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

SUPPLY BILL

Introduction and Firsc Rading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O'Connor

(Treasurer), and read a first tinie.

As lo Second Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Treasurer)
[2.15 p~m.I: I seek leave to proceed forthwith to
the second reading of this Bill.

The SPEAKER: Is leave granted'?
Leave granted.
The SPEAKER: I should draw to the attention

of the House a matter that results from the
House's having given leave to proceed forthwith
to the second reading of this Bill, Standing Order
256 provides-

After ihe first reading, a Question shall be
put, that the second reading be made an
Order of the Day for some particular day.

Effectively what the House did, as there was no
dissentient Voice to the question "That leave be
given to proceed", was to suspend that Standing
Order. I would prefer that the device to be
employed in such a circumstance is to move,
without notice, to suspend that Standing Order. It
would be more correct to do it that way.

However, as there was no dissentient voice to
the question "That leave be given to proceed". I
will allow the Treasurer to proceed now to the
second reading of this Bill. I would suggest that it
would be tidier in the future, in the event of this
sort of manoeuvre being necessary, for the motton
to be put "That the Standing Order be
suspended" to allow the second reading of the Bill
to take place.

Second Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mi. . Lawley-Treasurer)
[2.21 p.mn.]: 1 move-

'That the Bill be now read a second time.
This measure seeks the grant of supply to Her
Majesty of S1 130000000 for the works and
services of the year ending 30 June 1983 pending
the passage of Appropriation Bills during the
Budget session of the next financial year.

The Bill seeks an issue of $1 000 million from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund and $75 million
from moneys to the credit of the General Loan
Fund. Provision also is made in the Bill for an
issue of $55 million to enable the Treasurer to
make such temporary advances as may be
necessary. The amounts sought are based on thc
estimated costs of maintaining the existing level
of services and works: and no provision has been
made for any new initiatives, which must await
the introduction of the Budget.

As members will recall. the 198J1-82 Budget,
which was presented to Parliament on 13 October
last, forecast a balanced Budget for the seventh
consecutive year, with both revenue and
expenditure estimated at $2 072 132 000.

Indications at this stage are that the estimates
of revenue and expenditure will not be achieved.

A downturn in real estate and mining activity
accounts for the expected revenue out-turn being
less than the Budget estimate. However, the
shortfall in these areas is partly offset by
increased revenue from public utilities, mainly
railways, as a result of higher grain and oil
tonnages and interstate traffic.

In relation to expenditure, outlays have been
strictly controlled. However the final outcome is
still uncertain, because a decision is yet to be
made on the national wage case. The delay in
bringing down a decision is likely to result in
savings on the provision for award costs which
would offset the downturn in revenue. However,
at this stage, the amount of such savings is highly
s peeula tive.

As has been the practice for a number of years.
a summary of the financial transactions will be
circulated as soon as possible after the close of the
financial year to keep members fully informed.

As members are aware, the most crucial factor
in the area of Commonweal th-State financial
relations is the Commonwealth Grants
Comrnissiort review of the States' lax sharing
relativities which threatens a drastic reduction in
Western Australia's share of the tax pool.

Broadly the commission has attempted to assess
the level of payments which would enable each
State to provide services at standards comparable
with those in the other States without the
necessity of imposing taxes and charges at
appreciably different levels. Unfortunately the
enormity of the exercise, combined with the
limited time available to undertake it. has meant
that the commission has had to rely on theoretical
calculations. Moreover the commission did not
have the time to test the reasonableness of the
results emerging from its methodology against
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real world situations. In our view the commission
has not made adequate allowance for the special
expenditure disabilities facing Western Australia.

In its 1981 report, the commission initially
recommended factors which would have cost the
State some $1 60 million in 198 1-82.

These recommendations were not adopted by
Government and following discussion at the
Premiers' Conference in June 1981 the
commission was asked to review its findings and
take into account as far as is possible 1980-81
information. The Western Australian
Government opposed the decision to refer the
matter back to the commission ais it was felt that
the commission would be largely locked into its
published methodology, particularly as it had very
little time to compile and assess a further year's
data.

At this stage the final results of the
commission's reassessment are not available and
the recom mendatIions will have to be considered
at the June Premiers' Conference, Every
opportunity will be taken at this conference to
ensure that tax sharing relativities are adopted
which adequately reflect Western Australia's
financial needs as any significant reduction in our
entitlement would have Ear-reaching effects.

In these circumstances all that can be said in
relation to the 1982-83 Budget is that it will
certainly be no easier than the current year's
Budget and, in fact. may he even more difficult
due to outside influences.

I now move to the formal provisions of the Bill
which I have already described and commend the
Bill to members.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Brian
Burke (Leader of the Opposition).

CLOSING DAYS OF SESSION:
STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION

Point of Order

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is time we formalised
the procedures by which we will suspend Standing
Orders, rather than have a situation in which
Standing Orders are suspended implicitly by
virtue of a decision of the House. It is appropriate
that perhaps you. Sir, require that so much of
Standing Orders be suspended as would prevent
the second reading of a Bill being proceeded with.

The SPEAKER: Order! In effect, that was the
essence Of the statement I made a few minutes
ago and I Suggest to the Premier that he move
without notice for the suspension of Standing
Orders.

Motion

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [2.24
p.m.1: I move, without notice-

That until 31 May 1982 so much of the
Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary
to enable Bills to be introduced without
notice, to be passed through all their
remaining stages on the same day, and
messages from the Legislative Council to be
taken into consideration on the day they are
received.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.25 p.m.1: The Opposition has no
objection to the authority sought by the Premier
in the terms of this motion. It is a formal and
normal procedure and we do not take exception to
it.

The SPEAKER: Order! I point out that, for
this motion to be carried, it will need to have an
absolute majority of the members of this House.
If there is a dissentient voice, it will be necessary
for me to divide the House. In any case. I will
count the House to ensure that the required
number of members are present to enable the
passage of the motion.

Question put.
The SPEAKER: To be carried, this motion

requires an absolute majority. I have counted the
House; and, there being no dissentient voice. I
declare the motion carried.

Question thus passed.

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O'Connor
(Treasurer). and read a first time.

Second Reading
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Treasurer)

12.30 p.mn.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Members may be aware that membership of the
superannuation scheme is generally available to
Government employees who are regarded as being
employed in a permanent Cull-time capacity.
However, members may not be familiar with the
superannuation arrangements that apply to
persons appointed to statutory offices under the
Crown. and it is this aspect of the legislation to
which this Bill relates.

Under the present legislation, contributors and
other persons eligible for membership at the time
they accept appointments to statutory offices are
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entitled to retain their superannuation rights. In
the past. these provisions have been interpreted by
the Superannuation Board as applying also to
persons appointed to statutory 'offices from the
private sector. As a consequence, a number of
such persons have been accepted into the fund,
although it is understood that none has retired
and commenced drawing pension payments.
However, legal advice provided to the board by
the Crown Solicitor indicates that persons not
employed in Government service at the time of
their appointment to statutory offices are not
eligible for membership of the fund&

The present legislation is seen to be inadequate
in this regard, for there is no sound argument
against all statutory appointees being entitled to
membership of the fund, provided they are of an
age at the date of commencement of service that
would enable them to satisfy the minimum seven
year service requirement. 'The superannuation
entitlement of such persons would be determined
according to their standard of health and the total
service they would complete upon attaining their
selected retirement age. The Bill before members
proposes to remedy this situation and also
includes provision to validate the superannuation
membership of statutory office holders whose
entitlements have been called into question.

The Bill seeks to deal with one further matter.
Because of the determinate nature of statutory
and other term appointments, persons appointed
to such offices are not assured of continued
employment beyond the expiration of their
appointment terms. It is felt that where the
appointments of such persons are not renewed
after they have completed at least 10 years'
service, standard retrenchment benefits should be
paid. This would entitle persons so affected to
receive a refund of their own contributions paid to
the fund together with a supplementary payment
from the State equal to 2.5 times those
contributions.

Accordingly, the Bill provides that where, after
at least 10 years' service, a statutory or term
appointee's contract is not renewed and the person
concerned desires to continue in the office, the
termination shall be regarded as retrenchment for
the purposes of the Act.

1 commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned. on motion by Mr Brian
Burke (Leader of the Opposition).

BILLS (5): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Acts Amendment (Motor Vehicle Fees)
Bill.

2. Motor Vehicle Drivers Instructors
Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
Rushton (Minister for Transport), and
read a first time.

3. Skeleton Weed and Resistant Grain
Insects (Eradication Funds)
Amendment Bill.

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

4. Uranium (Yeelirrie)
Amendment Bill.

Agreement

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr P. V,
Jones (Minister for Resources
Development), and read a first time.

5. Reserves and Land Revestment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Laurance (Minister for Lands), and
read a first time.

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by

O'Connor (Treasurer), and transmitted to
Council.

Mr
the

ACTS AMENDMENT
(CRIMINAL PENALTIES AND

PROCEDURE) BILL

Second Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
[2.38 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Members possibly will be aware from public
statements that a complete review of the Criminal
Code is being carried out at the present time and
it is anticipated that this review will be available
for public comment later this year. In the
meantime, however, a number of areas of the
Criminal Code and associated Acts require
amendment, at least in the interim, pending
detailed consideration of that review, and the
Government has now found it. necessary to
proceed to place these amendments before the
Parliament.

The first amendment is to provide for a general
and substantial increase in the power to fine for
code offences. At present the code provides that a
person liable to imprisonment may be sentenced
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to pay a fine no' exceeding $1 000 in addition to
or instead of imprisonment under the code. This
amount has not been amended since the first code
was enacted in 1902.

