the reasons why that number
of students were offered a bond when it
must have been apparent that such a
number of applicants could not be
employed?

(6) Is it a fact that the Western Australian
Secondary Teachers College and other
colleges of advanced education and the
two universities are not discouraging
applicants for teacher training?

(7) If it is fact that t here i s no
discouragement by the colleges, why are
they doing this, knowing the
employment situation?

(8) Why is the Education
continuing to offer
Department scholarships
employment situation?

Department
Education

knowing the

(9) Would the Education Department be
prepared to cancel any bond obligation
of the students who will not be offered
employment at the beginning of the
1979 school year?

(10) If the department is not prepared to
cancel any bond obligations to people it
cannot employ at the beginning of 1979,
what are the reasons for this?

(11) For a person who is not offered a
position with the Education Department
at the beginning of the 1979 school year,
is he/she entitled to unemployment
benefits while being bonded to the
department?

Mr~ P. V. JONES replied:

(I) 106.

(2) None.

(3) Yes.

(4) I 094.

(5) It was certainly not apparent during
1974 when the number of scholarships
to be awarded in 1975 was determined
that there would be an over supply of
teachers in 1979.
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(6) and (7) All institutions are limiting the
number of places made available to new
teacher education students and have
been doing so for some time. There has
been a marked reduction in recent years.
The quotas set for each institution are
based on a report prepared by the
Western Australian Post Secondary
Education Commission. Copies of the
report are available. On the basis of the
report the intake into secondary teacher
education in 1979 will be maintained at
the same level as for 1978. Intake into
primary teacher education in 1979 will
be reduced by a further 10 per cent on
that of 1978.
It should be remembered that students
commencing training in 1979 do not
enter the teaching force until 1982 and
1983. During that time many factors
can change and too fine a tuning of the
educational system based on manpower
requirements is undesirable-and indeed
very difficult to do.

(8) The number of scholarships has been
reduced significantly since the over
supply of teachers has occurred, and
scholarships are now not available to
first year students.

(9) The bond obligation is automatically
cancelled if employment is not found for
graduating students by 30th June.

(10) Not applicable.
11I) This question should be referred to the

appropriate Minister for a definitive
answer.

HOUSING: SHC

Land: Salvado Estate

2578. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) How many lots were sold by the State
Housing Commission in the last sale of
land in the Salvado estate at Wembley
Downs and Churchlands?

(2) What price was received for each lot?
(3) What was the reserve price in each

case?
(4) Which lots were passed in?

(5) (a) Which of these were subsequently
sold;

(b) for how much;
(c) what was the reserve price in each

instance?

MB LY]

(6) Who set the reserve price (including the
name of any independent valuer, if
applicable)?

(7) How much did the State Housing
Commission receive from the sale?

(8) How much was paid by way of
commission to the auctioneer?

(9) How many lots have yet to be sold?
(10) When will the nev- sale be held and how

many lots wilt .. sold at that auction?
1I) Can he give the approximate dates of

subsequent sales and the number of
blocks to be sold at each auction?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) Fourteen lots were sold at auction.
(2) to (4)-

Lot

144 Valencia Avenue .......
143 Valencia Avenue ..........
142 Valencia Avenue ........
141 Valencia Aeue. .........
137 Valencia Avenue*...... ..138 Valencia Avenue .- '139 Valencia Aveu.rm....... .140 Valencia Avenue.......

243 Camden Si.1 ............
5Empire Avenue ...............

6 Empire Avenue................
8 Empire Avenue ...............
!I0 Empire Avenuc...............13 Empire Avenue ...............
19 Empire Avenue ..............
112 Hale Rod..................
113 Hale Rod..................

li Hal Road ................
1:5 Hale Rod........... ...* .116 Hale Rod..I.................
11 Hal Rod..................8 Ha Rod ..............
93 ctram Way. ............

'94 Otean Way.................
19 Otrans Way.................
'6 Otra.. way.................

'29 Otrasn Way.............
I30 Otramn Way.................
131 Otramn Way ...............
132tOtramnWay.................

Reserve

29000
2800
28 0
320
30 000
300o0
26 000
29000
40000
24000
24 000
25 Soo
26 500
27000
2600
43000
310OW
31000
30000
29000
29000O
28 400
30000
32 5W0
33 OD0
335OD0
50000
34000D
31 600
36000

Purchase
Prime

31OD
31 500
32000
34000
31000
320ODD
290ODD
285$00

Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed is
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
Passed in
pas"e is
33000
34000
36 OD0

Passed in
3300036 500
3700"

(5) No further lots have been sold since the
auction.

(6) Reserve prices were set up by the State
Housing Commission.

(7) Net return of $463 500.
(8) $8630.
(9) Sixteen lots.

(10) The sixteen lots are available for sale at
the reserve price until close of business
on 24th November, 1978, at the office of
Kevin Sullivan and Associates.

(11) It was originally proposed to offer a
further thirty-five blocks at sales in
February, 1979, and thirty-five lots in
April, 1979, but these dates are subject
to confirmation by the State Housing
Commission.
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HEALTH

Strelley Community

2579. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

Would he furnish a breakdown of
expenditure by the Public Health
Department for the last three years
relating to the Strelley community,
under the following categories:

(1) Recurrent expenditure:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
Mf
(g)

salaries;
travel
vehicles;
repairs and maintenance;
supplies;
administrative expenses;
other?

(2) Capital expenditure?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) (a) $24 900;
(b) nil;
(c) $3 600;
(d) $500;
(e) $4 750;
(f) nil;
(g) cleaning and services, $750;

total amount, $34 500.

(2) Clinic buildings completed the 30th
September, 1976, $38 622.

LAND

Leinster Townsite

2580. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

What is the geographical location (i.e.,
latitude and longitude) of the Agnew
nickel project's townsite of Leinster?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

The area to be leased for the company's
township is located at latitude 27
degrees 55 minutes 20 seconds,
longitude 120 degrees 41 minutes 30
sconds.

HOUSING

State Housing Commission: Appeals Tribunal

2581. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Housing:

Will the Government institute an
appeals tribunal within the State
Housing Commission as was
recommended by Professor Sackville in
the 1975 Law and Poverty report?

Mr RIDGE replied:
No.

ROADS

Mlain Roads Department: Information Lea kage

2582. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

My question arises from her reply to a
question without notice on Thursday by
the Leader of the Opposition in which
she advised that an officer of the Main
Roads Department discussed with a
developer, town planning matters which
she said rwere not of a speci fle nature:
Will she now advise how the developers
were able to obtain specific details of
road routes and the costs of new roads
and were able to use the information to
act for their own financial gain and to
the detriment of one land owner?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
I have no knowledge of the matter now
referred to. 1 am advised that no such
information was given by the officer
referred to in answering the question
without notice. If such detail has been
obtained, I am not aware of its source.

LAND

Reserve No. 10626 and Stockyard Gully

2583. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) (a) Has the Environmental Protection

Authority recommendation,
endorsed by Cabinet on 20th
October, 1976, that class "C"
reserve No. 30626, be declared
class "A" yet been implemented;

(b) if not, when is action likely to be
finalised?
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(2) Further to the recommendation by the
EPA and which has been endorsed by
Cabinet, what action has been taken in
regard to recommendation 5.16 in 'Red
Book 2. concerning Stockyard Gully?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The proposed enlargement
of reserve 30626 has been the
subject of reference to the EPA and
early decision is anticipated. The
change in classification will be
effected simultaneously with the
final action 10 increase the area or
the reserve.

