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The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took
the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

PORNOGRAPHY

Exploitation of Children: Petition

MR GREWAR (Roe) [4.32 p.m.]: I present a
petition from 14 citizens of Western Australia
praying for greater protection of children from
sexual exploitation.

I certify that the petition conforms with the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 40).

PORNOGRAPHY

Exploitation of Children: Petition

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [4.33 p.m.]: I
present a petition from 28 citizens of Western
Australia in similar terms to the one just
presented by the member for Roe. I certify that
the petition conforms with the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 4 1).

PORNOGRAPHY

Exploitation of Children: Petition

MR HODGE (Melville) [4.34 p.m.]: I also wish
to present a petition along similar lines. The
petition is signed by 15 citizens of Western
Australia and I certify it conforms with the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 42).

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGATIONS

Report: Tabling

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): I
have for tabling the report of the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative Investigations.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I. Uranium (Yeelirrie) Agreement Bill,
2. Nuclear Activities Regulation Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
Mensaros (Minister for Industrial
Development), and read a first time.

3. Explosives and Dangerous Goods Act
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Mensaros (Minister for Mines), and
read a first time.

COLLEGES BILL

Report

Report of Committee adopted.
Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr P. V.
Jones (Minister for Education), and transmitted
to the Council.

OFF-ROAD VEHICLES BILL
Order Discharged

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-P-emier)
[5.22 p.m.]: I move-

That Order of the Day No. 2 be
discharged from the notice paper.

I discussed this matter with the Leader of the
Opposition yestdiday.

Question put and passed.
Order discharged.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) BILL
Second Reading

MRS CRAIG (Well ington-M inister for Local
Government) [5.23 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bfill be now read a second time.
Members will recall that a Bill titled the Off-
Road Vehicles Bill was introduced into this
Parliament carlier.this year.

When introducing that Bill, the then Minister
for Local Government indicated that it was not
the Government's intention to endeavour to have
the Bill passed during that sitting of Parliament.
It was proposed that it be carried over to the
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spring session, and, during the intervening time,
there would be an opportunity for those with an
interest in the matter to consider carefully the
Dill's detailed provisions and offer comment.

That Bill certainly aroused a great deal of
public interest. Well in excess of I50 submissions
and comments have been received from a variety
of interests. Not one of these submissions or
comments totally opposed the principal objective
of the Bill; that is, the prevention of the
indiscriminate use of vehicles off the road.

I believe that public opinion is strongly in
support of the need for certain restrictions on the
use of off-road vehicles.

Noise nuisance, damage to the environment,
and the potential risk to life and limb, both of the
user and the ordinary citizen, from the
indiscriminate use of off-road vehicles, are areas
of concern to the public.

On the other hand, off-road vehicle users argue
that the responsible majority of their number is
being unfairly compared with the irresponsible
few. They say that off-roading is a sport to many
and a recreation or pastime to a great many more.

It was with all of these views in mind that the
Control of Vehicles (Off-road areas) Bill was
prepared.

The Bill proposes a compromise between the
requirements for restrictions on noise and
irresponsible use and the need to recognise the
sporting and recreational aspects of off-road
vehicle use.

Whilst several of the provisions of the earlier
Bill have been included in this Bill, in many other
aspects the Bill differs substantially from its
predecessor.

By far the most significant single objection to
the earlier Bill to come from the submissions and
comments related to the restriction provided on
the use off the road of vehicles that are licensed
under the Road Traffic Act. Strong
representations were made by groups such as the
Amateur Anglers and Four-Wheel Drive Clubs
opposing this restriction in the earlier Bill.

The new Bill clearly distinguishes between off-
road vehicles-that is, vehicles not licensed under
the Road Traffic Act-and vehicles that are
licensed under the Road Traffic Act.

Under the Bill, off-road vehicles will be
permitted only in special areas set aside for their
use and on private land but only where the owner
or occupier has first given his consent.

This general restriction will not apply to
vehicles licensed under the Road Traffic Act.
Although generally these vehicles will not fall

within the restrictions under this Bill, there is
power for the Governor, in very special
circumstances, to prohibit their use in particular
locations.

These "prohibited areas" wilt be very special
locations where because of environmental reasons
or the proximity of the land to residential areas, it
is necessary to impose a total prohibition on
vehicles entering these locations.

The Bill further recognises that whilst any
particular area of land should be closed to all
vehicles, there may be parts of that area which it
is appropriate to leave open to vehicles, either
generally or of particular types, for purposes such
as providing access to other locations.

In the explanation of how these provisions
would operate I give as an example an
environmentally fragile location along the beach
front. To protect a section of coastal dunes we
may declare that area of the beach front to be a
prohibited area. Through the prohibited area
there may be tracks and vehicular access routes
used by beach fishermen and the like as a means
of getting to the beach front. These tracks and a
limited section of the ocean foreshore may be

excluded from the prohibited area restriction to
enable Fishermen and others to gain access to the
beach.

Another situation envisaged in relation to
prohibited areas is the undeveloped land
immediately adjacent to residential areas. Here it
may be necessary to impose a prohibited area
restriction in relation to certain classes of
vehicles-for example, motorcycles that are
licensed under the Road Traffic Act-bcuse
their use of the land causes as great a nuisance to
the adjoining residents as off-road trail bikes and
the like.

Here, we have recognised clearly the legitimate
needs of a very wide spectrum of off-roaders.
Amateur fishermen, four-wheel drive users, and
the family picnic group will not generally be
restricted in their use of our countryside. The
sporting pursuits of trail bikes, dune buggies, and
other recreational vehicles will be catered for
within designated permitted areas.

Before any permitted area or prohibited area
can be established, the Bill requires that public
notice First be given of the proposal. The local
municipal council, Department of Conservation
and Environment, adjoining landowners and
others having an especial interest will all be
advised of the proposal and given an opportunity
to comment.

The Sill provides for the establishment of an
advisory committee to consider proposals for
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permitted and prohibited areas, invite comments
and submissions and make recommendations to
the Minister. The advisory committee comprises
five permanent members; a chairman, two
representatives from local government, and two
persons with experience in the operation of off-
road vehicles. Expert advice from Government
departments will be available to the committee
and there is provision for the Minister to co-opt
other persons as considered necessary.

The enforcement of the provisions of the Bill
will rest in the hands of authorised officers.
Authorised officers will include all members of
the Police Force, a range of Government officials
appointed by the Minister, and local government
officers appointed by municipal councils.

There is provision also for the Minister to
permit councils to appoint elected members as
authorised officers in situations where distances
or lack of personnel require members to take over
this responsibility.

Authorised officers will be empowered to stop
vehicles that are contravening the provisions of
the legislation, require certain information from
the owner or driver, issue infringement
notices-on-the-spot fines-or prosecute for
offences.

In special circumstances an authorised
officer also will be empowered to impound
vehicles. An authorised officer will be entitled to
impound any vehicle, where he is unable
satisfactorily to establish the identity of the owner
or driver and the vehicle is neither licensed under
the Road Traffic Act nor registered as an off-road
vehicle.

Because it requires a degree of technical
expertise, only a police officer will be empowered
to impound a vehicle that is considered likely to
be dangerous.

In addition to the provisions I have just
explained, I now wish briefly to bring to the
attention of members some of the other major
provisions of the Bill.

Not all of our vast State experiences problems
with off-road vehicles. Therefore, provision is
made for any portion of the State to be exempted
from any of the control measures contained in the
legislation.

The effective implementation of this legislation
will depend to a great extent on the degree of
involvement of the local municipal council.
Obviously, where a council is of the opinion that
no restriction on off-road vehicles is necessary in
its district, that district could be exempted from
the provisions of the legislation.

Registration of off-road vehicles is compulsory.
The only vehicles exempted from the registration
requirements are vehicles already licensed under
the Road Traffic Act, and vehicles that are used
exclusively on private land. The registration
requirements have been included primarily for
identification purposes and to establish the
responsibilities and liabilities of the owner of an
off-road vehicle. Farm vehicles, heavy
construction and mining equipment and
competition vehicles used solely and exclusively
on club grounds-that is, private land-will not
have to be registered.

However, the owner of any such vehicle who
proposes to use or allow his vehicle to be operated
in the ordinary off-road situation will be required
to register that vehicle.

The fee for the registration of an off-road
vehicle is to be prescribed in regulations. It is
proposed that this fee be kept to a minimum and
that the amount be sufficient only to meet the
costs of the registration system.

The minimum age for the driver or rider of an
off-road vehicle is eight years. This does not apply
where the vehicle is used on private land with the
owner's consent, which would include such
situations as youngsters operating vehicles on
their parents' properties and the junior members
of mini-bike clubs competing on club land.

Any person registering an off-road vehicle will
have to have attained the age of I8 years.
Although this provision differs from the Road
Traffic Act, this Bill places a liability on the
registered owner of an off-road vehicle for
offences and other consequences of the use of an
off-road vehicle by an under-aged driver. Thus
the Bill requires that an adult, either parent or
guardian or some other person, be the registered
owner and accept responsibility for an off-road
vehicle.

The absence from the Bill of any provisions for
third party insurance is one aspect which I believe
requires a brief explanation. When embarking on
the preparation of the earlier legislation, the
Government proposed that the feasibility of a
compulsory third party insurance provision be
examined. A detgiled study was undertaken both
in relation to the experiente in Victoria with third
party insurance for off-road vehicles and the
possible situation in this State.

The study indicated that to provide a
compulsory third party insurance scheme would
require either extraordinarily high premiums from
off-road vehicle owners or a substantial
commitment in the form of a subsidy from the
Government. The relatively small number of

4416



[Wednesday, 1st November, 1978] 41

vehicles involved and the very high risk factor
meant that a suitable third party scheme could
not be implemented. Whilst third party insurance
may be available to some off-road vehicle owners
from their own insurance companies, it was felt
that as no comprehensive scheme was available to
all, the legislation could not insist on third party
insurance.

I believe this Bill provides both sensible and
adequate measures to control the use of vehicles
in off-road areas, and at the same time recognises
the sporting and recreational requirements of off-
roaders in a way that is acceptable to the
community.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Mr Carr: Do you intend to proceed with the

passage of this Bill this session?
Mrs CRAIG: Yes.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Carr.

APPROPRIATION BILL (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND)

In Committee
Resumed from the 26th October. The

Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in the
Chair; Sir Charles Court (Treasurer) in charge of
the Bill.

Part 2: Premier aPl Treasurer-
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) 15.35 p.m.l: I

promise not to speak as long on this part as I did
on the previous part.

Mr Blaikie: Hear, hear!
Mr JAMIESON: The member for Vasse ought

~to talk; he should be the last one to say that.'
I would like to address myself to a couple of

matters associated with this part. I refer Firstly to
the London Agency and the Tokyo Agency. I wish
to mention also the allocation of funds to certain
bodies under the Miscellaneous Services vote.

First of all, I think we are getting to the stage
where we must consider upgrading the Tokyo
Agency. I indicated this in an earlier debate.
When I was in Tokyo I attended a reception at
the Australian Embassy, and whilst I realise the
Federal Government has all the money in the
world to spend on its embassies by comparison
with the Statcs, I noticed that even the State
representatives arrived in chauffeur-driven cars
belonging to the respective State offices. When
they left the function they were picked up by the
same cars.

As I have pointed out, Western Australia is
Japan's greatest trading partner, and yet we have
a lesser situation than the other States. Our office

(239)

in Tokyo does not have a ear. When I was in
Tokyo with Mr O'Brien the Japanese made my
stay very pleasant. When I went to talk to a
Minister in the Japanese Government it was
necessary for him to call for me in a hire car.
Probably he could have been better occupied in
his own office if we had an official person able to
do this. The same applied when I was met at the
airport, which is a long way from .the city. If
someone has to meet a person at the airport it
probably takes the best part of a day of his time.
We should have someone on the staff who is
trained to do that sort of work.

1 had the same experience with the ambassador
in Athens. A car was sent to meet me, driven by a
fellow who was trained in meeting people, and he
was able to extend great hospitality by taking me
into the city and setting me up in a local hotel.

When our own office in London is aware that a
person of standing within the Parliament is
visiting London, the staff at least try to meet the
person and to see that he leaves with the
minimum of problems. A special officer is
available to drive people around. Incidentally, I
do not see that officer listed as a driver in the
Estimates; he must be included as an undercover
man or a clerk in the establishment of the office.

I realise such an officer would be necessary also
in the Tokyo office. That office has only three
personnel. They are a trade officer, a marketing
officer, and a typist. I could readily identify the
typist, but I could not identify the other two.
When I was there with Mr O'Brien I saw a
Japanese clerk was employed in the office, and I
presume he must be either the trade officer or the
marketing officer.

Sir Charles Court: ie is the marketing officer.
Mr JAMIESON: [ think that title is a bit

highfalutin in an office with only three personnel.
It appears to me the other States are upstaging

Western Australia because some of them have
much less need than we have for an establishment
in Tokyo, and yet they provide much more front
to their offices. The Japanese are inclined to place
great importance on face, and they must think we
are a poor relation of the other States. I would
hate to think they place us in that category. We
are important to the Japanese in our standing and
trade association with them, and we should at
least bring our office up to the standard of the
offices of other States.

Again, I realise New South Wales and
probably Victoria have much more money than
we have to spend on agencies. Nevertheless, our
agency should be reasonably well equipped so that
it may operate properly in Tokyo which is a trade
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centre of such vital importance to Western
Australia. The Premier should give some thought
to that matter.

I now turn to the Miscellaneous Services vote,
which covers a multitude of sins, bides many
problems, and grants funds to various worth-while
benevolent organisations-some of which
probably are not so worth while in the opinion of
some people. The first item to which I wish to
refer is the grant of $12 900 to the Sixth United
Nations Congress on Crime Prevention and
Treatment of Offenders. The other item is the
United Nations Association of Australia, which
has been granted $6 000 this year, although it was
granted $10 000 last year.

I wonder where the Government stands in
respect of the activities of the United Nations.
For instance, recently in this Chamber a more
senior member on the Government side-he is not
in his place at the moment-very clearly
indicated across the Chamber that he thought the
United Nations was a ratbag Organisation run by
ratbags. I want to know whether the Premier
agrees with that comment, or whether he intends
to dissociate himself from it.

I attended a function the other night as the
representative of the Opposition. Unfortunately
no Government representative was there, although
it is true the Premier sent his apologies. However,
the United Nations is an important Organisation.
If the world is to succeed at all we must have such
bodies as the United Nations Association; and we
should not get to the stage where we have abusive
remarks being made across the Chamber as to the
standing of such associations.

It is interesting that the member to whom I
refer commented in the debate last night on
certain covenants of the United Nations; so I
would assume they have some standing in his
eyes. I would like the Premier to reassure us that
the Government has a rapport with the United
Nations Association and the United Nations
itself. We cannot agree with everything the
United Nations Organisation does-nor do we
agree with everything the Federal Government
does-nevertheless, we surely must appreciate the
United Nations is the nearest thing we have to a
worthy Organisation which can co-ordinate
activities for the betterment of mankind. Even if
only for that purpose, and forgetting the
covenants and agreements, the United Nations is
to some degree a worth-while forum for OUr
various representatives. I hope that in the future
more temperate language will be used in relation
to the United Nations as an Organisation.

Sir Charles Court: We gave them a special
grant of $5000 in each of the two previous years
to enable them to reorganise. That is why the vote
appears to be lower.

Mr JAMIESON: That could be an explanation
on the vote. That is just an aside.

Recently I was privileged to visit the
headquarters of the United Nations Organisation
in Geneva and in New York. I did not have much
time to spend in New York. Nevertheless I am
satisfied that in the parts of the world where the
headquarters are, endleavours are being made
towards the betterment of mankind. The
Organisation deserves our support.

The United Nations Organisation will not
perform all the functions that we require from our
political point of view and from the political point
of view of the Government. We need to be
reasonably tolerant of the Organisation, because it
has problems to overcome. Our problems are
minute by comparison. The United Nations
Organisation is a worth while one to support. This
is a matter we should look at in the future.

There is an item in the Miscellaneous Services
Division which the Premier had not previously
budgeted for, and that is in relation to the Court
of Disputed Returns. There was an amount of
$100 000 spent in relation to that.

The Premier claims that the Budget has been
balanced. Of course it has not been balanced
when amounts like that are able to be found. The
Budget has been juggled; it has been altered; it
has been shifted around to suit the purposes of the
Government. I have no great arguments with that,
I suppose. All Governments do this sort of thing.

However, I take issue with the fact that the
Government found $100 000 in connection with
that particular incident, If on another occasion
poor Bill Bloggs was faced with a Court of
Disputed Returns action, I would require an
assurance from the Government that a similar
attitude would be taken in relation to him. I do
not think it would be taken.

This sort of action has not been taken before.
Everybody seems to have been responsible for his
own costs, as in an ordinary court of law. It is true
that this action was undoubtedly organised on the
part of the Government to prevent a member of
the present Cabinet from becoming bankrupt. He
would have become bankrupt if he had been solely
responsible for the costs.

If a person is found guilty in a court of law, he
has a responsibility to the community and he
should be made bankrupt. That is very just
punishment. If an offence was committed-and
the Court of Disputed Returns ruled that it
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was-the person concerned should pay the
penalty.

There was no penalty involved on this occasion.
I would suggest that the distribution of funds
under those circumstances is not in the best
interests of the community.

I was associated with the initial moves to take
the case to the Court of Disputed Returns. My
own party was receiving advice from lawyers, and
the lawyers said that the case could cost up to
$500 000. We knew that before we started. It was
frightening! As a matter of fact, the member for
Mt. Hawthorn, with his knowledge of legal costs,
was very concerned. Our executive decided at a
meeting which was open to the Press that we
would continue with the action as it concerned an
important principle. We went to the trouble of
obtaining the assistance of a Federal ALP
authority to help us.

The picture on the other side was not so rosy.
No action was taken by the political party
concerned to obtain sponsorship, and nobody was
asked to help. The assistance should have been
received from another organisation, not from the
Government of the day. It is wrong that the funds
of the people should have been allocated in such a
way.

On any future occasion we will be seeking
treatment of a similar nature for people less
fortunate than the Minister. The Minister wished
to be protected by the Government, undoubtedly,
so that he could retain his seat in this Parliament.
It is quite unnecessary to say that the law should
apply equally to all people in the community. It
did not on that occasion, because there was no
effect on the Minister except that he would have
had sleepless nights, as would any person involved
in such a circumstance.

I suggest to the Government that in future it
should watch its step when it moves into areas of
financing such as this. I would not like to think
that this will be the pattern, or 1 would become
very angry, if some person who had a just case
was left with a considerable bill of costs.

Mr O'Neil: You made the point that the guilty
person should be expected to pay when found
guilty. What did you mean by that?

Mr JAMIESON: In this case, the person had
wronged, or his supporters had wronged. If it had
been the supporters of Mr Bridge, it would have
been the other way around. The Government
would have been prepared to put in the boot, and
it would have charged him as much as possible.
The Minister knows very well-

Mr O'Neil: What was the finding of the Court
of Disputed Returns?

Mr JAM IESON: The Court of Disputed
Returns brought down a finding that the election
was void because a number of electors had been
prevented from voting when they should have
been able to vote at the original election. That is
basically-

Mr O'Neil: Was a degree of guilt apportioned
by the judge?

Mr JAMIESON: The degree of guilt has
nothing to do with it. I am making the point that
a concession extended to one should be extended
to all.

Mr Q'Neil: You said that the one who was
guilty must be made to pay.

Mr JAMIESON: The Deputy Premier is not
going to say the person who brought the case
against the successful member was the guilty one
on that occasion?

Mr O'Neil: You are assuming something there.
A Court of Disputed Returns is not a court of
law.

Mr JAMIESON: When one looks at the result,
one is entitled to assume that there was a degree
of guilit.

If the boot had been on the other foot, it would
have been put in very deeply. There is no doubt
about that. I think the Minister was treated well
out of public funds on this occasion. If the
Government had not been paying the costs, I ask
the Deputy Premier against whom he thinks the
judge would have awarded the costs. It would
certainly not have been against the appellant,
because he ruled in favour of the appellant.
Therefore one would assume that the other person
would have been responsible for the costs.

Mr Chairman, in relation to this matter I have
made the Government aware of my feelings. In
relation to the other two matters I raised, I invite
the Premier to take those into consideration.

I suggest we should have more agencies, not
next year but immediately. We should have an
agency in South-East Asia. I will not deal with
that subject specifically because that would
genera lise the debate. I hope that before very long
we will have more agencies Overseas, even if it
means cutting back on the London Agency. More
of our trade is with countries in Asia, and
therefore our activity in liaison should be centred
on that area. To do that, we should have
personnel stationed in those areas.

MR T. HI. JONES (Collie) [5.53 p.m.]: In
relation to part 2, Miscellaneous Services, I would
like to refer to an allocation for the St. John
Ambulance Association of Western Australia. I
refer to the fact that on Wednesday, the 9th
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August, during the grievance debate in this
House, I drew the attention of the Government to
this matter. I bad evidence that at Collie the
ambulance driver was working seven days a week.
In my speech which appears in Hansard No. I I at
page 2104, 1 mentioned the problems being
encountered in several centres in Western
Australia. In reply, the Premier said-

I assure the honourable member his
remarks will be given to the association for
its comments because we want the
association to retain its autonomy. We want
to make sure the centres retain as much of
their autonomy as possible. I would not like
to think the honourable member is
submitting this problem as the thin edge of
the wedge in attempting to have the
Government move into the ambulance
service, because we will not.

That was not my intention. The Deputy Premier,
who is obviously filling in for the Premier at this
stage, would know that following upon this
complaint the association and the union covering
the workers approached the Government because
the problem had spread to other areas in Western
Australia.

In this Budget, there is an allocation of an extra
$336 000 only. I have been following very closely
the reports from centres in Western Australia. I
checked with Mr Kaye-Eddie, because I had
supplied him with a copy of my speech and with a
copy of the speech of the Premier. He agreed with
what I said in the House.

Now limited additional assistance is being
offered. When we consider the question of
inflation and the problems being experienced in
Western Australia generally by the St. John
Ambulance Association, I feel that the
Government could have done better. It has
allocated only another $336 000 for this financial
year. In view of the immense problems being
faced throughout Western Australia, I am of the
opinion that the reallocation of the additional
amount will not be sufficient to overcome the
problems being encountered.

I ask the Deputy Premier to comment on this
matter and to advise whether the St. John
Ambulance Association is happy with its
reallocation. I ask the Deputy Premier whether
the problems, which are known to the
Government, will now be overcome as a result of
the increased expenditure in this section.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) [5.55 p.m.]: I
notice that in the items under the Miscellaneous
Services Division of part 2 the Good Neighbour

Council has been allocated $2 000. That amount
is precisely the same as that allocated last year.

In this Parliament I have raised the matter of
the closure of the Good Neighbour Council. I
have expressed concern on behalf of the
organisation itself and on behalf of a considerable
number of people who are worried about the
consequences of the action which wilt be taken by
the Commonwealth Government. It is unfortunate
and regrettable that the State Government-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member is
he going to comment narrowly on one of the
items? If so, it might be more appropriate if he
spoke to it at the stage when items are being dealt
with. The time now is considered to be the time
for members to speak more generally.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I will accept your guidance
on that, Mr Chairman. What I was considering
was that I am entitled to a considerable length of
time in discussing ,he part generally. I shall
content myself with leaving it to the time when
the item is discussed.

MR McIVER (Avon) [5.59 p.m.]: I wish to
draw attention, under part 2, to the question of
the Isolated Childrens Hostel. I note that the
Isolated Childrens Hostel in Kalgoorlie received
$13 000 last year, and this year it will receive
nothing.

This is typical of what is happening in the town
of Northam in relation to the retarded children's
group. We have just taken over a State house for
the retarded children and have created a live-in
hostel.

Points of Order
Mr BLAIKIE: On a point of order, Mr

Chairman, I rise with due deference to my
colleague, the member for Avon. Are you, Sir,
intending to permit a general debate on the
individual items contained in division 20, Or is it
your intention that members should confine their
remarks to the general division under part 2 and
limit the debate at a later stage to the items
contained in division 20?

Mr H. D. EVANS: On a point of order, Mr
Chairman, I believe the member for Vasse will
not find an item which relates to the matter
referred to by the member for Avon. If the
member does not take advantage of the
opportunity to speak about that matter at this
stage, he will not have the opportunity to do so
later because we do not have an item relating to it
this year.

The CHAIRMAN: I agree with the member
for Warren. The member for Avon is referring to
a matter on which we do not have a particular
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item; therefore, he must take the opportunity to
speak about it now. We would get into difficulties
if we allowed members to speak for 30 minutes on
an item at this stage and then allowed them to
speak on the same matter when we came to the
particular item. That is why I made my
suggestion earlier to the member for Warren.

Debate Resumed
Mr McI VER: I appreciate your interpretati on,

Sir, because this is a matter of great concern to
the parents of retarded children in my district. As
a result of the generosity of the people in the
community we have been fortunate to raise
$16 000 to provide a hostel for the retarded
children. I direct my remarks specifically to the
Minister for Education. It is only a short time
since we have been able to establish this hostel
and now the isolated children's allowance has
been removed by the Federal Government.

Once again the Federal Government must come
under fire. Although we have been operating only
a short time the parents of retarded children are
not now eligible for the isolated children's
allowance. This is ridiculous.

The Slow Learning Children's Group of
Western Australia charges $23 for board and
rental. I am out of my depth here, because I am
not really conversant with all of the aspects of the
isolated children's allowance. It seems to me as a
layman to be a very complex situation. I have not
been able to grasp it or understand it, therefore I
seek guidance from our State Minister.

We have a situation where an application is
made to the Department of Social Security for a
hostel to be recognised. This has a dual function,
because the Commonwealth, Department of
Education must accept us also and pays the
isolated children's allowance to eligible people.
Several of the parents involved are reasonably
wealthy and can afford to look after their
children. A total of eight children are
accommodated in the hostel. It has taken us years
to get it off the ground; but here we have a
situation where the parents have been notified
that the isolated children's allowance will not be
continued.

Naturally the $23 per week which the parents
should receive by way of allowance will have to
come out of the home budget. This is beyond
some of the parents. If they withdraw the children
from the hostel we shall have to close the doors
and we will be back to square one and to the
situation we were in years ago. The people of the
community have subscribed to the hostel and have
enabled it to get on its feet.

Only a few weeks ago the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition in a radio broadcast by
6AM requested the people of the community to
which I am referring to subscribe to our fund-
raising day. Also a number of State personalities
helped us on that occasion.

I am the chairman of this Organisation and
naturally I know a little about its background. We
are seeing bureaucracy operating at its worst. I
appeal to the State Minister for Education to help
us' I shall be writing to him about the matter. I
appreciate your indulgence, Sir, in allowing me to
speak about this matter. I cannot allow the
opportunity to pass to highlight this situation in
Parliament. In all my life I have never been so
infuriated by the Commonwealth Government. It
is no wonder the Federal Government is losing
seats hand Over Fist. It is no wonder it is losing
prestige as a result of the attitude it is taking.

The allowance amounts to ipproximately $500
per annum. The Minister will correct me if I am
wrong.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is right. It is a pro rata
arrangement.

Mr McIVER: That sum is being taken away
from the parents at a time when the community is
endeavouring to give these children an
opportunity to lead normal lives and to educate
them so that they will be able to go out and make
their contributions to the community. I am hot
under the collar about the matter. The Federal
Government has seen fit to take away this
allowance from these children.

I was prompted to address myself to this
subject, because the isolated children's hostel in
Kalgoorlie will not receive anything this year
whereas it received $13 000 last year. This hostel
caters for children who come in from the railway
fettlers' camps to obtain a proper education. Is
not one of our prime ideals to educate these
children? The Government is too interested in the
Mining Bill and not in the education Of OUr
retarded children.

Mr Sibson: That was an individual, specific
amount of money for a particular job. I am
referring to the Kalgoorlie hostel. That money
was asked for to do a specific job in one year.

Mr McIVER: These hostels must be kept
functioning and they cannot function if they do
not receive adequate funds. What about the
breweries? They can obtain thousands of dollars
from the Commonwealth in the way of
inducement payments. What is more important to
us-the breweries or retarded children?

Mr Sibson: I will ask you that on Thursday
night.
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Mr Mel VER: I am not retarded. I have all my
faculties.

Mr Sibson: I did not say you were retarded. I
said, "I will ask you that on Thursday evening."

Mr McI VER: What is the honourable member
going to do on Thursday evening?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member to
direct his remarks to the Chair.

Mr McIVER: Thank you, Mr Chairman. I
shall treat the interjection with the contempt it
deserves. I welcome the opportunity to bring this
matter before Parliament and to indicate the
direction in which we are heading in relation to
the education of these children. We, as legislators
of this State, should be in favour of giving such
children the best education possible.

I do not intend to let the matter lie. I shall
appear on television and make this a very big
issue. I have made strong personal submissions to
OUr senators. I have made strong Personal
submissions to the Federal Minister. When the
parents received their letters last Monday I learnit
of this matter so I have not had an opportunity to
make personal representations to the State
Minister as yet. However, I shall seek his support
and assistance. Knowing the sort of Minister he
is, I am sure we will receive his support,
particularly in the Eederal sphere:

I hope the public will be made aware of the
type of people who control the finances in
Canberra. We talk about our mineral resources
and overseas ventures. The issue to which I am
referring is of far greater importance. We speak
of the profits of the great combines and mining
companies being reduced; but what about our
retarded children? Are they not just as important
and is it not important to retain these hostels in
country areas? We have been endeavouring to
establish the hostel in Northam for many years.
We have to provide $20 000 a year to maintain it.

When I went on air and appealed to the people
of the district their reaction was spontaneous. It
was wonderful to see the generous donations
made to enable the hostel to be commenced.

It is no wonder I feel a little agitated,
concerned, and very bitter that the isolated
children's allowance has been taken away from
these children. At the same time we see the
breweries and other large companies obtaining
inducement payments from the rat-bag mob in
Canberra without even making a submission. I
trust sincerely the submissions will be read in
their proper perspective. I trust also that in the
final analysis of the submissions which come from
this State the isolated children's allowance will be
allowed to continue.

MRt SKIDMORE (Swan) [6.12 p.m.j: I want to
direct my remarks in this part of 1he debate to
two issues which I feel are of great concern to us
all as members of Parliament and as people who
must have concern for others. As members are
aware I was fortunate recently to be able to travel
with a Commonwealth association support
seminar. We visited Canberra, Papua-New
Guinea, the Solomon Islands, and Fiji.

One of the greatest highlights of the trip was
experienced in the Solomon Islands where we
attended an evening function which was perhaps a
little more lively than that which we had endured
during the day. We had been talking about the
parliamentary procedures and the Constitution of
the Solomon Islands Government. I was fortunate
to meet a young woman who was approximately
25 to 30 years of age. She was a graduate from
the Queensland University and had a degree in
agricultural science. She indicated she had
returned recently from an island which was part
of the Solomon Islands group. It took her 26
hours to travel in a boat to the island and the
journey back took 30 hours.

This young lady had stayed on the remote
island for about six weeks. It was intriguing to
talk to her. I found out she was present on the
island as a representative of the Freedom from
Hunger Campaign.

Sitting suspended from 6.15S to 730 p.m.
Mr SKIDMORE: Prior to the tea suspension I

mentioned my great delight at meeting a person
who was working for the Freedom from Hunger
Campaign. I met this young woman, on the very
day she had returned from an island in the
Solomon Islands group. She mentioned to me the
very good work in which she was involved. She
had been away trying to show the villagers that
they would be able to grow certain crops where
Government advisers had said crops would not
grow. She had spent some six weeks doing work in
a practical way with the villagers, and it was
tremendously interesting to listen to her. I would
do her a disservice if I tried to explain in simple
terms what she was doing. She was a person of a
simple nature who was able to express herself
much better than I can. May I simply say she
evidenced a degree of sincerity I find to be
missing in many aspects of funding by this
Government. I say that rather regrettably in
regard to funding for the Freedom from Hunger
Campaign. I cannot understand why the
Government will not fund such a campaign.

The villagers in the instance I have mentioned
Were greatly assisted by the work of this young
woman. She expressed her dismay that generally
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throughout the whole of Australia there had been
a railing off in funding for this magnificent
association. There was a general attitude that the
money was not well spent, and perhaps the
organisation was not doing the job it was set up to
do. Yet, here was a case of one young woman who
could easily have stayed in Queensland and
enjoyed a salary between $25 000 and $30 000.
However, she saw fit to go some 1 200 kilometres
out into the ocean to a small dot of an island and
Work among the villagers. Her self-sacrifice was
gladly given.