Pending final consideration of the Dixon
committee report and the code review, the
Government proposes that the maximum fine now
should be increased to the sum of $50 000. It may
be that it will be concluded this should be
changed after final consideration of the
abovementioned detailed reports. Certainly, the
existing fine of SI 000 is grossly out of date and
inadequate and numerous suggestions have been
made by judges of the Supreme and District
Courts that it be increased. Indeed, the existing
Fine is so inadequate that it substantially restricts
the use of monetary penalties and requires the use
of other measures.

It is accepted, of course, that there will be
different opinions as to what the maximum should
be and it has been suggested that this should he
left entirely to the discretion of the court.
However, the better view probably is that a
maximum should be fixed, at least at this stage.
and that it should be a sufficiently large sum to
enable an adequate penalty to be levied upon
persons who commit serious offences against
property. The object of the exercise of amending
the power to fine must be to increase the use of
this penalty for the less serious offender or for the
offender against property.

The Government believes that the increase i s
merited also by reason of the fact that substantial
profits may be made out of sonic such offences.
Indeed, in relation to such offences a large fine
may very wvell be a substantial deterrent to the
typical offender.

Members are reminded that the securities
industry Act recently passed by this Parliament
provides for a similar maximum fine.

Section 20 of the code allows a sentencing court
to order a sentence to be cumulative on a sentence
for any other "offence". Unfortunately in recent
years the construction has become accepted by
courts that a reference to an "offence" in a State
Act means an "offence against the law of the
State". This means that section 20 is now
construed as not enabling a court to order a
sentence for a State offence to be cumulative on a
sentence for a Commonwealth offence, so that.
for example. a sentence for an armed robbery on
a bank may not be ordered to be cumulative on a
sentence for stealing Commonwealth property. as
from a post office. Commonwealth legislation

allows Commonwealth sentences to be cumulative
upon State sentences in certain circumstances.

The lack of a reciprocal State power is an
increasing difficulty with the growvth of
Commonwealth offences. Therefore an
amendment to make it clear that a sentence for a
State offence may be cumulative on any other
sentence is included in the Bill.

The High Court by a majority decision given at
the end of last year in the case of Di Simoni held
that, if a circumstance of aggravation was not
pleaded in an indictment, regard could not be had
to it in sentencing. This completely changed the
law as it hats been understood and applied in
Western Australia since we first had a Criminal
Code.

In the code, if a circumstance of aggravation is
pleaded, the maximum penalty to which the
offender is liable is thereby increased and the
practice followed in Western Australia was to
decline to plead a circumstance of aggravation
unless the Crown wanted to put the accused in
jeopardy of the increased penalty.

The High Court has now said that to follow
that practice means that the judge cannot have
any regard at all to the circumstance of
aggravation for any sentencing purpose. It
therefore would be necessary to plead in the case
of robbery that the offender was armed and was
in company. and that actual personal violence was
used, before the sentencing judge could take those
matters into account. In the Bill the amendment
to sections 582 and 656 is to have the law accord
with the understanding that prevailed in this
State until that decision.

The provision is to be that, in considering the
sentence to be passed, the court may have regard
to a circumstance of aggravation whether or not it
has been charged in the indictment, but if not so
charged, the court shall not impose on the
offender a punishment that is greater than that to
which he would have been liable if the offence
had been committed without the existence of that
circumstance. In other words, there is at safeguard
to ensure that where the circumstance of
aggravation is not pleaded the offender will not
receive a sentence greater than the maximum to
which he is liable without the circumstance of
aggravation being pleaded.

Section 585 of the code now sets forth the
general rules with respect to joinder of offences in
indictments in order that they may be tried
together. The rules provide for joinder on the one
indictment in a generally appropriate and
satisfactory way by using as the test the
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connection between the different offenees
factually and legally,

Amendments to the section in 1954 widened
the section to its present form and overtook the
previous more limited rules. It was overlooked at
that time that the provisions of section 586 (2)
and (3) were rules of that more limited character,
with respect to the offence of stealing, which
ought now to be repealed as should have occurred
in 1954.

The exception to the general rule allowing
joinder is that the section by its fifth paragraph
does not authorise the joinder of a charge of
wilful murder, murder, or manslaughter. with a
charge of any other offence. That has been
interpreted by the courts to preclude a joinder of
wilful murder with another similar charge. even if
it might otherwise clearly be joined under the
general rules.

Under those general rules many serious cases or
charges may be joined with others, If an aecused
were io commit several acts of rape those acts
could all be joined in the one indictment. If he
breaks and enters numerous dwelling houses the
same could occur.

Generally, a joint trial will follow, although the
section provides ample room for a court to order
separate trials in a ease where prejudice might
result to the accused. It is difficult logically to see
why homicides should be so singled out and
exempted from those rules. Certainly that is not
the case in other jurisdictions in Australia, the
United Kingdom. or the United States.

A classic example is the reported English
decision where the accused was said to have
murdered seven people by setting fire to the
premises occupied by them. The indictment
presented against him contained seven counts of
murder and one of arson.

All were conveniently disposed of together
without in any way lengthening the trial or
causing any additional prejudice to the accused.
That enabled the obvious benefits to the
administration of the system, that all related
charges were disposed of together. That cannot
happen under the existing section in our code and
therefore an amendment is included in this Bill so
that homicide cases may be placed upon the same
basis as any other serious charge. The safeguard
in the section is that if it appears to the court that
the accused is likely to be prejudiced by such
joinder the court may require all or some of the
charges to be dealt with separately.

Section 586 (1) provides that where the
accused is charged with stealing money he may be
charged and proceeded against for the amount of

the general deficiency. notwithstanding that the
general deficiency is itself made up of -any number
of specifically indentifiable separate takings of
money. That is a very useful provision and one
very often availed of to enable what is really a
merger into the one offence of what would
otherwise have to be a multiplicity of charges of
stealing where there is a course of conduct with
respect to the same general fund of property over
a period of time.

The advantage is that such a course enables
what is really a total matter to be looked at in
total terms and not as a matter oif law divided up
into its several constituent parts. There is also an
advantage to the accused because it enables the
total matter to be disposed of without creating
against him numerous charges and exposing him
to the risk of a multitude of convictions.

No complaint is made about the existing form
of this provision, but it is proposed that it should
be extended beyond a general deficiency of money
to a general deficiency of goods or items of
property, where the investigation reveals a large
number of different items stolen over a period of
time.

The accused very often will have no recollection
of the order in which or the times at which the
particular items were stolen. the only common
element being that they were all stolen from one
person. That is precisely the same situation as
applies in the ease of a general deficiency of
money and could be disposed of conveniently in
the same way. The Bill provides an appropriate
amendment to section 586 (1 ) of the code.

Amendments to the Child Welfare Act in 1970
affecting the procedure to be followed by a
Childrecns Court when it sends a child offender to
the Supreme or District Court for sentence have
produced an unintended deficiency in section 618
of the code which was not aniended in 1970 to
accommodate the new procedures.

At present a child found guilty in the
Children's Court and sent up for sentence may
simply plead not guilty and this requires that he
be tried all over again. An amendment is proposed
to overcome this and also to overcome somec
technical difficulties of a formal nature
experienced with those who have pleaded guilty
following a "hand-up brief" committal.

In order to ensure no injustice can be done to
any child under these circumstanees, an
additional provision will be inserted in the Child
Welfare Act and is so included in this Bill, so that
no plea of guilty shall be entered by a child unless
the child is represented at the hearing by counsel
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or the court is satisfied that the child has received
legal advice before entering the plea.

Considerable overseas and interstate precedent
is available for the enactment of a provision that
notice should be given of an alibi in criminal eases
turable by jury.

The requirement has been a feature of English
law since the United Kingdom Criminal Justice
Act 1967 section I I was enacted, following the
recommendation of the criminal law revision
committee in its ninth report on evidence. In
Australia similar legislation has been introduced
in Tasmania, New South Wales. Queensland. and
Victoria. Thc purpose of all these pieces of
legislation is to provide for the defendant who
wishes to raise an alibi by way of defence to give
notice of the particulars of that defence to the
Crown.

The purpose of that is to enable the Crown to
investigate the proposed alibi and to gather
evidence wh ich would either con firm or counter i t.
If the alibi is confirmed that may. of course, lead
to the presentation of a nolle prosequi and
considerable saving in time and money as well as
eliminating the possibility that the defendant
would be put in jeopardy of conviction for an
offence which he did not commit.

Alternatively, if evidence is gathered which
would suggest that the alibi is not genuine, that
may be placed before the jury together with the
alibi evidence and enable a better evaluation by
the jury of that issue of fact. That, in itself, must
tend towards the better administration of justice
in this area.

A new section 636A is proposed having regard
to the form of the sections enacted in other
jurisdictions, but modified so as to eliminate the
feature of such other legislation that in certain
circumstances the accused may be refused leave
to lead his evidence of alibi.

As a result of the review of the Criminal Code,
an examination has been made as to the need to
lock up jurors during the trial. At present the
necessity for the confinement of jurors is limited
to capital cases. It does not, for instance, apply to
trials involving charges of rape. A majority of the
other States of Australia already permit the judge
a discretion in all criminal cases to permit the
jury to separate before their retirement to
consider their verdict and it would seem
appropriate that a similar provision should be
brought into operation in this State.

An amendment to section 693 of the code has
been included to endeavour to overcome
difficulties in relation to sentences on appeal.
When the Court of Criminal Appeal quashes a

conviction or allows an appeal against the
sentence for a particular offence that decision
may affect the total sentence remaining in respect
of other convictions not direct ly the subject of the
appeal.