(2) The Stockyard Gully area is currently
portion of the beekeepers reserve from
which the Cabinet-approved
recommendation requires excision.
Other considerations affecting the
beekeepers reserve have resulted in no
action being taken as yet to excise
Stockyard Gully.

MINING
Tenemnentis: Badgingarra National Park

2584. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

Whatt tenements had-

(a) been approved; and

(b) been applied for but not approved,
which encroached upon vacant Crown
land as at 20th October, 1976, now
forming part of the Badgingarra
national park alongside Brand Highway
(Fig. 5.11. Red Book 2)?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(at) Petroleum exploration Permit 24.

(b) Applications ft
70/16149 to
70/16173 and 7
subsequently w
November, 1977.

r mineral claims
70/16152. 70/16172,
0/ 16239. which were
'ithdrawn on 16th

MINING

Conservation Through Reserves Committee
Reports: Departmental Submissions

2585. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
M ines:

(I) At page ii of Red Book 1, the
Environmental Protection Authority
reported that only five State
Government departments made
submissions in response to the
Conservation Through Reserves
Committee Green Book No. I, and
pointed out that Government
departments "had calendar year 1975 in
which to make comments". Why did not
the Mines Department make a
submission in this case?

(2) Appendix III of Red Book 2 indicates
that the Mines Department again made
no submission concerning Systems 1, 2,
3 and 5. What was the nature of any
discussions or correspondence which the
Under Secretary for Mines had with the
Environmental Protection Authority
concerning the Conservation Through
Reserves Committee report, between
December 1975 and July 1976?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) The Mines Department's views were
expressed through the department's
representative on the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee technical
sub-committee and attention was drawn
to the department's understanding of the
Conservation Through Reserves
Committee report to the Director of
Conservation and Environment.

(2) Excision of mining and petroleu m
tenements and mineral potential areas
from the proposed reserves.

WILDLIFE

Resecrvces and Research

2586. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

1I) (a) What number of nature reserves
had been set aside in Western
Australia as at 301h June, 1978;
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(b) what percentage increase is this
over the number that existed and
came within the management
jurisdiction of the WA Wildlife
Authority as at 30th June, 1968?

(2) (a) What was the total area of (1) (a)
above as at 30th June, 1978;

(b) what percentage increase is this
over the area for which the WA
Wildlife Authority had
management jurisdiction as at 30th
Junc. 1968?

(3) (a) What amount of funds was
allocated to the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife during 1977-
78 for-

(i) wildlife research
management generally;

(ii) reserve management;

and

(b) what percentage increase are
these amounts over similar
allocations for 1967-68?

(4) Have management teams been
appointed, as suggested in Fisheries and
Wildlife report No. 23?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) (a) 977;
(b) not readily available

the increase over the
251 per cent.

(2) (a) 8.3 million hectares;
(b) not readily available

the increase over the
253 per cent.

(2) Noting that the Governor declared two
class "A" reserves for national parks to
form the Fitzgerald River national park,
and only the coastal reserve where the
National Parks Authority has
specifically been given the power to
lease, what authority, if any, does the
National Parks Authority have to permit
non-conforming uses in reserve No.
31737 where no power to lease was
granted?

(3) (a) Has the Environmental Protection
Authority yet received the results of
the soil survey conducted by the
Department of Agriculture in the
vicinity of the Fitzgerald River
national park, as reported on in Red
Book 2;

(b) if so, what exact specifications of
areas have been recommended for
addition to the national park?

(4) To what extent is the National Parks
Authority keeping a watching brief on
land suitable for purchasing as national
park in the Morseby Range, near
Geraldton?

Mr
(1)

for 1968, but
1969 figure is

for 1968, but
1969 figure is

(3) This information is not available in the
form requested.

(4) Yes. One (earn in the Pingelly area and
a reserve officer at Karratha.

LAND
Reserves and National Parks: Derails

2587. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(1) What progress has been made in
determining boundaries and declaring
the Owingup Swamp a class "A" reserve
for the purpose of conservation of flora
and fauna?

O'CONNOR replied:
Some progress is anticipated early in
1979, subject to approval of current
proposals. This is dependent upon the
provision of staff and finance.

(2) Under the National Parks Authority
Act 1976 Section 23 (e).

(3) (a) Yes.
(b) This will be determined in

conjunction with consideration of
land use proposals, following an
examination by the working group
on land releases.

(4) Suitable land that becomes available
referred to EPA.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Abrolbos Island Aquatic, Lake Indoon,
and Sooth Eneabba Reserves

2588. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) Further to the recommendation by the

Environmental Protection Authority and
which has been endorsed by Cabinet,
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what action has been taken concerning a
biological research programme in view
of the proposed creation of an aquatic
reserve in the Abroihos area?

(2) What encouragement, advice, and
assistance have any of the following
given to the Carnamab Shire Council in
the management of the Lake Indoon
reserve, particularly concerning the
safeguard of flora and fauna and the
maintenance of its aesthetic shores:

(a) Environmental Protection
Authority;,

(b) Department of Conservation and
Environment;

(e) Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife;

(d) National Parks Authority?

(3) What has been the nature of the
difficulties experienced in regard to the
implementation and fulfilment of
obligations of environmental review and
management programmes concerning
mineral sand mining on the South
Eneabba nature reserve?

Mr O'CONNOR relied:

(1) The division of natural sciences of the
WA Museum is conducting a long term
biological research programme.

(2) Officers of the Department of
Conservation and Environment have
been in frequent contact with officers of
the shire council, and have been
available for consultation on these
matters.

(3) The Environmental Review and
Management Programmes in question
are consequent upon the provision of
industrial agreement legislation. The
question is therefore one for reference to
my colleague the Minister for industrial
Development.

MANPOWER

Study

2589. Mr TONKIN. to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Has the study recommended by the
manpower planning report of the
Commonwealth/State working party

presented on 24th February, and which
was to inquire into the sources and
effects of labour market inefficiency in
matching workers and jobs commenced?

(2) Who is conducting the study?
(3) Is Western Australia represented on the

study group?
(4) If so, by whom?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
to (4) The study was not commenced
following a Commonwealth decision not
to participate. This decision was as a
result of discussions within the National
Labour Consultative Council. The
council submitted that further study
would be fruitless until a standard
occupational classification code was
completed.
The Commonwealth was also concerned
with the cost of the study and the
possibility that it may duplicate work
being conducted by Commonwealth
departments.
I would point out that Western
Australia does not hold this view and the
State Manpower Planning Committee is
continuing its study within this State.

MANPOWER PLANNING
Public Service Board

2590. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

Has the State Public Service Board
begun to develop manpower planning at
the organisation level in the public
sector as recommended in the report of
the Commonwealth/State working party
on manpower planning?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

No specific action has been taken by the
Public Service Board to pursue the
recommendation contained in the report
in view of the Commonwealth
Government's lack of support for on-
going action at this stage. (Answer to
question 2589 refers.)
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The Public Service Board has, over the
years, implemented and continues to
implement measures to meet immediate
and future manpower needs by means of
specific recruitment programmes and
various staff development schemes and
courses.

Regardless of the outcome of the
Commonwealth/State working party
rcport the Public Service Board will
continue to take initiatives in this field.

HEALTH

Qestrogen

259 1. Mr TON KIN, to thc Minister for Health:

As he has stated in answer to question
2477 of 1978 that there are no legal
requirements in Western Australia for
warnings to be given to patients as to the
possible hazards of oestrogen
replacement therapy when prescriptions
are dispensed, in spitc of a
recommen'dation by the Australian drug
evaluation committee that
manufacturers supply a patient
instruction leaflet for distribution by
pharmacists to each patient receiving
oestrogen preparations for replacement
therapy, what is the Government going
to do to require that there is a legal
obligation upon retailers to provide the
desirable warning and explanation'?