When I look at the funding provided in the
Estimates I find that part 2 gives me the only
opportunity to speak on this issue because there is
no estimate for the Freedom from Hunger
Campaign. Last year the campaign was voted a
sum of $9 000, but it spent only $7 500. 1
sincerely trust the Government will be able to
explain why the campaign did not receive at least
$7 500.

Mr O'Neil: Are you talking about the Austcare
Freedom from Hunger Campaign?

Mr SKIDMORE: No, I am talking about the
Freedom from Hunger Campaign.

Mr O'Neil: Well, there is an Austcare Freedom
from Hunger Campaign. I know there has been
some concern about its operations, but it is
probably on the right track now. I believe the
concern was about the ratio of administrative
expenses to the distribution of funds.

Mr SKIDMORE: I hope the interjection from
the Deputy Premier will bring some attention to
what I have said because it seems to me the
campaign is in desperate need of funding. I would
like the Government to open its coffers or find
some way to give some money to this cause which
does a tremendous job, and should be looked at
further.

While speaking in a general sense on part 2 1
would like to look at the question of the failure of
the Government to recognise the tremendous need
for people to understand the environment, and to
be educated in what it really means. People who
have no real feeling for the environment refer to
those who are concerned about our trees, about
salinity, and with the conservation of flora and
fauna, as "eco nuts". However, there is much
more to people who are concerned with the
environment. They are people in our community
who have a depth of understanding and an
affinity with their country and the rest of the
world which transcends the thinking of the
Gcvernment or its understanding of their
objections to the way their environment and the
fauna and flora are treated in this State.

We must be concerned when we find that an
association has been set up in an effort to try to
encourage people to understand what the
environment is all about: That trees really mean
something more than providing shade; that they
are a means of transferring water; that they help
to control salinity in certain instances, and in turn
they contribute much to the well-being of people.
The association which has been set up wants us to
look at the question of the environment in a
different way. When we speak of the environment
we must speak of our flora and fauna, and their
protection.

It could be asked: What the heck does it matter
if a beetle or a worm or a lizard Or a goanna
disappears and is no longer around? Does it really
matter in this great universe? Is it of great
concern to people? I simply say it must be of
great concern because all of these small insects
and animals-beetles and worms-that live in the
forests are hunted by predators. Other animals
depend on them for their survival and they, in
turn, are responsible for a balance in our ecology.
If we destroy any part of it, or take away any part
of it, we destroy something which the people have
a right to enjoy. I am reminded of the issue on
which I have taken some stand, and I refer to
animals in cages. I make the analogy that I would
sooner see an animal, indigenous to Western
Australia, in its natural surroundings of a forest
as distinct from seeing an exotic animal behind
bars. I make that comparison and I believe there
are some members here who understand there is a
big difference.

The acceptance of these things is always
suspect in the minds of people who look for
material matters. They are concerned only with
the removal of resources at any price. The
association which was set up in an effort to get
people involved in environmental issues will not
receive any funds during 1978-79. That is beyond
my comprehension. I hope the Premier will be
able to show me why a committee which last year
received a sum of $25 000 will receive nothing in
the forthcoming year. I refer to the Committee
for the Understanding of the Environment.

Does the Premier and the Government want the
people to remain ignorant of their environment?
Is it a case of keeping the people ignorant so they
will not ask questions? Is the idea that if people
are not told about what is around them they will
not be awkward? I would like to think that was
not so. I would like to think the Government has a
very good reason for its failure to fund the
Committee for the Understanding of the
Environment. If it does not have a very good
reason, it stands condemned because it is saying
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in its arrogant way, "You are not to be told your
entitlements; you are not to be told the reason we
do these things or why we should protect our
environment. You willI be kept in ignorance and,
therefore, there will be no need to allocate money
to you." Or, could it be that the Government has
found this organisation to be a little bit of a
..nigger in the woodpile"? Could it be that the
organisation has upset the Government and the
Premier, or upset somebody on the Government
benches and, as a result, the decision has been
that all 6f a sudden the people in this particular
organisation will not receive any funds? Could it
be that the Government has found that this
organisation has become vocal and has found
reasons to complain about the environment and
those living things with which it is concerned?

Those are some questions which I feel must be
answered by this Government because of its
failure to provide in the Budget funds for the
organisations I have mentioned. What more
worthy cause could one find than the Committee
for the Understanding of the Environment? It
should receive a funding of $25 000. One might
question some of the funding to other
organisations which seem to me to have been
squandered. In many cases t believe the money
which has been made available by the
Government has given very little in return. I
might say that during discussion on the items
under division 20 I will have more to say in that
regard. I find it unacceptable that some highly
worth-while organisations have been forgotten in
this way.

The third matter I want to mention concerns
something about which I have asked questions
over the last few weeks. It is the social question of
housing the homeless and, in particular, the
housing of the Aboriginal community. I am
indeed greatly heartened by the efforts made by
the previous Minister for Community Welfare
and also the work done by his department. It
appears we have reached the stage where
something will be done for the Aboriginal people,
I hope we do not have to wait much longer
because the Aboriginal people in Guildford have
been waiting for quite some time. The Guildford
people are entitled to some direction, but I find
that one of the institutions which has given so
much of its time, and so much of its money and
devotion to people who are homeless and in need
of help, is to be struck off the list. It is no longer
to receive any funding or any grant from this
Government. I cannot understand why that
should happen. There could be a very good reason
thai this particular association is not to receive
any funding. It could be that previous funding

was on the basis of a particular need. I believe the
homeless have a particular need at all times and
any member who would like to accompany me
one night on a visit to the areas where I have been
lately will see a tremendous need for humanity,
and will see how people are suffering because they
have no homes and no roof over their heads.

We as legislators must feel ashamed to see it. If
any members would like to accompany me I offer
them the invitation to come with me one night.

I would have thought the Government, being
conscious of its responsibilities to the homeless,
would go out of its way to ensure funding was
given to a group of people who are contributing so
much in a voluntary way by looking after these
people. I refer to St. Bartholomnews House which
received $5 000 last year, but I find this year it
will receive nothing, It could be the Government
is assisting this institution in some other way.

I have not visited this particular place but I
know of it and I am sure the Government would
know of it. It fills a great need, giving people
somewhere to put their heads down to sleep,
somewhere they will not be woken up at two
o'clock in the morning by the Flying Squad or
shaken out from under a bush alongside the Creek
that runs by the oval at the old Brisbane and
Wunderlich works at East Perth, or down on the
river front where the effluent streams into the
river, or in the East Perth area adjacent to the
railway or the East Perth Hotel, or in the Swan
valley where there are some 300 homeless people.
One would have expected some funding for those
people.

Mr O'Neil: I think you will find a great
proportion of those allocations under the
Miscellaneous Services heading are for special
purposes and that there are other means of
funding some of the organisations.

Mr SKIDMORE: I hope that is the answer I
will be given and that I can be shown the
Government has been responsible and accepted
the challenge. Today there is an ever-increasing
number of young homeless people. At one time
elderly people used to be in this situation of
having nowhere to go. Today a staggering number
of young people are seeking somewhere to put
their heads down to sleep at night. It is beyond
belief. There are in the metropolitan area literally
thousands of young people who have nowhere to
go and who sleep out.

Mr Young: I must say something; I cannot let
it go without saying this. A very large percentage
of those young people choose not to be under the
shelter of their homes. I want to say that without
going into it at any depth.
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Mr SKIDMORE: If the Minister does not want
to go into it at depth, I am left with no alternative
but to answer him by saying that merely because
a person of tender years-16 or 17-determines
to leave the parental home and go out into the
jungle of commerce in the hope that he can get a
job or in the belief that it is better, is no reason-

Mr Young: I do not mean that. I say some of
them choose to do so, and for them the first place
to return to is borne, not to remain in those
circumstances.

Mr SKIDMORE: If one has ever been in the
situation of a young person who has left home-

Mr Young: We could all have been, but we
showed a bit of common sense, and when we
round ourselves in that situation we went back.

Mr Pearce: That does not show much
appreciation of the pressures on a lot of people.

Mr Young: You have been reasonable up to
date. If it is self-inflicted pressure and you want
to continue to survive in those circumstances-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Swan.

Mr SKIDMORE: I would like to suggest to the
Minister that he is adopting an unrealistic
attitude towards people. To understand what
takes place in a family unit, I suggest he should
experience it. I say that with due respect.

Mr Young: I could have.
Mr SKIDMORE: He bridles so much about it

that I think I must have touched him on a raw
nerve, It suggests to me the Minister recogni.ses
all is not well. He may not accept the fact that
there are pressures on the young people
throughout our State today. Sopne youths may go
through their entire lifetime never having a J .ob,
not because they want to opt out of the system
but simply because no job is available for them.
They are the derelicts, the people who are being
challenged today by the Minister and the
Government. Some people are not prepared to be
responsible and accept the challenge; they say if
those young people are not successful in getting
work they should return to the parental home. But
those young people have some pride, whether or
not we like it. Nothing is worse for a youth than
to go back home and say, "I have failed, I have no
job, and I will have to come home. You will have
to keep me or I wilt have to get my dole or
pension and hope we can manage with it." No
youth should be placed in that position today, but
thousands are in it. I see the member for Clontarf
is laughing his head off.

Mr Williams: Of course I am.

Mr SKIDMORE: H-e is typical of the people
who do not recognise the great need of the youth
of Australia today. I want to leave that aspect
because it seems to mc I will not convince
members over there that the need exists-that out
in the metropolitan area of this "great, wonderful,
affluent State" of ours thousands of kids are
homeless because they have no homes to go to.
They come not only from this State but also from
interstate. They come here seeking work and they
do not find it. The dole does not provide sufficient
for them to live a decent sort of life. They sleep
out so that they can at least buy food and move
on to the next place in search of a job. How do
they get there? Neither this Government nor the
Federal Government provides them with funds to
get to Port Hedland to look for a job; and when
they get there they will find another 5 000 or
6 000 people looking for jobs. In turn they move
on to Darwin, Kununurra, Mt. Isa, Charlesville,
or Brisbane. They are frustrated in their desire to
obtain work. Neither the State Government nor
the Federal Government provides the money.
How do these young people get from one place to
another? Can they all thumb a ride to a new
town, a new home, and a new job?

The point I am making is there is a desperate
need for these institutions and more money should
be given to them in a general way. The
Government has failed to recognise the need of
these people. We all know that many young
people who have gone through university are
working as barmaids, barmen, or labourers.

Mr Young: Are you putting forward the
proposition that that qualification entitles them to
work?

Mr SKIDMORE: Not at all: nor do I believe I
would ever put forward such a point of view. I am
saying it is a waste of training-

Mr Young: Of course it is.
Mr SKIDMORE: -when these people cannot

get work. When we consider the attitude of
Governments in this country, we must bear in
mind that they have been challenged time and
time again on the question of employment, and it
has now been admitted by the Prime Minister
that the policies he has enunciated and put into
practice in this country will cause unemployment.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the
honourable member to confine his remarks to the
item.

Mr SKIDMORE: When we are talking about
unemployment we must look at the Federal
funding which is available to people, and we must
come back to the State of Western Australia to
see what it is doing. We cannot divorce one from
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the other. The monetary efforts of the people in
the Eastern States cannot be divorced from this
State. The Premier frequently said that had we
been able to get money or a more balanced
proposition from the Whitlam Government we
would not have the problems we have today. He is
now challenging the Fraser Government on the
same basis.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I again ask the
honourable member to confine his remarks to the
matter before the Chair.

Mr SKIDMORE: I will do so but I was making
the point that we cannot make a division in
funding when we are all in the same pot and all
have our hands in the same basket trying to pull
something out of it.

I am bitterly disappointed about the funding
that has been given in the areas I have mentioned.
I have deliberately spoken in a general sense
because I will not have an opportunity to speak on
this matter in relation to a division in view of the
fact that no money has been allocated in those
areas. I mention for the record the organisations
which I consider should continue to be funded;
they are The Committee for the Understanding of
the Environment and the Freedom from Hunger
Campaign, which surely should receive
consideration. I hope to be advised there is
funding for those organisations in other areas of
the Estimates.

I suggest in conclusion that the people who are
homeless are in desperate need of
assistance-those who have to go to places like St.
Bartholomnews House to be looked after. Perhaps
those organisations have not approached the
Government for finance, but there should not be
any need for them to do so. The Government
should recognise their need and meet it without
being requested to do so.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [7.56 pi.m.]: I wish to
speak on a couple of points, but I preface my
remarks by picking up some previously made
interjections. I agree with the member for Swan
there is a deficiency in the Government when it
relies so much on voluntary agencies, and rather
mean and petty amounts have been allocated to
those agencies to provide for such things as the
housing of young people who are homeless, for
whatever reason.

I say to the member for Clontarf, who was so
vocal on that matter a moment ago, we have to
appreciate that many of the young people of I5,
16, or 17, or even younger, who leave home do so
for reasons which many of us would consider to be
irrational. It is all very well for the Minister, as
an observer, to say there must be common sense

about these things. Members who come from
happy and privileged homes find it difficult to
appreciate the domestic traumas that some people
go through. In my time as a teacher I found
myself involved-as no doubt did other members
who were teachers-with children of 12 and even
younger who simply could not cope with their
domestic situations for emotional or social
reasons. If those traumas are affecting people and
leading to mental instability or breakdown,
someone has to provide for them.

The sad fact of the matter is that in this
community such provision is made mainly
through voluntary agencies. It seems to me it is a
community responsibility. I do not think the
Government is discharging that responsibility by
making a few small grants to the voluntary
organisations which work in these areas. An
allocation of $15 000 to Telethon is not a large
contribution to the voluntary agencies in this
State.

I am sorry the Minister chose to interject along
those lines, because I have considerable regard for
him. It seemed to me when he was a back-bencher
he showed much more compassionate
understanding of the problems than many of his
colleagues. I hope in his first few weeks as a
Minister he is not finding that knee-jerk defensive
reaction most Ministers have is overtaking his
natural propensities.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the honourable
member not to dwell on that matter.

Mr PEARCE: I was provoked into speaking
about it. The particular matter I want to turn my
attention to relates to a different kind of
promotion the Government has been doing, I
believe in consultation or co-operation with the
Federal Government; that is, the rather bizzare
"Life. Be in it" campaign which has been run
through the auspices of the Youth and
Community Recreation Council. I have seen, as
most of us have, those strange and, I imagine,
quite expensive TV ads-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Would the
honourable member please inform me where that
appears? Is it under one of the Miscellaneous
Services items? There are many of them but that
does not appear there.

Mr PEARCE: I am perfectly prepared to have
the Premier or someone else advise me on this.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I am here to advise
you. If it does not relate to Miscellaneous
Services, you will not be able to speak on it.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Chairman, I refer you to
item 164, "Youth Community Recreation and
National Fitness Council" which has an
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allocation this year of $2.092 million. Does not
that in fact cover State Government expenditure
on that campaign and the employment of the
gentleman who is running the "Life. Be in it"
campaign in this State?

The CHAIRMAN: If you wish to speak to that
particular item, perhaps you could raise the
matter at the appropriate time.

Mr PEARCE: The point is this: I wish to talk
about priorities in expenditure and to deal with
the amount of money spent on this campaign. I
wish to suggest the Government has been paltry
in providing money for facilities for people
actually to indulge in recreation in Western
Australia. That is a rather wider area than the
particular item 164.

The CHAIRMAN: If you intend to talk about
funding and so on, that comes within the province
of this debate.

Mr PEARCE: Thank you, Mr Chairman. At
the beginning, I was impressed by the thought
there was going to be some Government effort to
try to get people a little more involved in their
lives and in community recreation. However, I
was astounded when I first saw this very
expensive and oft-repeated television commercial
of a bulbous character called "Norm". He was
depicted sitting in front of a television set. The
wording of the advertisement was so slow that I
am sure Hansard would have become bored had
they been taking it down. It said, "This is Norm.
He is getting up. He is walking."

I thought of the "Wizard of Id" comic strip. I
am not sure whether members are familiar with
it, but the particular one to which I refer is where
the King of Id presents a speech to the Wizard
and says, "This speech is directed to the rich, the
poor, the downtrodden, big business, old folks,
labour and the young. Have I left anybody out?"
The Wizard replied, "Yes, the intelligent."

I fcit that TV advertisement was very much
along those lines. I was not at all surprised to find
lazy Norm had become a folk hero, which was
totally counterproductive to the campaign being
run.

I did not attend the "old cheese and throwing
of the iron balls luncheon" held at Parliament
House on behalf of the "Life. Be in it" campaign.
That was another expensive promotion for
members. However, I could not feel it represented
a serious contribution to the development of
greater levels of physical activity or community
recreation in the community.

It seems to me that the entire "Life. Be in it"
campaign has been an absurd and totally
unsuccessful attempt to try to interest the

community in becoming more involved in their
recreation, The sheer irony of it is that, like most
members, I receive many approaches from various
groups within the community directly involved in
recreation who are seeking greater expenditure on
facilities so that they can involve themselves in
the form of recreation they want.

It seems to me that the expenditure on the
"Life. Be in it" campaign-I will be looking for
some figures; they are not contained in the
Budget; I want to know specif ically how much the
State Government has kicked into the "Life. Be in
it" campaign-would have been better spent on
the provision of recreational facilities rather than
trying to convince people that they should be "w-
a-l-k-i-n-g" as frequently as possible. That would
have done a lot more for life than the television
advertisements are likely to do.

Anybody who is at all involved with physical
recreation will understand that one must walk for
quite some considerable period of time before one
gets any training effect which will last one even
until the next day.

Sir Charles Court: It has done something for
you-it has slowed you down so that we can
understand you, for once.

Mr PEARCE: The advertisement was so slow I
was tempted to tape record it and speed it up so
that I could understand it. Perhaps this is an
irreverent aside on this matter: I compliment the
Government on getting people walking in the way
it has stopped the Parliament House lifts from
operating for the last month or so. I have never
seen so many people walking up and down the
stairs and I am sure they are quite a bit fitter as a
result.

Mr Blaikie: There is only one other part of the
programme left, and that is to stop you from
"talking".

Mr PEARCE: It keeps my lungs operating. I
do not smoke so I will probably outlast the
member for Vanse, yet. I have a head start, too. I
make this point in perhaps a lighthearted way
because I feel there is a lot to be done by the
State Government in terms of expenditure on
recreational facilities in this State in almost every
area. I believe that full use of some of the money
put into the "Life. Be in it" campaign in actually
providing facilities for those people who wanted to
be involved in recreational activities would have
been a better idea altogether.

Really, what I am doing is making a plea for
more money for recreation in a serious and
significant way, and a little less money to be spent
on gimm icky campaigns.
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I also make a plea on behalf of community
organisations. and clubs, particularly sporting and
competitive clubs which are involved in
nationwide competition. I make this point
particularly as we are going into our 150th
anniversary year, and a great deal of State pride
is being espoused.

I declare my self-interest immediately; I am
someone who is interested in the way State teams
are selected and sent across to the Eastern States
to compete. I make the point that most sporting
and other competitive groups receive very little
assistance, if any, from the State Government to
represent their own State.

The only time a significant amount of money
has been put into Western Australia to enable
teams to compete in interstate events was when
the Whitlam Labor Government was providing
money from Canberra, thus allowing Western
Australian teams to go across and compete. That
same level of assistance has not been forthcoming
from the State Government. Indeed, it is not now
coming from the Federal Government. Almost the
first budgetary cut after the November, 1975,
change of Government was in this area of the
provision of money so that sporting and other
competitive and cultural teams selected to
represent their State could be funded from the
national purse. I think the State Government
should be much more sympathetic to the plight of
Western Australian State teams, considering the
very real financial problems our teams face in
travelling to the Eastern States.

I think we all understand that, mile for mile,
Australian air services are among the most
expensive in the world, and that it costs as much
to go to Sydney or Melbourne as it does to go
almost half-way across the world in the other
direction, if one uses the cheapest flight systems.

The team with which I am involved-the
Western Australian debating team-has only
three or four members, and even that team faces
large financial difficulties in order to send its
members to the Eastern States. I wonder how
sporting bodies which have to send teams of 11,
18, or even more find the money.

Sir Charles Court: Some 564 people were
assisted last year, out of last year's allocation; I
think many more will be assisted this year as a
result of the new scheme we started last year.

Mr PEARCE: I was about to mention the fact
some moves have been made towards this end,
and I applaud them. However, they do not appear
to go anywhere near far enough when we consider
that the 564 people who were assisted represent
only 1.5 people a day. In terms of the number of

State teams wishing to go to the Eastern States,
that is a negligible amount.

Sir Charles Court: I think we assisted teams to
attend 54 national championships-and, mind
you, that was only the first year.

Mr PEARCE: I hope the project the
Government has started will be considerably
extended in our 150th anniversary year because it
does seem a good deal of State pride is involved in
sending State teams to the Eastern States.

Mr Hedge: The Government assists only
sporting teams, not recreational groups.

Mr PEARCE: Certainly, the debating
federation had no chance of being funded under
this Government project. I do not know whether
the Government has laid down any parameters or
guidelines; as far as I know the proposal has never
been presented to Parliament.

Mr Sodeman: Did the debating federation put
in an application for assistance?

Mr PEARCE: I do not know; I am not in a
position to speak on behalf of the debating
federation. I am not putting in a special plea for
them.

What I am saying is that, like other rnenmbers, I
am frequently approached by members of State
teams who are struggling to send their
representatives across to the Eastern States. I
have never suggested there was no funding for
this sort of activity. What I am suggesting is that
a very heavy level of funding needs to be allocated
to this area.

Mr Hodge: The Government assists only
sporting teams, not recreational groups.

Mr PEARCE: I am sure the member for
Melville is quite right when he says that only
sporting bodies are assisted. I should point out
also that not all sporting bodies are funded to go
to the Eastern States and compete. In
essence-this is the point I was making with
regard to our homeless young people, and the
"Life. Be in it" campaign-these things are left to
voluntary organisations. They mostly have to raise
the funds themselves and must be satisfied with
some very small contribution from the
Government. It is not a complete contribution by
any means.

The net result is that many people involved in
national competitions or national gatherings are
forced to find their own funds. The member for
Melville is quite right; there are many national
gatherings which are not sports-based to which
Western Australian recreational groups wish to
send representatives. They may not be of a
directly competitive nature and therefore are
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totally ineligible under the terms of the
Government's funding project.

If the Government were serious in terms of
State pride it would be actively seeking out
organisations to fund, in order to send the best
possible teams to the Eastern States to compete in
national championships. Indeed, it should provide
funding to encourage national championships or
recreational events to be held in Western
Australia, because money is involved in sending
teams here.

This is a very important area in which the
Government should be much mare heavily
involved than it is. It would be a good idea during
our 150th anniversary year for the Government to
make a substantial increase in the amount of
funds available for this purpose, and to set the
whole business on a guaranteed, minimum
subsidy basis, rather than the ad hoc handouts
which apply today.

This would enable people to plan ahead with
the knowledge they are going to have at least a
significant section of their required funding.
Nothing is more disheartening to me than to find
State teams being selected on the basis of who can
afford to go. Western Australian athletes,
swimmers, or gymnasts must find their own
money; they beg from friends, relatives, and
neighbours in order to carry themselves across to
represent our State at national championships.

The Premier and the Government have made
great play of appealing to State pride; in fact, this
has been very successful from an electoral point of
view. I believe they should put a little more
money where their words are, and assist these
teams.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [8.12 p.m.]: We on
this side of the Chamber acknowledge that it is
the traditional role of the Opposition to criticise
and dissect, and endeavour to indicate where
funds could better be spent. I am rather
disappointed the member for Dianella. is not in his
seat because on a previous occasion during the
Budget debate he criticised the Government in
respect of a particular organisation not having
received funds. I have waited until almost the
conclusion of debate on this part to give the
member for Dianella the chance to participate
and in fact congratulate the Government for
doing what he said it would not do. It is
unfortunate he is not here to do that, although he
has had ample opportunity to enter the debate.

The matter to which 1 refer is the application
for funds by the GROW organisation in Western
Australia. The member for Dianella made great
play of the assertion the Government was

insensitive to organisations such as this. H-e
implied to some extent that members on his side
had a franchise on compassion and understanding,
when there was a genuine need.

The reason I have entered this debate is to
indicate that nothing could be further from the
truth, and that the apprehensions he exhibited in
respect of funding for this particular group were
completely unfounded.

On the 29th September 1 wrote to the Minister
for Health concerning the application by GROW,
recommending that it be given a second
assessment and that if the Government could
possibly see its way clear it could not do better
than to allocate whatever funds were at its
disposal to assist this organ isation to continue its
operations.

All members who know the activities of
GROW in Australia appreciate its aims and
objectives. We also know it is endeavou ring to
expand throughout Western Australia. I am
rather disappointed that, through inancial
limitations, it has not been able to move into the
Pilbara as it originally planned.

My intention is to create some sort of balance
which the Opposition often says it is here to do.
Whereas the Opposition has had nothing but
criticism while indicating different methods of
allocating funds for this year, I would like to
congratulate the Minister and the Premier, in his
role as Treasurer, for the degree of compassion
and understanding exercised in allocating to the
GROW organisation of Western Australia
$10 000 to assist its operations in this financial
year. We on this side of the Chamber have helped
them with their submission and we will continue
to show interest in their activities and assist them
to the extent that finances will permit. Sometimes
available finances will not permit assistance to be
given; options to assist are not always present.

I would put to the member for Dianella in his
absence that if he had got together with the
administrator of GROW and then gone to the
Minister and Treasurer and asked whether they
were fully aware of the extent of the
organisation's need, I am sure he would have got
the answer he was looking for before raising the
matter in this Chamber.

I congratulate the Minister and the Treasurer
for their allocation and acknowledge the worth of
the organisation for its activities in this State and
throughout Australia.

SIR CHARLES COURT
(Nedlands-Treasurer) [8.17 p.m.]: I will reply
briefly to the comments by speakers to this part. I
appreciate the fact they have taken Lhe interest to
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comment. Unfortunately, most of the items go
through year after year without members taking
the opportunity to speak to them and so rather
than resent the time taken I in fact welcome it. It
has been one of our objectives in recent years to
get people to study more deeply the amounts
being allocated.

The member. for Welshpool referred specifically
to the Tokyo and London Agencies earlier in his
comments. The Government has no immediate
intention of upgrading in any major way the
Tokyo installation, although I am sure this is very
much under review by the under secretary and
others. We do not want to be parsimonious, but
with the tight team we have there we are
producing a far better result than most of the
other States' agencies.

We operate under some restraints because the
Commonwealth Government is rather jealous and
very sensitive of the fact that the States do have
installations there. I will not take up the time of
the Committee by explaining all the sensitivities
which started in Canberra a few years ago.

The fact is that our agent there does not have
his own car. I thought the House would be
thankful for that because having a car, running it,
and getting a garage in Tokyo involves
astronomical costs. If he had a car he would have
to have a chauffeur. When we engage a person in
Japan we get caught up in this life-time
employment arrangement. Therefore, one has to
be careful and not get hooked up with a person
one will be saddled with for a lifetime.

For that reason we have decided right along the
line-and I think it is the right decision-to move
with caution. The man we have has very good
connections because of his previous employment
with Mitsui which enables him to get contacts, in
my experience, quicker, better, and certainly at a
higher level thant most of his contemporaries from
the other States.

We would like to be able to send someone out
to the airport to meet important people, but a
quick costing of this shows that it would involve
another $100000 a year in view of the costs in
Tokyo. One has to consider his salary and his car,
and all the perks of the office. I think we are
doing very well. Rather than being regarded as
poor relations the Western Australian office
established by Mr Slade has developed close ties
with industries such as the chemical and wood
chipping industries, trade concerns generally, and
important Government agencies.

The Leader of the Opposition was very critical
of the amount the State Government made
available in connection with the Court of

Disputed Returns. We were not dealing with a
guilty person.

Mr Jamieson: You keep upgrading me.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course, I mean

the member for WelshpooL It was not a question
of the guilt of any person; it was quite an
abnormal situation and it was the sensible thing
to do in the circumstances. Following the advice
given by the Attorney General-which I believe
was the right and proper advice-I am sure it was
the sensible thing to do.

The member for Welshpool dealt with a
number of items under the "miscellaneous"
heading. The Government has been very helpful
to the United Nations Association and we gave it
a special grant for two years to enable it to
reorganise. It wanted to install a new director.
The Reverend Lloyd Semple is attempting to get
the association organised on a basis where it
would generate some income in its own right. We
gave a special grant and although it appears it has
come down this year, it has in fact gone up by
$1 000 because the recurring grant the association
will get each year has been increased by $1 000.

Mr Jamieson: I am glad you don't go along
with your member's definition of it being a ratbag
organisation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not sure what
the member said. I vaguely remember some
comments across the Chamber. Wlas he referring
to the United Nations or the assceeiat ion?

Mir Jamieson: The United Nations itself.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We are dealing with

the association. I will not comment on the other at
the moment.

The member for Collie referred to ambulance
services and mentioned his previous speech. I
believe the Government has acted properly in this
matter. There is close consultation between
Treasury officers and the St. John Ambulance
Association. We accept and respect the fact that
the association has the responsibility for the
deployment of its assets and personnel. I believe
the Budget figure we agreed on with the
association had proper regard for its capital needs
as well as its operational needs.

The association received a very nice increase on
the previous year; it did better, from memory,
than most organisations and Government
departments because we had to relate things very
clearly to the inflation factor. In my opinion it did
extremely well. Apart from the fact there has
been industrial pressure on the association, I think
most people felt that the Government's side was
handled fairly and properly.
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Mr T. H. Jones: Do you consider the increase
will overcome the problem I referred to in my
grievance debate?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We are not going to
tell the association how to deploy its assets or
men. It is getting to a sorry pass when the
industrial organisation wants to do just that. I will
leave the matter to the association and its
employees to work out.

If we make a fair allocation, I believe that is
the end of our responsibility. The association can
handle it better than we can. The association has
a lot of experience in the deployment of its assets,
personnel, and services. I think if the honourabie
member is quite sincere and frank with himself,
he will appreciate there are industrial pressures
building up in the movement and this is not a
healthy situation. [ hope it will settle down now
with the acknowledgment that it was treated
generously so far as the State Budget allocation is
concerned.

The member for Warren referred to the Good
Neighbour Council. Under the Galbally report
this council is being phased out. Some of us have
our own views on whether the report contains the
right approach. Still, it is the report which has
been accepted by the Federal Government and we
are caught up in the machinations of it.

The member for Avon referred to isolated
children and particularly to the hostel in
Kalgoorlie. I was surprised he did so because the
people in Kalgoorlie involved with that project
would probably resent his raising the matter
because they have expressed themselves as being
satisfied with the special arrangements made by
the State Government. They had an extraordinary
case which was outside the normal hostel
situation. They have expressed themselves as
being very appreciative of what they regard as a
generous and reasonable approach by the State
Government.

The member for Swan referred to Austcare and
the Freedom from Hunger organisations. By
interjection, my colleague the Chief Secretary
pointed out that the troubles experienced were
internal matters; it was something beyond our
making; it was not for us to intervene. As a result
of the rearrangement which has been made and
the role being played by the Reverend Lloyd
Semple to get this movement back on the rails,
the Government is ready to talk to them when
they feel they have themselves back on the tails
and are ready to go. It was an unfortunate
chapter in their history, but it did happen. There
was publicity about it at the time which would not
have done the cause any good. However, the

Reverend Lloyd Semple is a person whose
integrity I accept without question and I am sure
he will do the best he can to restore the previous
situation. 1 cannot foreshadow what the
Government assistance will be, but the
organisations will be putting proposals to us in
due course.

Reference was made to the Tree Society. My
understanding is that the only extraordinary thing
about that-

Mr Skidmore: Not by me.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Someone did. The

extraordinary thing about this society was that it
received its contribution for a year longer than it
expected. It has Since got Caught up in an entirely
different situation.

Mr Tonkin: What do you mean by that?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Did it not become

the local spearhead for the ACF? Through that it
got an entirely different role and a different
system of funding. The member for Swan made-
reference to the Committee for the Understanding
of the Environment. There is nothing
extraordinary about the fact that it has not
received an amount this year. It received $25 000
as a special grant in 1977-78 to assist with the
cost of new materials. site works, and salaries for
a designer and artist to upgrade its display at the
1977 Royal Show.

When the application was put to me I agreed to
it on a once-only basis because that was all that
was sought.

Mr Skidmore: Is it not still in existence?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The committee

claims to be a private body which assists the
Department of Conservation and Environment to
create public awareness in conservation matters.
We do not discourage its activities, but it is a
private body.