The sentences for those other convictions will
have been chosen having regard to the sentence
directly altered on appeal. The sentence or
sentences which then remain may have thereupon
become inappropriate and therefore an
amendment to section 693 is proposed to give the
Court of Criminal Appeal the power to adjust any
remaining sentences as it thinks fit to again
achieve a proper sentence overall.

The other amendments to the Child Welfare
Act and the Justices Act are consequential on
amendments proposed to be made to the code in
the Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by M r Tonkin.

OFF-SHORE (APPLICATION OF LAWS) BILL

Second Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
12.53 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill forms part of the offshore constitutional
settlement. Its purpose is to apply the laws of the
state-other than criminal laws-in the "coastal
waters" adjacent to the State. Those coastal
waters include the three-mile territorial sea and
any waters to landward of the territorial sea
which are not within State limits.

This Bill replaces the existing Off-shore
(Application of Laws) Act 1977-1979 which was
passed before any part of the offshore
constitutional settlement had been implemented.
The Commonwealth's Coastal Waters (State
Powers) Act 1980 came into force on I January
1982. confirming and putting beyond legal doubt
the legislative powers of the State with respect to
our adjacent coastal waters. It is now proposed
that we enact this Off-shore (Application of
Laws) Bill 1982 and repeal the earlier Act.

The Bill makes certain changes from the earlier
Act in describing coastal waters consistently with
the Coastal Waters (State Powers) Act. Also, the
Bill contains in clause 4 a regulation-making
power which is similar to that found in the Crimes
(Offences at Sea) Act so that the general
application of laws can be modified where specific
circumstances so require.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin.
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LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

MR RUSH-TON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
[2.55 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bill before the House has several objectives.

The first, and possibly the most important from
the point of view of members of licensed clubs
throughout the State. relates to the signing in of
visitors.

Prior to the 1981 amendments to the Liquor
Act it was possible for licensed clubs on match
and competition days to admit visitors without the
necessity for them to be signed in by a member of
the host club.

The Government Liquor Act commit ttee, acting
on submissions received, had recommended a
tightening up of the methods used to admit
visitors to licensed clubs, particularly large
sporting clubs. Experience has proved in a very
short period that whilst in theory the amendments
made last year were reasonable, in practice the
signing in of visitors on match and competition
days has proved to be most difficult and
frustrating to club administrators.

Mr Parker: I told you that would be the case
when we debated it last year.

Mr RUSHTQN: In response to submissions
from the Association of Licensed Clubs and many
leading sporting clubs throughout the State, the
Government has decided to reinstate the previous
practice which was sanctioned by section 35(3) of
the Liquor Act prior to the 1981 amendment.

However, in so doing, the opportunity has been
taken to omit the reference to "outdoor sport"
previously applying to that section of the Act. In
future. section 35(3) will refer to clubs that have
as their objective, or one of their principal
objectives, the conduct of a prescribed competitive
sport. The effect of this variation will be to
increase the number of sporting clubs throughout
the State which will be exempted from the signing
in procedure on match or competition days.

Regulation 9 of the Liquor Act was amended
by notice in the Government Gazette of 24
December 1981. This regulation prescribes
competitive sports referred to in sections 35 and
69 of the Act.

The Association of Licensed Clubs bad
requested that certain indoor sports be added to
the regulation. The following sports are additional
to those previously prescribed-

badminton;
cricket, including indoor cricket;

hockey:
squash;
tennis, including half court;
all sports played with bowls;
all games played on a billiard or similar

table;
darts.

The second anomaly created by the recent
amendments relates to the definition of a "bar",
The definition was amended so that the whole
room in which a bar is located and from which
liquor is served, is deemed to be a bar.

The former amendment was made to assist
police officers in clearing customers from lounges
of hotels and taverns after the close of trading
hours. Strict application of the 1981 amendment
would prohibit members of licensed clubs from
enj oying the facilities of that part of a club in
which a bar is located, outside of authorised
trading hours, even though liquor was not being
served.

Clearly, this situation was never intended by
the Government and this Bill will enable members
of licensed clubs to continue to utilise the facilities
provided outside of authorised trading hours.

The Bill also will permit patrons of licensed
restaurants to remain on the premises to complete
a meal notwithstanding that the authorised liquor
trading hours have ceased.

Because of a deficiency in the Liquor Act, the
Licensing Court found late last year that it did
not have the power to call witnesses before the
court to stale their views relating to the renewal
of an entertainment permit. Various residents in
the vicinity of a metropolitan hotel had
complained to the court over excessive noise
created by bands.

This deficiency is overcome in the present Bill.
It gives the court a discretionary power to call
affected residents before it to give their views at
the hearing of an application before the court.

Because it is necessary to establish a new
procedure for the lodging of applications and
right of objection to the grant of an entertainment
permit, subsections (7) to (9) of section 24,
relating to an entertainment permit, have been
repealed.

A new section 24A deals with power of the
court to grant an entertainment permit. A new
section 58A provides for the application
procedure, including the display of a notice. An
applicant for the grant of an entertainment permit
will give notice of his application by displaying a
prescribed notice on the outside of the licensed
premises for a period of 14 days.
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A new section 588 specifies who may object to
the grant, renewal, or variation of an
entertainment permit and on what grounds
objections may be lodged. At present, only
supervisors of licensed premises and members of
the Police Force can object to the grant or
renewal of permits. The new provision includes an
authorised officer of a local authority, a private
resident, and the owner of the premises to which
the application relates.

The Bill will extend the ground of objection
that 'the quiet of the immediate vicinity of the
premises to which the application relates would be
unduly disturbed if an application were granted"
to a person residing in the vicinity of the licensed
premises.

Section 75 of the Act provides for annual
renewal of licences. In the 1981 amendments to
the Act. section 75 was amended to conform with
the practice of tI h Licensing Court of spreading
renewal date's'throughout the year. This Bill
further defiies .the 1981 amendment by adding
subsection (1) (a) which will enable the court to
prescribe renewal dates according to the type of
licence or the locality of premises, or both.

I commend the Sill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Parker.

PETROLEUM (SUBMERGED. LANDS) BILL

Message: Appropriatlions
Message from the Governor received and read

recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the Bill.

ACTS ANIENDMENT (SOIL
CONSERVATION) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 20 April.
MR EVANS (Warren) [3.01 pm.]: It is not an

exaggeration to say that the Bill with which we
are dealing concerns one of the major problems
that confronts this State and, in fact, the entire
nation. It will cost hundreds of millions of dollars
to rectify this situation in its entirety. That is no
exaggeration and from my recollection it appears
that in 1973. following a Commonwealth survey
on soil erosion, a Figure of $300 million was
estimated to be necessary in order that the
situation might be rectified. That is the extent of
the problem with which we are confronted.

Soil degradation has occurred in varying
degrees right throughout the country-wherever
white settlers have been active, It has occurred
from the Kimberley in the north, to the
Murchison, Gascoyne. and the goldfields and

pastoral areas, through the agricultural districts
of the south-west and great southern, and to the
coastal dune country towards the south coast.

We have to be careful if we try to apportion the
blame for what has occurred in the past.
However, though most of the early settlers acted
in good faith, it was with a lack of understanding
as they did not realise the consequences of what
they were doing. We do know better now. There is
no excuse of ignorance and we are aware that the
problem exists. We are now confronted with the
situation we inherited and we have the
responsibility to resolve it. Regrettably, the
problem is still being exacerbated by some people
today.

The Opposition supports the Bill and it would
support any measure which is designed to assist
with the prevention of land degradation and to
implement measures to reclaim areas which are
already affected. I think the bina fides of the
Opposition have been shown by its action in the
past. During the currency of the Tonkin
Government extensive work was undertaken in
the Kimberley to restore some of the affected
land-particularly land around Lake Argyle. It
also endeavoured to resolve the problems of the
Gascoyne catchment areas and it set a precedent
for which further actions were able to take place.
With this in mind, we support the principles and
the intent of the Bill which we accept as being an
effort on the part of the Government towards
solving this grave problem.

However, the Opposition does disagree with
some of the measures in this Bill. It deplores the
shortcomings which are evident in it. the most
obvious one-which is -not only apparent in this
Bill, but also in the Government's policy
statement-being the lack of financial
commitment by the Government. It is suggested
in the Bill that a soil conservation district fund
will be established and will be held by the;
Treasury. Clause 25 of the Bill provides for other
moneys to be collected by that fund and it is
considered some indication of policy and
commitment should be given. There is no
suggestion on the part of the Government that it
would match the funds-whether it be on a
dollar-for-dollar basis or on a $1 -for-every-$2
basis.

The Government has made no suggestion of
financial assistance and by way of
contradistinction I cite a recent situation which
occurred in NSW only last week. An additional
sum of SI million making a total of $4.5 million
was granted to assist in soil conservation measures
and for the purpose of the rectification of soil
degradation. The Government should match the
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moneys collected by the sail conservation district
fund on a stipulated basis, Failing that, it should
give -a policy statement to ensure a commitment to
the fund that it would not be left to finance
specified projects from its own resources.

The Government has an obligation to undertake
the rectification of land degradation. it needs to
atone for some of the follies of the past,
particularly the concept of releasing a million
acres of land which it embarked upon with such a
great blaze of publicity and acclaim back in the
1960s. The reports from the Jerramungup area
are alarming and this can be attributed to the
Government's lack of proper investigation. To a
degree the blame does rest with members on the
other side of the House-or certainly their
predecessors-because of the policies it espoused.
I must confess that I am alarmed to see a taint of
this attitude still existing with the Government of
the day.

1 refer to the lack of involvement of the
advisory committee. It was only this afternoon
that the Minister presented me with the
amendments that he proposes. I appreciate the
notice he gave and the amendments proposed do
alter the situation to sonic extent whereby local

-government authorities will have a much greater
degree of involvement than was indicated in the
first instance.