Mr YOUNG replied:

The Government does not propose to
take any action. As I indicated
ycsterday. the pharmacist does not
usually or necessarily know either the
diagnosis or the prescribing doctor's
rcason for any particular treatment.

I understand that the pharmaceutical
profession does accept the responsibility
of communicating with the prescribing
doctor, if the prescription is a cause for
concern regarding any particular
patient, and will issue the leaflet, if
requested, by the prescribing doctor.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Chemicals
2592. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister

Education:
for

Adverting to question 2488 of 1978
relevant to an advisory committee on the
effects of chemicals on the environment:
(1) What is the name of the officer

referred to in part (3)?
(2) How many reports

committee made?
has the

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Dr Bruce Hamilton.
(2) None, but several reports are in

preparation for the Australian
Environment Council.

CONSUMER PROTECTION
Packaging and Labelling: Submissions

2593. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Consumer Affairs:

for

What is the Government planning to do
with the many submissions made to it,
including the one by the Consumer
Affairs Council, on the subject of
packaging and labelling?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

This matter is still under consideration
by the Western Australian Bureau of
Consumer Affairs in conjunction with
other State bureaux and the
Commonwealth in identifying non-
uniformities in the packaging and
labelling provisions of Acts and
Regulations within the province of the
various Consumer Affairs Ministers.

EDUCATION
School: Lockridge

2594. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Education:

1I) Are there adequate sporting and playing
ground facilities within the confines of
the
(a) Lockridge primary school grounds;

and
(b) Lockridge junior primary grounds?
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(2) Do the students from either of those
schools cross the street to the Rosher
Road reserve for either:

(a) unsupervised recess play activities;
(b) supervised recess play activities;
(c) physical education activities?

(3) Is there an area within the grounds
which would be suitable if it was levelled
and grassed?

(4) Is bore water available for the
development of areas within the school
grounds?

(5) What are the Government's plans to
improve the facilities referred to above'?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(I ) (a) and (b) It is considered that there
are adequate playing grounds and
these schools, like many others, use
nearby sports grounds for games.

(2) (a) to (c) Students are supervised when
crossing the street to the Rosher
Road reserve for organised school
activities,

(3) A school oval is being developed.

(4) and (5) Yes, and upgrading of the
supply is being investigated to enable the
grass surface to be improved.

TRAFFIC

Albany Highway

2595. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister fur
Transport:

(1) Would he provide an analysis as to
numbers, types, origins, etc., of
complaints (if any) received regarding
the traffic density on Albany Highway
between Armadale and the Causeway?

(2) (at) What traffic studies have been done
to establish the -pattern of traffic
density on Albany Highway during
the rush hour periods;

(b) arc their results generally consistent
or are there differences'?

(3) Would he provide an analysis of these
reports giving points where traffic joins
and leaves the highway during rush hour
periods, including the vehicle numbers
at each point?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) to (3) The information required will
take some time to collate. However, I
will arrange for a report to be compiled
for the information of the member.

CHINESE COMMUNIST GOVERNMENT
Australian Visit of Leader

2596. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Further to his answer to question 2419
1978, does he regard it as being a
normal circumstance for Liberal Prime
Minister Fraser to invite to Australia
the Leader of the Red Chinese
Communist Government?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

It is not for me to express an opinion on
the Prime Minister's role in this matter.
For my part, I would appreciate a
forthright declaration by the member as
to whether he opposes diplomatic links
and trade between Australia and the
country concerned. His posturing
through questions on this matter is
becoming a little obvious.

BRIDGE

Swan River
2597. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for

Transport:

What action is being taken by way of
planning and otherwise to cope with the
traffic requiring to cross the Swan River
at or about the Narrows Bridge once the
existing bridge can no longer cope with
all of this traffic?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
I have already advised in replying to
previous questions that it is proposed to
convert one footway to a traffic lane so
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that the bridge can be operated on a 4:3
reversible lane system.
The additional capacity provided by this
improvement, together with the fact that
other improvements to the metropolitan
region road network could be expected
to result in a redistribution of traffic to
other routes, should cater for the
forecasted traffic for the foreseeable
future. It must be expected that there
will be a degree of congestion at times of
peak traffic.
It is considered that there is no need for
any further action by way of planning or
otherwise at this time.

POLICE
A lba ny Clerk of Courts., Warratnr

2598. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(I) Will he table for the information of
members and the public the warrant or
a copy of the warrant which the police
considered necessary to obtain so as to
provide the clerk of courts, Albany, with
authority to release certain documents?

(2) If "No" why?

M r O'N E IL repl ied:

(1) and (2) The Commissioner of Police has
no objection to the member sighting the
warrant, for which purpose I have a
copy in my possession and he may view
it if he so wishes.
However, if he has a specific complaint,
I suggest he states it in order that the
information he desires may be supplied
without further protracted questioning
on the matter.

ROAD
Mitchell Freeway

2599. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Transport:

Further to his answer to question 2414
of 15th November, 1978 relevant to
Mitchell Freeway:

(1) (a) How much longer will it be
before the planning stage of
the fourth stage of the Mitchell
Freeway will be completed;
and

(b) what is causing the delay?

(2) What are the probable
consequential amendments which
are likely to be made to the
Metropolitan Region Scheme in
order to allow the fourth stage of
the Mitchell Freeway to be
commenced?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The Main Roads
Department has submitted
details of a required
metropolitan region scheme
amendment to the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority. The MRPA has
sought comment from the
group planning committee, the
Stirling City Council and the
Department of Conservation
and Environment. When all
replies are available the
authority will be required to
determine the appropriate
amendment procedure and
take the necessary statutory
action. It is not known how
long this lattr action would
take.

(2) Details of any region scheme
amendment will not be available
until replies are received from the
various authorities consulted by the
MR PA.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

Claims for Damages

2600. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Further to her answer to question 2411
of 15(h November, 1978 relevant to
traffic accidents and claims:

(1) Has she now had an opportunity to
study the judgment referred to?
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(2) If "Yes" is her answer to question
2323 (1) of 8th November, 1978
relevant to traffic accidents and
claims factual?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) No.

TRAFFIC
Main Street

2601. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister
Transport:

for

Further to his answer to question 2329
of 8th November, 1978, how much
longer will it be before the City of
Perth's objections relating to the
modification to the intersection of Main
and Brady Streets, Osborne Park, which
were agreed to in 1970, arc resolved?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

The matter is currently under discussion
between the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and council.

CROWN LAW DEPARTMENT
A a iced Law Clerks

2602. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
Further to his answer to question 2420
of I15th November, 1978, relevant to
articled law clerks: for how much longer
is it expected that the matter of the
amendment of section 10 of the Legal
Practitioners Act will be under
consideration?

Sir CHAR LES COURT replied:

No longer than is necessary.

LEGAL. All) COMMISSION
Fundinp

2603. Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:
Upon what basis was the vote for legal
aid for the year ended 30th June. 1978.

namely $100000, increased to the sum
of $269 000 for the year ended 30th
June, 1979?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The increased figure was the amount
requested by the Legal Aid Commission
in its Budget estimates.

BUILDING SOCIETIES

Interest Rates

2604. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
(1) Is it a fact that some building societies

were seriously disadvantaged when they
reduced their interest rates earlier this
year because other financial institutions
did not co-operate with this policy?