Mr Tonkin: 1 thought they were appointed by
the Conservation Council.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Conservation
Council was never a Government instrumentality.

Mr Tonkin: I meant the Government body that
advises the EPA.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The committee
encourages public awareness as part of its
activities, but if anyone wants to set up a body
like this, to a major extent it is on its own. The
Government cannot inance everyone who sets
himself up as an authority on the environment.

Members know what happened during the term
of the Whitlam Government. That Government
was sorely embarrassed by some of the people
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who were getting money from it. People were
coming out of the woodwork and they were
granted very substantial amounts until action was
taken by the Whitlam Government to correct the
matter, so it could get back to supporting those
bodies over which it had same control and
constitutional restraint.

Mr Tonkin: My understanding was that it was
staffed by people from the department and that it
was a three-man committee. Kirwan Ward was
one of them, and a lot of work was given to it by
the department.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There was close co-
operation because many people from departments
of various kinds were co-operating, but not on a
basis that we will accept a Government
commitment to finance all and sundry who want
to set up this type of organisation. We gave it a
special grant to upgrade its exhibit at the 1977
Royal Show. No doubt it will be along in due
course and every application will be considered on
its merits.

The member for Gosnells was very critical of
the Government for relying too much on
voluntary agencies. I reject his Criticism
completely because if ever we get to a situation
where we do not encourage the voluntary
organisations, we will lose a dimension in this
community which is important to its character.
The honourable member is overlooking the fact
that these miscellaneous items are of a different
character. They are items of a special nature
where people are not getting cared for under votes
of particular departments. Most of the work
which is being done in these areas would be the
subject of some assistance in a conventional way
from Federal or State departments as the case
may be, or from some social services. However,
there are areas where people operate and make a
tremendous contribution and provide another
dimension. I believe their effort is not only more
effective than a straightout professional orthodox
type of contribution, but also gives the community
an involvement which otherwise would not exist. I
felt rather sad that he was critical of this
approach by the Government to assist in these
areas.

He referred to young people being under
pressure. It seems the modern trend is to say that
they are under pressure. I suppose all of us have
been under pressure at some stage and some of us
had fathers who gave us a good kick in the
backside and that was the best way to relieve the
pressure!

Mr Tonkin: You had a father who cared.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We are talking of 12.
year-olds. We know that some are under pressure
and have unhappy homes, but the honourable
member was creating a picture which indicated
that they are all over the place and that they are
the norm. In fact if we took what he said literally
we would be looking for these people and almnost
encouraging them when in my book the more they
can be kept in the family atmosphere the better.

Mr Skidmore: I do not disagree with that.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Reference was made

to "Life. Be in it." I want to say that I cannot
give the precise contribution made by the State
Government, but it Was predominantly a
Commonwealth project. Even though some people
were critical of "Norm", the project has taken off
and has a community involvement in an earthy
sort of Way. Basically it has been a successful
campaign.

I want to remind the honourable member that
no Government in Australia on a per capita basis
gives as big a contribution to sporting facilities as
does Western Australia and there is the
community sporting facilities fund-a brand-new
fund started last year with $1.5 million and with
an allocation of $1.6 million this year. There is
also the money available through the Community
Recreation Council which assists with recreation
in the fullest sense, including leisure activities as
distinct from sports..

If the honourable member studies all the items
in the Budget he will find we have been conscious
of the need to provide more money to enable the
funds to grow. All in all we have made a worth-
while contribution in the light of Budget
constraint and we are headed in the right
direction because we have a formular which,
regardless of who is in power, will grow because
the pattern has been set to work with local
councils. For instance the contribution to the
community sporting facilities fund is roughly on a
1:2 basis so that when we contribute $1.5 million
each year it becomes $4.5 million, and that has a
tremendous impact on local authorities and
enables them to assist in the provision of facilities
which will be adequate for today and will take
care of the immediate future.

I thank the member for Pilbara for his
comments regarding GROW. It was an
unfortunate situation in which it round itself as a
result of the cut-backs from Canberra and we had
to come to its aid to enable it to continue its
operations.

Votes:
Executive
$823 000;

Premier's Department, $1 713 000;
Council, $10; London Agency,
Tokyo Agency, $207 990; Public
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Service Board, $2 457 000; Treasury, $2 651 000;
Computer Centre, $11725 000; Superannuation
Board, $543 000; Government Stores, $2 064 000;
Government Printing Office, $ 1612 000; Audit,
$1 310 000; Taxatiom, $5 329 000-put and
passed.

Vote: Miscellaneous Services, $123 518 000-
Item NVo. iS: Australian Crime Prevention

Council, $105S0-
Mr SKIDMORE: The vote for this item for

this year was $850 while the expenditure was
$1 050. The vote for next year is $1 050. 1 am
curious to know what sort of council it is. With
only $1 050 1 cannot envisage that it can do much
in the way of crime prevention. Perhaps we should
be providing $20 000 to $60 000. Maybe the
council is merely sending letters to criminals
telling them it is about time they behaved
themselves! That is about all the council could
afford to do with only $1. 050.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is a simple
explanation. This is an Australia-wide
organisation which studies the problems of crime
prevention, correctional institutions, and
rehabilitation on a broad national scale. Its
membership includes distinguished members of
the judiciary, the legal profession, Police Forces,
and Legislatures.

Other States also make annual contributions to
help meet the costs of the council which
established a regional branch in Western
Australia in 1973. Previously it was known as the
Australian Crime Prevention, Correction and
After Care Association. I cannot be precise, but I
understand that most, if not all, States contribute
to the council and that is why we do not have to
contribute very much.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Mr Shalders.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
1. Government Railways Act Amendment

Dill.
2. Prisons Act Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

MINING BILL
In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mr Mensaros (Minister for Mines) in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-

Mr T. D. EVANS: I oppose the clause because
it is deficient in that certain words are missing,
these being, "Amendment Act". In other words

,the title should read, "Mining Act Amendment
Act, 1978". 1 will have a few words to say about
the Bill later on. Legislation should have been
introduced into Parliament years ago to amend
the 1904 Act. Assuming such amending
legislation had been passed this year, the Act
would then have been known as the Mining Act,
1904-1978.

I object strongly to the Bill which does not seek
to amend, but seeks to end the 1904 Act, an Act
which has stood the test of time over a period of
74 years. I do not wish to weary the Committee at
this stage by speaking about the virtues of the
1904 Act because I will have that opportunity,
which I will take, when we have dealt with two or
three more clauses.

The legislation was modelled on a Bill which
was introduced into Parliament in 1972. As I
mentioned at the second reading stage, that Bill
was brought before this Chamber on a non-party
basis as an experiment by the Tonkin Labor
Government. That Bill, which provided the model
for this one, was found wanting. We are not
ashamed of that; in fact we are very proud of the
fact that we introduced a Bill of that nature to
have it tested. But it has been tried and convicted.
The Bill upon which this one is modelled was
convicted before 1978.

That particular model of 1972 arose out of a
report of a committee established-and rightly
so-by the Minister for Mines in the Brand
Government. The report upon which the model of
1972 was drawn up was brought down in 1971. In
the terms of reference given by the then Minister
for Mines (the Hon. A. F. Griffith), nowhere was
the committee appointed given any mandate,
jurisdiction, or guiding light to recommend that
there be a new Act. In fact, I will read the
opening premise of the terms of reference
addressed by Arthur Frederick Griffith, being a
Minister of the Crown, etc., to the members of
the committee. It asked them-

To inquire into, and report upon, the
operation of the Mining Act-

The Mining Act meant then, as it does now, the
1904 Act. To continue-

-and, in particular and without limiting
the generality of the foregoing, to report
whether any and what amendments should
be made to the Mining Act-

I go further and point out that in my view the
committee went beyond its terms of reference in
recommending that there be new legislation to
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replace the existing Act. It was not asked to do
that.

I do not think the then Minister for Mines
would mind my saying-if he does it is too
bad-that I have spoken to him since I addressed
the House during the second reading debate and
he told me he never intended that the committee
should recommend there be a new Act altogether.
Sir Arthur Griffith told me he believes the 1904
Act should be retained and, necessarily,
upgraded.

I will have more to say about the 1904 Act
when clause 3 gives me the opportunity, but 1
object to clause I because it seeks to supplant a
name for a new Mining Act to be known as the
Mining Act, 1978. 1 believe there should be
before this Parliament a Bill-not this Bill-the
short title of which is the "Mining Act
Amendment Act, 1978", being a Bill which
amends the existing Act and does not replace it. I
oppose this clause.

Mr COYNE: When I made my second reading
speech I commented on the confusion which
existed throughout the community because of the
amount of controversy this particular Bill had
caused. One of the things I seem to have suffered
from is a certain lack of communication in regard
to my contribution to the second reading debate.
If!I may take a few minutes to clarify that-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The honourable
member will have to relate his remarks
specifically to clause I, which is the short title.
The previous speaker very deliberately did that.
Had he not done so, I would have been forced to
sit him down. I ask the honourable member to
confine his remarks specifically to clause 1. No
doubt he will have later opportunities to speak on
much broader clauses than clause 1.

Mr COYNE: I will take that opportunity at a
later date.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 2: Commencement-
Mr JAMIESON: This clause signifies the time

of commencement of the Bill, if it becomes an
Act. It has been said the Minister has given some
indication that it will be about two years before
the regulations can be sufficiently generated and
perfected, and proclaimed. Presumably, therefore,
it will be about two years before the legislation is
proclaimed.

If that is the case, this clause seems to be an
appropriate time to suggest the Bill itself should
not have been brought forward without some
indication of what the regulations will be and
whcn they will be presented, so that we will know

when the legislation will be proclaimed. I do not
know whether the Minister has indicated this very
clearly to members, but it was very clearly
suggested today outside Parliament House that hi~
had given the information that it would be up to
two years before finality could be reached with
the regulations.

If this Bill is so badly needed, surely the
regulations should have been proceeded with and
drawn up in model form so that they would be
available to us and we would have a better idea of
when the legislation will come into operation. As
that is not the case, I think we are entitled to ask
what is the hurry and the necessity to press
forward with the Bill before we have a form of
draft regulations which can be brought in in the
next session and tabled for our information, thus
perhaps taking some of the heat off the issue
surrounding the legislation. But the Minister
seems otherwise bent to go ahead and proclaim
the legislation in two stages, and as I understand
it the second stage could be several years away.

I do not think we want to be playing around in
this Chamber with legislation which is not for the
immediate future but for some distant future,
which could be after the next election. It might
not be the present Minister who proclaims the
regulations. That will be a funny sort of a deal
because the regulations, on the assurances that
have been given by my leader, will never be made,
so the legislation will never come into operation.

Unless we are able to see much more clearly
than we see now the necessity to go ahead with
the Bill, and if we cannot get the regulations in
less than two years, I think we are entitled to
object to the method by which this legislation will
commence. Asea consequence!I oppose clause 2.

Mr DAVIES: I wonder whether the Minister
will do us the courtesy of telling us what this
clause means. It says-

The long title,-
That must mean-

Be it enacted by the Queen's Most
Excellent Majesty, by and with the advice
and consent of the Legislative Council and
the Legislative Assembly of Western
A ustralia, - in this present Parliament
assembled, and by the authority of the same,
as follows:-

That leads in as part of the long title, which is,
"An Act to Consolidate and Amend the Law
relating to Mining and for incidental and other
purposes", which "shall come into operation on
the day on which this Act receives the Royal
Assent." The next thing which will come into
operation on that date is "Part I-Preliminary",
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clauses I and 2, and clause 3 of the second
schedule. In effect, on the date the legislation
receives Royal assent only three clauses will have
the force of law behind them.

This seems to be quite unrealistic, and if the
Minister will explain what it means we might be
able to go along with it. To say only those three
clauses shall apply is rather surprising to me. I
presume it means only part 1, clause I.
Apparently it does not mean the whole of part 1. 1
do not know what it means. Will the Minister tell
u s?

Mr MENSAROS: There are two reasons for
this provision, one a general reason and the other
a specific reason. The general reason applies in
many Bills where such machinery is built in, and
it has a very close relationship to the subject
mentioned by the member for Welshpoal; that is,
we should be able to act under the legislation
precisely in order to draw up the regulations, but
more importantly we should be able to proclaim,
as I said during the second reading debate, the
provisions which will validate the situation which
arises if someone forgets, as happened in the past,
to ex;tend his miner's right which lapses, and
consequently his tenement lapses. Despite the fact
that through ministerial discretion it was
attempted to be made good, the case went to
court and the court ruled that if the miner's right
had lapsed, even only for a few days. through
omitting to extend it year after year, then the
holder of the miner's right or the company lost
the tenement.

It can be imagined that when there was
economic exploitation this caused a lot of
problems. This is one of the specific reasons for
the clause as it stands.

Mr DAVIES: I am sure that is very
enlightening but I do not understand it. All I am
asking is whether clauses I to 3 will be the only
clauses having the force or law when they receive
Royal assent or whether other parts of the Bill,
including part 1, will also have the force of law.

I am not very interested at this stage in
tenements and miners' rights. I am sure
something will be said later in regard to them.
"Commencement" is the marginal title of this
clause. It says-

The long title, the heading Part
I-Preliminary, section 1, this section-

Presumably that means clause 2. It continues-
-the heading Second Schedule-

Does that mean the whole of the second schedule
or only the heading of the second schedule? To
continue-

-and clause 3 of the Second Schedule to
this Act-

That is fairly straightforward. Are they the only
parts of the Bill which will have the force of law
once Royal assent is given?

I notice at a later stage there are provisions for
transition and saving, but as I read this clause
now, it does not make sense to me. Does it mean
only very limited parts of the Bill will have the
force of law, or does the heading, "Part
I-Preliminary" mean the whole of part I? I am
sorry I do not understand this; I generally do, I
have been here long enough and I should
understand it. I am not asking you to tell me what
it means, Mr Chairman, but if the Minister will
explain it to me I will be more than pleased.

Mr GRILL: I too would like to seek some
clarification of this clause. On a first reading it
appears to be quite catastrophic. I could not really
hear what the Minister had to say in reply. It
appears to me that clauses 1, 2, and 3 will come
into operation when the Royal assent is received,
then if the balance of the Bill is to come into
operation-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! If you read this
clause more carefully, I think you will see it refers
to clause 3 of the second schedule to this Act.

Mr Davies: That is right.
The CHAIRMAN: It does not refer to clause 3

which is shortly to follow this clause.
Mr GRILL: Thank you.
Mr DAVIES: I 'still have not had my question

answered. I read out exactly what appears in the
clause, and I will read it again. It refers to "Part
I-Preliminary, Section I"', and we all know what
that means. It then refers to the heading, "Second
Schedule", and Sure enough on page 106 we find
the heading, "Second Schedule". The clause then
refers to clause 3 of the second schedule. If we
look at the second schedule we see clause I(11)(a),
(b), (c), and (d), subelause (2) and subclause (3),
then onto clause 3 on page I110. So for all those
things it is only that clause which will have the
force of law. What is the reason for doing it this
way?

I have heard the Minister's explanation in
regard to the transfer of tenancies and miners'
rights, a nd the need to protect these things.
However, I notice that saving clauses appear
elsewhere, and it seems a peculiar way to do it.

The Minister did not answer my question: Does
"Part I-Preliminary" mean the whole of part 1,
or does it mean only the heading? If it refers only
to the heading, why is this so? These are simple
questions put to the Minister by a simple person,
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and if I could be given a simple answer, I would
be most happy-as I have already said twice.

Mr MENSAROS: I cannot give a more
detailed answer than I gave before. That is the
purpose of this clause, and when it is read, as the
Chairman himself explained, it is only clause 3 of
the second schedule that will come into operation
on the day the Bill receives Royal assent, and not
the whole second schedule. If there were no
reference to the beading "Second Schedule",
clause 3 would apply by itself without having a
title, and the same applies to the heading "Part
I-Preliminary".

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3: Repeals and amendments-
Mr T. D. EVANS: This clause commences-

([) The Acts specified in
(a) Part I of the First Schedule to this Act

are hereby repealed:
If one refers to Part I of the first schedule to this
Bill, which the Minister has fond hopes will one
day emerge as an Act, one finds that the first Act
referred to there is the Mining Act of 1904, and
largely, speaking the remainder of the Acts
referred to are subsequent amendments made to
the 1904 Act. In other words, the Acts to be
repealed by this clause constitute the principal
mining legislation of Western Australia as of this
day.

The Mining Act was introduced in 1904 to
regulate the dramatic and often traumatic
experiences of the various and exciting gold
discoveries of the 1890s and the early 1900s. In
retrospect this legislation was largely successful in
doing what it set out to do. It was this Act that
managed the nickel boom of the 1968 to the early
1970s period, despite the inadequacies of the
Mines Department which had been administered
for some 10 years by the Brand Government. The
Mines Department could not handle the large
number of claims made during that brief two or
three-year period, but the Mining Act proved it
was able to cater for that situation. So I think it is
fair to say that the Mining Act, first enacted by
this Parliament 74 years ago, has stood the test of
time. Why, in 1978, do we need a Bill to the
effect that this Act and its subsequent
amendments are to be repealed? Where did the
demand come from for this repeal?

No-one queries the fact that our mining
legislation needed amending and upgrading, but
where was the demand for its repeal? Certainly it
was not from the 200 or 300 people who gathered
outside Parliament House today.

Mr Coyne: The 154 people.

Mr T. D. EVANS: Does the honourable
member have an actuarial report he can show to
that effect? I will believe his figures if he has such
a report, but until then I will stick with my
estimate of between 200 and 300 people. I did not
even see the honourable member there-he was
not within miles of the place. In fact, these people
were asking where he was.

Mr Coyne: I was in my office right in front of
them.

Mr T. D. EVANS: They wanted to know where
the 'member was. Certainly the demand for the
repeal of the mining legislation did not come from
those people. Myriads of letters have appeared in
the Press about this legislation, but I can count on
two fingers of one hand the number of letters
which were in favour of it. Even with those two
letters, I cannot recall that either author said the
1904 Act should be repealed. Why should we
repeal it?

I am told that the Act is to be repealed because
a committee of inquiry, set up by the then
Minister for Mines (the Hon. A. F. Griffith),
which brought out its report in 1971,
recommended its repeal. I have indicated to
members I believe that committee went beyond its
terms of reference. I am sure the then Minister
will not mind my again repeating part of the
conversation I had with him, because he did not
ask me to reserve any comments he made. Mr
Griffith said he believed that the 1904 Act was
still the right and proper vehicle to control the
mining industry of Western Australia. However,
we have been told that the Bill before us was
drafted because of the recommendation of that
committee.

I believe we should go back to look at the
situation that prevailed in 1968 and 1969. There
had been the Leopold mineral disaster, the
Tasminex mineral scandal, and the first burst of
the Poseidon boom. Of course at that time
goldmining was in the doldrums, and it may well
have been believed that any future development
would be in the hands of the big developers.
Perhaps the officers of the Mines Department
who drew up the 1972 Bill-largely similar in
content and certainly in size to the present
Bill-believed thiat the days of the prospectors
were gone. Gold was old hat.

In 1968 and 1969, there was not one viable
prospectors' association in Western Australia. If
we read the report of the 1971 committee, and
count the number of submissions made by
prospectors, we see that we can count them on the
fingers of one hand. The Amalgamated
Prospectors and [Leaseholders' Association of

4436



[Wednesday, 1st November, 1978] 43

Western Australia was involved in the march
today, but at that time gold was old hat; it was
not dead, but certainly it was sleeping. Today it is
a vital part of the industry.

During my second reading speech I made the
point that if the persons who comprised the
committee which furnished this report in 1971
were asked to furnish a report today when gold is
approaching the $200 an ounce level, they would
furnish a quite different report.

I am opposed to this clause because it seeks to
repeal the existing Act. No cogent evidence has
been given to us, in fact no evidence at all, that
the existing Act should be repealed. In fact, the
weight of the evidence lies the other way. Why
are we wasting the time of the Parliament,
jumping over hurdles which are not really there,
and re-enacting much of the existing Act? We
will run into many pitfalls because of the attempt
to re-enact it. The Government is being foolhardy.
Opportunity was taken by two representatives of
the Opposition to point this out to the Minister
for Mines, but to little avail. This afternoon,' by
way of interjection at the demonstration, the
prospectors said they had met with the Minister
last week, but that they were laughed at. What
sort of Government is this?

When the 1972 Bill was drafted, the mining
environment was quite different from what it is
today. However, I am told that subsequent
Parliamentary Draftsmen always say, "We will
stick to the new Bill." It is easy for ,each
subsequent Parliamentary Counsel to say, "We
will adopt the Bill prepared in 1972 by Mr Kevin
Walsh." This Bill is unacceptable from alpha to
omega. I oppose this clause.

Mr GRAYDEN: May I say that I agree with
almost everything the member for Kalgoorlie has
said. I too ask: Why has this Bill been introduced
into this Chamber? I am extremely perplexred
about the matter because I can see absolutely no
need for it.

Mr Bertram: We all are.
Mr GRAYDEN: I do not know of anyone who

is interested in the subject of mining and is not
perplexed.

Under this Bill, all of the development that has
taken place in Western Australia since 1904 has
been achieved. The Minister told us the other
night that that is not so. He said that the present
Act was deficient in that on some occasions the
Minister had to come to the Parliament to obtain
Parliament's consent in respect of some of the
major agreements. He did not specifically
mention them, but I instance iron ore and bauxite.

The Minister continued to say that that was a
shortcoming of the Act, but he said it would not
be a shortcoming of the new Bill. As far as I am
concerned that is a most undesirable change if it
is the real reason for switching from the current
Act to this particular Bill.

As the Minister has indicated, at the moment
the major agreements involving iron ore, bauxite,
and uranium come before this Parliament for the
seal of approval to be obtained. Under the new
Bill-and the Minister has indicated that this is
one of its advantages-that course will not be
necessary. The Minister of the day will be able to
write the agreement, give all of the security that is
required and, in the course of it, possibly give
away the assets or the mineral resources of
Western Australia.

The old Mining Act has been in operation for
74 years. All development in respect of mining
has taken place during those 74 years. The
Minister has hailed this Bill as something which
will carry us long into the future. Are we going to
keep this Bill for 74 years? Obviously the
Minister thinks we are.

We stayed with the last Act for 74 years. It is
logical to assume we will stay with the new Bill
for the next 74 years. We will have all sorts of
Ministers-

Mr Davies: Not with a change of the
Government!

Mr GRAYDEN: -in the next 74 years in this
State, coming from all sorts of political parties.
They will not necessarily be the political parties
which are operating in this State at the present
time.

Any one of those future Ministers could sign
away the mineral resources of Western Australia,
without reference to Parliament. The Minister
made that absolutely clear when he wound up his
second reading speech. He dwelt on this
particular point at some length. He said that it
was not true to say that all mineral development
had taken place under the 1904 Act. Then he
instanced the occasions when it had been found
necessary to bring agreements before this
Parliament. He emphasised that one of the
reasons for the change was to give the Minister
that sort of power without reference to
Parliament.

To my mind, that is not only undesirable, but
undesirable in the extreme. This Parliament
should be absolutely clear what it is being asked
to do. It is not merely giving power to the present
incumbent in the office of Minister for Mines; it
is giving that power to any Government in the
future as long as this Act remains on the Statute
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book. That could be for the next 74 years, or for
much longer.

Do members honestly think it desirable that the
Minister should be able to sign leases for
companies involved in huge tracts of Western
Australian territory for long periods without
referring the matter to Parliament? I know we
have done that in respect of one particular area of
Western Australia. I refer to the Telfer project. I
was horrified, and I dealt with the matter at the
time in this Parliament. Huge areas were
allocated by temporary reserves for gold for the
first time. That was unheard of. There is a special
section of the Act in respect of goidmining leases,
and the area of leases is limited to 24 or 48 acres.
The same area applies to prospecting areas. Small
tenements were the order of the day for gold as
far as the Mining Act was concerned.

In Telfer, vast areas were allocated by means of
temporary reserves for gold. I criticised that at
the time it was done by the Labor Government.
Unfortunately, the present Minister has granted
similar applications. Those reserves were granted
at a time when Western Australian companies
were actively interested in prospecting for gold in
that region.

In this case, there is an overseas
conipany-Newmiont. I do not criticise overseas
companies normally, because they pay company
tax when they operate in this country. They bring
in expertise. However, this company is wholly
overseas-owned. There has been no expertise
necessary as it is an open-cut operation. The
important aspect is that it pays no company tax,
because a company mining gold is not taxable.

There has been criticism in the past about
turning Australia into a quarry. I do not go along
with those sorts of statements. Nobody in this
Chamber would approve of any suggestion for
turning our country into a quarry for companies
from overseas. If members want something in that
category, I venture to say that is the situation that
applies in the Patterson Ranges, 300 miles south-
east of Port Hedland. In that instance, there are
temporary reserves for gold, an open-cut
operation, a company which is wholly American-
owned, and no taxation being paid! Certainly they
create some employment; but that is all. That is
the sole benefit to the country.

Ministers for Mines from two political
parties-firstly from the Labor Party and then
from our own party-granted temporary reserves
to the company operating there. Those Ministers
knew that small Australian. companies were
striving-working actively in the area. The
company to which I am referring did not find the

deposits. A small prospector found those deposits,
and hawked them around. Eventually the present
company obtained the area by means of
temporary reserves.

I mention this to emphasise what may happen
when a Minister enters into a long-term lease
agreement without referring the lease to
Parliament. Obviously the Minister has power to
do that; but members would appreciate how vital
it is that those leases should receive the approval
of this Chamber. It is absolutely vital. Otherwise,
one unscrupulous Minister in the future could
dispose of all of the key mineral assets of Western
Australia.

This Bill provides for the delegation of powers
by the Minister. The Minister then would have a
wonderful reason for coming along and saying, "I
have to stand loyally by the person to whom I
have delegated my powers." The Minister can
delegate his powers under this Bill. The person to
whom he delegates powers could enter into the
types of agreement that we have spoken of. The
Minister could turn around and say. "I didn't do
it. The individual to whom I have delegated the
powers has overstepped his authority. There is
nothing that can be done about it."

It is for these reasons that I join with the
member for Kalgoorlie in saying there is no
logical reason for not retaining the 1904 Act.
That Act does everything that is required as far
as mining is concerned. It has served Western
Australians well indeed.

Certainly some amendments to the old Act are
required. There is a multitude of small tenements.
They could be consolidated into a general purpose
lease or a miscellaneous lease. In this Chamber, it
would take us five minutes to make the necessary
amendments.

What else is wrong with the Act apart from a
bit of deadwood here and there? Deadwood in an
Act does not amount to anything, because it is
simply out of use. Why then is the Minister
saying that we must have this new Bill?

As the member for Kalgoorlie has said, who
wants this particular Bill? I have said in this
Chamber that those people who do should come
out of the woodwork. Nobody has said, "We can
produce some valid arguments in favour of it." I
have heard arguments for the Bill, of course, but
they are not valid ones.

Mr Bertram: That is the Premier's initiative.
Mr GRAYDEN: There was one argument

advanced some years ago, and that helped lead to
the committee of inquiry. The argument was that
there was no right of appeal in the old Act. People
were saying, "We want a right of appeal." We
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have a new Bill but we have no right of appeal. I
cannot emphasise too strongly that there is
absolutely no valid reason that this Bill should be
accepted. The current Act does everything that is
required. There is a small tenement for gold,
which is a deficiency of course in the new Bill.
The Act provides for a mineral claim which
enables people to explore and to mine, and to hold
ground. There is nothing in the Bill which will
permit prospectors to hold ground. The Minister
has said that the mining lease will enable that to
be done. The Minister could possibly framne the
regulations in a way which will enable that to be
done, but that would not be any more effective
than the present mineral claim.

In the new Bill there is provision for exploration
licences. Under the old Act, there are temporary
reserves which are the equivalent of exploration
licences. In the Bill there are miscellaneous
licences and general purpose licences. These are
simply in lieu of the multitude of miscellaneous
tenements which are available under the Act.

There is nothing in the Bill which is not
adequately provided for in the Act. It is for that
reason that people may be pardoned for saying,
"Why is the Government introducing this
particular Bill?" Why? The only reason that has
been advanced by the Minister, and the one on
which he places the greatest stress, is the one
about being able to make agreements without
reference to the Parliament. I cannot think of any
other reason for the Minister to introduce the Bill.

As I say, nobody in the Chamber of Mines,
nobody among the small exploration companies,
nobody among the prospectors has ever, to my
knowledge, said that the old Act is redundant and
there Must be a new Act.

In those circumstances, as I say, I agree
wholeheartedly with the comments of the member
for Kalgoorlie. I think it is a shocking Bill in
every respect. We would be infinitely better off
amending the old Act. It could be amended
relatively quickly. That would please every section
of the mining industry.

Mr COYNE: Perhaps I should giye some of the
reasons that the Mining Bill is so vital at this
point in time. It should be quite plain and easily
discernible for everybody in this Chamber and
they should be able to understand why the
conclusions of the Bill have come under attack by
some people. I can understand the people who
framed the recommendations contained in the
report of the mining inquiry. I should like to deal
with one particular aspect in respect of the
mineral claim.

The proposed abolition of the mineral claim is
worrying people who are conducting a vendetta
against me at the present time. They are the
people who are getting behind the prospectors and
creating this feeling of hysteria which is
contributing to the general atmosphere of
opposition to the Mining Bill. The reason for this
is very easy to explain. It relates to the lack of
responsibility in the way these particular mining
claims are held. Anybody can go out and peg
limitless numbers of claims for a fee of $150 per
year. There is no other responsibility.

Under the Act the responsibility involved
working conditions which required that three men
be employed on every 100 acres; that is, nine men
to every 300-acre claim. These conditions could
not be policed, because of the volume of mineral
claims pegged by people who were using this
particular vehicle to make huge profits Out of the
mineral boom from 1968 to 1971. These people
are still doing this in another way, which I will
mention in a moment.

The reason this recommendation was made by
the mining inquiry was that it was impossible to
police the working conditions. A ban on pegging
was enforced in 1969-70 for two or three months
so that the department could catch up with its
work. The administration was so bogged down it
could not cope with the rush of pegging claims.

One of the matters which has become evident is
that people were able to peg and hold ground in
areas which became famous overnight. I am
referring to areas such as Windarra, Teutonic
Bore in the latter stages, and now Leinster.
Anybody who pegged ground in those particular
localities had access to immediate publicity. They
used this publicity to get rid of the claims to
mining companies, stockbrokers, and promoters.
This is one of the reasons a new Act is needed.
We should have an exploration tenement and we
should stop the Use of the mineral claim as a
holding tenement. Anybody who wants to hold a
particular area of land could Protect it adequately
with a mining lease.

I am glad the gold price has been referred to,
because there is undoubtedly a mini gold boom. I
believe the price of gold today is approximately
$206 an ounce. This is attracting wide interest.
These people do not have to be entrepreneurs.
Emotive phrases are emanating from various
people throughout the area. People are saying
that the big companies will blanket out the small
prospectors. Some people based in Kalgoorlie are
claiming they are very concerned about the small
prospector and I will name them later. I will tell
the Chamber why they are conducting this
vendetta against me.
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I should like to tell members what is happening
in the area of gold today. Gold is becoming a
valuable commodity and people are pegging
goidmining claims with mineral tenements. They
simply blanket areas. I have here a photostat copy
of a map of the mining tenements which are
located around the Leonora towosite. I have one
also of Meekatharra which defines. the mining
tenements along the ridge there.

People can come along and peg these 300-acres
mineral claims over the top of the 24 acre gold
mining leases. They can overpeg everyone and
then they expect the Mines Department to
carefully excise all the GMLs. out of the
particular mineral locality. In the meantime no-
one can peg any vacant ground which emerges. A
mineral claim has to be approved by the Minister
for 12 months before anybody can move in and
peg a gold claim on it. This situation is appearing
right now.

We do not have to look at the emotive
statements made by people in relation to the Bill.
The old Act is at fault and it needs to be changed.
I am speaking on behalf of the Bill and I hope as
we progress with this debate I will be able to say a
great deal more about the other aspects of the
situation which I believe need to be changed.

Mr GRILL: The member for Murchison-Eyre
has put forward only one reason that the old Act
must be done away with. I think the reason was
that we must stop real estate pegging.

Mr Coyne: There were two reasons and both of
them are fundamental objections.

Mr GRILL: Perhaps the other reason was that
a proper prospecting title was necessary.
However, they are both one and the same thing.

If we look at the report of the committee of
inquiry we will find it produced one reason only
that a new Act was necessary. The reason was
that a proper prospecting title should be
introduced. If that is the case-and I believe if
one reads the report that would be
revealed-simple amendments can be made to the
Act to provide for a proper prospecting title.