However, there is still a lack of involvement of
the advisory committee, especially in regard to
releases in the new land farmers' areas. At
present research and investigation into the release
of new land for agriculture is carried out by the
working group that advises on problems of this
kind. IFr the advisory commitlee which is to be set
up under this legislation is to be regarded as an
authority in connection with soil conservation,
and a body to provide the expertise by which
problems should be solved, surely such a
committee should have an ongoing role and, at
the same time. it should be called upon to
highlight any anticipated problems with the
release of specified areas. It should be called upon
to Comment On the possiblity of problems arising
from land clearing.

The existing working group is not equipped to
carry out the type of investigations which will be
required. Certainly the members of the working
group arc men of experience-they are
outstanding workers in their own particular fields.
In a reply given by the Minister for Agriculture,
he listed the members of this committee as
follows-

Mr McFadden. Assist-ant Surveyor
General

Dr Burbidge, Chief Research Officer of
the Department of Fisheries and Wildlife

Mr Stoneman, Principal Research Officer
of the Department of Agriculture

Mr Orr, Senior Departmental Officer of
the Department of Conservation and
Environ menL

Mr Trevor Stoneman is outstanding in his area:
this is certainly a gathering of senior and
experienced men. However, the parameters under
which they are obliged to work preclude them
from undertaking the sort of investigation that
would be required. Even if this committee calls
for advice from various other Government
departments, it does not have the staff, the
funding, nor the structure to undertake research
projects required in this very complex, far-
reaching, and serious matter.

This important subject has been neglected in
the past, and that situation must cease.

I notice that the Bill does not contain a
r-eference to the rural and allied industries
conference committee report. I will make no
further comment on that matter at this stage.
However, I will refer to the release of land, and I
indicate that on the notice paper an amendment
appears in my name. This amendment would
permit the powers of the advisory committee to be
expanded.

Before referring to the terms of the Bill, it is
probably apposite at this stage to refer to the
discussions that were held before the measure was
introduced. The Minister indicated the genesis of
this legislation during his second reading speech.
I-e told us of the investigations that had taken
place and the discussions that had been held.
However, I would like to refer to the reply the
Minister gave to a question asked by the member
for NMerrcdin. On 27 April 1982 the member for
Merredin asked the following question-

(1) How many persons. associations, or
bodies, were advised of the content Of
the Government amendments to the Soil
Conservation Act?

(2) When were they advised'!
(3) Have any persons, associations, or

bodies been given a draft copy of the
amendments proposed by the
Government?

The Minister evaded these questions to some
extent when he replied as follows-
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(1) and (2) During the review and drafting
of the current Soil Conservation Act the
general intent of the amendments was
discussed with many individuals and
rcpresentativcs of organisations.-

Thai has been the case throughout.
I noticed an article which appeared on the front

page of ahc Farner\s Weekb', and which referred
to the attitude of the Pri mary Industry
Association. It was stated in the article that the
PIA was pleased it has been able to prevail upon
the Minister to make changes. This would have
been subsequent to the initial discussions referred
to already.

There was a marked lack of discussion with
local government. This was probably drawn to
your attention. Mr Acting Speakcr (Mr Tubby).
The eastern ward of the Country Shire Councils
Association contacted the Minister direct, asking
for the Bill to be deferred and the contents made
known so that an input could be made.

I make these points because of their relevance
to soil conservation and restoration. The Minister
intends to move some amendments during the
Committee stage, and, as I have said, these will
go some way towards rectifying defieiencies in
regard to the involvement of local authorities.
That is important: if this measure is ever to have
a chance to work properly, it will be dependent
upon the goodwill. co-operation, and liaison, not
only of the landholders and land users of this
State. but also of the local government authorities
which have at major involvement in the collection
of funds.

The proposed amendments will change the role
of local government to one of recommendation
rather than consultation. The new clause will
require the Minister to consult with the council of
each municipality which becomes involved in a
soil conservation district. That is a very good
provision. It is an essential point, but it should
have been in the original measure-it should not
have been left to be included as an amendment.

I turn now to the contents of the Bill; I will
refer to some aspects which we will debate during
the second reading stage, and I will foreshadow
several amendments. The Bill proposes to amend
the long title Of the Soil Conservation Act. This
move is indicative of the expanded role which the
legislation will play. The definition of the term
".soil conservation" has been expanded
considerably. and, therefore, the proposed
amendments will not deal with the narrower
confines of soil conservation only, but, rather,
they will apply to the broad concept of land
degradation, including wind and water erosion,

salinity, flooding, and the removal or
deterioration of vegetation. All those are
important matters, and they impinge on soil
erosion. Therefore, it is fitting that if the Act is to
be amended to this extent, it should be given the
breadth of application that the Bill is giving to it.

The responsibility for this Act is to remain with
the Department of Agriculture. The rationale
indicated by the Minister in his second reading
speech is that land degradation has its origins in
the use of land, and it can best be resolved by
agricultural production techniques and their
acceptance by farmers. That is not a bad basis
upon which to start an operation of this
magnitude. It will succeed only if we have the full
co-operation, understanding. realisation. and
desire on the part of those who do use the land to
ensure that the heritage they have is kept in a fit
state to be passed on to posterity. That requires
understanding and dedication by the section of
the community which is involved so directly.
Obviously, the extensive co-operation in relation
to the shortage of funds and local government will
be one of the prime objectives and the prime
responsibilities of the commissioner under whom
the Act is to operate.

The administration set out in clause 7,
amending section 17 of the original Act, has the
Commissioner of Soil Conservation still
maintaining the role that he occupied previously.
At the same time, he remains subject to the
Minister and to the Director of Agriculture. The
position in relation to the powers under the Act is
virtually unchanged. We will still have dual
control over the commissioner.

This matter has been raised in several quarters
in which I have had discussions. The suggestion is
that it might not be a good thing that the
com missioner be subject to the director as well as
to the Minister. However, as I said, if the soil
conservation authority is to operate and to deal
with the existing administration of the
Department of Agriculture, its committees, and
its advisers, we must have close liaison between
the administrators of the Soil Conservation Act
and the Department of Agriculture. It could be
cumbersome to divorce the soil conservation
authority entirely from the Department of
Agriculture; and it is on those grounds that I
hesitate to take a firm stand, as some bodies
outside the House have indicated that I should.

The initiation of measures by the commissioner,
however, should not be stifled. Those initiatives
could well be highly important, especially, as the
existing commissioner, Mr Robertson, is a fairly
young man with drive and vigour. who has the
capacity to bring about initiatives of the kind that
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will be necessary to meet situations. It is
important. on the one hand, that he should not be
stifled in his role as the commissioner; but, at the
same time, he should have the opportunity to use
the full facilities that the department provides.

The next aspect, and one in relation to which I
have been in contact with the Minister, is the
composition of the soil conservation advisory
committee. Under the existing legislation, the
committee consists of 12 people, they being the
commissioner, representatives from the
Department of Agriculture. Department of Lands
and Surveys, Public Works Department, Mines
Department. Forests Department, and Main
Roads Department, the country shires, three from
agricultural pursuits, and one pastoralist. The
amending Bill proposes to have the commissioner,
a representative of the Department of
Agriculture, three from the Public Service, one
from the country shires, one from the Primary
Industry Association, one from the pastoralists
and graziers, and two representing agricultural
pursuits throughout the State. Under the
amendment, the advisory committee would have
those 10 members.

The point at issue here is that we are dealing
with an advisory body and not an administrative
tool. Therefore, the body being set up should not
necessarily be restricted by size. Rather, a great
breadth of expertise should be brought into an
advisory committee of this kind.

The deficiencies I see are in two areas. At
present. the representation from the country shire
councils is one member out of 12. The
amendment provides that that be altered to one in
10. The Bill should be amended to provide a
representation of shire councils of two of a total of
12. Likewise, the present representation of those
who are involved in agricultural plursui ts is three
out of 12. The Bill reduces that to two out of a
total of 10. In my proposed amendment I suggest
that it should be increased to three out of a total
of 12.

In effect. I am suggesting that the existing
advisory committee be retained with 12 members,
but with the composition changed. It may even be
necessary to divide the State into three zones for
the purpose of arriving at the most desirable form
of advisory committee, with one representative
coming from each of the zones. The three people
could quite readily represent the agricultural,
pastoral, and horticultural pursuits of this State.

It might also be desirable to consider specifying
representation from the Forests Department in
the Public Service representation. The Forests
Department has an expanded role, as I see it, in

meeting the problems of land degradation; and its
mandatory inclusion in the committee can be
supported quite readily.

I have made the point that it is essential to have
the co-operation of the shires. Not only is the
fund-collecting role of the shires most desirable,
and, I suggest, almost essential, but also it is
essential that the shires be on side. The goodwill
of the shires is important in the long-term process
of restoring degraded land and adopting the
preventive methods I have mentioned. We could
not do without that assistance.

It is appropriate now to mention that the shire
involvement to date has been very good indeed, in
some cases. The Merredin Shire Council
organised a group of some eight or nine shire
councils in its own area, with a view .to
approaching the questions of salinity and erosion
in their region. That organisation foreshadowed
the general intention of this Bill. I do not know
whether that sparked the present initative: but it
certainly is a fact that a group of shires undertook
some group activity. It is to their credit that they
did so. As far as I am aware, therechad not been
any serious endeavour by other groups of shire
councils to co-operate in that way in tackling the
problem at the face.