(2) Why did this Government allow this
apparent unfairness to occur?

(3) Which financial institutions did not
reduce their interest rates in the same
way as the building societies?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) The inflow of funds to building societies

following the last reduction in interest
rates was satisfactory compared with
previous years. However, there was some
evidence that it could have been
improved.

(2) Building societies determine their own
interest rate structure according to
market conditions. It should be noted
that efforts were made to encourage all
rates to move downwards uniformly.

(3) Amongst the financial institutions with
which I held discussions in February
last, I am aware that finance brokers
and some credit unions did not reduce
their interest rates in a uniform way.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Maintenanice Orders: Payment by Spouses

2605. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:
I) Is it a fact that his department demands

payment of maintenance money from
spouses somectimnes in sums cxcceding
$50 per week the amount of
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maintenance subsequently ordered to be
paid by such spouse by the Family Law
Court?

(2) Has he received many complaints that
such spouses should be required to pay
such sums?

(3) Will he table the scale of rates laid down
by him by way of monetary assistance?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Pursuant to section 12 of the Welfare

and Assistance Act, 1961 the
department has the right to fully recover
financial assistance payments from the
husband for the period before a court
maintenance order is made against the
husband.
In deciding the extent of recovery for
assistance advanced in this period, it is
the practice of the department to take
due regard of the amount of a
subscqucnt order made against the
husband and to seek recovery only to
that extent.

(2) No.
(3) Yes. The scale of rates is common

knowledge and appears in annual
reports, departmental pamphlets and is
consistent with the basic rates for
widows and supporting mothers pensions
paid by the Department of Social
Security.
Welfare and Assistance Act, 1961
Monetary Assistance Scale 8th
November, 1978.
One Parent Families.
Deserted or separated wives,
Deserted or separated husbands.
Unmarried mothers.
Wives or defactos of prisoners.

Basic Rates:
Pa rent
Parent
Parent
Parent
Pa rent
Pa rent
Pa rent
Pa rent
Pa rent

and........child .............
and 2 children............
and 3 children ..........
and 4 children ..........

and 5 children ..........
and 6 children ..........
and 7 children ..........
and 8 children ..........

Explanatory Notes:

Basic rate (for mother) ........
Mother's allowance.............

53.20
64.70
72.20
79.70
87.20
94.70

102.20
109.70
117.20

53.20
4.00

Child allowance (per child)....... 7.50
Supplementary Allowances:
Payable in particular circumstances.
Child under 6 years or invalid
child (under 16).................... 2.00
Rent allowvance up to ............. 25.00
Note: Currently under review following
Commonwealth pension rate increases.

TRAFFIC
Lo ftus Street-Scarborough Beach Road Junction

2606. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will he take action to introduce a third

lane for traffic proceeding north in
Loftus Street and desiring to turn left
into Scarborough Beach Road, Mt.
Hawthorn?

(2) (a) If "Yes" when?
(b) If "No" is there great traffic

congestion occurring at the junction
of Loftus Street with Scarborough
Beach Road because vehicles
wishing to proceed from Loftus
Street to London Street are being
confined to one lane of traffic so as
to allow traffic to turn left from
Loftus Street into Scarborough
Beach Road?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) (a) Not at present.

(b) Congestion is not
magnitude that heavy
is justified.

of such
expenditure

ELECTORAL
Voting: Equality

2607. Mr BERTRAM, to the Speaker:

Is it a fact that whilst question 2202 of
1st November, 1978 may have involved
a legal opinion, question 2273 of 7th
November, 1978 certainly did not
involve a legal opinion but a clear and
simple statement of fact as to the
identification of the reasonable
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restrictions which the Premier says exist
in the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights'?

The SPEAK ER replied:

Strictly speaking, this question is not
admissible but I have permitted it to be
placed on the Notice Paper so that
members may be aware of the reasons
for my ruling it so.
From my reading of the question it
appears that the member is seeking
either my opinion or my ruling. In either
case such a question is out of order.
It is a well-established rule in this House
chat a question may not seek, or offer an
opinion. This is mentioned in the
summary of the rules relating to
questions which was published by
Speaker Guthrie and has been reprinted
as part of the question books supplied to
members.
If the member is seeking my ruling as to
the orderliness of a certain reply, I must
inform him that I could not entertain
such an enquiry at this stage for two
reasons. Firstly, any point of order
should be raised at the earliest
opportunity, as I am sure the member is
well aware.
Secondly, it is not in order to seek a
ruling by way of a question. May's
"Parliamentary Practice" ( 19th
Edition), on page 326 says: "Questions
cannot be addressed to the Speaker on
matters of order or privilege, such
matters must be raised as points of
orders.".

PRISONS

Iinates: Release before Non-parole Period

2608. Mr BERTRAM, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) In what circumstances are prisoners
released before the non parole period,
fixed by a Court, has expired?

(2) Who are the present members of the
Parole Board?

M r O'N E IL repl ied:
(I) The non-parole period fixed by the

Court may be modified by the
application of Regulation 28 of the
Offenders Probation and Parole
Regulations providing for the earning of
remissions on minimum terms.
Leave of absence may be granted by the
Director of the Department of
Corrections, on the approval of the
Chief Secretary for any of the reasons
set out in Regulation 98 of the Prison
Act Regulations.
In addition, a prisoner may be released
when a pardon has been granted, or a
remission of sentence allowed by His
Excellency the Governor in Council.

(2) The Parole Board is constituted from
Mr Justice R. F. Jones as Chairman, the
Director of the Department of
Corrections, and-

John Richard Mackay

Laurence Steuart Turnbull

James Ralph Wilson

Mena Clarke

Sheila Mary Kenworthy.

MONEY LENDERS ACT

Interest Chargeable

2609. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

What is the maximum rate of interest
currently chargeable in accordance with
the Money Lenders Act?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

Twenty per cent per annum.

SESQU ICENTENNIAL CELEBRATIONS

Pensioners

2610. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Is it a fact that some of this State's later
pioneers, namely old age pensioners,
have largely been ignored in the 1979
1 50th celebrations?
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(2) in view of the hard work, dedication and
sacrifice contributed to this State by
those people, will he consider paying
tribute to their efforts by a special girt,
such as the restoration of free bus travel
which his Government took away from
them'?

(3) If "No" is this because he says that the
State has insufficient funds after being
governed for four years by him?

(4) lf "No" to (3), what is his reason?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) No. The 150th celebrations do not
ignore any sections of the community.
They are designed to encourage
involvement of Western Australians of
all age groups, and I am sure our senior
citizens will participate fully in the
planned activities and derive
considerable pleasure in celebrating the
State's achievements.

(2) to (4) One would be entitled to regard
the questions (1) to (4) as political
gimmickry, and I am sure would not be
appreciated by senior citizens.
However, I can advise that in response
to requests from pensioners, the
Government is negotiating reciprocal
agreements with all States, except
Queensland, for the provision of
concessional fares for eligible pensioners
on urban public transport. It -is
appropriate that the scheme will
commence at the beginning of our 150th
Anniversary year.
With regard to the current pensioner
travel concessions. I would also point out
that our arrangements are amongst the
most generous in Australia. Any
reduction of pensioner bus fares would
further impact on the general taxpayer
who is currently being called upon to
subsidise metropolitan bus and train
travel to an alarming degree.

MINING

Pinnacles

2611. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Mines:
(1) Is concern being felt by residents of

Cervantes and surrounding areas at the
possibility oF mining on the Pinnacles
Reserve (No. 28393)?