The committee of inquiry said the whole of the
chaos and confusion caused by the pegging boom
and the subsequent action by the Mines
Department to prevent all pegging was caused by
the lack of a proper prospecting tenement. As I
said at the second reading stage, I do not really
argue wich the committee on that aspect. It may
well be correct.

It seems to me to be easy enough to introduce
an amendment to the Act to give a proper type of
tenement and if that means some of the older

tenements can be removed, I do not believe that is
a matter which is beyond our jurisdiction.

I do not believe the member for Murchison-
Eyre has indicated why we should have a new
Act. We have gone no further than the
recommendations of the committee of inquiry.
We must look to the Minister for some specific
reason as to why a new Act is needed, especially
in the face of the obvious opposition to the Bill
which is coming from the people whom the Bill is
expectedI to serve,

It worries me that the member for Murchison-
Eyre has indicated he intends to name certain
people in Kalgoorlie who have some sort of
vendetta against him, because I do not know
anyone in Kalgoorlie who has a vendetta against
the member.

Mr Coyne: Did you read yesterday's issue of
the Kalgoorlie Miner? Did you listen to the ABC
last Saturday night?

Mr H-. D. Evans: Next week it will be even
worse.

Mr GRILL: Most people in Kalgoorlie who are
associated with the matter had at least some
respect for the member for Murchison-Eyre up
till a week or two ago. It disappoints me to hear
them now heaping scorn on a person who is a
colleague of mine in this Chamber. It worries me
that they feel that @i member of this Chamber has
let them down. I would not like to hear the
member for Murchison-Eyre name anyone in this
place, because I think he 'must look to his
conscience in respect of this Bill.

Sir Charles Court: I think he has done that
already. He has faced his electors.

Mr GRILL: I do not want to go into that. I
could make some very damaging statements about
what happened last weekend in Murchison-Eyre. I
could make some terribly damaging remarks, but
I will not do so in deference to the feelings of the
honourable member.

I should like to deal with another aspect of
clause 3 of the Bill. This clause has two parts and
I want to direct my attention to the second part
and obtain an answer from the Minister, because
we have a very unusual situation. In subelause (2)
a clause of the second schedule of the Act is
repealed. I refer members to the wording of
clause 3(2). The clause in the schedule deals with
mineral claims and bridging claims.

Mr Mensaros: You are not referring to clause 3
when you read that. That is a paragraph. There is
a difference between a clause and a paragraph. If
you want to refer to the clause, look at page 110.
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Mr GRILL: In that case I will confine my
remarks to those I have made already.

Mr DAVIES: It is not my intention to enter
this debate at length, but I have a certain
responsibility in regard to it. Other people are
much more qualified than I to speak on mining
matters; but I met the people who gathered
outside Parliament House tonight. Over the past
few years increasingly we have seen people who
feel the need to come to Parliament to express
their objections to the actions taken by the
Government. These people are opposed to the Bill
which is before Parliament. Because they are
opposed to it, it follows that they want the Act to
remain. Therefore, they are opposed to the repeal
of any portion of it.

I did not think I would see the day when
Prospectors would come from all over the country
to tell us they do not want Parliament to take the
action it is proposing. However, these people told
us this very loudly and clearly today when they
gathered outside Parliament House at four
o'clock.

This group of people is one of many which have
round it, necessary to express their objections in
this manner to what the Government is doing.
Once upon a time it was allegedly only the
irresponsible, noisy, and communist left-wingers
or the trade union movement who took this sort of
action; but on this occasion it is something
entirety dirrerent. Just recently school teachers
protested outside Parliament House and today we
have seen the Prospectors.

Not only do people come from the metropolitan
area, but they come also from all over the State.
They wanted the Government to know quite
clearly that they are not in ravour of the Bill and
that they wished to retain the Act, if necessary in
an amended form so that it is brought up to date.
These people realise there are defects in the Act;
but they do not want to see the kinds of situations
which will develop if this Bill becomes law.

If we agree to this clause which repeals part of
the Act then, or course, we are not holding faith
with these people. We certainly will not agree
with the repeal of a part of the Act. A number of
statements have been made in this Chamber since
the Bill was introduced. It is interesting to
compare such statements with those made when
the Labor Party introduced a Mining Bill on a
non-party basis.

I do not believe we should waste the time of the
Chamber with those comparisons, because we all
know that situations alter circumstances and
when circumstances such as this exist people will
change their minds. We are aware also that

people give opinions in this Chamber, in the Press,
and through the media, but when they are given
an opportunity to put their vote where their
mouth is, they fail to do so. This is most evident
on this occasion. However, it seems that
redeeming features are developing in relation to
this piece of legislation. It appears some people
who have made statements are now prepared to
stand up to them and do exactly what I have said;
that is, put their vote where their mouth is. They
intend to vote against this clause, because it
repeals sections of the 1904-1968 Act.

We have seen also situations in this Chamber
where people have used their privilege to abuse
and wrong people outside. When they have been
given the opportunity specifically to right that
situation, they have refused to take that
opportunity.

The way the debate on the Bill is developing
does not reflect well upon the morality or the
credibility of Parliament. It does not do any of us
any good. However, that is not precisely what I
stood up to say, although I am pleased I have said
it. I would have said it during some stage of the
debate.

1 want to say that because the people who
gathered outside Parliament House today are
opposed to the present piece of legislation, they
handed me a notice which they thought was in the
form of a petition. It gives vent to their feelings,
but is not in a form which can be presented as a
petition to this Parliament.

I am taking this opportunity-because it is
related specifically to what this clause will do-to
read the document to the House. It is headed,
Amalgamated Prospectors and Leaseholders'
Association of W.A. (Inc.), and it reads as
follows-

To: H-onourable The Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly

The Humble petition of the undersigned
citizens of Western Australia respectfully
showeth--

That the existing Mining Act of 1904
with amendments has served the States
prospecting and mining industry well

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that
the Western Australian Government will
take such measures as are necessary to:-

(1) Withdraw the proposed Bill to
consolidate and amend the Law
relating to Mining at present berore
the Parliament

(2) Where necessary amend the
existing Mining Act of 1904
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Point of Order
Mr CARR: On a point of order, Mr Chairman,

I believe it is appropriate under Standing Orders
to request that the Leader of the Opposition table
the document he has quoted at the conclusion of
his remarks.

Sir Charles Court: You came in right on cue.
The CHAIRMAN: The document will be

placed on the Table of the House at the end of the
speech of the Leader of the Opposition.

Committee Resumed
Mr DAVIES: The interjection by the Premier

is true and it is regrettable that we have to use
this procedure to overcome Standing Orders.
What the Premier has said is perfectly true; the
member for Geraldton came in right on cue
because we want the Premier, and other members
in this place, to know what the prospectors think.
The prospectors want the Premier and other
members to know what they think. Members
opposite should not be lurking and smirking
behind the curtains at the windows of Parliament
House while the prospectors are making a
presentation at the front of Parliament House.
They have expressed their feelings in regard to
this Bill. Where were all those members who have
been making statements, and who have been
saying that they are supporting the prospectors?
They were lurking and smirking behind the
curtains at the windows and saying, "Look at
those fools down there.. ".Those rodls" were part
of a large group of people who came from all over
the State to march up St. George's Terrace in
order that they could make a presentation to their
members of Parliament Immediately they arrived
here they were questioned as to whether they had
a permit, which they did have.

Mr Coyne: It was pure intimidation.
Mr DAVIES: That has happened regularly. I

am glad the member for Murchison-Eyre has
returned to his scat because I have spoken about
people who projected themselves in their
electorates in one way, and then voted in another
way when they got to this Chamber. I repeat that
the form or the petition was that the
Amalgamated Prospectors and Leaseholders',
Association of W.A. want the present Bill
withdrawn, and they want the 1904-4968 Act to
remain. Who signed that petition? Peter J. Coyne,
MLA! That was one man who would not come
out to meet the marchers.

Mr Coyne: I know I signed the petition, but
that was before the Bill was changed.

Mr DAVIES: That is exactly what we have
been saying. People will use any excuse not to live

up to their undertakings which they give in their
electorates.

Mr Coyne: What is the date of the petition?
Mr DAVIES: Words have been mouthed in this

Parliament on this occsion, as they were on a
previous occasion when another member used the
privilege of this Parliament to abuse the Press,
and then refused to justify his statement. Those
members are not doing Parliament any good, and
that is why I am speaking now. That is why I
have presented this petition to the Chamber, and
that is why the member for Geraldton has
requested that the petitLion be tabled so that
everybody can see it. That is why members of the
Government-including the Premier-were
lurking and smirking behind the curtains when
these people were presenting their petition.

Who else signed the petition? Ray Finlayson,
His Worship the Mayor of Kalgoorlie. When did
a mayor ever lead a march up St. George's
Terrace?

Mr Sodeman: This afternoon.
Mr DAVIES: Never previously in living

memory has a person leading a local authority felt
it necessary to take it upon himself to lead a
group of his people to Parliament to protest-and
to protest as strongly as he did-at the action
which the Government is taking. I repeat: it was
also signed by Peter J. Coyne.

Mr Coyne: What date was it signed?
Mr DAVIES: Unfortunately, the date is not

stated.
Mr Coyne: Innuendo!
Mr DAVIES: The petition contains 172

signatures.
Sir Charles Court: Have you not seen the

amendments on the notice paper?
Mr DAVIES: As far as I can see only five

persons who signed the petition did not give their
address as from the goldfields. One was from East
Fremantle, one was from Hilton Park, one was
from Welsh pool, and two were from the very well
known suburb of East Victoria Park. The person
from Welshpool indicated he was associated with
a mining company.

This is the kind of humbug we have to put up
with in Parliament. The -Government has been
claiming that there are some people in favour of
the Bill. What has the Government told us?

Mr Coyne: I signed that petition on the 30th
September.

Sir Charles Court: We now have amendments.
on the notice paper.
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Mr DAVIES: Those who support the Bill are
an inconsequential number of people from certain
selected elements in the mining industry. They are
in favour of it. The people who are the backbone
of the mining industry-including people from
the Pilbara-are opposed to the legislation.

It is incumbent upon me to do what I have just
done to bring this matter to the attention of
Parliament and let members in this place know
that people who know something about the
industry, people who have read the Bill,' and
people who know what is in the Bill and
appreciate its intentions, are not at all happy with
it. That is the reason I oppose clause 3.

The CHAIRMAN: The presentation quoted by
the Leader of the Opposition will lie on the Table
of the House.

Mr T. D. EVANS: This clause seeks to repeal
the 1904 Act and its amendments up to and
including those of 1968. 1 repeat: the intention of
the clause is to end the existing law. Those who
support the existing law can say that it needs
amending, not ending.

It might be thought that the address given by
the member for Murchison-Eyre suggested the
reason the existing Act should be repealed.
Anyone who believes what he said has not passed
first grade. All that the member for Murchison-
Eyre indicated was that the Mines Department,
during the period of 1968-69, was ill-equipped to
administer the Mining Act.

Mr Coyne: How many claims which have been
pegged have had the labour conditions enforced?)

Mr T. D. EVANS: The member for
Murchison-Eyre will have another opportunity to
ask his question, and he will be able to indicate
his own answer if he so desires.

In passing, the member for Murchison-Eyre did
show his credibility by signing the petition on the
30th September, on his own admission, 'seeking
the retention of the 1904 Act. Do not let him say,
"'But, it has been amended." The amendments do
not seek to retain the 1904 Act, and that is the
reason I oppose the clause. On his own admission,
the member for Murchison-Eyre signed the
petition on the 30th September to retain the 1904
Act. Nothing has changed. None of the
amendments on the notice paper, and nothing the
Minister has done, will retain the 1904 Act.

Mr Sodemnan: The provisions in 'the Bill have
been changed.

Mr T. D. EVANS: This Bill is ill-conceived
and, I believe, ill-fated. Let me give two or three
instances only at this stage. During the second
reading stage I mentioned that it was clearly the

purpose of this Bill to repeal the 1904 Act. I also
mentioned that the Bill will downgrade the
Warden's Court because a further clause in the
Bill will change the warden's powers to those of a
magistrate sitting in a Local Court. That was
proposed by a recommendation from the mining
inquiry committee of 1971. Unfortunately a
recommendation of the committee of inquiry of
1971 adds the recommendation that in cases
where a warden's jurisdiction would cease at the
level of the local magistrate, jurisdiction would
cease in terms of money. In that instance a senior
warden should be appointed with the qualification
of a District Court judge to hear case. It was not
until I was able to point this out to the Minister
during the second reading stage that he realised
there was a gap in his Bill, so we saw a hasty
amendment appear on the notice paper. At least
the Warden's Court jurisdiction will be retained.
That is only one example of how ill-conceived the
Bill is-and I emphasise that.

It was pointed out by other members at the
time that it was quite inequitable, quite
impracticable, and quite unfair that the warden
could not grant in the one prospecting licence
areas contiguous with one another without the
approval of the Minister. The Minister made
another hasty amendment which now appears on
the notice paper.

The daddy of them all is that the Minister now
appears on his white horse and says he will retain
the miner's right. However, that will be in name
only. It is purely a cosmetic amendment. It is a
farce, but he said he will retain the miner's right.
His amendment is meaningless.

This Bill should be tossed into the garbage bin;
that is where it belongs. We should retain the
1904 Act. Those people with knowledge and
experience are prepared to offer their help to the
Government in the drafting of a proper Bill,
similar to the 1904 Act. For the second occasion,
I oppose clause 3.

Dr DADOUR: I rise to make my position clear.
My opposition is mainly on principle because it
must not be imagined that there is mining in
Subiaco. However, the Bill is still binding on the
people who live in Subiaco, the same as it is
binding on the people in the goldfields.

The principle I adhere to is that if one Act of
Parliament is to be replaced with another, surely
it must be replaced with something infinitely
better.

Mr Coyne: And this is infinitely better.
Dr DADOUR: From what I have read, I

cannot agree. In 1972, a Bill similar to this one
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was introduced by the present Opposition when it
was in government.

I oppose it because of the rule of law involved.
If one is not happy with a decision of a court,
under a democratic system one can take one's
case to a higher court, then a higher court again,
until one gets to the end of the line.

The only argument I have heard to support the
proposition that there should be no appeal is that
appeal would not be practical. 1 have been told
that the little man would not be able to afford to
go to court to fight some big men. We do have
such a thing as legal aid now, so I cannot see why
such aid could not be given for this purpose.

The other argument against the rule of law is
that while litigation is in progress, the deposit
could not be mined. I see no reason that we could
not provide for an injunction to proceed with
mining while litigation is in progress. There is no
valid argument to support the suggestion that we
should not have this right open to us.

If We take away the right of appeal, we erode
our parliamentary system as I understand it. Our
parliamentary system has been eroded since I first
entered this place, and it is legislation such as this
which has caused that erosion. This is not
wholesome legislation. To me it appears to be
worded in much the same way as was the fuel and
energy legislation. I was never very happy about
that measure, although I accepted it at the time.

Mr Coyne: You want to go to New South
Wales and look at their legislation.

Dr DADOUR: This Bill will give absolute
power to a few people; power beyond anything
ever intended to be given to any person under a
democratic system. The Minister-or the person
to whom he delegates it-has the power of
absolute choice as to who can have land; he has
the power to give land to any company or person,
without any reference to this Parliament. The
whole of Western Australia could easily be given
away by an unscrupulous Minister or someone to
whom a Minister has delegated power.

We ind that the Bill will allow the Minister to
delegate his state of mind. I defy anyone to give
me an explanation of just what that means. It is
meaningless. Is one's state of mind one's mood? A
Minister might be in a nasty frame of mind one
day, and he cannot delegate that.

Mr Skidmore: Some Ministers could.
Dr DADOUR: I believe some agreements are

to be ratified by this Parliament in the near
future, and I am referring in particular to the
Veelirrie agreement. It is reasonable that an
agreement such as this should come to the

Parliament for ratification. We are breaking new
ground in Western Australia.

We are becoming more centralist in
government. The Executive has just about taken
over, and I do not go along with this. Our policy,
as the Liberal Party, is to take decisions away
from the Executive, and this is rather comical
because everything now goes to the Executive. We
are putting too much power into the hands of the
Executive; in this case that is two people-the
Ministe r for Mines and the Premier.

During the time we were in Opposition from
1971 to 1974, mining legislation came forward in
one form or another. We now find it has raised its
ugly head again. Each time the Bills have been a
little different, and they appear to be a little
better. However, when we look at them closely,
we find in them the same obnoxious provisions,
although more carefully hidden. This is wrong,
and I cannot go along with it.

I am one of those peculiar members who has a
conscience, and I use that conscience. I am aware
of the saying that one cannot trust a man with a
conscience, but I refute that. I say that a man
with a conscience is a man. Those who turn the
other cheek are wrong. This legislation is wrong,
and it epitomises everything that is wrong with
our parliamentary system.

Mr Coyne: I do not know what you called the
last lot then?

Dr DADOUR: I was not here in 1904, so 1 do
not know.

Another phrase we hear is that no man is above
the law. However, this Bill will put some men
above everything. There is no court of law to
appeal to after the Minister. I am sure the 1971
committee of inquiry did not recommend a Bill
such as the one before us. However, it seems to
me that in the very near future this Bill, or
something very like it, will probably make the
grade.

Every time I read through the measure I find it
a little more obnoxious. The Government is wrong
in proceeding with it, and I will never go along
with it.

I have heard that the Minister for Mines has
taken the legislation to the people. I do not know
what people he took it to! Maybe the ones to
whom I have spoken have been more vocal, and
certainly the ones to whom the Minister spoke
have not seen it. If the Minister has shown this
Bill to the people, they have not understood it. I
must oppose the clause.

Mr GRAYDEN: I wish to make some
comments in regard to the remarks made earlier
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about mineral claims. 1 cannot for the life of me
see what is Wrong with the traditional method of
pegging mineral claims. A mineral claim is a
exploration tenement that also enables mining to
take place, and it enables a person to hold ground,
provided he applies for exemption from the labour
conditions. These mineral claims have served
Western Australia very well indeed.

The Mines Department is always a little behind
the time, and the last published report I have is
that of 1975.

Mr Jamieson: It is too busy preparing new
Bills!

Mr GRAYDEN: The figures in respect of
mineral claims do not vary much from year to
year. In 1975 the area of land actually held for
mining by means of mineral claims in Western
Australia was 1 517 375 hectares. Some more
applications for tenements were pending, bringing
the total area up to 3 414 093 acres. That is an
extraordinarily large amount of land, but one
must consider it in comparison with the size of
Western Australia: one million square miles or
600 million-odd acres.

Mr Coyne: You are destroying your argument.
Mr GRAYDEN: Just a second, I am not

destroying my argument.
Mr Coyne: You are tying up ground with these

mineral claims; that is what you are saying.
Mr GRAYDEN: Are we? We will see how we

are doing that. I hope the member for Murchison-
Eyre knows what is in the Bill. I will tell him in a
minute and show him how the whole of Western
Australia will be blanketed out under the new
legislation.

Here we have over three million acres of land
held in mineral claims. First of all, it has cost
many people in Western Australia-mostly small
prospectors and small prospecting companies-an
immense amount of money to go out and prospect
and then peg the ground. In some cases they must
travel 2 000 miles by vehicle to prospect an area,
and peg the ground; and then they must travel
another 2 000 miles back to Perth. One can
imagine the cost of pegging over three million
acres of ground in Western Australia.

In addition to that, for every area held
prospectors pay 50c an acre. In other words, the
area of 3.414 million acres is returning over $1.7
million to Government revenue in respect of
mineral claims alone, and not including other
tenements. As a result of this Bill the Government
will be deprived of that revenue because we have
heard the Minister say what he expects will be the
cost of a prospecting licence, which is virtually the

equivalent of a mineral claim. The cost is- so
exorbitant that every holder of a mineral claim in
Western Australia will drop his claim the moment
the legislation is promulgated and the
Government will be deprived of $1.7 million.

Bear in mind also that every local authority in
the mining area of Western Australia will be
affected because they receive generous rates on
mineral claims.

Mr Coyne: It is $20 a claim.
Mr GRAYDEN: I hope the member is not

decrying that; I think it is generous. An amount
of $20 for 300 acres of ground out in the
wilderness with no rubbish disposal service, no
road, and no other services, is generous.

A person may have gone out onto a pastoral
property in the most remote part of Western
Australia, perhaps wrecking a vehicle in the
process, to take up a mineral claim, and he must
pay the local authority an annual rate of $20. I
would not decry that sum, and I can assure the
Chamber that no local authority in the State
would decry the amount it receives from the 3.414
million acres of mineral claims.

What will 1 the Government give to the local
authorities in lieu of the rates they will forgo
when these claims are dropped? Will it reimburse
the local authorities in the Pilbara, the
Kimberley, and the Murchison, each of which is
receiving generous revenue from the multitude of
mineral claims held in those areas? The mineral
claims in those areas will be dropped because the
cost of maintaining them will be exorbitant.

Every member of this Parliament who
represents a local authority in a mining area will
be besieged with requests from local authorities to
make up the money they will forgo if the Bill
becomes law.

Recently I specifically asked a question
regarding what sort of expenditure conditions the
Minister will accept for prospecting licences. He
did not answer. I again asked a question and he
said he would answer it later. Subsequently he did
answer and say the conditions will be roughly
similar to those applying at present; that is, three
men working full time on every 100 acres. He said
the conditions might be less onerous and that the
Government was thinking in terms of payment of
a wage of $8 000 in lieu of a man working full
time. That amounts to $24 000 a year for 100
acres. Of course, prospecting licences consist of
500 acres, so the amount will be Five times
$24 000. According to the Minister that is what it
will cost to take out one prospecting licence.

The Bill provides for mineral claims to be
converted to prospecting licences. Do members
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think there is one person in Western Australia
who will transfer his mineral claim into a
prospecting licence and spend $120000 a year?

Mr Jamieson: He would have to be very good.
Mr GRAYDEN: I will have a bet with

anybody in the Chamber that the holders of
mineral claims will shed the lot and the PL will be
a tenement that will not be used by anybody in
Western Australia. The situation is as ludicrous
as that.

A short while ago a member said that mining
areas are being blanketed out at the moment with
mineral claims and that people who are interested
in gold cannot go onto them for 12 months. He
Overlooked the reason for this. It has always been
possible to do that, but no-one has done it. They
are doing it now for a very good reason: the new
Bill will enable them to convert mineral claims
into prospecting licence areas which they can hold
for two years if they want to.

Mr T. H. JONES: I am at a loss to understand
the attitude the Government has adopted to this
Bill. We have had an indication that some
Government members are opposed to the Bill, and
it must be clear to the remainder of Government
members that they will be responsible for the Bill
if it gets onto the Statute book. Plenty of their
supporters outside are asking that the Bill be
scrapped. We saw an indication of that this
afternoon when His Worship the Mayor of
Kalgoorlie led a march up St. George's Terrace,
and he was the Liberal candidate for the seat of
Kalgoorlie not long ago. He did not pull any
punches when he spoke on the steps of Parliament
House this afternoon. He said the Dill should be
scrapped. He was applauded and joined by other
members of the mining industry in
Kalgoorlie-people who are prominent members
of the Liberal Party.

Therefore, it cannot be said the opposition t o
this Bill comes only from the Labor Party or
small prospectors; it comes from the supporters of
the Liberal Party in Western Australia-and very
strong supporters, too.

Mr Laurance: Senator Wheeldon was once one
of those.

Mr T. H. JONES: Never mind Senator
Wheeldon. The member for Gascoyne will have
an opportunity to say what he feels about the
matter.

The Government must have good reason to
scrap' legislation already on the Statute book.
Who has requested the changes included in this
Bill? We have not been fold. Is the mining
industry in Western Australia unhappy with the
existing Act? Of course it is not. I have asked the

Government to consider scrapping the Bill and
amending the present Act. It will not do that. In
my view the Government will go down in history
as one of the most dictatorial ever to govern in
Western Australia.

The Government will not take any notice of the
working people or of public opinion on issues such
as this. There are many such examples. The fuel
and energy legislation became a ministerial Bill.
It was attacked generally throughout Western
Australia. We have seen many other ill-conceived
Bills brought to this Chamber and withdrawn
simply because the Government did not know
what the Bills contained. The Off-Road Vehicles
Bill is another example.

Mr Rushton: Do not talk rubbish! That Bill was
introduced to give members and the public the
opportunity to examine it and to make
suggestions.

Mr T. H. JONES: Was not the original Bill
withdrawn?

Mr Rushton: It was brought in for that
purpose. Tell the truth!

Mr T. H. JONES: It was withdrawn because
the Government was pressurised into doing so. If
the Bill had been acceptable, the Government
would not have withdrawn it tonight. The
Government succumbed to pressure and had no
alternative but to scrap the Hill.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr Sibson: First YOU tell us we are dictatorial

and now you are saying we are too soft.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member to

confine his remarks to the clause.
Mr T. 'H. JONES: I am only answering

interjections; I apologise, Mr Chairman. The
Government should prove to the people that this
legislation is necessary. Do members opposite take
any notice of public opinion? Do members
opposite representing mining areas consider what
their electors are saying? Do they know that
prominent Liberals, mining groups and companies
have held meetings in Western Australia? The
call has come out loud and clear: Scrap the Bill!
Do members opposite take any notice of the
people?-

Is this a Government of the people, or is it a
Government in its own right? It is quite clear
what this Government is. It will be sorry for the
day it ever introduced this legislation, as the
member for South Perth clearly pointed out.
People in the industry are well versed in mining;
in fact, they are far more experienced than most
members sitting opposite. I do not wish to reflect
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on any member, but I believe very few members
opposite have had experience in mining.

Today we saw for the first time in years
Kalgoorlie people representing all political views
hiring buses to come to Perth during one of the
hottest periods of the year to express their
opposition to the Bill. Their call was loud and
clear, "Scrap the legislation and amend the
existing Act."

If the Government is going to bring in
amending legislation, it must have good reason. It
is going to be answerable to the people in the long
run. It has the majority today, but the writing is
on the wall. We have seen what has happened in
New South Wales and in the recent by-election at
Ballarat. The Government should not think the
people can be Cooled all of the time. They may be
able to be fooled some of the time, but there will
come a day of reckoning. I am confident if the
Government persists with this Bill its day of
reckoning is not far off. Back-bench members
opposite who vote for this Bill will suffer the
penalty for their actions. I strongly oppose the
clause.

Mr COWAN: The National Party sees this as
being one of the most critical clauses in the Bill
because it lays down the means by which the
original Mining Act can be repealed.

Members will recall that, when speaking during
the second reading debate, the member for
Kalgoorlie called for an all-party parliamentary
committee to examine this Bill and to compare it
with the 1904 Mining Act and to recommend to
the Parliament which of the two pieces of
legislation should be preferred.

We as a party took that a step further and
moved for the appointment of a Select Committee
to do exactly the same thing so that this
Parliament could, with a little dignity, decide
whether it would accept this Bill with
amendments or retain the 1904 Mining Act.
However, of course, the Government said, "No".

Now we are going to be in a position where,
tonight-and, I think, in very many instances in a
most undignified manner-we will debate this Bill
with a view to try to achieve something which will
be acceptable to thc mining industry. That
probably is the crux of the whole Bill; namely, the
opposition which has been expressed to it.

Nobody yet has told me why I should accept
the word of the Minister or of the departmental
heads who were responsible for the composition of
this new Bill against the word of the people who
are actually in the mining industry. When I talk
about those people I do not refer only to the
prospectors; I refer also to the qualified man-in-

the-field and the companies. I do not know why I
should accept the word of the Minister against the
word of all those qualified and experienced
people.

Mr COYNE: I wish to continue the discussion
relating to mineral claims and illustrate just why
this particular aspect of the mining legislation
must be dispensed with. I referred earlier to the
number of claims a person could peg; namely, a
limitless number of 300-acre claims. His only
responsibility, apparently, is to pay the mineral
claim fee of 50c a year per acre which amounts to
$150 a year.

The member for South Perth dwelt on the fact
that the revenue attracted to the State from the
pegging of these claims was very significant.
However, that is not the case. The only people
who get into this field are those who want to
make money out of it. If it was certain those
people who pegged claims went through the
normal processes of exploration, one could have a
little sympathy for them.

Let me illustrate how a sudden discovery of
minerals can trigger off a remarkable pegging
boom. I refer to the Teutonic Bore development
which occurred a few months ago. During that
pegging boom, some 1 488 leases were pegged
covering an area of 163 .680 hectares in only a few
weeks. A company called Carpentaria Mining, a
subsidiary of Mt. isa Mines Limited, made the
initial discovery. Mt. Isa Mines had entered into a
joint agreement with Selcast, which apparently
included leases in an area described as the
Teutonic Bore area. Shortly after the
amalgamation of those two companies, a drilling
team was sent into the area and was fortunate
enough to strike a very rich anomaly containing
copper, silver, and zinc.

Subsequent drilling proved that to be of world-
wide significance. It precipitated a tremendous
pegging rush. I have quoted how many claims
were pegged in a matter of a few weeks. The area
pegged extended almost to Lawler, and as far
south as Kookynie. All that territory was covered.
The amount of money that rush brought into the
Treasury was of the order of $170000.
Subsequently, the size of the discovery proved to
be one which did not justify the infrastructure
which would be required for the mine to be
developed.

I have a list of the number of tenements
pegged. The maximum number pegged was 231,
by Esso Exploration. The next one was Auselex
Mineral Ventures, 148; and then there were
Western Mining, 140; Carr Boyd, 117; Spargo
Exploration. 112; JRV Money, 25; Amax, nine;
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Auselex, 24; Craig, 12; Mitchell, one; Jones
Mining, 45; Henderson and Tomich, eight; Osaka,
159; Carpentaria, 59-which is possibly the initial
claim-Henderson, 51; Johnson and Partners, six;
CSR, 18; Anaconda, four; Van Dongen, two;
Shaw and Alves, five; Youngblood, one; and
Amoko, four.

That did not turn out to be a viable operation.
The groups who have pegged fairly close to the
initial strike are hanging on to their claims. I am
not saying that this applies to all of the
companies, but a lot of them went in without a
feather to fly with. They wanted to be in a
position to sell the claims at a huge profit. They
did not have the expertise or resources to develop
the claims.

The Minister described the necessity for this
Bill. I agree with that necessity. It is necessary to
streamline the administration of the Mines
Department to allow a mare efficient system to be
developed.

This would dispense with the type of pegging
that went on in that case. The department is
involved in processing all of the claims, and then
processing the abandonments after the discovery
has not come up to expectations. All this work has
to done.

Surely the people who peg claims should have
to pay some sort of tribute to ensure that they do
some exploratory work at least. There are some
small operators, I realise, who are highly mobile
and experienced, but they have not the resources.
They involve themselves in situations like this for
the purpose of benefiting from the sale of the
claim at a high price. They do explore, and they
do try to find something. As soon as they find
something, they enter into a joint venture. I have
no argument with those people.

There are others who have no intention of
working in relation to the discovery initially made
by someone else. This has happened in every
major area. These people would not have the
resources to mount a reasonable exploration
effort. These are the people who need to be
weeded out of the industry. These are the
hypocrites, the leeches who come into the
industry.

We should not encourage these people who are
putting up this tremendous campaign against me
at the moment. They are trying to say that the
small prospector is the one who is being
disadvantaged. r know it is not the small
prospector who is being disadvantaged.

The chairman of Jones Mining, the chairman
of North Kalgurli, and also the chairman of the
Amalgamated Prospectors and Leaseholder's

Association is the saviour of the small prospector!
What a lot of rubbish. He has no respect for the
small prospector. All he is doing is promoting
himself.

Mr T. D. Evans: The member for Murchison-
Eyre did not say that on the steps of Parliament
House this afternoon when he was there.

Mr Laurance: No. He is a member of the
Parliament. That is why.

Mr COYNE: This is what he said while I was
not there. This is in the Kalgoorlie Miner. This is
an incident which happened in Leonora on
Sunday night. The article reads as follows-

Several speakers at the meeting criticised
Liberal member Mr Peter Coyne
(Murchison-Eyre) who voted for the Bill in
the second reading last week.

"Mr Coyne sold us down the drain after
initially being publicly opposed to the
Bill ...

That is what Mr Jones said.
Mr Skid more: Not only sold them down the

drain; you tipped the bucket on them.
Mr COYNE: They knew as recently as last

week that I could not possibly do anything but
support this Bill. I gave my solemn pledge to the
Premnier on the 5th October. Since that day, I
have not said one word against this Bill. I have
supported it in explicit terms since then.