It is to the credit of the shires of that zone that
they did endeavour to have something done about
it. One aspect in the Bill requires clarification and
that is the position of the chairman. Section 9 has
been repealed and a new section is to be
substituted in the amending Bill. This specifies
the composition of the advisory committee, but
does not set out the position of the chairman so
far as voting rights and other matters are
concerned. I think that needs to be done, because
in certain circumstances, the voting rights of a
member who has been appointed chairman could
be eroded if he is required in the role of chairman.
That could diminish the voting entitlement of the

group he represents. That point will need to be
examined as part of an overall view of the
legislation.

One of the most complex aspects of this

measure is the creation of soil conservation
districts. Such powers were contained in the
previous Act and I understand that two districts
were declared in the past, one being in the north-
eastern part of the State in 1950. I believe that
the Mt. Marshall-Kellerberrin-Merredin-Bruce
Rock region was declared such a district at about
that time. No doubt this came about as a result of
the expansion of light land clearing. The object
was to leave strips of land along the road to
prevent the wind blasting that was becoming
prevalent in the light land country. This concept
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has been expanded in the Act and I think it is, to
a large degree, an improvement.

WVhere a specific soil conservation or land
degradation problem exists it will now be possible
to declare that area a soil conservation district.
Following that declaration, a regional ly-based soil
conservation district advisory committee can be
established. It will be made up predominantly of
land users and the committee's numbers have
been increased from live to 10.

It will have the power to examine particular soil
problems and to advise on approaches to those
problems. and it is envisaged apparently that the
composition of the committee will vary according
to the district's problems. One of the Minister's
foreshadowed amendments is designed to ensure
that every local government authority in a district
will have a representative on a district committee.
That is good sense. If this had not been done the
breakdown in communications would have been
almost fatal. I had intended to press for greater
shire council representation on district
committees, but this has been forestalled by the
Minister's amendment, which is quite acceptable.

I think the problems associated with the
creation of a district are not fully appreciated
now, and a number of anomalies and a number of
abrasive situations will arise. That is to be
expected when one is dealing with human nature.
In an area with several shire councils and where
varying degrees of land degradation exist, a fund
will be drawn from that entire district. But it
must be borne in mind that there is not an even
spread of the problems. There is not only a
difference in shire boundaries, but also a
difference in the stages of degradation. Some
landholders will have carefully husbanded their
land and others will not have adopted the same
approach to land utilisation on their properties. A
levy has to be raised from that entire district.
There may be a salinity problem inland and, a
wind erosion problem further towards the coast. If
a blanket rate is levied, I am certain that those
farmers whose properties have salinity problems
will not be thrilled about being called upon to
meet some of the cost of restoration of wind.
eroded land. It is not clear how this will function
in reality.

As the Bill makes provision for such a fund to
be established on the redomnmendations of the
committees, an opportunity will be given for some
agreement to be reached before the levy is
brought down. The fund for specific problems will
be generated by the district committees through
the levying of a rate collected by the shire council
and based upon the value of the land. It will be
based on the existing system for shire rates. This

will also raise problems. I can recall vividly that
in 1970, just prior to the 1971 election, a noxious
weed levy was repealed in this Parliament. Some
of the farming members of this Chamber will
recall that farmers at the time were jubilant when
the Act was repealed. Quite a few members spoke
and said what a great thing it was that we had
done away with that irksome charge for noxious
weeds.

I appreciated the points made by the members
at that time, but I was worried about the possible
creation of another type of funding which could
give rise to the same situation in future years as
was being dealt with then and that aspect must be
considered.

Several points must be made about district
committees' soil conservation funds. A provision
exists that the State and Federal Governments
may 'contribute to the restoration of denuded
land. It was intended that the Federal
Government should establish national
programmes for this purpose, but, in 1981, this
responsibility was returned to the States.
Members opposite are silent. Once again, the
stated intention of the Fraser Government
differed from its actions when it came to the
crunch.

Although individual responsibility is retained
under the Act, as a result of the amendment.
funds may be established and rating systems may
operate on a largely voluntary basis to overcome
the difficulties to which I have alluded. That
position can be compared with the situation in the
south-west where people in particular areas
contribute to a fund from which a drainage
scheme is established. An analogy can be drawn
between those two positions, but the problems
surrounding a fund established to encourage soil
conservation will be a little harder to solve than
the problems experienced by drainage schemes.

A few unanswered questions remain in relation
to this aspect of the Bill. The first is: Who will
determine when it is necessary to establish a soil
conservation district? I have referred already to
the problems which exist in a multi-facet district.
Farmers are reluctant to insist on the declaration
of a soil conservation district, because, by doing
so. they admit the existence of a soil conservation
problem in the area.

A feeling may exist on the part of individual
farmers, groups of farmers, or shire councils that,
if they establish a soil conservation district, they
are admitting soil erosion is a problem in their
area and this could cause a drop in land values.
This may not in fact be the case, but a feeling like
that could lead to a reluctance on their part to
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press for the declaration of a soil conservation
district.

Mr McPharl in: I think they are all aware of the
situation. I do not think that would happen.

Mr EVANS: There is a tendency for
people-for example, in the south-west-to say
their own land does not hayd wind erosion
problems, but the land of the fellow next door
does. I have talked to pastoralists in the north
who have said they do not have an erosion
problem. but then I have been shown a valley
three-quarters of a mnile wide with a four-inch ril
steadily eroding. However, the individual elaims
he does not have a problem, although the "other
fellow" does.

While most farmers appreciate the situation
and want the problems to be resolved, it is
possible they resist seeking the declaration of a
soil conservation district because they feel it
implies the region is prone to soil erosion
problems and that will result in tower land values.
For that reason, I ask: Who should determine
this?) I hope the Minister will clarify the position
during the course of the debate.

Secondly, it is necessary to determine the
boundaries of soil conservation districts and
establish the degree of degradation on the various
farms in the region. In that regard, it is pertinent
to ask: Who shall report the fact that degradation
of land has occurred'? In general, quite naturally
farmers would be loath to take action against
their neighbours or others in the area. It is
necessary this matter be clarified in order that soil
conservation districts may be set up.

Clarification is required also of the powers of
the commissioner. To some extent, the Bill erodes
the powers of advisory committees. Previously
orders were issued with the approval of advisory
committees. but, ats a result of the proposed
amendment, the power to approve the issuing of
orders will rest with the commissioner, and the
Minister will retain the power to vary or quash
them.

A right of appeal against the issuing of a notice
exists, but, nonetheless, the power of advisory
committees will be lessened as a result of this
amendment. Such a situation is not in the best
interests of the operation of the legislation.
because we should be endeavouring to involve
advisory committees as much as possible in the
administration of this matter.

As I said, the right to quash or vary an order
rests with the Minister and an analogy can be
drawn between that situation and the situation
which pertains in respect of the powers of the

Minister for Urban Development and Town
Planning in relation to town planning matters.

The commission is obliged to notify the
committees in writing of the details of notices
issued. The Opposition approves of the
appointment of the present commissioner, but I
am dealing now with his powers and the
regulations under which he must operate. It is for
that reason I draw these aspects to the attention~
of members.

A number of changes are to be made to the
Act. In his second reading speech, the Minister
suggested that the soil conservation notices would
have a streamlining effect, and that is so.
Nevertheless, they will have to be watched and
great care must be taken to ensure that these
notices do not erode the interests and enthusiasm
ofl members of the committee by taking away
their rights.

The right to appeal, to vary a notice to hear an
appeal, and to refer to an independent committee,
and the finality of the Minister's decision are all
matters to be affected by this Bill. Where a
person commits an offence against the soil
conservation regulations, the penalty has
increased from $100 to $1 000. a tenfold increase.
Section 35 is to be amended and the penalty wvill
be raised from $200 to $2 000. Section 35(4) will
provide a penalty of $500 rather than $40. and
section 42 is to be amended similarly as are
sections 44 and 48. In this day and age these
increases can be accepted as reasonable
considering the way inflation has proceeded in
recent years.

Clause 37 repeals sections 40 and 41, which
covered the prevention of the clearing of land.
This subject now will be better covered under the
general provision of notices, and power to do this
is covered in clause 32. This power, as it has been
expanded by the introduction of a soil
conservation notice, may prevent a landholder
from carrying out a comprehensive range of
activities if they are claimed to be detrimental to
the land in question.

Clauses 31 and 32 set out the powers of the
notices in this regard. This power would have
been adequate, probably, to enable the clearing of
river catchment areas to be very closely controlled
rather than the alternative of an amendment to
the Country Areas Water Supply Act. However.
the amendment of the Country Water Supply Act
was taken as being the preferable manner to
implement such a necessity. and as a consequence
it was done in this way.

The dual powers do now exist, and I presume
the PWD regulations and its Act will take
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precedence over this Act, though it makes the
water catchment areas subject'to a fair measure
of control. I take this opportunity to allude to the
relationship of the problems caused by the
incidence of drought, their application to the
questions and problems involving land
degradation. and the release of further land for
agriculture. The three are so interconnected it
would be impossible for this debate to bc-covered
adequately unless they were considered.

Areas of land which are available for release
for alienation-and this is projecting now to
erosion problems that could occur-are in
drought-prone areas. I make a proviso here that
sonic sections in established farming areas could
be released with the same problems as pertain in
that district at present.

Mr Grewar: What part of the south-west is not
drought prone'?

Mr EVANS: In a moment I will give the
member figures. They are very revealing figures
which will be of interest to him particularly.

The existing large areas of land in the main are
climatically dangerous. If they were not they
would have been taken up already. It is as simple
as that. Any major land expansion now will be the
subject of greater erosion problems than we have
seen in the past. That is fairly elementary, the
best land for agriculture having already gone.
Absolute care must be taken with future releases.