(2) Will he give these people ati undertaking
that mining will not be permitted on this
reserve?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr MENSAROS required:

(1)
(2)
(3)

Not to my knowledge.
No.
The mineral potential of the area is not
known.

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT

Fees

2612. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Premier:

How many times in the past three years
has the Corporate Affairs Department
increas 'ed its fees and by how much on
each occasion?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

The scales of fee prescribed under the
various Acts and Regulations
administered by the Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs have during the past 3
years been increased as follows:-

(a) Associations Incorporation Act,
1895- 1969
A new scale of fees payable to the
commissioner under this Act came
into operation on 1st July, 1978.
The principal increases were that
the Fee for the issue of a certificate
of incorporation and on change of
name was increased from $4 to $15
and the fee for the Filing of the
Minister's certificate under Section
2 Of the Act was increased from $4
to $10.
The new scale of fees introduced a
new concept in that the minor fees
payable on the filing of various
documents were abolished.

(b) Business Names Act, 1962-1976
The scale of fees payable to the
commissioner under this Act were
increased on 1st October 1977.
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The principal increases were:-
(i) the fee payable on registration

on renewal of a business name
was increased from $ 10 to $ 15.

(ii) the fee payable on the
lodgement of a statement of
change in particulars (form 4)
was increased from $1 to $2.

(iii) the fee payable on the
lodgement of a statement of
change in particulars (form 6)
was increased from $2 to $3.

(iv) the fee payable for inspection
of a document was increased
from 0.50 cents to $1.50

(c) Companies Act, 1961
The scale of fees payable to the
commissioner under this Act has
been varied twice in the past 3
years on I1st January. 1978, and on
Isi March, 1976.
The new scale of fees adopted on
1st March1 1976 did not increase
any of the fees payable to the
commissioner but made provision
for interstate searches by
establishing a basic search fee of
$10 and further made provision for
the sharing of fees under the
recognized company concept by
requiring a local company to pay on
lodgement of its annual return an
additional fee of either $10, $15 or
$20 depending upon the status of
the company in respect of each
participating State in "which it is
recognized which fee is then
transmitted to the State or States
concerned.
The new scale of fees adopted on
1st January. 1978 varied the
concept with respect to fees in that
it abolished minor riling fees
payable to the commissioner.
The new scale of fees; also increased
some of the fees payable to the
comnmissioner. The principal
increases were as follows:.
(i) registration of a company with

nominal capital of $10000
increased from $120 to $200.

(ii) approval of a deed under
section 78 increased from $50
to $250.

(iii) lodgement of a prospectus
increased from $50 to $250.

(iv) lodgement of annual return by
an exempt proprietary
company increased from $15 to
$30 and the additional fee
payable with respect to each
participating State in which
such company has recognised
status was increased from $15
to $25.

(v) lodgement of annual return by
a non exempt proprietary
company increased from $20 to
$75 and the additional fee
payable with respect to each
participating State in which
such company has recognised
status was increased from $20
to $75.

(vi) lodgement of annual return by
a public company increased
from $20 to $200 and the
additional fee payable with
respect to each participating
State in which such company
has recognised status was
increased from $20 to $75.

(vii) lodgement of a balance sheet
or annual return by a foreign
company increased from $20 to
$50.

The scale of fees adopted under the
Companies Act, 1961 is subject to the
Interstate Corporate Affairs Agreement
and all variations to such scale are
required to have prior approval of the
Ministerial council established by that
Agreement.

LAND

National Park: Mi. Augustus

2613. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Further to questions 1739, 1844, 2121
and 2123 of 1978, does the recently
improved road access around the base of
Mt. Augustus comprise dedicated
roads?

(2) What length is not constructed on
reserves dedicated for this purpose?
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(3) (a) If any part of the new road is not on
a road reserve, what legal access
rights are available to the public;
and

(b) has the pastoral lessee the right to
deny the public the use of this
road'?

(4) Did the local authority that built the
road, the Department of Tourism, or
any other authority, consult with the
Department of Lands and Surveys
before building the road?

(5) If so, in view of the fact that Cabinet
endorsed recommendations made by the
Environmental Protection Authority to
set aside the area as a national park, did
the department inform the EPA?

(6) What authority has a local authority to
construct a public road on Crown land
under -pastoral tease, without taking
action to resume the land required and
without the land being dedicated as a
public road'?

(7) Has the local authority initiated-
(a) resumption action, or
(b) action to have the road around the

base of Mt. Augustus dedicated as
a public road;

(c) if so, on what dates and what is the
current situation?

Mrs CRAIG rcplied:
(1) The department has not been able to

trace any dedicated road around the
base of Mt. Augustus.

(2) The extent of road construction is inot
recorded in the Lands Department.

(3) The pastoral lessee could deny access on
such portions.

(4) No such referral has been found.
(5) Not applicable.
(6) The local authority has no legal

authority hut with the landholder's
permission contruction frequently occurs
before survey or resumption. The
practice has obvious advantages.

(7) No action has been initiated with the
Lands Department.

LAND
Reserve No. 21629

2614. Mr I. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) What is the purpose, classification, size

and vesting of reserve 21629 at Meelup?
(2) Has the vested authority the right to

take gravel from this reserve and use it
for constructing or maintaining roads
outside the reserve?

(3) What is the size of the gazetted
Dunsborough townsite and what was the
date of gazettal?

(4) Why was reserve 21629 included within
this towns ite?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Reserve 21629 set apart for
"6Recreation, Camping, Grazing and
Timber" is "C" Class and contains
511.6394 hectares. It is vested in the
Shire or flusselton.

(2) Section 5 (1) (f) of the Parks and
Reserves Act authorises removal of'
gravel.

(3) The gazetted townaite of Dunsborough
is about 873 hectares. Government
Gazettes dated 29th April, 1879, 18th
November, 1898, 26th January, 1912,
30th November, 1951, 9th January,
1959 and 17th August, 1962 refer.

(4) The reserve was created from land
within the townsite.

ROAD
Mt. Augustus

2615. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) (a) Has the Upper Gascoyne Shire

Council or any Government
department consulted the
Environmental Protection
Authority or Department of
Conservat ion and Environment on
proposals to construct the new road
around the base of Mt. Augustus;

(b) if so, which bodies and on what
dates, and were the National Parks
Authority and the WA Museum
informed?

(2) Has concern been expressed to the EPA
concerning the protection of Aboriginal
sites now that this tourist road has been
constructed?

(3) (a) If so, what action has been taken in
regard to this matter; and
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(b) also with respect to the possibility
of other tourist roads being built in
similar areas proposed by the EPA
as conservation reserves before they
have been secured and vested in a
management authority?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) (a) and (b) No.
(2) The Environmental Protection Authority

has no record of this.
(3) It is not certain whether this part refers

to part (I ), (2) or both. Public roads are
declared pursuant to the provisions of
that part of the Local Government Act
administered by my colleague the
Minister for Lands. There is close
liaison between the Departments of
Lands and Surveys, and Conservation
and Environment.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT:
ALUMINA REFINERY
Wagerup: Commencement

2616. Mr TAYLOR. to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

What is the expected date
construction will commence on
Wagerup refinery?

that
[ lie

Mr MENSAROS replied:

It is expected that construction work will
commence early in the new year.

ENERGY: GAS
North- West Sbelf. Pipeline

2617. Mr TAYILOR, to the Minister for Labour
,and Industry:

(1) Have there been any press statements
which indicate that it might be
necessary to give specialised retraining
to some workers for welding and
construction work on the proposed
North-West-Shelf gas pipeline?