Several members interjected.
Mr COYNE: I have more to say yet.
Mr Pearce: You have two minutes to say it.
Mr T. D. Evans interjected.
Mr COYNE: This fellow has suggested he will

do something against me in my electorate.
Anybody who does that is faced with a big fight
because I will attack him, and I will tell him why.

Mr T. D. Evans: But he is a member of your
party.

Mr COYNE: He is not a member of our party.
We do not want him. Members opposite can have
him.

Mr Bateman: He is all yours.
Mr COYNE: He is playing both ends against

the middle. He had the member for Kalgoorlie,
and he had the member for Yilgarn-Dundas; and
he wanted me. I did not know whether to be
flattered or'not because he was getting on to me I
decided I was not the weakest link. It was because
of my vulnerable electorate. That is what they
were attacking-my vulnerability.

Mr Bateman: It is your own man turning
against you.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Swan.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am positively and
irrevocably opposed to this Bill's receiving the
sanction of this Parliament. When we look at
clause 3, we see it is true-and previous speakers
have said it much better than I-that the question
before us is the repeal of the 1904 Act.

I was outside Parliament House this afternoon.
It is a pity that the member for Murchison-Eyre
was not there to hear the expressions of opinion
by many people who were thus given a chance to
air their veiws on the legislation before us. They
were asked whether the Bill should be amended,
and the answer was, "No question. No." The
suggestion was that the Bill be defeated, and to a
man those who were out there said, "No, we don't
want it. We will stick with the 1904 Act. At least
we understand it. At least it does give to us some
protection that the new Act is not going to give
us." They were prepared to accept all of the
deficiencies of the 1904 Act; but they were saying
that that Act should be amended to conform with
modern practices.

I have some reservations about the remarks
made by the member for Murchison-Eyre. He
does his electorate a disservice. He is repudiating
the people who have been the backbone of the
goldfields industry Fpr many years.

I was brought up and I served my
apprenticeship at Southern Cross, and I have been
in the Fimiston goldmines, Southern Cross
United, Leonora, and Sons of Owalia. I have had
experience in that region.

I can say that the backbone of the industry is
the prospector. The prospector is the person that
the member for Murchison-Eyre denigrates to the
hilt.

Mr Coyne: I am protecting them.
Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Murchison-

Eyre is not protecting them at all. There is no
question about it. If he were protecting them, he
would join us and other members who have seen
through this facade which has been put forward
as protecting the prospectors. He would be honest
enough at least to admit that the prospector will
be disadvantaged under the Bill.

Mr Coyne: He is not.
Mr SKIDMORE: Unquestionably so. Major

companies will be able to tie up many hectares of
tenements to the detriment of the small
prospector.

Mr Coyne: Prospectors could do that.
Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Murchison-

Eyre can try to defend his attitude, but he has
(140)

sold out his constituents and has agreed to vote
along with the Premier. The member has been
prepared to do that without considering whether
he should look after the people in his electorate or
take cognisance of the people who elected him to
Parliament. He believes they can all go to hell
and he intends to abide by the dictates of the
Premier.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member used
the expression, "They can go to hell". I consider
that to be unparliamentary, and ask him to
refrain from using the expression again.

Mr SKIDMORE: I thought hell was where I
was going to, but if you, Mr Chairman, feel I will
not be going there, perhaps there is still some
hope yet for this atheist. I suggest the member for
Murchison-Eyre might end up there.

Mr Jamieson: He is a left-handed shoveller,
too.

Mr Coyne: I will pray for you tomorrow.
Mr SKIDMORE: There are a lot of people

praying for me.
The CHAIRMAN: I pray the member will get

back to the clause.
Mr SKIDMORE: I thought I was speaking to

the clause equally well as those who have spoken
before me. I will be precise in a moment.

Sir Charles Court: He has
electorate and explained what
will achieve for the people there.

gone out to his
the amendments

Mr SKIDMORE: The Premier has now opened
the election campaign for the member for
Murchison-Eyre.

It is obnoxious to me that this clause should
seek to override an Act merely because there
appears to be some conflict with it. If that Act in
all conscience was enacted and passed by this
House as being an Act which provided protection
against the Mining Act, there must have been
validity for that action at the time. It seems
wrong to me that where there is conflict between
one Act and another, new legislation can be
enacted to override an Act which is at variance
with the new Mining Bill.

I hope the Minister will explain what is meant
by the provision in clause 3(l)(b). There could be
a very good reason for this action being taken in
overriding a Statute by referring to an exemption
in this particular legislation. It seems to me to be
basically wrong and dishonest for any
Government to override legislation in that way.

It might be that the proposed change is in line
with my thinking. I do not know as I have not had
time to do the necessary research because of my
other parliamentary responsibilities. The Town
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Planning and Development Act will be affected,
but I will not refer to the particular paragraph.

Being a curious person I thought I should have
a look at some of the other Acts which are to be
repealed by the all-embracing part I of the first
schedule. I went to the first schedule and I
noticed it referred to the Mining Act of 1904 and
all the amending Acts since 1973. Then there
appeared the Sluicing and Dredging for Gold Act
of 1899. 1 wondered why we felt the need
suddenly to repeal such an Act. Section 4 of that
Act reads as follows-

4. Every lease shall be for a term of
twenty-one years, and shall reserve a rental
of sixpence per acre, payable yearly in
advance, and also a royalty of one shilling
per ounce on all gold won, and may include
an area of not exceeding five thousand acres.

I suppose if one wanted to do a bit of dredging
and sluicing, that 5 000 acres would not be a bad
slice of country. I suppose that Act could be
repealed without anyone losing any sleep over it. I
refer to the reprint of 1958 which I understand is
the latest available. I understand that even in the
1966 reprint it will show the Act was not
changed.

I am concerned, however, that this clause will
get rid of the 1904 Mining Act. I am concerned
that without any thought at all to the
consequences of the previous Act in relation to
safety standards which are at variance with this
Bill, we will get rid of the objection by saying that
Act no longer applies or that it will be varied to
make sure it will not apply. I would like the
Minister to tell me why this is necessary and I
hope I can be persuaded to accept his reasoning.

I certainly do not accept that the repeal of the
1904 Act is in the best interests of the prospectors
and the industry. It is certainly not in thie best
interests of the struggling communities which
exist in the goldmining towns. If the member for
Murchison-Eyre can sleep easy tonight after his
utterances, I would imagine it would be only after
he has swallowed half a bottle of sleeping pills.

Mr GRILL: The member for Murchison-Eyre
has sought to demonstrate to this House that the
passing of the new Mining Bill will heap all sorts
of benefits on the mining fraternity of this State.
He went about that by reading out a long list of
persons who had been involved in the Teutonic
Bore venture and indicated that this new Bill
would prevent real estate pegging. This Bill may
or may not achieve that result.

Mr Coyne: It is designed to.

Mr GRILL: What the member should have
directed his attention to is the germane points.

The member for Murchison-Eyre should have
explained to the Chamber what is wrong with
pegging a large number of claims and also what is
wrong with selling them off at a profit. All of
mining, right from its very inception through the
stages of processing and selling, is speculative.
That is what the mining industry lives on. If we
want to take speculation out of mining at its very
inception, we kill the goose that lays the golden
egg. Speculation is part of mining and it must
continue to be part of it.

The member for Murchison-Eyre has not
covered those two germane points. He cannot
cover them, because the whole of free enterprise
philosophy is that people should be allowed to
speculate. The member went on to read out the
list of names. This list in fact disproved his point.
It did this for two reasons. Firstly, it was a very
long list proving that a number of people could
get claims and, secondly, some of the people had
small numbers of claims and some had large
numbers.

Mr Coyne: You did not get the point.
Mr GRILL: The member then called some of

the most prestigous mining companies in
Australia "leeches" and other words of that
nature.

Mr Coyne: I said, "There were some leeches in
it.,,

Mr GRILL: The member did not distinguish.
Mr Sibson: He said there were some leeches.
Mr Coyne: And hypocrites too. Do not forget

that one.
Mr GRILL: The sins of the member for

Murchison-Eyre did not end there, because he
went on to libel a person who is very well thought
of in the goldfields and who has a very good
reputation as far as people living in Kalgoorlie
and surrounding areas are concerned. By nature
he is a very conservative person.

Mr Coyne: That is what he tries to put over.

Mr GRILL: That person made his statement in
a measured and considered manner. When he said
that the member for Murchison-Eyre sold the
prospectors down the drain, his sin was not in
saying that, but it was in placing too much
confidence in the member. Having said those few
words in defence of that person for whom I have a
very high regard-

Mr Coyne: You should have saved that,
because I have some more yet. That is only the
start of it.
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Mr Jamieson: Are you going to do some coin
tossing?

Mr GRILL: The member can go on libelling
people all night.

Mr Coyne: I am going to tell you about the
Leonora meeting.

Mr Jamieson: Tell us about both of them.
Mr GRILL: Let us confine our remarks to this

particular clause. The repeal of the Act means
that local authorities in mining areas in this State
will lose a tremendous amount of mining revenue.
The Minister for Local Government who
promised to look into this matter some time ago
quite unintentionally gave a vote of no confidence
in the Bill two nights ago when she indicated her
department had told her-she had not told the
department, the department told her-that the
Bill was not worth looking at because it was only
a Bill. I thank the Minister for that vote of no
confidence in this piece of legislation.

I believe it is not incumbent on the beleaguered
and beseiged member for Murchison-Eyre to
defend this Bill. It is not for him to put forward
reasons that we need a new Act. It is for the
Minister to put forward those reasons and on this
fundamental point he has been singularly silent.
All of the members on this side of the Chamber
and some of the members opposite believe that
the Minister must tll us succinctly and in a voice
we can all hear what is wrong with the present
Act and why we need a new one. I would expect
that before we finish dealing with this particular
clause in Committee the Minister will get to his
feet and tell us why we need this Bill.

Mr Laurance: You forgot to tell us about real
estate pegging.

Mr T. D. EVANS: I should like to take the
third and final opportunity to express again
complete opposition to this clause. As I mentioned
on the First occasion I spoke, clause 3 of this Bill
is the lynch pin which holds together what I
believe to be the ill-fated Bill which the Minister
has introduced to this Parliament. Clause 3 seeks
to repeal the 1904 Act. As I mentioned, from
alpha to omega the Bill is ill-conceived.

Sir Charles Court: You have been attending too
many funeral services lately.

Mr T. D. EVANS: Clause 1, the long title of
the Bill, claims this is the 1978 Mining Act,
whereas it should have read, "this is the 1978
Mining Act Amendment Bill". I mentioned from
alpha to omega-from the beginning to the
end-and if we turn to the last clause which is
clause 162 we find another item of important
evidence to show that the Bill is ill-conceived,

poorly prepared, and has not been considered in
detail by the Government. I mentioned the haste
to rectify the wardens' objections; the rush to
improve the granting of mining tenements; the
farce about the miner's right; and here we have
another example in clause 162 which is the
regulation-making power. I refer members to the
wording of sublcause (1) of that clause. What is a
"discretionary power"? That is not defined. What
are we giving to this Minister and those who will
fill his shoes hereafter? Are we giving them a
blank cheque? Surply the hide of this corporate
body known as the' Court Government is not so
tough or so insensitive as to be unaware that this
Bill is completely unacceptable.

Today I saw members of at least three political
parties gathered in front of Parliament House. I
could not identify members of the National
Country Party or the National Party; but I saw
members of the other three political parties. I do
not want anyone to rush in and say, "the
Communist Party", nor am I referring to thi
DLP. I saw evidence of opposition to this Bill by
way of slogans and placards and I know of it from
personal contact with members of the Liberal
Party and Labor Party in my electorate and I saw
evidence of opposition also from members of a
third political party.

That third political party was asking for a
referendum on this issue. I do not go along with
that. I do not believe there is any need for a
referendum. The desires of the people are well
known. The Government is too insensitive to take
note of those desires.

On the first occasion I spoke on this matter I
asked the Minister to produce evidence why the
1904 Act should be repealed. The Minister has
failed to present that evidence. Clause 3 sets out
to repeal the 1904 Act. I sought then on the
second occasion to assess objectively the merit,
the worth, and the history of the 1904 Act. On
this third occasion that I am speaking on this
matter and in the time available I intend to show
not why the 1904 Act should be retained, because
[ think I have tried already to do that, but why
this Bill should not take its place. There may be a
subtle distinction; but nevertheless it is a
distinction of great significance.

Already we have heard that under clause 12 the
Minister is to be given powers and a reference is
made to his state of mind. Such an expression
first made its appearance in Western Australia in
the fuel and energy legislation which is still in its
cradle and has not been proclaimed. The
expression is unnecessary and abhorrent.
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I cannot understand why the Premier does not
take time off from his other busy duties to
examine the Bill, If he did he, too, would ind that
clause 12 is completely abhorrent. The Minister is
to be immune from questioning. Then he has
absolute discretion to delegate his power to
someone else and no matter how that someone
else Performs under that delegation of power,
whether it be maliciously, capriciously, or
incompetently, nothing can be done. The state of
mind of the officer to whom the power is
delegated is deemed to be the state of mind of the
Minister. What a burden for the Minister to
accept. In other words he will get the blame for
an act performed by some other person in an
incompetent, mischievous, or malicious manner.

The legislation refers to the state of mind of the
Minister. What is worse is that the officer who
performs the duty cannot be called into question,
because the Minister is immune except on two
occasions, and I will refer to those later. The
Minister is immune and so is the officer who
performs any duty under the delegated power of
the Minister. This is abhorrent. Except for the
fuel and energy legislation, no legislation included
such a provision previously.

I would like to make this last-minute appeal to
the Premier to take time off from his busy duties
to read the Bill. If he did so he would come to the
same conclusion.

We are opposed to the Bill and, in particular, to
clause 3 and we are proud that members on the
other side are proving that this is not a political
debate. The debate is being conducted on a much
higher level than that.

Mr GRAYDEN: A great deal of nonsense has
been talked about in reference to real estate. If
real estate had been pegged in the past few years
and during the nickel boom, the solution to the
problem was in the hands of the Mines
Department, the Minister for Mines, and the
Government of the day. The Act requires that the
land must be worked. The provisions are archaic,
but they are there. Three men Must Work
continuously on a mineral claim of 100 acres.
That has been in the Act since 1904, but it has
not been enforced. That is the fault of the Mines
Department.

We do not require a new Act in order to
provide power to prevent real estate pegging. The
power has been in the Act since 1904, but has not
been enforced by the Mines Department. Why
has it not been enforced? It is the answer to the
problem. If the Minister for Mines takes
exception to real estate pegging, as people call it,
let him ensure that the Act is enforced.

Let us read what the Adams committee of
inquiry had to say in this regard. The report
reads-

As at December, 1970 there were some
23,000 Mineral Claims in existence and
another 49,000 were pending in the Mines
Department. To comply with the Regulations
the total number of claims existing and
pending would require the work of well over
half a million men. This is so patently
ridiculous that it invites the situation which
now seems to appertain, that labour
conditions can safely be ignored and ground
can be held for speculation without any
necessity to work it.

That was the inquiry on which the Bill was based.
Mr Coyne: The Act must be changed.
Mr GRAYDEN: If the member for

Murchison-Eyre or anyone else takes exception to
real estate pegging, the answer is in the Act.

Mr Coyne: You must change the Act to make
it work.

Mr GRAYDEN: Why?
Mr Coyne: You cannot leave it like that. It has

been there too long now.
Mr GRAYDEN: That is pathetic! We already

have a regulation which requires three men per
100 acres or nine men on a mineral claim of 300
acres to work continuously and the Minister has
the power to enforce that provision, because the
Act gives him the power. Now we are told the Act
must be changed in order that the power can be
provided to prevent real estate pegging.

Mention was made earlier of the Teutonic
Bore. I want to make sure no-one is under any
misapprehension about that. Western Mining
went to the Teutonic Bore.

Mr Coyne: You don't know what you are
talking about.

Mr GRAYDEN: I spoke to a person from
Western Mining and the Minister was there. The
person could have been from one of the other big
mining companies, but I think it was Western
Mining. He made the statement in front of the
Minister for Mines that it was his company that
went into the Teutonic Bore irst. If it was
Western Mining, it has 49 claims there. I asked
the person why he did not peg the area with
temporary reserves because a new Act was not
required for that. Provision exists in the present
Act for temporary reserves. He said, "We do not
like pegging with temporary reserves and that is
why we are pegging with a mineral claim." They
want something which is the equivalent of the
mineral claim.
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The Minister is stipulating exorbitant
conditions with regard to prospecting licences. Let
us see what the Adams inquiry had to say in
respect of rents on prospecting licence areas. It is
very different from what the Minister said. The
report indicated that the rent for a prospecting
licence should be $75 per annumn for the first
licence and $150 for each licence thereafter.

The present rent on a mineral claim is $150,
but the suggestion is that for a licence for 500
acres the fee be $1 50. The Minister is suggesting
three men working continuously on 100 acres or,
in lieu of that, $8 000 for every man. In other
words it will be $24 000 for every 100 acres,
which is very different from the recommendation
of the Adams inquiry.

In a situation like the Teutonic Bore we have
people complaining that others are pegging
ground which does not contain minerals. If it did
contain minerals they would do something with it.
However, when it does not contain payable
minerals and there is a possibility of the economic
situation changing, they continue to hold it, and
they are paying the Government $150 for every
300 acres. The pastoralist probably has 500 000
acres for which he pays the Government $250.
These people who take up 300 acres and pay $150
are regarded as parasites. The point is that
because of the high cost involved in holding
ground, they do not hold it unnecessarily and it is
for that reason the situation is self-regulating. We
do not need an Act the basic philosophy of which
is to prevent people pegging ground or holding it
unnecessarily.

What does the Bill provide as an alternative? It
will prevent all small men taking up prospecting
licences and so on, because they will not be able
to afford them. They will have to prospect without
any tenement which will give them security.

They will have to do that. If the big companies
have the finance they will be able to blanket the
State with 200-square kilometre exploration
licences, and they can have them contiguously
and as many as they want. Are not they real
estate peggers? We recall the big companies
pegging areas up to 40000-square miles in the
Kimberley. What did they find in the way of
minerals? Nothing. Other people have since found
a great deal on those 40 000-square mile are-as.
That is the situation. It is considered to be all
right to hand out 200-square kilometre areas, as
many as required, and contiguously, and yet it is
wrong for a prospector to take up a small area.
How absurd is that? It is a warped attitude.

I repeat: the present system of pegging with
mineral claims is feted by the large companies

and those representatives we spoke to the other
day who were first in at Teutonic Bore and who
had the opportunity to obtain a temporary reserve
from the Minister under the old Act. They said
they would not operate under the exploration
licence provisions of the new Bill if it became law
because they did not like pegging with that type
of tenement. They wanted something smaller,
such as a mineral claim.

So, I dismiss as arrant nonsense this business
that there is something wrong with those people
who spend time and money pegging ground, and
hanging onto it while they scan the world for
techniques to enable them to develop it or arrange
finance. The cost of going to these remote areas
and doing the work, and then holding the ground,
is such that we do not have to go beyond that. I
say that the smaller prospectors, without any
doubt at all, will be disadvantaged under the
provisions of this Bill.

Mr Coyne: Not one iota.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Murchison-

Eyre will have an opportunity to observe the truth
of that statement if the Bill becomes law.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order! The member's time has expired.

Mr MENSAROS: Out of courtesy I think I
should reply to some of the comments made,
despite the fact that very few of them have been
related to the clause, and despite the fact that
almost every one of them was discussed and
answered during the second reading debate.

The main and more legitimate question raised
in relation to this clause was: Why does the Act
have to be repealed? If I might just give one
argument: The 1904 Act was brought in a long
time ago. It was written around the conditions
obtaining to gold at that time, and although
various amendments have been made over the
intervening years, by no means have they been
able to cope with the changed circumstances
which include the search for and production of
minerals, the use of faster and morg scientific
methods, and the impact of sophisticated and far-
reaching financial arrangements.

Those are not my words, those are the words of
a colleague of the members of the
Opposition-particularly the member for
Kalgoorlie who was with him in Cabinet. The
member for Kalgoorlie particularly supported this
colleague of his. Later, of course, the Labor Party
did not support him and discarded him.
Nevertheless, he was supported at that time. It
could be claimed that people change their minds
but if about six years ago or longer this statement
was made and was accepted, it is somewhat
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curious to me that the very same people who
accepted and supported it then today deny the
statement and the logic behind it. It is here at the
present time.

The main aim of the Bill, as I have pointed out,
particularly is to reduce drastically the
administration and thereby save money and time
both for the mining fraternity and the general
community. It is on behalf of the taxpayers that
the Government expends this money.

At the turn of the century there were very few
people in this State, and only one part of the State
was used for mining. It stood to reason that
because of the small Government, the small
electorates, the small population, and the small
number of taxpayers, almost every decision was
made by the Governor through the Minister, or,
alternatively, by the Minister. That meant that
when activity increased, and when there was an
increase in the number of people who worked the
ground, or applied for the ground, the
administration grew immensely. A tremendous
amount of time was consumed because matters
had to go to Executive Council. Any member who
has been a Minister will have noticed it is the
Land Act and the Mining Act which occupy
about 95 per cent of the time of the Executive
Council. I do not think there can he any denial of
that. Most are routine matters which can be
decided quickly because there is no contest, no
argument, and no conflicting interest. It is simply
a machinery action of the Executive Council.

One aim of the Bill is to reduce that procedure
by leaving decisions to the Minister, which is
simpler than a matter having to go to Executive
Council. It allows also for the delegation, which
was criticised. I said during the second reading
debate if one wants to read into the provisions of
any legislation that the mind of everybody on the
Executive is diabolically bad, one might have an
argument. But, I do not think one can justifiably
claim that has been the situation in the past,
during the time of the operation of the Act, with
regard to either the Minister or the officers of the
Mines Department.

Referring still to the aim of the Bill, I also told
members, from a practical point of view, that
when a Minister receives 100 files a day, literally
99 of them or more deal with absolutely routine
matters. The Minister does his signing, and he
makes an agreement with his under secretary, or
other people in his department, that iles which
require judgment or adjudication are specially
marked. That is precisely what happens in
practice. I have talked with my predecessor, who
was on the other side, and he told me-after I had
developed my routine as mentioned earlier-that

he had done the same because the necessary work
could not be handled any other way. What is the
legitimate practical objection to doing away with
most of this adminstrative work by the Minister
which work is virtually routine done by
departmental officers and delegating power,
thereby saving time and money for the
prospectors themselves?

Another main aim of the Bill, as opposed to
retaining the present Act, is, as the member for
Murchison-Eyre pointed out, to ensure that more
ground will be turned over and more people will
be able to work the ground.

Whether it is a small man or the largest
company, the aim of the community which is
represented by the Government-and I would
credit the Opposition with having the same aim of
the interest of the community-is to create more
economic activity. Some minerals can be mined
only by large companies, and that has to be
admitted if one is objective. No-one would suggest
a prospector could successfully mine iron ore or
nickel.

We cannot claim that this main aim will
succeed 100 per cent but at least it is a
demonstration of the Government's intention to
have more activity so that more prospecting and
more exploration can be carried out on as much
land as possible, resulting in more mining and
more benefit to the State.

I want to say very briefly to those who come up
with very flamboyant expressions about
ministerial power that the Minister has not an
ounce more power in this Bill than he had in the
Act; yet the argument is that the Act should not
be repealed. I cannot follow the logic of that
argument because the Minister has if anything
less discretion, as I explained during the second
reading debate.

Because the matter came up during the debate,
I want to say a word for the company which the
member for South Perth so Fiercely attacked. The
Telfer project was one of the nicest and best
projects during my administration. It was begun
during the time when the price of gold bottomed
out. It was undertaken in a desperate situation
when all the feasibility studies showed the project
was not viable. It was undertaken during this time
by a most ingenious method, not by Americans in
America but by local people, and of course it had
an Australian partner-admittedly one of the
rajahs but the most prototype Australian
company, BHP, which was conveniently omitted
by the member for South Perth. I want to defend
this project because I felt it was magnificently
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done, despite all the barriers against the project at
the time.

The member for South Perth says if the new
Bill comes into operation, under whatever
regulations, the work of mineral claims will he
dropped. I am not a betting man but I can
remember the same member predicting, when the
fees for the mineral claims rose from 25c to 50c,
that not a single mineral claim would be taken up
in Western Australia. Yet he himself says that in
1975 over three million mineral claims were taken
up. I respect the member for South Perth but I
ask members to consider, before they wager their
money, whether or not he is the best prophet in
this Chamber.

Mr Grayden: You had better tell me where I
said that.

Mr MENSAROS: I will need time to find it
but I remember hearing it.

Mr Grayden: Your memory is a bit faulty.
Mr MENSAROS: It was on the occasion when

the honourable member moved a motion to
disallow the regulation increasing the mineral
claim fee from 25c to 50c around 1973.

I take the very words of the member for South
Perth-I do not know whether he meant them in
a positive or a negative way-that precisely what
one is hoping is that the self-regulatory conditions
will take care of the whole situation. I do not
disagree with him but the memory of one of us is
bad; it was not Western Mining but Selection
Trust which was the first company to have
Teutonic Bore. The company said that according
to the provisions of the new Bill it would use the
exploration licence, and it stands to reason,
because whichever way the regulations go it will
be cheaper and it does not have to be pegged,
although it goes through the warden which the
temporary reserve does not.

I think I have touched on all the arguments,
despite the fact that they have been repeated
many times. I will rest the case at that because I
think all the arguments brought up this
evening-with no attempt at filibuster, as was
claimed-have been answered.

Mr GRILL: I thank the Minister for finally
responding to the legitimate request by members
of this Chamber to state clearly-and I might
also say audibly-his reasons for thinking there
should be a new Mining Bill. He outlined the
reasons fairly succinctly, and I think they came
down to three clear reasons. The first reason he
gave was that the 1904 Act was written around
gold; the second reason was that a new Act would
reduce administration; and a third reason he put

forward was that more ground should be turned
over.

Let us examine those three reasons. The first
was that the 1904 Act was written around gold.
That is true, of course; but is that in itself wrong?
Has that been shown to be wrong in the past? Is
that in fact a defect in the Act? I suggest it is not
a defect in the Act; in fact, quite the contrary.
The Act which was written around gold has in
fact stood the test of time, has shown itself to be a
very adequate Act, and is the Act under which
the great wealth of this mining State has been
prospected and exploited. I reject entirely the
argument that because the Act was written
around gold it is wrong, and I lay the onus on the
Minister to explain why ipso facto that is correct.
He has to say that in terms of reasoning, and he
has not put those reasons forward.

The second reason he considers the Act is
inadequate and a new Bill should be brought in is
that it would reduce administration. He did not
say in what ways it would reduce administration
but he then went on to defend his powers of
delegation. He indicated he was overworked, far
too many files were coming across his desk, and
that sort of hack work was not the work a
Minister should carry out. I agree with him but
surely the old Act and the administration of the
department can be rearranged so that that sort of
work does not have to come across the Minister's
desk. I suggest in fact that much of the
contentious work-which by admission is only a
small portion of the work that comes across the
Minister's desk-should be decided judicially.

Decisions of a judicial nature should not be
delegated to people who are essentially
bureaucrats. That is one of the main reasons there
is so much hostility to the Bill. Matters that
should be decided judicially are being decided by
heads of departments, or by their underlings. I do
not think the Minister has made out any case for
reduced administration, because reduced
administration was feasible within the old Act.

The third reason for a new Bill, according to
the Minister, was that more ground should be
turned over. We all agree that more ground
should be turned over, but where we disagree is
that we do not believe more ground will be turned
over by making it more onerous to hold a mining
tenement. We do not believe more ground will be
turned over by taking away the rights of
prospectors. We should make it easier for these
people to hold tenements, and certainly they
should have as many rights as they had under the
old legislation. Simply to take those rights away
will make it more onerous to obtain a mining
tenement, and that will manacle the prospectors.
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That is no way to ensure that more ground will be
turned over.

If I had the time 1 would explain to the
Committee that there are much more effective
ways to ensure that more ground is turned over. I
would suggest that we should not look to
manacling the poor prospectors, but rather, the
big companies-

Mr Coyne: A dollar a year for 24
claims-could you get anything cheaper than
that?

Mr GRILL: We are not talking necessarily of
the financial side of the matter, although under
the new Bill that will be as onerous as it possibly
could be. We do not know just what the
regulations will be, but certainly it will be much
more onerous, in terms of security and reporting
conditions, to hold tenements.

Many of these fellows could perhaps be
referred to as "4poor bushies", and they will not be
able to Find the necessary security. Also, many
will not have the ability to write the necessary
reports, and they will not have the money to hire
people to do this for them. In these respects, and
in other respects I will mention later, it will be
much more onerous to hold a mining tenement.
We say, with that qualification, that we agree
there should be more turning over of the ground,
but we do not see that such an objective will be
accomplished by manacling the prospectors and
the small companies of this State.

Mr JAMIESON: There seem to have been
plenty of speakers to this clause, and I have
waited for quite some time for my opportunity to
speak. However, I intend to put forward a slightly
different attitude to this clause from that adopted
by the other speakers.

This one clause will repeal the parent Act, 28
amending Acts, the Sluicing and Dredging for
Cold Act, and the Mining Tenements (Wartime
Exemptions) Act. Surely that is a little severe.

I wish to refer particularly to paragraph (b) of
subelause (1) which proposes to amend the Local
Government Act, the Town Planning and
Development Act, and the Land Act. It is
proposed to amend the Local Government Act by
deleting the reference to "section four of the
Mining Act, 1904", and substituting the passage
"section eight of the Mining Act, 1978". Are we
not being a little presumptuous in writing
something into another Act that we have not
already agreed to? We are still on clause 3 at this
stage. What will happen if clause 8 of the Bill is
thrown out? I think we are putting the cart before
the horse on this occasion, and we should consider
very carefully what we are doing.

There has been a great deal of debate on this
clause tonight, and we have been told what should
and should not be done. I come back to the salient
point that the Mining Act, including the various
amending Bills that have been passed, has
weathered the test of time and weathered it well.

It is all very well for the member for
Murchison-Eyre to now turn himself around and
lend support to the whole Bill because of some
proposed amendments. It is not the intention of
the Opposition to let the Government get away
with this after there has been so much opposition
to the Bill. I want to warn the Government that
unless an Act of Parliament that has been
introduced for a group of people has the respect of
those people, it is not worth the paper it is printed
on. These people will not abide by its provisions;
they will find fault with it, and they will do
everything in their power to see that it does not
work. We do not want to spend our time here
making legislation that will not work because the
people do not want it to work.

I warn the Committee that it would be very
unwise to vote for a clause which will repeal an
Act which has been in operation for so long, and
then ind later that we need its provisions. I
suggest that we should vote against this clause,
and retain the legislation that we know. I suggest
to the Government that it should scrap this
measure, and return to the Parliament with
something of which the member for Murchison-
Eyre can be proud. He should not now have to
change his mind and say that he is satisfied with
the Bill before us because of certain amendments.
The amendments do not overcome the objections
that have been raised. When we vote on this
clause we should indicate very clearly that we do
not want to get rid of the old Act.

Clause put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr H-assell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old

a division taken with the

Ayes 24

Mr O'Neil
Mr Ride
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodemnan
Mr Spriggs
MrThonmpson
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)
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Noes 24
Mr Barnett Mr Hedge
Mr Bertram Mr Jamieson
Mr T. J. Burke Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Carr Mr Mclver
Mr Cowan Mr MoPharlin
Dr Dadour Mr Pearce
Mr Davies Mr Skidmore
Mr H. D. Evans Mr Stephens
Mr T. D. Evans Mr Taylor
Mr Orayden Mr Tonkin
Mr Gril Dr Troy
Mr Harman Mr Batemnan (Tier)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Grewar Mr Bryce
Mr MacKinnon Mr B. T. Burke
Mrs Craig Mr Wilson

The CHAIRMAN: The voting being equal, I
give my casting vote with the Ayes.

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 4 and 5 put and passed.
Clause 6: Operation of this Act-
Mr SKIDMORE: I rise to draw attention to

some of the gobbledygook which appears in this
legislation. I have read the clause and I have
received a legal opinion on it. In addition, two
members who have been in this place much longer
than I have been here have read the clause. None
of us can agree on its meaning.

Mr O'Neil: That is why a committee of one is
much better than a committee of more than one.