Most people are aware of the effect of drought.
and the first thing about it is that it either reduces
the income of the landholder from his cropping or
from his stocking activities, and more often from
both. Once a farmer has suffered a reduction of
income the results can be expected, because i t is
natural that farmers will too often then overstock
in an effort to effect a recovery. This is a natural
reaction, but it has the further result that unsafe
agricultural practices occur. As the member for
Roe has suggested, the farmer hit by drought is
tempted to flog his land-to overerop or overstock
it-with the consequence that the risk of erosion
is heightened dramatically.

The most appropriate illustration of this would
be the late 1 960s and the droughts that occurred
in the goldfield areas together with the downturn
in wool prices, all of which resulted in pastoralists
overstocking to a very marked degree. The
consequences of drought and overstocking left
their mark on the area to such an extent that it
will be impossible to restore the area, and that is
not a very desirable situation.

I asked a question concerning the extent to
which land degradation has occurred in the
Murchison area. In reply I was told that, of the
(451

80 pastoral leases in the area, I I showed less than
live per cent damage. 13 showed betwecen five per
cent and 20 per cent damage, and seven showed
greater than 20 per cent damage.

With regard to the Gascoyne region I was
informed that no information was available
concerning the 97 specific properties. Yet the
Gascoyne was selected as the subject of a report.
and the committee of three that went through the
area visited each pastoral lease. Therefore, I am
surprised the information cannot be provided.

Mr Laurance: It was not that the information
was not available, but that it was not available in
the way you sought; because the study to which
you referred covered the Gascoyne catchment.
area, and that covers the Gascoyne and
Murchison areas. When you talk about the
Gascoyne catchmcnt area, there are 29 stations
covering two geographical districts but one river
catchment. When you asked another question you
were given Gascoyne and Murchison figures. You
asked for the Gascoyne district.

Mr EVANS: I thank the Minister for that
quite useful interjection, but the point I make is
that some of those leases have suffered
degradation to the extent of in excess of 30 per
cent. A further example to which I allude is the
degree to which wind erosion has occurred in the
Jerramungup area. I was disappointed by the
answer I received to a question of the Minister for
Agriculture, a question in which I asked-

(I) How many farming properties are
located in the Jerramungup-Esperance
region?

(2) Of these properties, how many have
been affected in the past 10 years by
wind erosion to a perceptible degree?

The Minister's reply was-
(1) In the region comprising the four Shires

of Gnowangerup, Ravensthorpe,
Esperance. and Dundas there are 1 215
farms-[1979-80 statistics-of which
889 are estimated to be in the
Jerramungup-Esperance southern
sandplains.

(2) This information is not available.

A major erosion problem exists, but the
Legislative Assembly cannot be told the extent of
that erosion, and that is something that by any
standard should not be tolerated, particularly
when one considers that the seminar held at
Esperance dwelt at some length on these matters.
and a number of papers were presented which
alluded particularly to wind erosion along the
southern coastal belt.
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In a very good article in The Countryman of 19
March 1982. Mary Busher referred factually to
the papers presented at the seminar, and gave an
alarming figure or two. The article in part
states-

SANDBLASTING and wind erosion
seriously affected an estimated 44 000 ha in
the Jerramungup-South coast region in 1980,'
and some 64 000 ha in 198 1, according to a
Department of Agriculture survey,

Mr Old: In fairness, you should indicate that
you asked a question which covered a very wide
range of country. The survey was done in the
Jerramungup-south coast area.

Mr EVANS: I have requested a copy of the
report by the Department of Agriculture, but I
have not as Yet received that copy and the report
has not been tabled in this House.

Mr Old: I haven't got it yet.
Mr Grewar: The affected area is very small and

will cost $14 4000 of Government money to clear,
Mr EVANS: What about the sand that is up to

the top of the fences'?
Mr Old: Don't get excited.
Mr EVANS: The erosion will affect that land

forever after. If the member for Roe had his way
we would need to use dune buggies to get from
Ravensthorpe to Eucla.

Mr Grewar: That is a slur on me, and it's not
fair at all.

Mr Lauranee: It is unfair on a man with such
agricultural qualifications.

Mr EVANS: I do appreciate the personal
attitude of the member for Roe to wind erosion,
and the efforts he has made on his property to
stop erosion, but he does tend to be a little
cavalier at times.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
Iask the member to direct his remarks to the

Chair and to come back to the measure under
discussion.

Mr Old: We are not discussing anything at this
stage.

Mr Brian Burke: That is taking a leaf out of
the book of the Minister for Transport.

Mr EVANS: I was attempting to make a point
in regard to the effects of drought and the
inherent dangers associated with drought in the
release of land for agricultural pursuits. While on
this point, for the benefit of the member for Roe,
I will refer to figures 1 have collated over the past
few years from questions asked in regard to the
occurrences of drought since 1969. I asked what
shire areas have been drought or part-drought

declared during the last 13 years, and I was told
that 62 shires had been so affected. Of those
shires, five were declared in the year 198 1-82, and
in the main covered the areas of Ravensthorpe
and Esperanee. The frequency with which the 62
shires were declared is indicated by the fact that
Five shires were declared seven times. seven
declared six times, eight declared five tunes, and
six declared four times. From those figures it can
be ascertained that 27 of those 62 shires were
drought-declared four or more times. When one
considers those figures and the suggestion that
further areas of climatically questionable land
should be released, surely one realises there must
be a greater degree of thought and care taken in
regard to the questions of erosion and land
release.

Mr Old: Perenjori and Morawa are in the
questionable areas.

Mr EVANS: I am not referring to those places.
Mr Old: You are referring to drought-declared

areas and so on, and you have taken the worst
years we have experienced.

Mr EVANS: There could be worse decades to
come.

Mr Old: I said, "we have experienced".
Mr Laurance: You are a doomsday man.
Mr EVANS: What about just letting go a

million acres? Will the Government do that
again?

Mr Old: What a lot of rot!
Mr Laurance: By the way you are talking you

sound as though you are blaming the farmers for
drought, but they did not cause any drought.

Mr EVANS: If blame is to be levelled at
anyone, it should be levelled at Governments and
pressure groups which have caused land to be
released. It has been suggested that further land
should be released and that in more drought-
prone areas than those in which land has been
released. The point I make is that the release of
such land would be totally wrong, and would cost
the State many millions of dollars. Mistakes of
this nature can be assessed in monetary terms,
and the consequences, that can eventuate are as I
have expressed them.

Mr Laurance: Do you think they had droughts
in those areas before we came along?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
The member was asked to address the Chair.
Please give him that opportunity.

Mr Laurance: Certainly.
*Mr EVANS: Of course droughts oecurred

before farmers went to those areas, but the land
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was not affected to the extent to which it has been
since farmers have used the land, and certainly it
was not affected to that extent during the
thousands of years Aborigines controlled that
land. Erosion did not occur over those thousands
of years to the extent we now experience it.

Mr Laurance: What about the fires the
Aborigines started to get game to come to an
area'!

Mr Davies: What about the fires the Forests
Department starts?

Mr Brian Burke: That truth is that you will
have opened up more and more marginal land.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
What if we allow the member to make his
address'!

Mr Tonkin: That is a slap in the race for the
Government.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr EVANS: I would like to answer the last

interjection by the Minister for Forests. The
ecology of this State evolved around fires, fires
have been part and parcel of the evolution of our
forests as much as have been the rain and the soil.
Droughts which occurred over the thousands of
years of evolution of our forests did not leave sand
at the height of fence posts, a situation which we
now have in some areas.

In terms of cost I will refer to a question I
asked of the Minister for Agriculture as follows-

What was the total amount of loan money
expended for relief from drought and erosion
in agricultural areas in the south-east region
of Western Australia for each of the
following years-

(a) 1978-79:
(b) 1979-80;
(c) 1980-8 1;
(d) 198 1-82-up to the present date?

He replied-
(a) 1978-79 nil:,
(b) 1979-80 nil:.
(c) 1980-81 $3 908 000-approvals to

14 May 1981:
(d) 1981-82 $2300000 to date-

approximate.
That refers to money available under concessions.
Presumably. the concessions were in each of the
above years. What was the total amount lost to
farmers in the south-east region of WA for trade
subsidies for transport and livestock, transport of
fodder, removal of wind-blown sand, and
rehabilitation of damaged sand? We find in 1980-
81, it was $401 700 for stock transport. $103 000

for fodder transport, and $14 451 for sand drift
removal by the shires. In 1981-8 2 the figures were
$590 611, S134 66 1, and 5 10 712 for those similar
purposes. That represents a few truckloads and
problems were created. That is all we are talking
about.

Mr Tubby: How many farms in the same area
received losses in those four years, especially in
the last two years?

Mr EVANS: Even looking at drought
situations and the manner in which farmers are
able to adjust their taxation in so many ways on
so many occasions, I would not be qualified to
answer. I will go back to 1969. and I will proceed
for each of those years. Question 5 was-

What was the total amount of loan money
provided by the State and the Federal
Governments?

From the State it was $3.4 million, $4.8 million,
$6.5 million, and 50.8 million: and from the
Federal Government it was $4.3 million. $7.4
million, and $12.1 million. I will not give the
breakdown. Question 6 was-

What were the total Budget estimates for
drought and erosion relief for each of the
above years for WA?

The allocations were $5.5 million and $3 million.
That is the sort of money we are talking about to
overcome some of the problems caused by the
ravages of erosion and drought. These problems
become largely inseparable at some stages. It has
cost this State a lot. It is for that reason that the
problems have to be minimised, if not eradicated.

The cost in dollars of financing these projects is
one thing that is fairly calculable, but the cost to
the land itself is inexorable because of
degenerated land, environmentally, ecologically.
and productively. That is something the final
result of which no doubt we will not be here to
witness. The need for review and investigation is
paramount and this role should be accorded to the
advisory committee under this Act. There are to
be authorities in this regard and they should be
given a role that is commensurate with their
abilities.