(2) If "Yes" would he give details of such
training?

M r O'CON NOR replied:
(I) On the 9th September this year I issued

a news release in which I outlined the
training programme proposed to the
Commonwealth Government.

(2) I am not as yet in a position to provide
precise information as to how many

training opportunities might be provided
under this programme as this will
depend on the Commonwealth's
willingness to provide the necessary
funds.
However, preliminary manpower
estimates in connection with
forthcoming major development projects
have indicated that we will need to train
or retrain a wide cross-section of
workers, and every possible action will
be taken in an effort to ensure that this
programme will proceed. Special
attention will be given to the possibility
of retraining semi-skilled workers in
Order to upgrade them.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
OFFICE

John Doohan
2618. Dr TROY, to the Minister for Labour and

Industry:
(1) Did the State Government Insurance

Office receive a psychiatric report as
part of an assessment for a claim for
workers' compensation for John Doohan
of Willagee?

(2) If such a report did exist, would the
SGlO make same available to Mr
Doohan pursuant to statutory
requirements under the Workers'
Compensation Act?

(3) If "No" why?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) In view of the confidential

nature of the report, it returned to the
psychiatrist.

MINING
Mines Department Annual Report: Figures

2619. MrOGRAYDEN, to the Minister for Mines:
What are the 1976 and 1977 figures in
respect of information normally
published in the Department of Mines
Annual Report under the heading
"Leases and other holdings under
various Aeis relating to mining (TableS5,
Mining Act 1904)"?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The figures requested are contained in
the attached table.
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TABLE S

MINING ACT, 1904

LEASES AND OTHER HOLDINGS UNDER VARIOUS ACTS RELATING TO MIN ING

Total Number and Area of Mining Tenements applied for during 1977 and in
December, 1977 (compared with 1976)

force as at 31st

Applied for In Force

1916 1977 1976 1977
No. Hectares No. Hieciares Nic Hectares Na Hectores

Gold-
Gold Mining Leases 232 1851 315 2630 2 32F 18642 1 928 17878
Dncdginp Claim .~ .te 2 4 395 4 395
Prospct.a Ara . 251 208 22 $05 216 1 763 207 1 646
Temporary Reseves . 42 4908 . 45 5227 1I 1 269

Totals 525 3843 542 4435 2586 26027 2141) 21188

Coal-
Coal Mining Leases 134 16201 1719 202773 130 15076 146 26432
Prspedng 4 4788 7 6876 .2 2384
Temporary Rese-rves .- 3 59950 3 3]i922 S 63 774

To121% . 38 2989 1 r,9 26959 133 18998 153 825899

Oilher Minerals-
Mineral Leae 44 4266 25 1936 815 80 450 730 690389
Dredlging Clainis 5 171 49 3379 217 8663 215 9028
Mineral Claims . 6483 726 492 3657 408 944 11 163 1 131588 13 264 1 370745
Prospecting Areaq 25 193 t0 85 22 192 9 69
Temporary Reserves .. 146 2380959 216 1696950 439 6845232 395 5417943

Totals . 6703 3112081 385 2112i 294 12656 8072175 -14613 6 866823

Other Holdins-131
Miners' Hilomestead Leases 306 12 575 320 13 1
Miscellaneous Leases 1 2 4 17 104 836 95 729
Residential Areas 49 1s 44 15
DusincsAreas Ii.s 1 1 6 16 7
Machinery Areas * 2 I 2 7 28 47 25 35
Tailings Areas 25 40 25 40
Garden Areas - 6 7 6 in 86 138 84 138
Quarrying Areas 30) 273 46 411 178 1 504 208 1 667
Water Rights s .10 3 6 106 314 95 5 793
Licenees to Treat Tailings 87 73 69 .68

Totals 132 314 135 452 966 15478 980' 22 335

Grand Totals 7498 3142:25 623 2858 6342 8 1320678 178 69293

I-AND

Nalional Park: Yancbcp

2620. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservatton and the Environment:

(1) What is the purpose of class "A" reserve
9868 forming Yanchep national park?

(2) Is the tourist facility on this reserve, the
"Yanehep Inn" leased by the National
Parks Authority'?

Mir O'CONNOR replied:

(I) Protection and preservation of caves and
flora, health and pleasure.

(2) Yes.

LAND

Reserve No. 1 7.375

2621. Mr TONKIN. to the Minister for
Conservation and the Lnrvironmient:

(I) What is the purpose of class "A" reserve
173 75 at Matilda Bay?

(2) Who was responsible for Financing and
the construction of the -El Sombrero"
restaurant on this reserve?

(3) Is this site being leased to the proprietor
by the National Parks Authority?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(I)- Recreation.
(2) The lessee.
(3) Yes.
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LAND: NATIONAL PARKS
Authority: Leasing Powers

2622. Mr TONKIN. to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) In addition to the Environmental

Protection Authority recommending
that the additional land proposed for
enlarging the Cape Range national park
be vested in the former National Parks
Board with power to lease (including for
tourism) did the Parks and Reserves Act
also provide the board with leasing
powers'?

(2) floes the present National Parks
Authority have leasing powers under the
provisions of the National Parks
Authority Act?!

M r O'CON NOR replied:

(I) Provided in the vesting orders.
(2) Yes.

LAND
National Park: John Forrest

2623. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Conservation and the Environment:

for

(1) What is the purpose of reserve A7537
which forms part of the John Forrest
national park?

(2) Who is responsible for the financing and
construction of the new restaurant and
tavern for tourists on this reserve?

(3) Is the site being leased to the proprietor
by the National Parks Authority?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:

(1) National park and reserve for native
fauna.

(2) The lessee.
(3) Yes.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Cape Range: Enlargement

2624. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Conservation and the Environment:

for

Further to the answer given to question
21 20 of 1978, as it was possible to retain
class "A" status for the whole of the

Fitzgerald River national park, and at
the same time draw distinction between:

(a) that part which is to be retained
solely for use by the public as a
national park;

(b) and the coastal portion where
varied use in the public interest can
be designated by the management
authority and leased for such
purposes for example, recreation,
tourism, Fishing (see pages 2-12 and
3-13 of' Conservation Through
Reserves Committee Green Book
1),

by declaring two separate class "A"
reserves: why did the Environmental
Protection Authority not also
recommend that the additional land be
added to the Cape Range national park
as a class "A" reserve, with power to
lease?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:

It was considered that the probable
public usage of the coast areas of the
reserves in question would not be
similar. In addition, the fragility and
conservation value of the two areas are
not comparable.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Cape Range: Enlargement

2625. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

(1) Noting that-

(a) the Mines Department did not
make any submissions to the.
Conservation Through Reserves
Committee prior to the release of
Green Book 1, nor to the
Environmental Protection
Authority when Green Book I was
available for public comment (when
several other Government
Departments made
comments-Table Ill Red Book 1);
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(b) the answer to question 24 of I11th
September, 1974, indicates that the
specific concurrence of' the Minister
f'or Mines is not required for
reserves set aside by the Governor;

(c) Cabinet endorsed the EPA proposal
that the additional land be added to
the Cape Range national park, even
when the CTRC drew attention to
the existence of mining tenements
in the area in Green Book 1; and

(d) that referral of reserve proposals to
the Mines Department became
policy subsequent to Cabinet's
approval of the EPA
recommendations,

what is the rationale ror the Government
now not honouring its public
undertaking to enlarge the Cape Range
national park?