Mr SKIDMORE: That may be so, as long as I
am sure the interpretation of the Minister is in
line with what I believe the clause states. I draw
the attention of members to the wording of the
clause. I put to the Minister that it contains three
provisions. As I understand it, if a provision of
this Bill is inconsistent with a provision of the
Environmental Protection Act, it will be deemed
to be inoperative. Therefore, I assume the
Environmental Protection Act will stand supreme.
If that is what the Minister intends, I will accept
it because that is precisely what I would want to
apply to mining tenements and the goldmining
industry. I agree that we must have costeans,
open cuts, and other mining activity, but we must
have rehabilitation of those areas where it is
established that mining is no longer viable
because the ore is all gone, as distinct from where
mining could once again be viable if the price of
the mineral rises.

If the Minister tells me the intention of the
clause is that the Environmental Protection Act
will be supreme, I thank him for the provision. I
hope the Minister is able to explain the provision
to me.

Mr MENSAROS: The answer is simple.
Clause 6 is self-explanatory. This provision could

have been raised as an argument against that
advanced by the member for Swan in opposition
to clause 3.

Mr Skidmore: No, I am consistent.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not think so.
Mr Skidmore: I am.
Mr MENSAROS: The member for Swan may

wish to be consistent, but he is not. He, along with
other members, said the old Act is good and
should not be touched; they said the new Bill
should be axed. Incorporated in his argument was
the fact that the old Act, the provisions of which
override any other Act-because that was the
philosophy in 1904--should prevail. Therefore he
is not consistent because when he voted against
clause 3, he voted that the provisions of the
Mining Act as it stands today should prevail over
any other Act, including the Environmental
Protection Act. That is what he voted for.

Mr Skidmore: I did not.
Mr MENSAROS: The member might not

accept it, but it is a fact. He is not strong enough
to admit it.

Mr Skidmore: I do not intend to, because it is
not true.

Mr MENSAROS: It is not a matter of truth, it
is a matter of fact.

Mr Skidmore: You have your say, and I will
get up and have mine.

Mr MENSAROS: The member for Swan may
say whatever he likes.

Mr Skidmore: You are too damned stupid to
understand.

Mr MENSAROS: The old Act prevails over all
other Acts. This Bill was conceived and born
under conditions in which it is acknowledged
there are other land uses, some of which are just
as important as mining. That is the reason this
clause seeks to provide that the provisions of the
Environmental Protection Act as they stand at the
time of the commencement of this Dill, shall
prevail. That is what the clause says; it might say
it in complicated, legal language, but that it what
it means. From that point of view the member for
Swan comprehended it properly. However, when
he voted against clause 3 he voted that the
provisions of the old Act should prevail over other
Acts.

Mr DAVIES: That is a nice debating point, but
it is pure humbug. We have said we want the
present Act to prevail with amendments. We want
to amend the present Act, not introduce a new
one.
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Mr Mensaros: It is time you came to the rescue
of the member for Swan.

Mr DAVIES: Overall, the general provisions of
the present Act are acceptable to the people who
know what mining is all about. Modern-day
thinking tends towards the protection of the
environment, which is something I applaud. I am
pleased to see this clause included because it
seems the Government will have its way and use
its numbers willy-nilly, including the Speaker, to
carry the Bill. In that case, we applaud this
clause.

The member for Swan merely asked for the
Government's interpretation of this clause
because it is quite easy to interpret it another way
if one reads it quickly. There is an area of doubt
in the clause and because we recognise the
Government's rather dismal attitude towards
environmental processes we thought we had better
get the Government to spell it out for us.

All the debate on this clause needed to be was,
"Does this mean the Environmental Protection
Act has overriding authority?" The answer was,
"Yes." We agree with that, and that is where the
debate could have ended.

The Minister tried to suggest that we voted
against this kind of provision, thereby proving our
duplicity. We did not, and it does not prove any
such thing. I want to congratulate the Minister on
his debating point but I draw his attention to the
fact that the Opposition wants the old Act to
remain but that it wants it updated. The old
Mining Act could very easily have been subjected
to an updating process.

Mr SKIDM4ORE: I want to clear up any
misconception the Minister may have about any
statements I may have made. He claimed I have
now switched course, and now accept the fact the
Opposition has misled people into believing it
would support the repeal of the old Act. Of
course, the Minister is quite incorrect.

What I said was that I objected to this new
legislation having the overriding authority over
any other Act. We have already decided it will
have overriding authority over the Local
Government Act, the Town Planning and
Development Act and the Land Act.

I asked the Minister whether the
Environmental Protection Act would have
authority over the new Mining Act and he replied
that it would. There is no inconsistency in what I
have said. The Local Government Act, the Town
Planning -and Development Act and the Land Act
should stand supreme, and they do not. The
Minister can now sit back in his chair and think

about drawing another red herring across the
trail.

Mr GRILL: I wish to correct a
misapprehension of the Minister for Mines. H-e
said the present Mining Act holds ascendency
over all other Acts, and in fact overrides all other
Acts. That is quite wrong; it is in only a very few
special areas that the present Mining Act holds
ascendency, and overrides other Acts. To make
the Sweeping statement the Minister made is
factually and legally incorrect,,and is miles from
the truth.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 7 put and passed.
Clause 8: Interpretation-
Mr T. D. EVANS: My attention is drawn to

two areas in this clause. One is clearly indicated
in the clause and the other is conspicuous by its
absence. I refer firstly to the definition
".expenditure conditions", and refer members to
the wording contained in clause 8.

In answer to a question last week the Minister
for Mines indicated that the expenditure
conditions are likely to be akin to those which
could be applied under the existing Act. As the
member for Murchison-Eyre was quick to point
out, without point or purpose, under the existing
Act, nine men would be required to maintain the
labour conditions on a mineral claim of a
maximum area of 300 acres.

Pressed further, the Minister indicated the
work of one man might well be equated to a
figure of about $8 000 a year. As the member for
South Perth pointed out, this could mean under
the existing Act that a person taking out only one
mineral claim could be forced either to work it
according to the Act or spend $24 000 a year.

A prospecting licence, however, is not to be 300
acres: it is to be the equivalent of 500 acres. So,
if what the Minister claims are likely to be the
prescribed expenditure conditions, a person
holding only one prospecting licence could be in
breach of the law if he did not spend $ 120 000 a
year. This is the very recipe to kill mining
exploration in Western Australia.

Mr Grayden: And if he does not spend that
amount of money they will take it from him.

Mr T. D. EVANS: It will kill mining. Is this
what the Government intends?

Mr Mensaros: Tell the Committee what the
situation is today.

Mr T. D. EVANS: I wish the Premier would
provide the Minister for Mines With a megaphone
so we could hear him. We cannot understand him.
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Mr Bertram: That is very convenient.
Mr T. D. EVANS: In Papua New Guinea there

are devices supplied for the interpretation of
speeches so that everybody can hear and
understand. I say with all respect to the Minister
that I find it difficult to understand from here
what he is saying. I can recall when I was in
Government, sitting where he sits now and he was
sitting where the member for Mt. Hawthorn is
sitting, that I found it difficult to hear him. Now I
am much further away from him, and I find it
impossible to understand him.

I object to this definition of expenditure
conditions. When I spoke on the second reading,
the Minister gave an undertaking that before this
Bill passed this Assembly it would be wrong if we
were not in a position to see the proposed
regulations to be made pursuant to this Act. He
promised me in those terms, and his promise is
recorded in Hansard. Before we consider those
clauses dealing with expenditure conditions, I
hope the Minister honours his undertaking. I take
this opportunity, when dealing with clause 8, to
remind him of the undertaking he gave. It would
be most improper for this Parliament to be called
upon to give its imprimatur to provisions imposing
expenditure or labour conditions on people when
the Parliament does not know what the conditions
are likely to be.

Mr Chairman, the other point I wish to raise is
not concerned with what is printed in this clause,
but with what is not printed in it. I believe there
should be provision for a small tenement of 10
hectares or 25 acres for what I might call precious
resources-gold, the other royal metals, and
precious rocks. It would be a precious resources
area of 10 hectares.

Clause 70 of the Bill provides that where an
exploration licence has been granted and has been
in existence for 12 months, it is competent for a
person to apply for a prospecting licence limited
to a small area within the exploration area. I now
refer to sctlion 28A of the Act. That amendment
to section 28 was made at the behest of the
former member for Murchison-Eyre, who knew
something about mining and who had some
intestinal fortitude, and myself.

We approached the then Minister for Mines. I
believe we were responsible for convincing the
Minister of the need to enact section 28A of the
Mining Act as it now stands. That provides that
where a mineral claim of 300 acres had been held
for a period of 12 months and it could be shown
that gold was likely to be found on that mineral
claim and that prospecting for gold on that
mineral claim would not seriously interfere with

the workings of the mineral claim holder who
would be holding it for other minerals, it would be
competent for the person to be given a small
prospecting area of 24 acres within this mineral
claim area of a maximum size of 300 acres.

The then Minister in 1968 or 1969 saw the
wisdom of this. This was during the metals boom
when so many mineral claims were being pegged,
to the exclusion of the small gold prospector. We
find that in the case of one mineral claim of a
maximum area of 300 acres, it was competent for
a prospecting area of 24 acres to be granted
therein and ultimately excised therefrom.

Under this measure, prospecting licences of 500
acres, not 300 acres, are to be granted. There is
no provision at all for this type of small precious
resources area. Members may call it a prospecting
area if they like-, but to avoid confusion I would
prefer to call it a precious resources area. That
would be limited to prospecting for gold, the other
royal metals, and precious stones.

In the Bill there is no provision at all for that
type of thing. In clause 70, there is provision for a
small tenement of the same dimensions that I
suggested-lO hectares-to be applied for out of
the larger exploration area. These aspects were
pointed out to the Minister a month ago by the
member for Welshpool and myself. These are
some of the matters raised by the prospectors last
week. Why is the Minister so insensitive? This
afternoon one of the prospectors said that it was a
waste of time coming down here. Another
prospector said, "We were laughed at." I do not
know whether they were laughed at because I was
not present at the meeting with the Minister. The
conduct of the Minister in his intransigence, in his
reluctance to communicate, in his reluctance to
consider what we put to him a month ago, makes
me wonder whether the interjection I heard from
the crowd this afternoon was not in fact very close
to the truth.

Whilst it may be difficult to say that I oppose a
clause which contains definitions, I express
dissatisfaction with the fact, first of all, that at
this stage when we are embarking on the material
aspects of this Bill, the Minister has not honoured
his undertaking to bring the proposed regulations
before the Parliament so they may be considered.
Members, in considering the material clauses of
the Bill, should have the benefit of having studied
the regulations. The Minister gave this
undertaking.

The Committee is approaching the machinery
clauses of the Bill. We have not yet seen the
regulaions. Perhaps the Minister might table the
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regulations tomorrow so that an opportunity may
be given to members to consider them

I object to the fact that no provision has been
made for the other aspect I mentioned. The
former Minister for Mines saw the wisdom of this
in 1968.

Under the Bill, 500 acres may be granted. As a
result of one amendment the Minister has placed
on the notice paper, up to 12 prospecting areas
may be granted with a maximum size of 500 acres
each, Those areas may be contiguous or
otherwise. This would mean that 6000 acres
could be taken up by one person, to the exclusion
of the small gold prospector. I am vigorously
opposed to this.

Mr SODEMAN: I wish to make a few brief
comments relating to compensation matters
affecting pastoralists when mining tenements
have been granted which may encroach on their
leases. I base my comments on clause 8(2 )(e) of
the Bill.

This matter has been raised by the Pastoralists
and Graziers Assocation which, as all members
would be aware, represents the pastoralists very
vocally and effectively throughout the State.

Mr Pearce: And also the graziers.
Mr SODEMAN: They have suggested an

amendment be made which would overcame their
problems. They suggest that the second part of
clause 8(l)(c)-namely, the words "for any
purpose other than a pastoral or timber

pups"- deleted. This would remove the
reference to pastoral leases throughout the Bill.
Clause 801)(c) reads as follows-

"Crown land" means all land in the State,
except-
(c) land that is subject to any lease granted

by or on behalf of the Crown for any
purpose other than a pastoral or timber
purpose;

That means that pastoral leases are deemed to be
Crown land. In the Bill as it now stands, there are
further clauses which refer to pastoral leases
because of this definition. The association feels
that the deletion of those words would overcome
their problems.

There is another alternative which could be
considered.

At this stage, Mr Chairman, I point out to the
Committee that the Pastoralists and Graziers
Association contacted us only recently. In fact,
the Minister was good enough to meet with them
yesterday. They realise that they have made their
move at the 11Ith hour. They also appreciate that
any change as aforementioned would require

consequential changes throughout the Bill so it
could involve a major drafting project. For that
reason, I will not move an amendment at this
stage, but I put forward the two alternatives so
that they are recorded. When this Bill becomes
enacted, these amendments could be considered at
a later stage.

I think that is a very important point. Just
because the Bill passes in its initial form does not
mean, if it is found to be ineffective in some areas,
that it cannot be changed at another time.
Parliament can amend existing Acts when, as
time goes on, circumstances change. Thai is why
this Bill is being enacted at this stage because,
since 1904, a tremendous amount of water has
gone under the bridge.

The pastoralists feel the provisions in this Bill
have not adequately taken account of the surface
of their land and their access roads. Their
circumstances have changed dramatically as have
the circumstances that have brought about the
introduction of this new Bill. It goes without
saying that the economic situation of pastoralists
has changed dramatically as have matters relating
to the surface of the land, the vegetation, access
roads, and the cost of upkeep.

It is this area of compensation the pastoralists
are concerned with and more consideration is
required than has been given to it in the past.

Clause 20(4) paragraphs (a), to (e) outline
certain restrictions on holders of mining
tenements, and if a change to clause 8(0)(c) was
brought about it would warrant a change to the
paragraphs of clause 20(4) 1 have mentioned.
However, if that was not deemed acceptable all
that need be done is for further provisions to be
added following paragraph (e) to cover the
aspects of damage to land surface and access
roads etc.

The pastoralists main apprehension hinges
around clause 125 which states in part,
"compensation is not payable under this Part to
the lessee of land leased for pastoral purposes
under the Land Act, 1933". There is a safety
valve which precedes that but the P and G
Association has obtained legal advice indicating
the safety valve is somewhat nebulous and they
are concerned it would not be effective. The
clause starts, "Except where and then only to the
extent agreed upon by the parties concerned or
authorised by the Warden's Court", Therein lies
the nature of the problem and the reason for their
request.

The association sees the Mining Act as being
the senior legislation, with the Land and Forests
Acts, being subservient to it. It has been indicated
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to me that the changes recommended by the
association would have to be made to the Land
Act and we should take cognisance of that.

The CHAIRMAN: The member should
confine his remarks to clause 8.

Mr SODEMAN: Clause 8(l)(c) deems
pastoral leases to be Crown land. If we can
change that definition the reference to pastoral
leases in clause 125 would perhaps be done away
with. Perhaps all of clause 125 could be deleted
because it would be unnecessary. The Land Act
specifies conditions for pastoral activities on a
pastoral lease so obtained. That Act and the
pastoral lessee cannot dictate to a mining
company how it will conduct itself on a pastoral
lease. These provisions are contained in the
Mining Act and that is what we are talking about
now.

The Minister was prepared to give his time to
the Pastoralists and Graziers Association
yesterday. He was prepared to acknowledge the
nature of their problem and their changed
circumstance. He gave an undertaking that
following the passage of the Bill through the
Chamber he would be more than happy to talk to
them again, and in fact he felt that, if not through
these measures perhaps in the conditions of
mining tenemnj~s being granted, the
compensation provisions the pastoralists are
looking for could be covered.

Mr GRAYDEN: I shall touch on a matter
raised by the member for Kalgoorlie which was
the fact that this legislation does not contain
provision for a small tenement for gold.* It seems
to be an extraordinary thing that such a tenement
should be omitted at this time in this State when
there is intense activity in goldmining. For the
First time ever gold has reached a price of over
$206 Australian an ounce. As a consequence,
throughout mining areas, there is increased
activity in the exploration for gold.

At this crucial period in the development of the
goldmining industry in Western Australia we are
doing away with an Act which provides for
relatively small tenements. We are saying that as
far as gold is concerned the sky is the limit and
that a person can go to Western Australia and if
he wants 200 square kilometres of land to explore
for gold, he can have it.

Section 44 of the Mining Act of 1904 reads as
follows-

44. The area of any land comprised in
goldmining lease,-

(1) in the case of land within paragraph
(a) or (b) of subsection one of the
last preceding section, shall not

exceed forty-eight acres; and
(2) in all other cases shall not exceed

twenty-four acres;
A person could have 48 acres of land that had
been worked or 24 acres of any other land.
However, now there is renewed interest in
goldmining we are going to do away with the
small tenements and encourage big companies to
go in and blanket out these areas. Just imagine
the position around Leonora where the alluvial
areas are relatively limited.

When the old Act was drawn up people in the
mining industry realised that this was the position
and they catered for it. They limited the
goldmining leases to 24 acres in areas which had
not been worked previously and 48 acres where
there had been previous work. As a consequence,
people pegged in relatively small areas.

I repeat that the alluvial and shallow mining
areas in the vicinity of mining towns are relatively
small. The prospecting licence areas we speak of
in the Bill before the Chamber involve up to 500
acres. One can understand that with a couple of
PLs one can blank out most of the alluvial,
shallow mining areas in Western Australia which
are situated generally in the vicinity of country
towns. That, of course, is one of the shortcomings
of the Act.

[ intended quoting some letters I received from
the Murchison-Eyre area relating to this
particular problem. It has been mentioned earlier
today that people are already going in and
pegging by means of a mineral claim. If one takes
out a mineral claim for base metals, one can stop
another person coming in and pegging for gold for
12 months, but not after the expiration of that
period. In the Bill before the Chamber we have
made provisions to convert mineral claims pegged
in these circumstances into prospecting licence
areas. As soon as this Act is promulgated, they
are then secure for another two years by which
time the interest may have dropped out of gold
and the price may have fallen dramatically.
However, whilst the price of gold is high we know
what the larger companies will do. They will
blanket the shallow and alluvial goldmining areas
and the areas where deep mining may prove
successful. They will blanket out these areas using
the exploration licence provided in this Bill which
can be used for the pegging of gold. They will
take up the 200 square kilometre areas for a
period of five years.
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It will not be a question of blanketing out the
ground and holding it for a relatively short period.
It will be a question of pegging areas with large
exploration licences and companies can take out
as many licences as they wish. They will take out
these licences and the ground will be secured for
five years.

Certainly after a period part of the land must
be relinquished and later another part must be
relinquished; but the company will be left with the
part which contains gold. When a company takes
out an exploration licence for gold, it is securing
the ground which is worth while for five years. Is
that a desirable proposition at a time when the
price of gold has broken the £200 barrier and has
risen to $206 per ounce for the first time? Is it
desirable that we should do away with the small
tenement and bring in huge areas? Large
companies will come in and members should not
forget that these companies can be made upcompletely of foreign shareholders. They can
come in and apply for exploration licences which,
if granted, will mean the company will not have to
pay any company tax, because gold is not taxable
in that way. It is the height of absurdity to do
away with the small mining tenement at this
particular time.

Mr COYNE: I do not know how many times I
have to tell the member for South Perth how this
particular situation is resolved.

Mr Grayden: You do not understand how it
works.

Mr COYNE: It is a natural transition and it
has been explained several times to the
honourable member. It is quite simple; in all of
these goldmining areas there are a number of
tenements or GMLs as they are called. Using
Meekatharra as an example, there are
approximately 80 tenements. When the new Act
is promulgated one can peg from the size of a 44-
gallon drum up to 200 hectares-from a quarter
of an acre up to 200 hectares.

The point the member for South Perth is trying
to make is that the areas will be blanketed out.
This is an emotive term used first by Mr Rog
Mitchell in Kalgoorlie who said that two of these
licences would blanket out the Golden Mile. 1
agree with him; but it is an erroneous assertion in
practical terms, because the leases are already
consolidated tenements and have been for decades
in one way or another. In fact titleholders leave
Various areas from time to time and other people
take over. Under the new Bill if somebody
dropped out the person who then comes ill takes

Up immediately a 9'A-hectare tenement which is
exactly the same area. I believe that destroys

adequately the argument raised by the member
for South Perth.

The talk about introducing a small goldmining
tenement in the context where we have a
prospecting licence designed for all minerals is
fallacious. It just does not fit. It is now in a
completely different context. We must get away
from the old Act. The member for South Perth
cannot get past the old Act. He has not
streamlined his thinking to believe that something
new is good and he believes that the old Act will
suffice.

I believe I have covered the matter adequately
and have destroyed the argument raised so many
times by the member for South Perth.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am afraid the member for
Murchison-Eyre is misleading the Chamber. I do
not believe he is doing this intentionally; he does
not understand the situation.

Mr Skidmore: He certainly does not.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member asked why we

should have a small tenement for goldmining. The
answer is this: We should have a small tenement
for gold, because it is in a position completely
different from base metal. The department insists
that goldmining areas be worked according to the
regulations which obtain under the old Mining
Act. The department does not do this in respect of
mineral claims and, of course, it cannot, because
as the report of the committee of inquiry
indicated it would take half a million men to
comply with the requirements of the working
conditions in relation to mineral claims. At least
the department can ensure that the working
conditions far goldmining areas are enforced. The
department encourages people to apply for
forfeiture of a goidmining area if it is not being
worked according to the conditions which obtain.
That does not happen as far as mineral claims are
concerned.

If somebody complains to the warden or lodges
an application for forfeiture of a mineral claim
the parties concerned appear before the warden.
He listens to the evidence and in most cases he
fines the owner of the tenement $10. Except in
exceptional circumstances it is not worth applying
for the forfeiture of a mineral claim. It is not
worth while because the person who owns the
mineral claim and is not complying with the
regulations receives only a paltry fine.

As has been painted out already huge areas of'
Western Australia are being held under mineral
claims;, but the same situation does not apply with
respect to goldmining leases. If a goldmining lease
is not being worked in accordance with the
regulations any individual from Perth may go up
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into the area and apply for forfeiture. The warden
would not fine the owner. He would take away his
lease in most cases and award it to the person who
applied for forfeiture. That is the reason it is
imperative to have a small tenement for gold and
apparently that reason escapes the member for
Murchison-Eyre.

It is absolutely vital that we have a small
tenement for gold for that reason, because we can
then draw a line of demarcation between gold and
base metals. We will never be able to insist
on-and never should-the larger tenements for
base metals being worked according to the
onerous conditions imposed by the regulations. It
is a different matter, however, with gold. The rich
gold areas are relatively small. In Most cases they
are in the vicinity of mining towns which owe
their existence to the fact that the alluvial patches
and the shallow mining areas are in that, region.
As the area is so limited, if we want a large
number of people to share the wealth and if we
want a substantial amount of work to be
performed on the leases, obviously they must be
small.

We are told that one of the reasons for the
introduction of the legislation is to encourage
work on the ground. Will we encourage work in
gold areas if we are to hand out 200-square
kilometres exploration licence areas for gold? Of
course we will not, fl1ow then can the member for
Murchison-Eyre talk about granting 500-acre
prospecting licence areas in the vicinity of mining
towns throughout the Murchison, the eastern
goldfields, and elsewhere? The argument is so
absurd it staggers me.

The prospectors who came here today know the
situation. We can go back much further to the
days when gold was First discovered in Kalgoorlie,
The average maximum area which could be
pegged at that stage was about the size of an
average roomn which was 15 feet by 15 feet or 20
feet by 20 fcet. Strangely enough that area was
sufficient. Since those days we have had a special
section dealing with gold. I repeat that we have
48-acre leases for areas which have been worked
over. We have 24-acre areas where new ground is
involved. However, this was done to ensure that
the people who took out the gold leases worked
them and ostensibly that is the intention of the
new Bill.

Unless we have provision for small tenements,
instead of having 500 people in a mining town
sharing the gold in the vicinity, the whole area
will be in the hands of one individual. That will
happen,. though certainly not with respect to
ground already held because when the Bill
becomes law that ground will be converted.

However, with regard to the remainder of the
ground, any which is not currently held and not
worked will be taken up. The very people the
member for Murchison-Eyre talks about and who
are covered at present will have to comply with
the labour and expenditure conditions under the
new legislation. If they do not they will have the
land taken over by companies which are in a
position to do something about the land.

I know that at this moment in the goldmining
areas companies are pegging feverishly.

Mr Coy ne: Nonsense.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Murchison-

Eyre has already cold us on two occasions tonight
that is what is happening in his area. Because the
Bill will permit the companies to convert the areas
to a prospecting licence area they can afford to do
it. They will secure the ground for two years and
if the price of gold goes up-

Mr Coyne: It has.
Mr GRAYDEN: It has increased to $206 an

ounce which is the highest price obtained for gold
in the history of Australia. However, it may
increase to $300 or $400 an ounce. The person
who goes out today and pegs those mineral
claims, knowing he can convert them to 500-acre
areas for gold, without doing any work at all,
could make himself a fortune. If the price goes up
to $300 he will sell the areas overnight, but he
will have done no work.

Mr Bertram: He will stimulate private
enterprise!

Mr GRAYDEN: I am saying that the way is
wide open. A mining entrepeneur would be foolish
in the extreme if at this moment he was not
studying geological maps of Western Australia
and getting teams in the field to peg the alluvial
areas, because he knows he would then have them
secured. If the price does not increase, he can
drop the areas; whereas if the price does increase
he can blanket out the highly mineralised gold
areas of Western Australia. A handful of people
can do it. It is as simple as that.

It was for that reason the smaller tenement was
introduced in the past and it is for that reason
now more than ever before that it is necessary to
have provision in the Bill for small tenements.

Mr BERTRAM: Mention has been made of
the raw deal this Bill gives to pastoralists and
graziers and mention may well have been made of
that because it is tragic the way the Government
has neglected those people and the Opposition is
concerned about the situation.

Having been in this Chamber for a relatively
short time, the member for Pilbara has been
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raised on a diet or slipshod, inefficient legislation
and this was manifested in his remarks this
evening. He said that one of these fine days in the
future something will be done to care for the
pastoralists and graziers whose interests have
been ignored almost completely. HeI says that
something will be done by the Government at
some future undetermined time to assist the
pastoralists and graziers. The Opposition states in
the clearest terms that while that may be good
enough for the member for Pilbara, it is not good
enough for the Opposition. In recent times in our
legislative programme we have had before us
repeated instances of the necessity to patch up
slipshod legislation. Many people have been hurt
as a result of that slipshod legislation. One classic
example is the Pensioners (Rates Rebates and
Deferments) Act Amendment Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: I remind the honourable
member, as I reminded the member for Pilbara,
that he must relate his remarks to clause 8 which
deals with the i nterpretat ions. The member for
Pilbara did this after I drew his attention to the
matter.

Mr BERTRAM: That is a valid ruling and in
abiding by it I certainly will not wander any
further from the question before the Chair than
did the member for Pilbara.

I simply want to conclude by saying that not
only do we have slipshod legislation to which
members are becoming accustomed and which
they tolerate but which is very bad, we also have
here a manifestation of the Government's
obsession with the big companies. The member
for South Perth has reminded us of this
repeatedly tonight and on other occasions. The
Opposition agrees with him.

The Opposition would like to mention two
things. Firstly, the interests of the pastoralists and
graziers should have been considered under the
Bill and there is no reason their interests should
not be considered by an amendment now. We
want action now, not at some undetermined
future time. Secondly, we wish to emphasise the
obsession of this Government with big companies
concerning which the member ror South Perth
has reminded us on innumerable occasions this
evening and in other previous debates on the Bill.

Mr JAMIJESON: I wish to oppose the clause. It
is rather unusual to oppose a clause dealing with
definitions, but I cannot be a party to agreeing
with the expenditure conditions defined in the
Bill. I am not running away from the miners, as is
the member ror Murchison-Eyre, by denying
them the right to know what their costs will be in
future in regard to their tenements. I want to

know what conditions will prevail. The Minister
will say that there is a variety of tenements and
other things and that the conditions would have to
be variable, but he should be able to indicate to
us, within reason, before we pass such an
overriding type of definition what the expenditure
and other conditions will be.

As far as I am concerned the Minister has not
given us a fair indication of what he has in mind,
nor has he given an indication of what his
department had in mind when this definition was
written. We are justified in saying that in the
event of the failure to supply an indication as to
what conditions are to apply, we will vote against
this clause as a protest to the Minister for not
being more specific. We do not do this sort of
thing with licence fees for motor vehicles. We do
not have a basis on which we can establish a
comparable scale. Surely it is not beyond the
imagination of the Minister or his department to
give a reasonable approximation of what is
proposed, and not leave it up in the air. I cannot
be a party to the clause as it stands, and I
certainly intend to vote against it.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not want to talk about
the small goidmining tenements because I am
quite sure there will be plenty of opportunity to do
that when the relevant clause is discussed. To do
so, would be to talk about donkeys because the
argument raised is that because donkeys are not
defined in the interpretation clause, but I want
them to be defined, therefore I can talk about
them. However, I will not do that.

I will refer to one of the definitions in the
clause to which exception has been taken, and
that is the expenditure conditions. Various points
have been raised. I answered this point during the
second reading debate when I pointed out that the
Adams committee recommended that the
expenditure conditions which should prevail
instead of labour conditions only should be
approximately 52 500 per man year. Some time
has passed since then and some inflationary forces
have been at work. Wages have increased and I
have already said that a man's wage might be
estimated at $8 000 a year. I also said that the
conditions would be less onerous than those which
apply at present.

I cannot understand that on the one hand
members barrack for the retention of the present
Act, and on the other hand when it is explicitly
stated that the conditions will be less onerous,
they attack the new Bill.

I repeat that automatically to equate a mineral
claim with a prospector's licence is not right. A
prospector's licence should be equated with a
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prospecting area. There is no minimum size, and
anyone who wants a tenement for gold
prospecting can take out a licence for one acre if
he so wishes.

Mr GRAYDEN: The Minister's statement is so
contradictory it is absurd. The Minister has
indicated he wants the ground worked, and he
said that was a reason for the introduction of the
Bill. He also said it was quite reasonable to allow
the expenditure of a certain sum of money in lieu
of working the ground. The figure worked out at
$80 an acre. Petrol used in making a trip to
Laverton would be taken into account, the same
as the expense involved in travelling by a
helicopter. Anyone with a confined area-which
might be only one acre-in the vicinity of
Laverton could hold that land indefinitely by
meeting the expenditure requirement of $80 per
year. If the area is 100 acres, the expenditure will
work out at $8 000 a year.

The Minister is enabling any company in this
State to pick the eyes out of the mineral areas.
People will be able to hold the very pick of the
State with a relatively small prospecting licence.

Mr Mensaros: You realise that it expires in two
years.

Mr GRAYDEN: It can then be converted into
a mining lease, and the expenditure conditions
will be about the same. The land will be held
indefinitely simply by meeting the expenditure
conditions. At present, men have to be on the
ground doing the work. If not, anybody in the
community can go along and simply apply for
forfeiture, so far as gold is concerned. The
wardens take a completely different view with
regard to gold when compared with base metals.
If a goidmining tenement is not being worked, a
person who applies for it gets it.

The Bill now before us does not provide for a
line of demarcation between a goldmining
tenement and a base metal tenement. It will not
be possible to put different conditions on the two
types of tenements.

That introduces another aspect. There could be
500 people interested in prospecting living in a
town adjacent to a 200-square kilometre
exploration licence. They would not be able to go
onto that land. It would not even have to be
marked out, because that would not be necessary,
and they would not know whether or not the
expenditure conditions were being met. Certainly,
the company which took out the 200-square
kilometre area would be able to satisfy the
department simply by producing figures which
could relate to expenditure in Perth or another
area. This Bill has been introduced for the

purpose of getting the ground worked, but it will
not be successful. It will cause unbridled friction
in the mining towns. One can go onto an
exploratory licence after 12 months and peg a 10-
hectare area in 200 square kilometres.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the
honourable member to direct his remarks more
closely to clause 8, which deals with
interpretations.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am saying the Bill should
contain provision for a small tenement for gold.
Unfortunately there is not such a provision and it
will create problems which will be so severe that it
frightens me. To my mind, we will have anarchy
in the goldfields because people will not tolerate
that sort of situation. They will go onto the
exploration licence areas under those conditions.
They might well be company employees with
weapons.

This sort of situation will arise, all right.
Prospectors living in out-of-the-way places will
not put up with the heat and the hardship,
spending their money and having to grovel in
some of the less mineralised areas in the vicinity
of those towns, when they see areas of 200 square
kilometres granted to companies which are'in a
position to satisfy the Mines Department that
they do in fact spend that money somehow each
Year. Yet that is what we will foist on the mining
community in Western Australia as a
consequence of this new Bill. To me it is unreal; it
is something one would expect in Alice in
Wonderland; it is ludicrous in the extreme.