The need for a survey prior to the release or
any land is well illustrated. In this House 12
months ago I moved a motion in which I made
reference to the fact that a co-operating authority
was needed to have responsibility for such
releases. Since then, the points I made on that
occasion have been well substantiated by
documentation that has been brought forward.
Several of the papers Cor the Esperanee seminar
made specific reference to them. There was the
rural land release policy of the committee of the
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rural and allied industries council to which
reference was made extensively in the motion I
moved on 29 April 1981. Since then a number of
interesting documents have come forth the most
recent of which will appear in the next edition of
the Journal of Agriculture which will come out in
June. The writer is a man who has been involved
with the land release study group that was set up
in Mt. Barker and which comprised a group of
professionals with extensive experience in this
field. The person who has done most research in
the area to the north of Salmon Gums, in what
the report referred to as Forrestania-Johnson
Lake-Ballidu, has indicated the lack of survey
material that was available in those areas and
upon which some of the conclusions of the report
to which I have referred were based.

To demonstrate that point a little more clearly,
I simply will quote the following article in The
Western Farnier a nd Gnazier of 7 April 198 2-

My concern is based on more than 30
years of farming, seven years part-time
research into land release and wide field
experiences in most of the potential new land
areas defi ned by the R A IC report.

The government dots not have sufficient
rainfall, soils, flora and fauna data on which
to base land release decisions. In many eases,
critical data has not been recorded.

I deplore this lack of information.
The article sets out the type of soils, and the

number of rain gauges, and for Forrestania it
appears it had four rain gauges over a 19-year
period.

Mr Grewar: He has got it all wrong. It is
completely wrong.

Mr EVANS: The member will have the
opportunity to correct that when he gets on his
feet. I am sure he will do so.

M r Davies: If he can!
Mr EVANS: In that area the intermittent

visitations are simply one thing, but the point he
makes, and the one that was drawn during the
survey of 12 months ago, is that-

rainfall had only been recorded at a few
gauges for 18 years or less. There were no
salt encroachment, wind erosion or hydrology
surveys. There was very little biological data
and some huge areas were not studied at all.

The farm economic studies did not take
into account taxation or the continuing cost-
price squeeze.

I do not intend to give a full list of the implied
deficiencies, but concern was expressed about
those areas. I will highlight them. The essential

point in that area is the positioning of the three-
month growing line. The isohite is estimated and
it appears on a map that was tabled in the House.
There is a great disparity between the three-
month growing period shown on that map and
that which is indicated by the meteorological
department with which I have had discussions and
from which I have obtained data. The disparity is
greater than that shown by Mr Ken Newbury of
Ongerup. He has done his own research over the
years-

Mr Grewar: How many gauges has he'? He has
none.

Mr EVANS: He has the methodology. The
disparity between the three lines demonstrates
that the three-month growing period is marked
and it involves many thousands of hectares of
land. That sort of detail is lacking in the
information of the Department of Agriculture
which was not allowed even to put forward its
submission for inclusion in the RAIC report. The
department's report should have been the first to
be obtained.

The Opposition intends to move several
amendments and they are shown on the notice
paper. I will make further comments during the
Committee stage.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [4.22 p.m.]:
The comments made in the opening part of the
member for Warren's speech are true. Soil
conservation and the prevention of soil
degradation are of major importance to the State
of Western Australia. Everyone must be
concerned about the loss of our primary
producing soils. Some of the best land in this
State is out of production as a result of salt
encroachment and the spread of salinity. Wind
erosion causes damage also and it is essential that
we all recognise and appreciate the need for
action to repair the damage and eventually
control this problem.

The member for Warren indicated that the
Opposition does not intend to oppose the
legislation, but has some reservation about certain
sections of it.

When this legislation was presented. I
contacted the shire councils within my electorate
to ascertain their reaction to the circular sent to
them by the Country Shire Councils Association
Secretary. Most of the association's comments
have been covered by the member for Warren and
I do not intend to reiterate those points. However.
I wish to express some of their views on certain
aspects of the problem.

The shires felt that the idea of appointing
district or regional committees was a good one
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because it would bring the problem to the grass
roots level and the farmers, pastoralists, and
others involved in making a living out of the land
could make a contribution.

With my own farming property. I have been
involved in a drought situation for four of the Five
years of drought, so I think I can claim to have
some knowledge of the problems associated with
drought. Of course, the situation has continued
for a longer period in some areas and with more
severity, but I am aware of the reaction of
landowners when confronted with such a problem.

Landowners throughout the State now, even
more than before. are conscious of the need to
adopt whatever practice that is available to
control this problem. Farmers are adopting soil
conservation methods and the knowledge is being
disseminated throughout the community. A
number of controls have been implemented on a
trial-and-error basis by a number of organisations
within the communities, and farmers generally
are more conscious of the need to plant trees to
prevent the erosion of soil.

This amending Bill is accepted by the farming
community. The Primary Industry Association
was involved in examining the proposals and has
made its input which it considers to be of benefit
to the community.

When the Bill was presented it became
apparent to me that there was a lack of
involvement of shire councils. My shire
councillors felt that they should have been
involved in district conmmittees, fund raising, and
other activities. The Shire of Dowerin sent quite a
good reply and observed the need for soil
conservation and the appointment of district
committees, but felt that they should not be so
large that they become unwicldly.

It was suggested that the size of the committees
be manageable even if it meant that in one shire
area alone a committee could be appointed. I
understand that it is the intention of this
legislation that areas not be laid down where a
district committee must represent a number of
shires, and I think that is a good thing.

The State advisory committee has been reduced
from 12 to 10 and some shires made complaints
about this fact. The previous committee
comprised seven Government-appointed
departmental officers and five others, but now the
ratio is 5:5.

Another point raised by the shires was whether
the Commissioner of Soil Conservation or a
Government officer should be the chairman.

The existing committee has a farmer as
chairman and it is understood that under the new

legislation a farmer will be appointed as the
chairman and the committee could make its own
decision on this matter, and as to whether or not
the chairman should have a deliberative vote or a
casting vote. I believe the committee will opt for
the chairman to have a casting vote, so that the
5:5 ratio would not be deadlocked.

The member for Warren referred to the
involvement oF shire councillors and the Minister
proposes such an amendment which will be
acceptable to the shire councillors because they
will be involved.

Before any final decision is made on the service
of notices or the raising of funds, it is proposed
that the Minister shall consult with the shire
councils concerned. I believe this to be a
commendable amendment which will relieve the
fears of the shire councils. They do want to be
involved, to co-operate. and to Work towards
improving the system in this area; I believe they
will welcome the amendment.

Another point made by the shire councils is
that they consider that any money raised by such
a fund should be spent only in the area in which it
is raised. I believe that is well covered in the Bill,
because it is clearly stated that any money so
raised must be spent only within the relevant
district.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr McPHARLIN: I move-
That I be given leave to continue my

speech at a later stage of the sitting.
Motion put and passed.
Debate thus adjourned.

FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACT:
REGULATIONS

Amendment: Grievance

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [4.31 p.m.]: I
would like the Government to update the shops
(exempted goods) regulations of 1974 and to
examine the trading operations of small shops.
The present Factories and Shops Act was brought
into operation in 1963. and the exempted goods
regulations were brought down in 1974, and have
not been amended since then. However, in the
meantime, there has been a definite change in the
shopping pattern and I believe the position now is
reaching the stage where it requires review.

I have been ini touch with Factories and Shops
Act inspectors, who have been very generous with
their time, and co-operative with the information
they have given to me. I believe the retail advisory
andi control committee should examine the
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classification of shops to ascertain whether we can
do away with the various classes which now apply.
At present, we can have a small shop, an exempt
shop. a privileged shop. or a normal shop. Outside
the "normal" classification, the best we might do
is to have a single classification of a
'.convenience" shop, because that is what these
shops arc-they are a convenience to the person
who wants some item over a weekend, or outside
normal trading hours, when such item is not
available from the big stores.

The retail advisory and control committee
comprises only three members: namely. Mr Brian
Calcoti. the Under Secretary of the Department
of Labour and Industry: Mr Ian Berndt, the State
Manager of Myer WA Stores Ltd-who has been
heavily involved in Western Australia in a very
practical and admirable way in the promotion of
large retail stores-and Mrs D. Stokes, who
represents purchasers. I know nothing about Mrs
Stokes, but I understand she could enjoy some
greater privilege than the average housewife.

The reason I commenced my investigation was
that the owner of our local "convenience" store.
after something like five years of inquiring as to
what might be done to improve the accessibility of
his store to customers, doubled the size of his shop
and, instead of having queues of people waiting to
be served every weekend, as generally is the case,
he turned his store into a self-service operation. It
is a very popular shop, and the quality of the
merchandise offered is particularly high. Indeed, I
have seen a Cabinet Minister of this Government
shopping in the store. The shopowner wanted to
expand his business premises because they were
too cramped. He went to a lot of trouble to find
out from the Canning City Council just what he
could do on his block of land. Eventually, he
turned his fruit and exempt goods section, as well
as most of his dairy products, into a self-service
operation: he has refrigerators occupying a
complete wall.

The strange part about it is that he does not
now sell one item different from those he has been
selling for the past five years. However, he has
been told he no longer is allowed to sell some of
those items, because they do not fall within the
category of "exempted" goods. Previously he has
never been challenged on the items he has had in
the store. As a result of the extensions to his
premises. he is fairly heavily committed to the
bank, and cannot suffer any drop in turnover, The
turnover on his grocery lines generally would be
quite small, averaging only about $500 a month;
the goods are in stock for the convenience of his
customers, and nothing else.