(2) How many other similar undertakings
has the Government not honoured?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) The conclusion based upon the
premises (a) to (d) in the question is not
valid. The EPA recommendations
approved by Cabinet represent a long
term programme for land use within the
area which will in time be implemented.

TOURISM
L oans

2626. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:

(1) Are loans guaranteed
development of the tourist
covered by statute?

(2) IIr so, which Act?
(3) lfr'not, why not?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) The only contract which has been let is
that for the coal handling plant at Muja
power station and it was awarded to
Noyes Brothers Pty. Ltd.

(2) Their address is: 657 Murray Street,
Perth.

STOCK

Lambs: Northampton
2628. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister

Agriculture:
for

(1) Has he investigated a claim that 50
lambs born in a flock of 1 000 at
Northampton recently suffered
deformities?

(2) If so, what explanation was provided for
this incidence?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) and (2) A verbal report of such an
incident was received. However, despite
investigation and contact with all stock
agents and both the shire clerk and shire
president, nio evidence of such
deformities can be found.

for the
industry

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) and (3) Industry (Advances) Act, 19,.,.

MINING: COAL
Collie: Handling Plant

2627. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister f'or Fuel
and Energy:

(1) To whom was the contract let to build
the coal handling plant at Collie?

(2) What is the address of this firm?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
RAILWAYS

"Albany Progress"

1.Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Transport:

Will he give consideration to extending
the lire of the Albany train service for a
further two months to enable Albany
residents to enjoy the use of the train
over the Christmas period and also to
enable them to make further
submissions to the Government for the
retention or' the services?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:
The answer is "No". The reason for this
reply is that full consideration was given
to all aspects of this service. For those
reasons the decision was made, having
full knowledge of all the facts, and the
decision will remain.

PUBLIC SERVICE
Public Servants: Retirement

2. Mr TONK(IN, to the Premier:
The Premier will recall (hat many times
I have raised with him the question of
the retirement of people before the age
of 60 years. Noting that the Prime.
Minister has decided to legislate for
voluntary retirement at (be age of 55,
will hc give consideration to this
question of people being permitted to
retire at an earlier age, bearing in mind
that this will assist to some degree those
who are unemployed?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I have made a statement on this matter
in recent days following the
pronouncement by the Commonwealth
Government. The whole question has
been and still is under consideration by
the State Government. However, I
repeat my belier that we should
approach this matter with great caution.
I do not share the views of those who say
that such a course of earlier retirement
would help employment or
unemployment-whichever way one
looks at it. On the contrary, my view is
that it would be the ones who are fittest
and ablest who would want to retire; not
because they want to make way for
somebody else, but to follow another
career. Therefore, I respectfully suggest
we should look at this matter very
closely. We should not assume that
people who retire at a young age will
move out of the work force to make way
for younger people. On the contrary,
many people with great experience and
competence will be sought after, not
only by private enterprise, but also by
other Governments. This may be very
satisfying from the point of view of the
person retiring as he could follow a
satisfying career for another 10 to 13
years. but it will not create a vacancy.

Mr Tonkin: You -arc out of touch.

Canning Bridge

3. Mr WILLIAMS, to the
Transport:

Minister for

I wish to ask the Minister the following
question of which some notice has been
given-

(a) Is it permissible under the harbour
and light regulations for any vessel
to moor indefinitely at a public
jetty on the river?

(b) If not, why are numerous craft
allowed to be moored permanently
at the public jetty at Canning
Bridge; and will the Minister give
an assurance that this jetty will be
made available for the purpose for
which it was intended?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(a)
(b)

No.
The jetty at Canning
Bridge-Raffles Landing-is not a
public jetty. This jetty was
originally built by a commercial
company as a private jetty and its
control is now vested in the City of
Melville which holds a licence
underthe Jetties Act.

PARLIAMENTARY SUPERANNUATION
FUND

Tabling of Accounts

4. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

I would like to ask the Premier a
question which I asked at the same time
last year. The question is-

Why has not the Parliamentary
Superannuation Fund tabled in
Parliament its accounts for the year
as required under section 8(2) of
the Parliamentary Superannuation
Act? The provision reads as
follows-

In each year the accounts of'
the Trustees shall be audited
by the Auditor General
without cost to the Trustees,
and copies of the accounts
shall be laid before both
Houses of Parliament.
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I have checked with the staff, and
certainly the accounts have not been
tabled this year. This means that for two
years in succession this provision of the
Act has not been complied with.

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I cannot possibly say why it has not been
tabled yet.

Mr Jamieson: You should know what is
going on.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I seem to recall
that these public accounts came to me
because of my statutory position and
that I signed them. I shall check this
matter during the luncheon recess, and,
if they are available, they will be tabled
today.

EDUCATION: PRE-PRIMARY
Report on 0-4 Year Olds

5. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is he aware that the delay in the release
of the recommendations of the
committee on pre-school education for
children aged 0-4 years is causing
concern amongst those responsible for
planning next year'?

(2) Can he say what stage has been reached
in the consideration of the report and
when it is likely to be made public?

(3) Is the Government in the process of
making new arrangements for the
funding of community-based
kindergartens?

(4) If the answer to (3),is "Yes", what will
be the effect of such changes?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) No.

(2) 1 am not quite certain what the member
is referring to when he speaks of a
report. I answered a question in this
House some time ago about the
activities of this committee. I advised
the questioner at the time that an
interim report had been received in
December of last year. Certain
recommendations were made, one of
which was a further outside
investigation of various Government
departments so far as the activities of
the instrumentalities and programmes
relating to children in the 0-4 year group
were concerned bearing in mind that
several departments and
instrumentalities are involved.
A report from that particular
investigation was received by the
Government, and in the previous
question I advised that that report is
currently being considered by the two
Ministers concerned, and it will
eventually come to Cabinet. I am not
aware that the matter is causing
concern, and certainly no concern has
been expressed to me directly.

(3) and (4) In regard to alterations to
funding arrangements, perhaps the
member knows more about this than I
do. Certainly I know nothing about it.

NATURAL DISASTER RELIEF: CYCLONE
"A LBY"

Lord Mayor's Disaster Relief Fund

6. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Premier:

On the 5th October I asked the Premier
a question regarding the extension of
relief to people who suffered from the
effects of cyclone "Alby" under the
natural disaster relief scheme. The
Premier asked me to notify him of any
cases of hardship in the area.
I wrote to him on the 20th October,
indicating the areas where hardship had
occurred. On the 24th October I
received acknowledgment of my letter
from the Under Secretary to the
Premier's Department. However, I
would like to know when some firm
decision will be made by the Premier
about this matter.
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I will follow up this matter and I will
inform the honourable member of the
situation later in the day.

H EA LTH
Wittenoomn Residents

7. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Health:
With regard to the question without
notice I asked him on Tuesday
concerning the dust sampling
programme at Wittenoom, is he now
able to tell me-
(I) when and why the programme was

suspended;
(2) whether it has been resumed and, if

so, when;
(3) how long it will continue;
(4) whether there have been any results

from the testing yet, and, if so,
what they show;

(5) whether and when the results will
be made known to Wittenoom
people?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I thank the member for Maylands for
adequate notice of this question-almost
a week, in fact. The answer is as
follows-
(1) The 16th September, 1978. The

reason for the suspension was
technical; the purpose was to check
that the pumps were operating at
the correct flow rate for optimum
assessment of the dust
concentration.

(2) It was resumed last Wednesday.
(3) For at least the next three months

during the period of easterly winds.
(4) Preliminary results indicate

exposure to fibre concentrations
between 0.01 and 0.21 fibres per
millilit re.