Mr GRILL: This is the clause where certain
language of the Bill is defined so that other
language of the Bill is More easily understood. In
particular I would like to refer to the definitions
"mining registrar'' and ''warden'' and direct
questions to the Minister in respect of them. The
definition "mining registrar" is-

"mining registrar" means a mining
registrar appointed in accordance with this
Act or deemed so to be;

The definition "warden" is-
"warden" means a warden of mines

appointed in accordance with this Act or
deemed so to be;

What is meant by "or deemed so to be"? Surely a
warden or a registrar is appointed under this
legislation or not at all. I would like to know
whether that is the case, and if they are to be
deemed will they be deemed by some body, Act,
provision, or regulations? I ask: Deemed by whom
or by what?
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Mr MENSAROS: The member for Yilgarn-
Dundas should know better. It is purely a legal
expression which I have to explain to him. It
means there is no onus of proof. No-one can say
to the warden, "Prove to me that you are the
warden." The honourable member should know
better.

Clause put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remarks during Division
Mr Davies: It was certainly spot on.
The CHAIRMAN: I had already called the

next clause.
Mr Davies: I accept your explanation butI

think I am entitled to stand up for my explanation
as well, and I treat you with respect.

The CHAIRMAN: I am not referring to your
right to do so. Obviously it exists.

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Ayes 29
Mr Blaikie Mr Old
Sir Charles Court Mr O'Neil
Mr Cowan Mr Ridge
Mr Coyne Mr Rushton
Mr Crane Mr Sibson
Dr Dadour Mr Sodeman
Mr Grayden Mr Spriggs
Mr H-a ssell Mr Stephens
Mr Hcrzfeld Mr Thompson
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Tubby
Mr Laurance Mr Wait
Mr McPharlin Mr Williams
Mr Mensaros Mr Young
Mr Nanovich Mr Shalders
Mr O'Connor (Teller)

Noes 19
Mr Barnett Mr Janmeson
Mr Bertram Mr T. H. Jones
Mr T. J. Burke Mr Mclver
Mr Carr Mr Pearce
Mr Davies Mr Skidmore
Mr H. D. Evans Mr Taylor
Mr T. D. Evans Mr Tonkin
Mr Grill Mr Wilson
Mr Harman Mr Bateman
Mr Heldge (Teller)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Grewar Mr Bryce
Mr MacKinnon M r B. T. Burke
Mrs Craig Dr Troy
Clause thus passed.
Clause 9: Gold and silver and other precious

metals property of Crown -

Mr JAMIESON: Arc there cases of alienation
in fcc simple from the Crown before the 1st
January, 1899, being exempted from this
provision'? If the Crown had acquired that
property again in sonic way and it had been

reissued, would this provision or the new provision
prevail? In other words, does paragraph (a) of
subclause (1) apply under such conditions? This
kind of situation would have occurred,-
particularly in the mineral sands areas of this
State, and I think we should have some indication
from the Minister of exactly what happens in
circumstances where property has come back to
the Crown by some means.

The Crown may have acquired land for a
railway reserve or a road reserve, and maybe it is
no longer required for that purpose, but it was
probably alienated before that time. Would the
person who owns the land subsequently have the
title because it was issued originally before that
time in fee simple? I think the Minister
understands the information I am seeking, and he
may be able to explain what will happen in those
circumstances.

Mr MENSAROS: To the best of my
knowledge this did not happen. That does not
mean it did not happen but just that I have never
heard of it. There are very few freehold properties
where the title was acquired before 1899 and
where mining is now being carried out;
consequently the royalties are paid to the owner
rather than to the Crown. There is one property
around Kalgoorlie that was alienated from the
Crown as freehold before 1899. In case the Crown
subsequently would reacquire the land, and then
realienate it-and I think that this is the point the
member for Welshpool is querying-my
interpretation is that the exemption would not
apply. The clause refers to land that has been
alienated before that date. There is no reference
to realienating the land. That is my understanding
of the matter, but if this is an important question,
I will check it out with the Crown Law
Department to determine whether or not my view
is correct.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 10: Administration of Act-
Mr GRILL: I would like to ask the Minister

why is it necessary for him to be created a
corporation sole? This seems to be a very
unnecessary provision. He is certainly not a
corporation sole; he is flesh and blood. Certainly
it is not for the purpose of succession, because
that is already covered under the Interpretations
Act.

Scction 5 of the present Mining Act places the
Minister for Mines in the same position he wants
to be in under the present Bill. The only provision
necessary is that the administration of this Act
and the control of the department of mines shall
be vested as heretofore in the Minister for Mines.
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Why do we have to include this terminology of a
corporation sole?

Clause put and passed.
Clause 11: Permanent bead and other

officers-
Mr T. D. EVANS: I would like to ask the

Minister why this clause is couched in such a way
as to suggest that in the first instance this Bill will
give rise-if it is passed by this Parliament-to
the creation of a new department to be known as
the department of mines to be administered by an
under secretary for mines, who is to be appointed
and assisted by staff?

This presupposes that the appointments will be
made in the future. It does not recognise the fact
that there is a Mines Department in existence,
headed by an under secretary, with all these other
officers.

Sir Charles Court: Fair go, Tom, with your
legal training!

Mr T. D. EVANS: The Bill contains provisions
relating to mining tenements, and transition
Provisions are included to deal with other
situations. Why not simply provide that the Mines
Department, as administered under the existing
Act-or the repealed Act for that matter-is
hereby continued? It is so simple. Perhaps the
Minister will be brave enough on this
occasion-as he bucked at the last question asked
by the member for Yilgarn-Dundas-to answer
this one.

Mr MENSAROS: Despite the fact that I
consider this question is absolutely farcical
coming from a former Attorney General, I will
answer it. In the first place, members opposite are
filibustering now. Two practising lawyers are
asking such stupid questions. Shame on them!
Both these members know very well that the
provision does not specifically name the Minister
or the department because the names can be
changed in the future.

Equally these members should know the
English language, and they have certainly made
some comments about me. The word "shall" does
not express the future tense only, but also the
imperative so that it is really synonymous with the
word "must".

Mr GRILL: I certainly do not feel that the
matters raised by my learned colleague here were
farcical at all.

Sir Charles Court: You are just making a farce
of your profession.

Mr O'Neil: Be your age.
Mr GRILL: The Minister is trying to get out of

answering questions, as he did in relation to the

previous clause. I can tell members why he did
not want to answer it! The provision in clause 10
will enshrine bureaucracy. It will make the
Minister a corporation sole, and not a person.

An Opposition member: He has not got a soul.
Mr GRILL: This provision will give us a

corporation sole and not a Minister. Anyone can
put a stamp on a document.

Sir Charles Court: Don't talk rot.
Mr GRILL: This is the bureaucratic way of

doing things.
Sir Charles Court: When you take a breath I

will tell you something.
Mr GRILL: The Government is enshrining

bureaucracy in that provision.
The CHAIRMAN: I ask the honourable

member to speak to the clause.
Sir Charles Court: The Minister saved you

embarrassment by not answering the question you
raised on clause 10

Mr GRILL: The Premier is the one who is
embarrassed.

Sir Charles Court: You should be grateful to
the Minister. If he had answered your query on
clause 10, he would have made you, as a
practising lawyer, look very stupid. Even we know
the answer.

.Mr Davies: He did not know the answer, and
his temper showed that.

Mr Jamieson: The Minister talks about
filibustering! What did you do when you were in
Opposition? We wasted hours and hours and days
and days on absolute nonsense.

Several members interjected.
Mr Bertram: Irresponsible humbug!
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr Harman: Typical reaction when he does not

know the answer.
Mr GRILL: We do not need to take it any

further. The Premier has already exemplified and
reinforced the points we were making. This Bill is
a bureaucratic measure, and these particular
provisions will enshrine that bureaucracy.

Clause put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Mr Shalders.

BILLS (4 RETURNED

1. Country Areas Water Supply Act
Amendment Bill.
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2. Country Towns Sewerage Act
Amendment Bill.

3. Water Boards Act Amendment Bill
(No. 2).

4. Rights in Water and Irrigation Act
Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 1. 11 a.m. (Thursday).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
HOUSING

Government Programme

2155. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Housing:
In view of the comment in the report
prepared by the housing industry
association for the housing advisory
committee that prospects for the housing
industry in Western Australia were
more gloomy than three months ago,
with fairly strong indications of
consumer interest and confidence falling
off, can he yet say when an
announcement may be expected with
regard to any Government proposals to
stimulate the building industry in
Western Australia?

Mr RIDGE replied:
I have made certain submissions to the
Federal Minister for Housing, which
could facilitate the opportunity to some
500 low-income earners to purchase
their homes, and I am awaiting the
Minister's response.
I have also requested the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs to take up with the
Prime Minister the submission which
was made earlier to the Prime Minister
by the Premier, for a substantial
increase in the level of grant funds for
Aboriginal housing.
I will be attending a conference of
Housing Ministers, including the
Federal Minister for Housing, in
Adelaide on the 17th November, and the
agcnda for this meeting will include an
item I have proposed to discuss the state
of the home-building industry in each
State and to identify areas in which the
States and the Commonwealth may be
able to give further assistance to
stimulate the industry.

I have also requested the State Housing
Commission to keep under review its
capital works programme to see whether
its house construction activity can be
increased.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Youth Training Programme

2156. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Did he note the comments of the
manager of Aherns Garden City store,
regarding the hundreds of people
queuing for jobs at the store, reported in
The West Australian of 26th October, to
the effect that "it had been distressing
to note the high percentage of 16-25
year olds who had not worked for
months"?

(2) Is the degree of youth unemployment in
Western Australia serious?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), and in view of his
statement in Parliament that it was
necessary for the Government to wait
until the Victorian conference in
November before it had prepared any
proposals on special training
programmes for unemployed young
people, can he say why the Government
has waited so long before drawing up
such plans?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes. Unfortunately unemployment

amongst young people is a problem
throughout the world. However it is
pointed out that in percentage terms
unemployment amongst school leavers
from 1977 is now slightly lower than for
the community overall.

(3) Rather than waiting the Government
has in fact been conducting training
courses in a number of areas over the
past few years which have given many
young people the opportunity to attain
employable skills.
We now have sufficient experience and
expertise to enable us to develop this
concept on a much larger scale, subject
to financial support from the
Commonwealth.

4468



[Wednesday, 1st November, 1978]146

Concurrently a wide range of other
initiatives has been operating in Western
Australia in an effort to overcome youth
employment problems.
Principle amongst these have been the
Special Youth Employment Training
Programme (SYETP), the National
Employment and Training System
(NEAT), the Commonwealth Rebate
for Apprentice Fuji-time Traning
(CRAFT), the Community Youth
Support Scheme (CYSS) and the
educational Programme for Unemployed
Youth (EPIJY).
Measures taken by the State
Government include the appointment of
an additional 500 people under the
SYETP scheme in departments and
instrumentalities, and writing to 18 000
employers throughout Western
Australia urging them to employ young
people.

BRIDGE

Canning River

2157. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it a fact that I I years ago the Public

Works Department took ground tests to
ensure a bridge could be constructed
over the Canning River at Olga Street,
Maddington, to link Thornlie and
Maddington?

(2) Was approval given by the Government
of the day for such construction to be
carried out pending a decision by the
Gosnells City Council regarding zoning?

(3) If answer to (1) and (2) is "Yes" can he
advise why it has taken so long for such
a construction to be built?

(4) Is it still the decision or the Main Roads
Dcpartment that this particular bridge
will be built?

(5) If "Yes" to (4)
(a) when;
(b) where; and
(c) whose properties will be affected by

resumption in order to carry out the
construction?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) At the request of the Gosnells Shire

Council of the time, some preliminary
surveys were carried out by the Main
Roads Department to establish the
feasibility of a crossing in the area.

(2) No record of any specific approval can
be found on departmental iles.

(3) This bridge would basically serve a local
function and as such would primarily be
the responsibility of the Gosnells City
Council.

(4) The construction of this bridge is not
dependent upon a decision of the Main
Roads Department. It is understood the
Gosnells City Council has recently
negotiated an agreement with private
developers to provide this bridge as part
of adjacent development.

(5) (a) to (c) Answered by (4). However, it
is suggested that the member should
approach the Gosnells City Council for
further information.

POLICE
Personnel. Injuries

2158. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(1) Is continual and excessive public

brawling taking place in areas south of
the Swan River?

(2) Are increasing numbers of police
officers being injured in attempting to
quell the brawling groups or persons
involved?

(3) If answer to (1) and (2) is "Yes" can he
advise the main causes of this
behaviourall pattern in the area, thus
influencing people to act in such a
manner as to necessitate the involvement
of the law?

(4) Will he further advise what action his
department intends to take to prevent
further injury to police officers brought
about by brawling mobs?

(5) If no action is to be taken, why not?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) No. In the past three months police have

attended and taken action at Five
complaints at or in the vicinity of
licensed premises in the Thornlie,
Lynwood, Riverton and Cannington
areas and on the South Perth foreshore,
involving brawls or disorderly conduct.
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(2) No. Six arrests have been effected in
these areas without injury to police
officers.

(3) Answered by (1) and (2),
(4) and (5) Police attending any serious

disturbance arrange for a "backup" of
supporting police to assist if required.

"EXPEDITER"

Employment by Government

2159. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:

(1) Will he advise if Mr H-odgson, who was
appointed "expediter" in May 1974, is
still employed by the Government?

(2) If "Yes" in what capacity?
(3) If "No" would he consider re-appointing

an "expediter" to ensure all materials
and goods from the Eastern States being
consigned to Western Australia are
treated as urgent cargo and freighted as
soon as possible?

(4) If not, why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Western Australian Government trade

representative.
(3) and (4) Not applicable.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Pinnacles

2160. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(1) Has he been contacted by a Mrs Joy
Baker regarding vandalism and
destruction that is supposedly taking
place in the area known as the Pinnacles
at Cervantes?

(2) Was the complaint investigated, and if
so, what were the findings?

(3) H-ow many rangers are employed to
patrol the area?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The National Parks Authority is not
aware of any communication from a
Mrs Joy Baker. The only comment from
the public during the past 12 months has
been from a Mrs B. Bailey, in the
following terms, "We also spent some
time at the Nambung National Park
and I would like to commend your
rangers on the care taken of it. The
drive around the Pinnacles was most
interesting and the picnic area was
clean. Nowhere did we see any litter.
What a pleasure not to see beer and
coke cans and so-called disposable
nappies thrown around. The ranger we
met there was friendly and helpful, we
enjoyed the talk we bad with him."

(2) Following an earlier question (number
864) on the same theme, the matter was
investigated, and no grounds were found
for the allegation of devastation.

(3) One.

LAND

Commons in Augusta-Margaret River Shire

2161. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Acting Minister
for Lands:
(1) Under the power veste to shires under

section 29 of the Land Act, how many
commons have been constituted in the
area under the control of the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire?

(2) Would she identify such commons on a
location map and table same?

(3) What are the vesting orders for each
common so identified under (2)?

(4) (a) Are all commons considered to be
class "C" reserves;

(b,) if not, how are they so classified?

Mr Young (for Mrs CRAIG) replied:
(1) Section 29 of the Land Act empowers

reservation of land rather than vesting in
sh ires which involves section 33.
Currently, one common (Reserve 20849)
exists in the Aiigusta-Margaret River
municipal district.

(2) Plan is submitted for tabling.
(3) Reserve 20849 is not vested.
(4) Unless otherwise classified all commons

are Class "C" Reserves.
The plan was tabled (see Paper No. 457).
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POLICE

Radios
2162. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Premier:

Adverting to my question 1512 of 1978
to the Minister for Police and Traffic
relative to the acceptance of tenders for
radios for the Police Department, will
the Premier advise:
(1) Has this matter been referred to

him for his attention?
(2) If "Yes" for what reason was the

referral made and can the Premier
now advise as to whether any
tenders have been accepted by the
department?

(3) If tenders have not been accepted
what is the reason for the delay in
this Matter?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes, in my capacity as Treasurer.
(2) In accordance with Audit Act,

1904, Treasury Regulation 86 (7)
applications for authority to
purchase stores not under contract
amounting to more than $60 000
for ,any one line shall be
recommended by the Tender Board,
through the Treasurer, to the
Governor in Council.
A tender submitted by the Western
Australian firm R. F. Systems Pty.
Ltd. to supply and deliver FIS to
the Police Department, Highgate,
335 VHF Multi Channel Mobile
Transceivers as specified under
Item 1 (b) of Tender Board
Schedule 712A 1977 at $851.00
each, has been accepted by the
State Tender Board of Western
Australia following Executive
Council approval.

(3) Not applicable.

FISH ERI ES
Aquatic Reserves

2163. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Further to question 1743 of 1978, when
is action to be taken to have the
Ningaloo Rcef tract declared an aquatic
reserve'?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
An inter-departmental working group
has been convened to draft a
management plan. Upon approval of this
management plan action will be taken to
declare an aquatic reserve.

ENERGY

Alumina Refineries: Pinjarra, Wagerup, and
Worskcy

2164. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Have there been any studies conducted
by the Government to ascertain the
feasibility or supplying Western
Australia's alumina refinery industry's
energy requirements from Collie coal?

(2) In view of the abundance of coal in the
Collie region and its proximity to
Pinjarra, Wagerup and Worsley, why is
not the Government promoting the use
of coal rather than north-west shelf gas
as an energy source'?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) The State Energy Commission
continually keeps the State energy
situation under review and considers the
possibility of the correct utilisation of all
forms of energy. These studies have
covered the question of the use of Collie
coal to satisfy the energy needs of the
bauxite/alumina industry.

(2) The member should be aware of the fact
that the proposed Alwest refinery is
proposing to use coal as its source of fuel
and the Government believes that this is
both proper and desirable. The choice of
fuel to be used in a particular industry is
dependent on many factors including the
nature of the process involved, the cost
and availability of fuel and locational
factors. The Government is seeking to
achieve a logical and rational use of the
various forms of energy available within
the State.
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LAND

Reserve No. 25856

2165. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

Further to question 1742 of 1978, would
he advise:
(1) What reasons were given by the

Mines Department in December
1977 for the inclusion of reserve
25856 in the Scott National Park?

(2) What was the rationale for not
including portion of reserve No.
25856 in the national park in
March 1978?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The Mines Department objected to

the inclusion of Mining Reserve
No. 25856 in the Scott National
Park because of the existence
thereon of applications for mining
tenements.

(2) In March, 1978, the Mines
Department did withdraw its
objection to Mining Reserve No.
25856 being included in the
national park; however its advice
was apparently not clear to the
Lands Department and the advice
was confirmed on the 19th April,
1978.

MINING

Rudall River National Park

2166. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) Have any guidelines or instructions been

proposed or issued for the conduct of
miners and their agents and employees
when operating within the Ruda[] River
National Park?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a)
(b)

which body formulated them;
has the State Government accepted
them;

(c) how are they conveyed (or proposed
to be conveyed) to holders of
miner's rights entering the national
park;

(d) what steps are proposed to ascertain
whether or not they are being
abided by;

(e) would he arrange to have a copy
tabled in the House?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The applicable guidelines for exploration

and mining within the Ruda][ River
National Park Reserve have been the
subject of examination by a Cabinet
sub-committee consisting of the
Ministers for Conservation and the
Environment, Mines, and Lands.

The Cabinet sub-committee has
provided a set of suggested conditions to
apply as necessary to ensure that the
Rudall River National Park area is
maintained in a state appropriate to its
purpose as a national park, whilst
allowing reasonable access and activity
by persons wishing to explore for
minerals in the area.

(2) Answered by (1).

TOWN PLANNING

Pro velly Park

2167. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Acting Minister
for Lands:

Further to questions 1518 and 1831 of
1978, would she advise:

(1) Do proposals for a gazetted
townsite at Prevelly Park
(Onarabup) include:

(a) any reserves included (or
proposed to be included) in the
Leeuwin-Naturaliste Ridge
National Park;

(b) the squatters' settlement on the
coast north of the Margaret
River at-Kilcarnup?

(2) (a) Have proposed townsite
boundaries been discussed with
the National Parks Authority;

(b) if not, is it intended that the
National Parks Authority be
consulted?
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Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) (a) and (b) No.
(2) (a) and (b) Boundaries of the

proposed Prevelly townsite
have not been discussed but
National Parks Authority has
initiated proposals to exchange
portion of "A" Reserve 13404
"Recreation and Ocean
Frontage" for portion of "A"
Reserve 8431, vested in the
Shire of Augusta- Margaret
Rivcr, against the possibility of
southward . extension of the
proposed townsite.

LAND: NATIONAL ESTATE REGISTER

Cape Range National Park and Hamielin Pool

2168. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Further to question 1738 of 1978, as
Cabinet has endorsed the Environmental
Protection Authority recommendation
that the unique marine environment of
Hamelin Pool be protected by declaring
it an aquatic reserve, and the site was
nominated by the State Government for
inclusion in the national estate register,
when is action to be taken to protect the
marine component by declaring it an
aquatic reserve?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

Action will be taken as soon as possible
within the constraints of manpower and
resources available.

LAND

Reserve No. 27164

2169. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Acting Minister
for Lands:

Further to question 1741 of 1978, would
she advise:

(1) (a) Who requested that reserve
No. 27164 be set aside;

(b) on what date; and
(c) what were the reasons given

for the request?

(2) Subsequent to April 1964, what
recommendations has the
Government received, if any, that
reserve No. 1741 be classified class
"A" or "B"?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) (a) to (c) On the 2nd April, 1963,
the then Chief Warden of
Fauna requested reservation
for a number of reasons of
which the principal were--

(i) The Australian Academy
of Science in its 1962
report and the CS[RO in
Land Research Series No.
4 published 1960 stated
the land was of little use
for agriculture and the
latter recommended its
exclusion from North
Kimberley development.

(ii) Flora was described as
being rich in Indo-
Melanesian elements and
included distinctive
species not round in other
parts of Western
Australia.

(iii) Fauna included important
species typical of
Kimberley high rainfall
areas and a rare species of
possum entirely confined
to the high rainfall belt.

(iv) The area had great scenic
beauty and an enormous
number of aboriginal rock
carvings and cave
paintings.

(2) Lands Department received a
suggestion from the
Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife on the I Ith February,
1976, that the classification
become Class "A" at which
time the conservation through
reserves committee was
involved. The committee
recommendation favoured
Class "B" status and this
awaits Cabinet decision.
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TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS AND LIGHTS

Gooseberry Hill-Ha wtin-Kalamunda Roads
intersection

2170, Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Transport:

In regard to the road junction of
Hawtin-Kalamunda-Gooseberry Hill
Roads, will he advise:

(I) How many accidents have occurred
at this junction during the last 12
months?

(2) Has a study been made to
determine as to whether traffic
lights should be installed at this
road junction?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), when is it intended
that these lights will be installed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Four injury accidents and 12

damage only accidents have been
reported.

(2)
(3)

Yes.
Traffic control signals are installed
on a priority basis of conflicting
traffic volume and potential hazard.
A reassessment of priorities will be
carried out shortly to determine
projects for the 1979-SO
programme.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Sand Removal in Margaret River

2171. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

Further to my question asked regarding
sand removal at the mouth of the
Margaret River, will he advise:
(1) What action has now been taken by

the shire to make good the damage
done in the area where sand was
removed from reserve A843 I?

(2) Has the officer of the Department
of Conservation and Environment
visited the area and had discussions
with the shire, and if so, would he
table a report on the discussions
held?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) Officers of the

Departments of Conservation and
Environment and Lands and the
soil conservation service of the
Department of Agriculture are
meeting with the shire today and
tomorrow to discuss this and other
matters. I will arrange to have a
report tabled in due course.

LAND

Sand Removal.- Margaret River and Pro velly Park

2172. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Acting Minister
for Lands:

Did the Augusta-Margaret River Shire
have permission to remove sand from
reserves 101 and 8431 situated in the
Margaret River-Prevelly Park area?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The Department of Lands and Surveys
has no record of any permission for the
removel of sand from these reserves
being granted to the Augusta- Margaret
River Shire but removal from that
portion of Reserve 8431 vested in the
shire may not have required permission,
depending upon the circumstances which
made such removal necessary.

BIRDS

Confiscation

2173. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Was a visit made by two wildlife officers

early in December 1977, to inspect
caged birds situated at 14 Offord Street,
Armadale?

(2) If "Yes" was any indication given to the
owner that the cage in which any bird
was kept was unsatisfactory amd that
such cage(s) must be brought into
conformity with the regulations?

(3) If no advice was given to the owner
concerned, is it a fact that on the 15th
December an officer of the Wildlife
Department confiscated two cages and
two birds in the absence of the owner
and that no reason was given for the
confiscation?
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(4) Is it a fact that some five months later
the owner learned that the birds were
confiscated and a summons issued upon
her to answer a charge that she did keep
birds in cages for a period longer than
48 hours without having unspillable
containers fitted for water and food?

(5) Is it a fact that the case came before the
Court of Petty Sessions on the 26th July
and an adjournment was sought by the
department because it had not had
sufficient time to prepare its case
against the defendant?

(6) Was the case adjourned until the 20th
September?

(7) Was a demand ' made upon the
department that the birds and the cages
be produced in court as evidence and if
so, was the department able to produce
the birds or cages?

(8) If not, why not?
(9) Were subsequent discussions held

between the department and the
defendant's lawyers, which resulted in
the case being dismissed?

(10) If the case was dismissed, has the owner
made an approach for the return to her
of her cages and birds, and have they
been returned to her?

(11) If, as claimed, the birds and cages were
confiscated in the absence of the owner,
would he ensure that instructions are
issued, in accordance with promises
given to me previously, that no
confiscation of fauna or cages will take
place without the consent and
knowledge of the owner?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Advice was given to the occupants of the

house as the owner was absent.-
(3) Two cages and four birds were

confiscated from these premises and the
reason for the confiscation given to the
occupants of the house.

(4) A receipt for the confiscation was issued
to the occupants of the house and the
owner advised by telephone of the
confiscation as soon as she could be
contacted. A summons was issued
during April.

(5) The case came before the Court of Petty
Sessions on the 26th July and was
adjourned as witnesses were unavailable.

(6) Yes.
(7) and (8) No.
(9) Yes.

(10) An approach has been made for the
return of the cages and appropriate
action is being taken.

(1t) Yes, wherever possible, noting that the
consent of the owner is unlikely to be
obtained.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Power Station: Denham

2174. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:
(1) Is it a fact that the operator of the

powerhouse at Den ham has received no
payment for his services since the 31st
August, 1978?

(2) If this is so, will he take immediate steps
to have the operator concerned paid in
accordance with the terms of the
appropriate award and thus avoid
possible prosecution of the department
by the union concerned?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The operator concerned is paid in

accordance with claims lodged from
time to time. The claim for his services
for the period mentioned was lodged
with the State Energy Commission
yesterday and is now being processed for
payment.

(2) The operator is employed under a
contract and will be paid in accordance
with that contract.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

family Support Services Scheme

2175. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:

Adverting to the family support services
scheme, will he advise the names of
organisations which submitted requests
for funding through this scheme but
were unsuccessful?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I provide for the information of the
member for Maylands and other
interested members a schedule of those
agencies which have been advised that
their application for funds under this
scheme has not been approved.
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I1, Catholic Education Commission of
W.A.

2. St. Brigid's School, Midland
3. Town of Geraldton, Geraldion
4. St. Joseph's Primary School, Moora
5. Christian Community Inc., North

Perth
6. Catholic Social Apossolate, Perth
7. Birthright, Perth
8. Trades and Labor Council, Perth
9. Association for the Advancement of

Brain Injured Children, North
Beach

10. Children's Resource Centre of
Gosnells

11. City of Nedlands
I12. Monson A lames and Partners, West

Perth
13. Mrs M. Sargeant, East Cannington
14, ACRAK, Mt. Lawley
15. Society of St. Vincent de Paul, East

Perth
16. Town of Narrogin
17. West Arthur welfare group, Darkan
18. WA Institute of Technology

Department of Social Work,
Bentley

19. city or Melville, Applecross
20. Town of Kwinana, Kwinana
21. Institute of Cultural Affairs, East

Victoria Park
22. Beverley Rural Therapy Unit,

Beverley
23. city or Stirling
24. Northam share and care group,

Northam
25. Nomads Charitable and

Educational Foundation, Perth
26. Council of Social Service of WA,

Perth
27. Samaritans of WA, Subiaco
28. Association of Civilian Widows,

West Perth
29. Shire of Roebourne, Karratha
30. Communicare, Riverton
31. Roebourne Co-ordinating Comm.,

Karratha
32. Good Shepherd Teen Centre,

Leederville
33. Rockingham community forum
34. Uniting Church in Australia, Perth
35. Rotary Club of South Bunbury
36. Mandurah Shire Council
37. Family service centre, Nedlands
38. Cathrine McAuley Centre,

Wembley
39. SLCG of WA, West Perth

40. Bayswater Shire Council,
Bayswater

41. Brentwood youth club, Duncraig
42. Mary Smith Night Shelter Inc.,

Bentley
43. Vietnamese Association of WA,

Leederville
44. Uniting Church, Tom Price
45. Jesus People Inc., Perth
46. Citizens Advice Bureau of W.A.

Inc., Perth
7.Dr R. Hicks, Fremantle

48. Salvation Army, Perth
49. Mr M. D. Devereux, Perth Credit

Union Society Ltd.
50. Turkish Association of Perth
51. Salvation Army (Goldfields),

5.Kalgoorlie
5.FOCUS, Carnarvon

53. Gateway youth and family centyr,
Innaloo

54. Development centre, Kewdale
Senior High School

55. Wesley Centre, Mt. Lawley
56. Children's holiday association,

Perth
57. Pregnancy help
58. Nardine Women's Refuge
59. Loreto Aboriginal Mission to the

South
60. Shire of Kalamunda
61. SLCG (Esperanee Branch)
62. Campaign Against Moral

Persecution
63. West Australian Council of the

Aging
64. Richmond Fellowship of WA,

Victoria Park
65. Sacred Heart School, Highgate

ANIMALS

Kids

2176. Mr H-ARMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has he seen press reports that

deformities in five new born goat kids at
Geraldton may have been caused by 2,4-
D Spraying in that area?

(2) Will he investigate these claims?
Mr OLD replied;
(1) Yes.
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(2) The matter has been investigated. It is
not considered that 2,4-D spraying was
associated with the deformities.

H EALTH

Salmonella Contamination

2177. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has he seen the latest enteric diseases
report?

(2) What action does the Government
intend to take to reduce the levels of
salmonella contamination in the
metropolitan and country areas?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
There is little, if any, action the
Government can take to reduce the
levels of salmonella contamination of
animals in metropolitan and country
areas. Control of the spread of
salmonella infection is a matter of
personal hygiene in the handling of food
stuffs and domestic animals and can
only be controlled at a personal level.
Routine monitoring of animals, water,
food, etc., is a normal public health
practice as a guide to additional control
measures.

VEGETABLES: TOMATO CROPS IN
C ERALDTON

Herbicide 2,4-D:- Effect

2178. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Adverting to question 2004 of 1978
concerning the effects of 2,4-D on
Geraldton tomato crops, can he now
provide details of the investigation?

Mr OLD replied:

The investigation has identified damage
on all gardens. Certain
recommendations have been made which
could increase the protection to gardens
and these are under consideration.

HEALTH
Aborigines: Eyesight

2179. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Health:
Adverting to question 1547 of 1978
concerning active trachoma among
Aborigines, can he now advise the
position in Western Australia, and what
action is to be taken if necessary?

Mr YOUNG replied:
1 875 Aboriginals took part in the
departmental medical audit
examinations in 1978 in the Kimberley.
Of these 1.5 per cent were blind in both
eyes. A further 1.5 per cent showed
cataracts.
Of some 550 children under the age of
10 years included in the audit,
approximately I8 per cent showed active
trachoma. Incidence was higher in the
East Kimberley than the West
Kimberley.
The vast majority of blind persons were
elderly and reflect past health problems.
There is a continuous and active
trachoma eradication campaign but
environmental conditions are a major
factor in recurrence.

LAND
Purchase by Australian and Overseas Companies

2180O. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
What options are open to the Federal or
State Governments to ensure that
Australian companies are able to
purchase land which becomes wholly
owned by overseas companies, such as
the land referred to as "Sun City" which
is Japanese owned?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
If the question relates to land which is
owned by an overseas company which is
an unwilling vendor, the position is no
different from land owned by a local
company which is not for sale.
The State Government can resume the
land under various Acts of Parliament
provided it is required for the objects
and purposes specified in those Acts.
The Federal Government could also
acquire the land subject to its being

4477



4478 [ASSEMBLY]

required for an authorised Federal
purpose.
In current practice, the Western
Australian Government seeks to
negotiate the right and conditions of re-
entry of appropriate Australian interests
in a case such as "Yanchep Sun City"
where, in any case, the new owners were
anxious to have an Australian partner
when a suitable one was available.
I think the Commonwealth Government
attitude would normally be the same.
I seek leave to table a copy of my
statement of the 19th March, 1978
concerning Yanchep Sun City.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 458).

RECREATION AND SPORT

Funds

2181. M. WILSON, to the Minister for
Recreation:
(1) Can he say whether the W.A. Sports

Federation has put proposals to the
Government the purpose of which would
be to guarantee increased funding for
sport and recreation?

(2) If "Yes" what were the proposals put by
the federation?

(3) What consideration is being given to any
such proposals in terms of possible
action?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) Proposals have been submitted

recommending that a percentage of
moneys derived from legal betting and
gambling activities be made available to
the Western Australian Sports
Federation for sports development. It is
recognised however, that these proposals
would not necessarily guarantee an
increase in the level of funding presently
provided by the State Government for
sport and recreation. The funds derived
from this source are presently expended
on a priority basis, and to divert funds to
pre-determined specific areas would not
be in keeping with this Government's
reputation for impartiality and optimum
use of public money for the benefit of
the total community.

HOUSING

Swan Location 6400

2182. Mr WILSON, to the Minister (or Housing:

(1) With regard to the answer given to
question 2139 of 1978, how can he
justify the statement that "no Ainal
decision has been taken", when letters
are being written by a leading figure in
the Greek community, stating that Swan
location No. 6400 in Dianella has been
allocated by the State Housing
Commission to the Greek Orthodox
Church, pending clarification of road
alignment?

(2) Can he confirm that the State Housing
Commisson has allocated the land to the
church?

(3) Can he further explain such proposed
development of the land in view of
answers given by his predecessor to
questions 345 of 1978 in which he
advised that no plans existed for the
development of the land, as planning
depended on sewer provision and that
the land had been acquired by the State
Housing Commission for residential
purposes?.

(4) Can he say why the commission is now
prepared to consider making the land
available for this purpose when it
previously rejected a proposal from the
City of Stirling that the same area be
considered as a location for aged
people's units?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) to (3) An approach was made by the
Greek Orthodox Church to purchase
location 6400 Dianella. However, the
site is part of a large parcel of land on
which preliminary outline planning
commenced in May, 1978 and it is
probable the site will be affected.
Accordingly, the church was advised
that location 6400 would be frozen until
the outline planning is finalised and
further discussion will be held, if the site
is then acceptable and suitable for the
proposed use.
The development of location 6400 and
other land will depend on detailed
planning and conditions of subdivision,
including the provision of sewerage,
which can be anticipated.
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(4) The State Housing Commission is
unable to locate correspondence from
the City of Stirling referred to by the
member.

MINING
Drought Drilling Programme

3. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) (a) Did the Mines Department conduct

a drought drilling programme as a
result of the 1969 drought; and

(b) in what year?

(2) (a) If "Yes" are there any records kept;
and

(b) from whom can they be obtained
'with regard to-

(i) number of holes drilled;

Mr
(1)

(2)

(ii) location of holes;
(iii) quantity and quality of water

in each hole;
(iv) there having been a follow-up

testing programme?
MENSAROS replied:

(a) Yes.
(b) 1969-70.
(a) All records kept-final summary

report in Geological Survey Annual
Report for 1971 page 11.

(b) Geological Survey Branch of Mines
Department. In any event the
answers are-
(i) 2 639 boles drilled;
(ii) in all drought areas-exact

locations on record;
(iii) on record;
(iv) no follow-up testing but a

review was made in 1976 and
available as geological survey
record 1977/3.

STAMP DUTY
Fire Brigade Levy

2184. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Treasurer:
Adverting to my question 1762 of 1978
regarding stamp duty payable on the
gross premium for building insurance,
will he advise as follows:
In view of the answer given that it is the
premium that incurs the imposition of

stamp duty, would this therefore mean
that the levy should not be so taxed?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
No.
The gross premium is determined by
each insurance company and would
presumably recoup all outgoings.

ABROLHOS ISLANDS
Aquatic Reserve

2185. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

As section 30 of the Fisheries Act only
provides for aquatic reserves to be
established in Western Australian
waters, and as Western Australian
waters are defined in section 3 as being
within three nautical miles of the low
water mark, will he please explain the
large area which is indicated in the map
on page 4 of the information booklet on
the proposed Houtman Abroihos aquatic
reserve?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The area shown in
booklet is the area
Abrolbos Islands area
regulations.

the information
defined as the
in the fisheries

Notice has been given that it is intended
to recommend to the Governor that an
aquatic reserve be established to
comprise Western Australian waters
contained within that area.

ABROLHOS ISLANDS
Aquatic Reserve

2186. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

When is it intended that the
Government will be publishing
regulations in relation to the proposed
aquatic reserve at the Houtman
Abrolhos?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Since publication of the intention to
recommend to the Governor that an
aquatic reserve be established at the
Houtman Abrolhos many
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representations have been received.
Considerable study of these
representations will be a prerequisite to
the drafting of regulations. It is expected
that this will take several months.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Elections and Loan Polls: Scrutineering

2187. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

With reference to local government
elections and loan polls, what provisions
are available to candidates or electors to
arrange for scrutineering to ensure that
all absentee ballot papers cast and
received at the council before the close
of the poll are in fact included in the
count?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
Sections 104 and 117 of the Local
Government Act contain the relevant
provisions.

STATE FORESTS
Forests Department: Aircraft

2188. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Acting Minister for
Forests:
(1) How many tenders, and from whom

were they received, for the purchase of
aircraft for the Forests Department?

(2) (a) How many tenders and from whom
have they been received for the
supply of aircraft for lease or hire
to the Forests Department; and

(b) who are the successful tenderers?
(3) In relation to questions (1) and (2), who

would be responsible for servicing the
aircraft?

(4) Why was the Piper PAlS Super Cub
aircraft selected for purchase?

(5) (a) Does the Forests Department
intend using its own personnel to
pilot these aircraft; and

(b) if not, who?
(6) How was the decision reached to grant

Allied Aviation "pilotage" rights?
(7) Would she table copy of agreement

between her department and Allied
Aviation?

(8) (a) How many other pilots or operators
were invited or submitted tenders or
offers to pilot on behalf of the
department; and

(b) who were they?
(9) (a) Which Government departments

have indicated an interest in using
the new Forests Department
aircraft; and

(b) for what purpose?
(10) In relation to (9) are the respective

departments aware of the configuration
of a Piper PA 18?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Six tenders were received, viz-

Mini-planes
Jandakot Flying Services Pty. Ltd.
Ansett General Aviation
Baldwin Nominees Pty. Ltd.
Independent Aircraft Sales
Reynorg Pty. Ltd.

(2) (a) Seven tenders were received, viz-
Mac-Air Charter Services
Manjimup Motors Pty. Ltd.
Bernie's Aviation
Dunn's Aviation
Trans-West Air Charter (WA) Pty.
Ltd.
Perth Air Charters
Associated Graphic Services Pty.
Ltd.

(b) Mac-Air Charter Services
Dunn's Aviation
Bernie's Aviation
Manjimup Motors
Trans-West Air Charter (WA) Pty.
Ltd.
Ansett General Aviation
Perth Air Charters
Ansett General Aviation made an
offer prior to the calling of Tender
Number 26/78 which was accepted
by Tender Board when awarding
tenders for the hire of spotter
aircraft for part or all of the 1978-
79 fire season.

(3) In relation to question (1), as stated in
answer to the member's question
without notice on the 19th October,
1978, public tenders are to be called for
service of the departmentally owned
aircraft. In relation to question (2),
servicing of hired aircraft is the
responsibility of the respective firm
offering aircraft for hire.
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(4) The Piper PA18 Super Cub aircraft was
selected for purchase as it was known to
be a proven spotter aircraft. This
aircraft was also the cheapest one
meeting all specifications of the tender.

(5) (a) and (b) Past practice will be
continued for the 1978-79 fire
season. Commercial pilots will be
engaged under contract to the
department to fly aircraft for fire
spotting.

(6) Allied Aviation has no pilotage rights.
(7) The Forests Department does not have

any agreement with Allied Aviation. An
agreement for management and
consultancy service for Forests
Department aircraft operations exist
between the Conservator of Forests and
Forestry Aviation Services. A copy of
ihe agreement between the Conservator

of Forests and Forestry Aviation
Services, is submitted for tabling.

(8) (a) 69 applications were received from
suitably qualified commercial
pilots.

(b) Details will be made available
privately to the member if he so
desires.

(9) (a) The Road Traffic Authority has
indicAted an interest.

(b) For traffic patrol and surveillance.
(10) Yes.
The agreement was tabled (see pare, NVo.
459).

TRAFFIC: RTA

Aircraft

2189. Mr IJLAIKJE, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(1) (a) When did the Road Traffic

Authority acquire aircraft;
(b) at what cost;
(c) what type?

(2) Who does the servicing of the aircraft?
(3) Is the aircraft piloted by personnel of

the Police Department or the Road
Traffic Authority?

(4) How many hours of "duty" has the
aircraft flown in each year since
commencement?

(5) Does the Road Traffic Authority intend
utilisation of additional aircraft, and if
so, would this be by purchase or hire?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) (a) The 7th December, 1976.

(b) 563 440.
(c) Cessna 182.

(2) Westrajian Aviation (Servicing) Pty.
Ltd., Jandakot.

(3) The pilot is employed by the Road
Traffic Authority.

(4) 1967-77-570 hours 15 minutes.
1977-78-1075 hours 45 minutes.
1978 to the 30th September-235 hours
25 minutes.

(5) This will depend largely on the result of
an evaluation study now nearing
completion and, of course, the
availability of funds.

TIMBER
Royal[ties

2190. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Acting Minister for
Forests:
(1) What is the current royalty charge for-

(a) jarrah;
(b) karri;
(c) pine,

to
loca

(i)

(iv)

(v)
(vi)

(vii)
(2) (a)

(b)

timber millers
ted at-

and/or chippers

Dardanup;
Manjimup;
Nan nup;
Collie;
Margaret River;
Busselton;
metropolitan area?
When were royalties increased; and
by what amount in each area of
MI?

(3) What is the department's policy relating
to future supply of timber, i.e., jarrah,
karri, pine, to each area as indicated in
(1)?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) H-ardwood Sawlogs:

The current royalties charged are:-
iarrb Karri

Q(.) Dardanup .................... 7.67/mn3
(ii) Marijimup.................... 6.3 1/1m3  6.21/rn

(iii) Nonnup.......6.35/rn3
(i I Cli....................... 6.74/rn3Marastt River............... 636/mn3

( B Omlton ...................... 7.96/rn
(vii) Perth mnetropolitan area.....1.27/mn

3

Chiplogs: The royalty charged under the
forest produce chipwood licences is
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74.l5c/cubic metre not as determined
by the Woodchipping Industry
Agreement Act 1969 as stated in
question 1877 of the 10th October 1978.
Royalties for pine chiplogs are $3.00
and $3.50 for the northern supply area
and the south-west supply area
respectively under the
Wesply-(Dardanup) Agreement
Authorisation of 1975 and have been
escalated in accordance with the
formulae therein.
Pine Sawlogs: As individual unit
operators are involved it is not the
practice to quote individual statistics,
however, the average pine sawlog
royalty in the south-west is $15.73/n 3.

(2) (a) Hardwood sawlog royalties were
increased as from the 1st October
1978.

(b) .Jarrah by 15 per cent in each area.
Karri by 20 per cent.

(3) In order to meet the State's future
timber requirements Government policy
in relation to timber production from
State forest is to provide for a gradual
reduction in hardwood production in
such a way as to avoid disruptions to the
stability of the timber producing areas
whilst at the same time allowing for
progressive increase in production of
plantation grown conifers.
Full details of this policy are contained
in The Forests Department's General
Working Plan No. 86-pages 70-75.
As stated in my reply to question 1894
of the I11th October 1978, details of log
intake for individual sawmills are
regarded as confidential to the
companies concerned.

The policy was tabled (see paper No. 360).

LAND
Moore River

219). Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:
(1) Is it fact that 5 000 acres of land at

Moore River, purchased by the Urban
Lands Council, has been transferred to
the Industrial Land Development
Authority, but the Urban Land Council
is still paying the interest on the loans
used to purchase the land?

(2) How much was the land originally
purchased for?

(3) Was it purchased for the purpose of an
industrial complex?

(4) H-ow much did the Industrial Lands
Development Authority pay for the
purchase of the land from the Urban
Land Council?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) The acquisition of an area of
2 023 hectares Was among purchases of
land at Moore River which was carried
out under the 1974-75 Urban Lands
Council-interim programme. This
programme was approved by both the
Commonwealth and State Government.
The acquiring authority was the
Industrial Lands Development
Authority, an approved body under the
agreement with the Commonwealth.
The land was compulsorily acquired
under the powers contained in the
Industrial Lands Development
Authority Act, and an amount of
$800 000 was paid into the Land
Valuation Court pending an appeal by
the owners.
In the period between acquisition and
final settlement, the decision was taken
that the State should relieve the Urban
Lands Council of the liability and
recouped its initital outlay. Subsequent
settlement acounted to an additional
$692 941-including costs. The lands
have been revested in the Crown and
dedicated to the provifions of the
Industrial Development (Resumption of
Land) Act.

(3) Yes.
(4) Answered by (1).

MINING BILL

Aboriginal Reserves

2192. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Has he received representations from 90
representatives from 31 Aboriginal
communities who met at the Kimberley
Land Council at the junction of
Margaret and Fitzroy Rivers?
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(2) Did those representatives strongly object
to the provisions of the Mining Bill
allowing mining on Aboriginal reserves
when authorised by the Minister for
Mines after consultations with the
Minister for Community Welfare?

(3) Did the communities request-

(a) that the Mining Bill be amended to
require the prior agreement or the
Aboriginal community through the
Aboriginal Lands Trust before
mining commenced;

(b) an amendment to safeguard the
existing provisions of the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority
regulations requiring holders of
mining privileges to obtain entry
permits prior to mining being
allowed on Aboriginal reserves?

(4) If so, does he intend to act on the
suggestion put to him by the Aboriginal
communities?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) (a) and (b) Yes.
(4) The matters raised are being examined

in detail.

EDUCATION: PRE-PRIMARY

Report on 0-4 Year Olds

2193. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has he received the report of the
committee inquiring into the needs of
pre-school children aged up to four
years?

(2) If not, when does he expect to have this
report?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) The 0-4 committee has
presented an interim report in
December, 1977, which indicated
further action and inquiries which
should be pursued by the Government.
These measures have been undertaken
and I expect a recommendation to be
before Cabinet later this month.

ANIMALS

Quarantine Station at Bicton

2194. Mr HODGE, to the Premier:

(1) Is it a fact that the Federal Government
is currently negotiating with the State
Government over the resiting of the
animal quarantine station at Bicton?

(2) Is it a fact that the Federal Government
is prepared to offer the Bicton site for
sale to the State Government when the
quarantine station is relocated?

(3) Is it the State Government's intention to
accept the Federal Government's offer
of the Dicton site?

(4) if the State Government acquires the
Bicton land does it intend turning it into
public open space and making the
facilities on site available for use by
community groups in the Melville
district?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) The Commonwealth Government has
agreed to re-locate the Bicton animal
quarantine station to a site near the
existing Department of Health
quarantine incinerator at the Perth
airport site.

(2) and (3) The question of mutually
acceptable terms and conditions
Pertaining to the transfer of the Bicton
land has yet to be negotiated.

(4) The future of the site is yet to be
considered by the Government.

ROAD

Leach Highway

2195. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Main Roads Department
responsible for the installation of street
lighting on Leach Highway between
North Lake Road and Kara] Avenue?

(2) Does the Government consider the
lighting of the abovementioned section
of Leach H-ighway adequate?

(3) If answer to (2) is "No" what action is
planned to bring the lighting to a
satisfactory standard?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I) No. However, the Main Roads

Department provides financial assistance
to local authorities to assist with the
installation of street lighting where it is
shown to be justified.

(2) and (3) Yes, in view of the high level of
lane delineation provided by
reflectorised pavement markers.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Family Support Services Scheme

2196. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many applications for grants under
the WA. family support services scheme
were received by the State Government?

(2) How many applications were approved
or recommended by the
Commonwealth/State management
committee and forwarded to the Federal
Minister ror Social Security?

(3) Was the application submitted by the
Melville City Council forwarded by the
Commonwealth/State Committee to the
Federal Minister?

(4) Is it a fact that the application by the
Melville City Council was rejected by
the Federal Minister for Social
Security?

(5) If answer to (4) is "Yes" what is the
reason for the rejection of Melville's
application?

(6) Is it a fact that only $324 036 of the
announced $1.2 million for the Western
Australian scheme has been allocated to
date?

(7) If (6) is "Yes" why have the remaining
funds not been allocated?

(8) How many applications recommended
by the Commonwealth/State committee
were rejected by the Federal Minister
for Social Security?

(9) Can he supply me with details of the
rejected applications?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) 100.
(2) 26 projects were recommended by the

management committee. My
predecessor forwarded those
recommendations to the Commonwealth
Minister on July the 18th.

(3) and (4) Yes.

(5) No reason for the rejection of
recommended projects has been
provided by the Commonwealth
Minister.

(6) Yes.
(7) Most projects approved to date are to

run for the three year life of the scheme.
The allocation of $324 036 is for the
first year of operation for 21 approved
projects.

(9) Yes. I provide for the information of
members, a schedule of those projects
recommended for funding by my
Predecessor, but not endorsed by the
Commonwealth Minister.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FAMILY
SUPPORT

SERVICES SCHEME SCHEDULE

1. City of Melville

Employment of welfare staff to
provide an informational and
referral service to families in
the Palmyra/Willagee area of
that city. $17 181.

2. Communicare (Inc.)

Communicare is a joint church and
local governmental approach to
welfare service delivery and co-
ordination in the south-west
metropolitan area.-$I10 000.

3. Shire of West Arthur

Employment of a part-time welfare
officer to co-ordinate
housekeeper and home help
services.-$6 284.

4. Town of Narrogin

Emergency housekeeper service to
be co-ordinated by
shire.-$l 892.

5. Trades and Labor Council (Inc.)

Employment of a social worker to
provide ramily support services
to families in the workers'
compensation
process.-$16 47 1.
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LAND
Salt-affected Agricultural Land

2197. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

With regard to the five shires
comprising the Stirling electorate:
(1) How many hectares are affected by.

salt respectively?
(2) What percentage of the area of

each shire does this represent?
Mr OLD replied:

(1) Based on information provided by
farmers in the 1974 salt land
survey, the amount of salt affected
land previously used for crop and
pasture is as follows:-

Albany-OS ha
Cranbrook-971 ha
Denmark 18 ha
Plantagenet 874 ha
Tambellup 2 205 ha

There are no figures available on a
local government area basis for the
area of naturally salt affected land,
e.g. salt lakes, lake channel country.

(2) Shire Saitland
Area of Shire

Albany-O.02 %
Cranbrook-O.29 %
Denmark-O.0l %
Plantagenet-O.18 %
Tambellup-1 .54 %

RAILWAYS AND TRANSPORT
Albany-Perth

2198. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Transport:

In question 2102 of 25th October, 1978,
the Minister indicated that information
regarding profit and/or loss on rail and
road passenger services between Albany
and Perth was unavailable due to the
impracticability of recording costs for
individual services:
In view of this can he explain how his
Press release of 19th October referring
to the decision to replace the passenger
train to Albany was specific in

mentioning the net loss of maintaining
the rail service?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Your question of the 25th October
requested the profit and loss on rail and
road bus services for three consecutive
years commencing 1976.
In commercial terms, the establishment
of a profit or loss on an operation
involves recording the actual direct costs
incurred and making some
apportionment of all the indirect and
Overhead costs of the organisation.
Because of the existence of so many
joint and common costs in railway
operations, it becomes impracticable to
allocate and record costs for individual
services on a progressive yearly basis.
The figures quoted in my Press release,
to which you refer, related to a special
assessment carried out by Westrail of
the net costs involved in continuing to
operate the rail services.
These are the appropriate costs for
decision making purposes.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES
Exhaust Emission

2199. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Under what Act are emission control

systems required to be fitted to vehicles
using Western Australian roads?

(2) Under what Act can a person who has
removed any part of a vehicle emission
control system be prosecuted?

(3) If such an Act exists, can details of the
relevant clauses be given?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) The Vehicle Standard

Regulations (1977) incorporated in the
Road Traffic Act.

(3) In the Vehicle Standard
Regulations-Paragraph 1021,
subparagraphs I to 5 require vehicles
manufactured on or after the date of
introduction of an Australian design rule
relating to emissions to comply with that
rule.
Paragraph 105 details the penalties for
contravention of the regulations.
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Paragraph 106, subparagraph 3 requires
any vehicle manufactured in compliance
with an Australian design rule to
continue to comply with it.

POLICE
Calls for Assistance

2200. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(I) Is it fact that calls were made to the

police last Thursday at-
(a) 8p.m.;
(b) 8.35p.m.;
(c) 9.30p.m.;
requesting assistance because of the
presence of a large number of youths
who were acting in an offensive manner?

(2) Is it fact that no officers came to the
trouble spot that night, nor did an
officer contact either of the
complainants the next day?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) and (2) There is insufficient information

in the question to enable an answer to be
given.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
City of Perth: Smiths Lake Project

2201. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Further to her answer to question 2128
of 1978:
(1) Did the City of Perth sell the land

owned by it at the corner of Burke
and Charles Streets, North Perth,
in or about 1976 for the "Smiths
Lake project"?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) was the said land offered for

sale by public auction;
(b) if so, when;
(c) was the said land sold by

public tender;
(d) if "Yes" when were tenders-

(i) called;
(ii) accepted?

(3) If "No" how was the purchaser of
the said land determined?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) (a) and (b) No.
(c) Yes.

(d) (i) December 1975 and
January 1976 The West
Australian.

(ii) June 1976.

(3) See answer to (2).

ELECTORAL

Voting: Equality

2202. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Further to his answer to question 2126
of 1978 what are the "not unreasonable
restrictions" without distinction of any
kind as to each of the following-

(a) race;
(b) colour;
(c) sex;
(d) language;
(e) religion;
(f) political or other opinion;
(g) national or social origin;
(h) property;
(i) birth or other status and/or;
(I) otherwise?

which are currently applied whereby the
people of the electorates of Scarborough,
Karrinyup, Whitford, Balcatta, and
Mount Hawthorn currently have a vote
worth in value less than 1/16th of that
enjoyed by others?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I assume the quote should read "without
unreasonable restrictions"
The reasonable restrictions are those
allowed by the international covenant
and which are universally recognised by
authorities, judicial and otherwise, as
being essential and permissible to take
into account when determining electoral
matters.

The member's reference to "worth in
value less than 1/16th of that enjoyed
by others" is also questionable when
adult franchise is applicable.
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INDUSTRIAL ACCIDENTS

Prevention, Rehabilitation, and Compensation

2203. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Has the Under Secretary for Labour
visited the International Labour
Organisation and North America within
the last two years?

(2) If so, when?
(3) If so, did he inquire into accident

prevention, rehabilitation and
compensation matters and if so, will he
table a copy of the reports?

(4) If inquiries were not made on these
matters, why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) Yes. Mr Jones was a member of
the Australian delegation to the 1977
110 Conference in Geneva. On his
return journey he visited several cities in
Canada in July, 1977.

(3) He bad discussions with Canadian
Labour Department Authorities on
industrial training, manpower planning,
apprenticeship and other labour matters.
He did not discuss workers'
compensation matters.

(4) Mr Jones was not sent to discuss
workers' compensation as it is not the
responsibility of his Department.

I might add that the question is similar to
one asked by the Opposition in April of this
year, and the answer is also similar.

EDUCATION

School: Pinjarra

2204. Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1 Can he advise when the new bore being

provided at the Pinjarra Primary School
will be made fully operational?

(2) Will he endeavour to have this work
completed prior to the 1978 summer
vacation?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am advised that funding is not

available to equip the bore in the current
financial year.

EDUCATION

High Schools and Teachers' Colleges: Principals'
Salaries

2205. Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What salary rate was applicable to-

(a) principals of senior high schools
(600 or more students);

(b) principals of teachers' colleges, in
February, 1973?

(2) What salaries were payable in each case
in February, 1978?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
If the question applies
the answers are:-

to annual salary

(1) (a) $12 150.
(b) $13 535.

(2) (a) $22 686.
(b) $33 269.

EDUCATION

Technical College; Perth

2206. Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) Have arrangements been made to

demolish part of the Perth Technical
College (formerly Girdlestone High)?

(2) When is the demolition due to
commence?

(3) Where is it proposed at present to
resituate the students and staff currently
using the complex?

(4) When is it expected that the transfer of
students and staff will take place?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The former Girdlestone building must

be demolished as part of the process of
completing the new Art Gallery and the
car parking building in Roe Street.

(2) Dates have not been finalised but it is
anticipated that demolition will occur in
the second half of December.

(3) The staff and courses at present
occupying the Girdlestone building will
he permanently accommodated in the
new Perth Technical Coollege building
near Aberdeen Street. Pending its
completion, they will be located in the
old traffic offices in James Street.
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(4) Furniture and equipment will be moved
at the end of the current academic year,
stored over the vacation and placed in
the new location in time for the start of
the 1979 academic year.

WATER SUPPLIES: RATES

New System: Temporary Changes

2207. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Water Supplies:
(1) How many residential properties in the

metropolitan area are eligible for
adjustments of 12.5 kilolitres or more
under the temporary changes to the pay-
for-use water scheme as announced in
October?

(2) What percentage of all residential
properties in the metropolitan area are
entitled to the adjustments?

(3) What is the total additional volume of
water granted as an extra allowance to
the residential properties identified in
question (1)?~

(4) What is the estimated loss in revenue to
the Metropolitan Water Board of the
additional volume of water identified in
question (2)?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) All metered residential

properties consuming water.
(3) and (4) This cannot be ascertained until

all readings are completed in late
December.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
BI1R DS

Confiscation

I Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Adverting to question 2173 asked today,
which was presented in I1I parts, in part
(TO) 1 asked about the return of cages
and birds.
In answer to my question I was told that
the cages are to be returned. What will
happen to the poor birds?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Off hand, I cannot give the honourable
member an answer. However, I am quite
happy to investigate and report hack to
him.

"EXPEDITER"

Employment by Government

2. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:
Referring to question 2159 asked today,
with regard to whether Mr Hodgson
who was appointed "expediter" in May,
1974, was still employed by the
Government, the Premier replied that he
was still employed by the Government in
that capacity.
As the Premier has replied that Mr
Hodgson is still employed as a trade
representative, I would like to know in
which State or which country he is
employed, and in what trade capacity?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Mr Hodgson still lives in Sydney as was
formerly the case. He is responsible also
for covering areas adjacent thereto, such
as Queensland, Victoria, and New South
Wales. His commission extends over all
those areas, and over any other place the
Minister directs.

HEALTH

Asbestos: Wittenoom Proposal

3. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
Did the Premier receive an open letter
addressed to him from the people of
Wittenoom requesting immediate action
to be taken to overcome the problem
which exists in the town? If so, will he
have an officer leave for Wittenoom
immediately so that there can be some
recommendations with regard to costing
in an effort to see whether the problem
can be overcome?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
In answer to the member for Welshpool
to the best of my knowledge there was
no letter in my office up to the time I
left it at about 4.00 p.m. today. That is
not to say a letter is not now in my
office.

Mr .Jamieson: A letter was delivered to me.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I certainly had not

received a letter up to the time of
leaving my office.
There is no need to send an officer
forthwith to Wittenoom because the
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Government is well advanced in its
studies of the particular problem.
After the Cabinet meeting on Monday I
announced-and I think the responsible
Minister subsequently -made some
comment also--that we expect to have a
report before Cabinet within a couple of
weeks. I am not suggesting the report
will be the final answer, or that it will be
the final report on which we will base
our decision. However, the position is
that far advanced at least and within the
next two Cabinet meetings we will be
able to proceed further with this matter.
It is not an easy problem to overcome; it
is very complicated both so far as the
health aspect is concerned and so far as
the personal rights of the resident
individuals are concerned. But, I can
assure members that the Government is
moving with all dispatch to arrive at the
situation where, in fairness to all
concerned, we can make a
pronouncement which we hope will be
acceptable. I cannot imagine it will be
acceptable to all, but at least it will be a
genuine attempt by the Government to
arrive at a situation which is as fair as
possible.

Mr Davies: Why has it taken so long?
Sir CHARLES COURT: We will acquaint

the local People first of any decision
before we make any public comment. I
think that would be regarded as both
fair and reasonable in the circumstances.

EDUCATION
Guild of Undergraduates

4. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Education:
Further to his comments with regard to
the membership of the Guild of
Undergraduates-when speaking to the
Colleges Bill last night-will the
Minister tell the House whether it is a
fact that he complained to the Guild of
Undergraduates about the eligibility of
the recently elected president?
If the Minister did make a complaint,
will he tell the House whether the
complaint was made before or after the
election when Mr Ken Strahan defeated
Mr Greg Sheppard, a member of the
Liberal Party?

Was the complaint made before or after
Mr Sheppard's Supreme Court action
which determined that Mr Strahan was
eligible to be elected?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
It is no trouble to answer the question.
As I indicated last -night, the eligibility
matters relating to elections do not come
within my province at this stage. They
are, in fact, matters of some concern and
matters I have discussed with the vice-
chancellor.
The only occasion on which I have
corresponded with the guild was when
the guild wrote to me-in answer to a
query from me-regarding other
matters in relation to certain affairs.
I had been having discussions with the
guild before the guild indicated the
present situation to me, to which I
referred last night. I have responded to
that.
Matters relating to the election-to
which the member for Gosnells has just
referred-have not been the cause of
any action by me except the
conversation with the vice-chancellor.
But that was on the general tenor of
student affairs at the University of
Western Australia.

MINING BILL
Government's Intention

5. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
In view of the gathering which has just
taken place outside Parliament House, is
he able to advise whether it is the
Government's intention to proceed with
the Mining Dill as it is before us, and
including the amendments foreshadowed
by the Minister for Mines, or will there
be some further changes?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
My desire is that we proceed with the
notice paper as it is. It is customary to
make some progress with the
appropriation items, and I propose that
we should spend some time an them.
Then, at the appropriate time we will
proceed with the Committee stage of the
Mining Bill.
It is my intention to discuss with the
Leader of the Opposition just what time
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this might be. I do not know whether he
has the same commitment as I have at
the dinner hour. However, subject to my
conference with him, it is the intention
that some time after dinner we will
proceed with the Mining Bill. I cannot
be any more precise.

ANIMALS
Quarantine Station at Bicton

6. Mr HODGE, to the Premier:
Further to question 2194 on today's
notice paper concerning the future of the
Bicton Quarantine Station, I ask the
Premier the following-
(1) Is it a fact that the Federal

Government has offered the site of
the Bicton Quarantine Station to
the State Government?

(2) Have negotiations on the future of
the site commenced yet?

(3) When does the Premier anticipate
that the negotiations will be
concluded?

(4) Will the Government give
consideration to purchasing the
land for the purpose of turning it
into public open space?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (4) With due respect to the

honourable member, I think he is
just begging the question. I
answered his question in a very
clear way indicating the state of
negotiations, and I think we can
leave it at that. There is nothing I
would like to add to what I have
said already.

RAILWAYS
Roiling Stock

7. Mr McI VER, to the Minister for Transport:
The Minister has received no notice of
my question. Did he see in today's Press
a statement made by the former
Commissioner of Railways (Mr Pascoe)
wherein he stated it is most urgent that
an allocation of funds be made to
upgrade and purchase cars for our
suburban railway services?
If the Minister agrees with the
statement, is it the Government's
intention to make an allocation of funds
this financial year to carry out that
request?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
I have seen the comments of the
previous Commissioner of Railways as
reported in the Press today. The
Government is giving attention to the
acquisition of six units of rolling stock
for the suburban rail passenger service,
and this was announced previously.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER
Additional Fans

8. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Deputy Speaker:
Because of the inclement weather and
the excessive hot air in this Chamber,
can he say whether additional fans could
be installed for the convenience of
members?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER replied:
In reply to the member for Vasse, I will
discuss the matter with the appropriate
personnel. I tend to share his view that
this Chamber is very uncomfortable in
hot weather.
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