(5) When all results are to hand they
will be published and made known
to the Wittenoom townspeople.

ANIMAL QUARANTINE STATION:
BICTON
Transfer

8. Mr HODGE, to the Premier:
(1) Have negotiations between the State

Government and the Federal
Government over the transfer of the
Bicton Quarantine Station concluded
yet?

(2) If the negotiations are not yet
concluded, what is the reason for the
long delay, and when is it anticipated
that agreement will be reached?

(3) Who has been conducting negotiations
on behalf of the State Government?

(4) Who has been conducting negotiations
on behalf of the Federal Government?

(5) Is it a fact that the Prime Minister (Mr
Fraser) has become involved in the
negotiations?

(6) If "Yes" to (5), why was it necessary for
Mr Fraser to become involved in the
negotiations?

(7) If the negotiations are complete, can the
following details be provided-

(a) on what date will the quarantine
station shift;

(b) what are the financial
arrangements agreed to by the two
Governments;

(e) how does the State Government
intend using the Bicton site?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I thank the member for Melville for
some notice of the question. The answer
is as follows-

(1) No.

(2) As the Minister for Administrative
Services wrote only on the 1st
November, 1978, offering to
proceed with the negotiation of
terms and conditions for the
transfer of land, it cannot be said
there has been a long delay.

(3) The Minister for Works has the
responsibility on behalf of the State
Government, but there have been
preliminary discussions at officer
level.

(4) The Minister for Administrative
Services is responsible on the
Commonwealth side, but he, too,
has officers represent him at
preliminary discussions.

(5) No. I should qualify that answer by
saying: Not to my knowledge in a
direct way.

(6) Answered by (5).
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(7) Although the negotiations are not
yet complete, the following answers
can be provided, although they are
not completely relevant because of
the way the question is framed-
(a) Towards the latter part of

1980;
(b) no agreement has been reached

on the financial arrangements;
(c) no decision has yet been made.

LAND
Reserves Nocs. 26302 and 31738

9. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Conservation and the Environment:

for

(1) Did the EPA recommend that the
former Class "C" Reserve No. 26302 in
the vicinity of the Fitzgerald River be
changed into two separate class "A"
reserves for national parks-one along
the coast with the vested authority being
given the power to lease and the other
without power to lease?

(2) If so, why did the EPA recommend
that the coastal Reserve No. 31738 be
declared class "A" rather than class
"B"?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I thank the member for Morley for
notice of the question, although the
question he asked is slightly different
from the one forwarded to me. In the
first line of the copy forwarded to me
the reserve is referred to as a class "A"
reserve, whereas when he asked the
question he referred to a class "C"
reserve. However, if there is any
variation I will discuss the matter with
him later. The answer is as follows-
(]) Yes.
(2) Because of the importance ascribed

to this section of coast land.

ENERGY: GAS
North- West Shelf: Development

10. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) As it is my understanding that a large

deposit of gas and oil has been located
off the South American coast, is this
discovery likely to delay the
development of the North-West Shelf,
having regard for the American States
agreement?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "No", how long
does the Premier anticipate it will be
before the consortium will be able to
make its decision to proceed, which
decision is necessary before any training
programme for the necessary work force
can be put into operation?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) My understanding is that the discovery
of oil and gas off the South American
coast will have no impact at all in
practical terms on the North-West Shelf
gas. No doubt that discovery will
present some possibilities to the
American nation so far as additional
sources of supply of fuel and gas are
concerned. But when one understands
the complexities of the situation in
America and also the complexities
between eastern and western America,
one can fully appreciate why to my mind
the South American discovery will not
have any practical impact on our
development.

(2) The consortium must let us have its
decision, in respect of whether or not it
will proceed, by the 30th September,
1979. We keep closely in touch with the
consortium and it is in fact right on
schedule, if not a little ahead. Therefore,
we are confident we will receive the
decision certainly not later than the 30th
September, 1979. We are working on
the assumption that it will be a
favourable decision.

HEALTH

Tronrado, Machine

11. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:

Referring to a sub-leader in The West
Australian of the 23rd November
dealing with the Tronado machine is it
correct that the State Government
withdrew the Tronado machine from
service at the Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital in 1976; or was the decision to
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withdraw the . machine made by the
hospital board acting on its own
initiative?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I thank the member for Maylands for
notice of the question. The answer is as
follows-

The decision was made by the
hospital board acting on its own
initiative, and to the best of my
knowledge the State Government
was not involved at all.

FORREST PLACE
Future

12. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
.I would like to take this opportunity to
ask a question I have asked every session
for the past three or four years. It
relates to the negotiations in respect of
Forrest Place. I have been told variously
the matter is under consideration, that
negotiations have reached a crucial
point, and that an answer will soon be
given. However, as far as I am aware no
announcement has been made regarding
what action is to be taken in respect of
the transfer of the land occupied by
Padbury Building. Has any agreement
been reached, has the matter lapsed, or
are negotiations proceeding?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I cannot be precise regarding the exact
state of the negotiations. The answer I
received to my last inquiry was to the
effect that the negotiations were
proceeding satisfactorily so far as the
Commonwealth Government was
concerned. At that time we had worked
out financial arrangements. We were
not altogether happy with them, but
they were announced at the time and we
have accepted them in the interests of
finality. So far as the Perth City Council
and the State Government are
concerned the final details and all the
related planning matters are to the best
of my knowledge proceeding
satisfactorily with complete accord, and
with as much expedition as is possible in
a matter of such complexity.

Mr Davies: Four years?

EDUCATION: DIRECTOR GENERAL
Correspondence with City Beach School Principal

13. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Education:

Was the letter sent recently by the
Director General of Education to the
principal of the City Beach Primary
School, which letter apparently said that
comments about that gentleman by the
Minister for Tourism in another place
were not substantiated by Education
Department records, sent with his
knowledge and/or approval?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

The member seems to be more aware
than I am of the correspondence of the
director general of a personal nature
regarding comments made in another
place. However, in this case the director
general did make me aware of the letter.
The letter responded to a specific
request in respect of whether certain
information was on Mr Roberts' file.
The request was answered by the
director general in those terms.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT:
GOVERNMENT

Dress in Legislative Assembly Chamber

14. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Did the Premier notice that last week in
the searing heat and oppresstve
conditions prevailing in this Chamber,
all of his Government members at all
times wore coats or their equivalent?

(2) Is this a result of his policy or a matter
for individual or unanimous decision of
Government members?

(3) In either case, would the Premier have
the position reviewed, since the practice
of the Government is putting the
common sense of all the members of this
Assembly into question and causing
them to be subjected to public ridicule
and contempt?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (3) If all the members on the

Government side in fact were wearing
coats, I am proud of them.

Mr Davies: It shows how stupid they are.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In any case, I have
more important things to do than run
around worrying about the dress of my
members. It is not for me to say what
people should wear in this place. Mr
Speaker basically is responsible for
setting the standards and in asking-as
far as he can ask-for certain standards
to be observed. My understanding is that
Mr Speaker does ask that we observe
decent standards. In my own instance, I

wear a coal and a lie because I want to,
not because of what I am told. I would
like to feel members on this side feel and
act accordingly.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn wanted
to know whether I had given a direction,
or whether my party was going to make
a decision on the matter. Quite frankly,
I do not think we would waste the time
of our party meetings to discuss matters
of this kind. I am certain members on
my side do not expect the matter to be
raised at party meetings, and resolutions
passed. I hope they will continue to wear
clothes they think are appropriate to the
dignity of this place.

Government members: Hear, hear!
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