It is when we come to study the list of
exempted goods that we find a great number of
anomalies. I have in my hand a copy of the
regulations which list a great variety of goods
which may be sold outside normal trading hours
and goods which may not be sold outside normal
trading hours. For example, one can buy sugar.
but not flour, whether it be plain flour, self-
raising flour, or cornflour. Apparently, one can
buy mayonnaise. However, if one adds a few
gherkins and onions and calls it tartare sauce, one
is not permitted to buy it. because sauces are not
exempted.

Mr Speaker, can you imagine life in the
suburbs if one is unable to obtain a bottle of
tomato sauce if one runs out over the weekend'? It
would be disastrous!

One is able to buy Sonox, baked beans, and
breakfast foods: however, one is not permitted to
buy Vegemite. Can members imagine the scene
on Sunday morning, with the "ankle biters"
throwing a tantrum because they cannot have
their Vegemite, and the product is unobtainable
anywhere in the metropolitan area? It is perfectly
outrageous. They will not accept Bonox as a
substitute.

Mr Rushton: What about Marmite?
Mr DAVIES: Marmite does not get a mention.

One can buy batteries for one's torch, but not a
replacement light bulb. One can buy fruit and
vegetables, whether fresh or dried, but not tinned
or bottled fruit and vegetables. Can members
imagine the situation when tomatoes are $2.50 a
kilogram or 35c a tin, and a housewife is unable
to buy tinned tomatoes because they are not on
the list of exempted goods? It is perfectly
ridiculous. A person is allowed to buy cakes, but
not cake mixes; he may buy the ingredients to
make a soup, but not packet or tinned soups.
These are the types of anomalies which exist
under the regulations which have been in force
since 1974, and it is obvious they need review and
updating.

Most of the trade in these goods is in the
weekend, and only because people run out of
certain goods. They do not use these stores as
their general suppliers because, generally, the
average price is 50 per cent dearer than the price
aspplying in supermarkets, and in this day and age,
people cannot afford to pay that much more on a
regular basis. However, they are prepared to pay
inflated prices in the weekend because they want
the goods then and there. The turnover in these
grocery lines is very small and, as I have pointed
out, they are stocked in these shops simply to
service the needs of-if we like-bad
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housekeepers who have managed t0 rufl out of
those goods.

Last Sunday I did a tour of the suburban area,
and went to many small stores and delicatessens.
Some were quite small shops. with only two
people operating them. Evcry shop I went into
w'as selling some items which should not have
been sold, according to the regulations which were
brought down in 1974. So. all the shops -were
breaking the law. To the credit of the Factories
and Shops Branch. the inspectors do not go witch-
hunting. They do not try to put these people out
of business. By the same token, they could if they
wantcd to. They could be a nuisance.

Now the regulations are eight years old, and
they should be updated. We need a practical
approach to the goods which should be on the
exempted goods list. Until such time as that list is
redrawn, the Government should take not action
against any person who offends in any minor
manner.

On this aspect. I refer to my corner store
operator who, had he known that he was breaking
the law-and he has done so for 10 years or
more-would have redesigned his store in such a
way that he would not break the law. We have
become overgoverned in relation to small shops.
privileged shops, exempted shops, and the like.
The easiest way would be to define one single type
of shop-a "convenience" shop-because that is
exactly what these shops are. They are there for
the convenience of the consumers who might run
out of goods at an inappropriate time and who
would not be able to buy those goods elsewhere.

The categories of goods that are exempted and
which can be sold include camphor, boric acid,
hot water bottles, rubber gloves, cosmetics-

Mr HeIrzfeld: Time's up!

Mr DAVIES: -manicuring applicances.
rubber stamps. paper plates and doilies, savories,
and a whole lot of other things.

As my time has expired. I say that we should
have these regulations redrawn and redrafted. No
action should be taken against any shopkeeper
until such time as the law is defined more clearly.
Hopefully. we will have one classification of shop
instead of half-a-dozen.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) (4.42 p.m.j: I will not have any of the
"time on" that the member for Victoria Park had
on his over-run.

As members of the House would know,
normally grievances are not telegraphed to
Ministers, so I have had no notice of the fact that
the member for Victoria Park intended to raise

this matter. Naturally I will take it up with the
responsible Minister, the Hon. Gordon Masters,

However. I would like to make a couple of
observations, the First of which is that I am
pleased that the member for Victoria Park
pointed out that the factories and shops inspectors
were not using the 1974 regulations for the
purpose of witch-hunting and nit-picking in
respect of the shops to which he referred as
..convenience shops'. I am sure we all use them
from time to time: and we know the products to
which the member referred.

I was aghast to learn that it is not lawful to sell
tomato sauce. Is that correct?

Mr Davies: It is absolutely correct. It is against
the law after hours.

Mr YOUNG: That could almost be referred to
the un-Australian activities commission, if we had
one. Can members imagine any self-respecting
Australian consuming a meat pie without tomato
sauce on the weekend? It would be almost
indecent!

I promise the member for Victoria Park that I
will raise the matter with the Minister. I will ask
him one question and perhaps he will be able to
answer it by way of interjection. Is he aware of
any consensus approach by numbers of small
retailers in respect of this matter? Have
approaches been made to the Minister as a body.
or have the approaches been made individually?

Mr Davies: I was going to suggest that. That
was the last thing. If necessary, the committee
should call evidence, because there is some
dissatisfaction from point to point. If you had
given me extra time, I could have made that
point.

Mr YOUNG: The member would have
required I5 minutes to make all his extra points.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Research: Grievance

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) 14.44 p.m.I:
The grievance debate is normally associated with
complaints by members of the House. Seldom
does it deal with matters that could be considered
to be of a more positive nature. Today it is my
intention to use my time to put a positive
suggestion to the Minister for Agriculture.

The Minister would know the value of research
and development carried out by his department.
the Department of Agriculture. Research and
development is one of the major functions of the
department: and the last report indicated that
some $11I million had been spent on research and
development in 1979-80. The spending of money
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on research and development is a valuable
investment in the future. In fact, research and
development in agriculture will prove to be the
foundation of the future of the agricultural
industries in this State. Therefore, it is essential
that the effort in research and development be
maintained.

One of the difficulties in these present times of
high labour costs is that much of the money far
research and development is dissipated in the cost
of labour. The proposal I put to the Minister is a
means of providing some labour who will not need
payment, so that all the money the Minister has
available for research and development in
agriculture can be spread over a wider area.

[I is a fact that budgetary restraints have
caused the Government to close the research
facilities at Woodlands. In due course, some of
the activities will be transferred to Medina. Once
I have developed my proposals the Minister will
realise that they provide an opportunity, in the
simple area of research into poultry, to facilitate
the research programme on the same basis as it
was conducted in the past, particularly in regard
to such areas of research as commercial game
fowl, ducks, turkeys, Cape Barren geese, and so
on-basic research which will not be carried out
once the facility is transferred to Medina,

Last year this House enacted legislation that,
amongst other things, encouraged prison
industries. I refer to the latest report of the
Department of Corrections, which is now referred
to as the Prisons Department. That report set out
the objectives of prison industries as follows-

In the course of this financial year, a
Manager of Prison Industries was appointed
with the following objectives:

I will not indicate all the objectives: but the ones
relevant to this debate are as fol lows-

To assist prisoners in developing skills
relevant to outside employment.
To ensure prisoners are occupied in
meaningful tasks.
Maximise the return of funds invested in
Prison Industries by providing financial
control and researching, and implementing
new methods and opportunities into Prison
Industries.
As far as possible, to align working
conditions with those in comparable outside
industries.

The proposition I put to the Minister is that he
investigate, with his own department and with the
Prisons Department, whether some research could
be carried out within the confines of prison farms.
I refer particularly to secondary priority-type

research, which is essentially observing breeding
or developing genetics. That type of research
might be set up at some of the State's prison
farms, to utilise the labour available there.

It goes without saying that if, far instance, 100
prisoners a year could he occupied in this type of
activity, the savings in labour costs would be of
the order of $2 million. Those savings would
expand considerably the research and
development programme in the Department of
Agriculture for the same outlay.

I am thinking particularly in terms of research
in animal husbandry in poultry and possibly pigs
and goats. There is a certain amount of interest in
goats these days. Deer farming would be another
area which could be studied.

It is not as if the prison system has not had
some experience in animal husbandry, and that is
borne out by a reference to the report from which
I quoted earlier. In relation to the Karnet
Rehabilitation Centre the following statement is
made-

This year has been very productive for the
farm, which is generally in good condition.
Food and produce for the year totalled
$880 575 in value...

A great deal of agricultural activity must have
taken place to achieve a figure of that magnitude.
Comments are made also in relation to Pardelup
Prison Farm and Wooroloo Training Centre. The
latter is located in my electorate; therefore, I am
aware a large development programme to expand
its agricultural potential is underway.

The idea I am putting forward to the Minister
is well worth examination. Much research and
investigation would be necessary in order that the
ramifications and practicalities of certain aspects
of the suggestion could be arrived at. However, in
making these comments I do not intend to detract
from the research establishments operated by the
department already. I see this proposal as an
extension-an outreach-of those institutions,
utilising land and labour resources to expand the
programme of animal research, in particular.

Not only should the Minister for Agriculture
ask his own department and the Prisons
Department to look at the proposal I am putting
forward, but also the expertise and objectivity of
the rural and allied industries council should be
utilised so that the idea may be examined
objectively in an endeavour to implement at least
part of it.

Obviously a programme of this nature could
not be introduced overnight. Even if a decision
were made to go along with the proposal, it would
take some time to implement it, bearing in mind
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the requirements for sheds. fencing. stocking, the
development of programmes, etc.

From the point of view of the capital
expenditure needed to initiate the proposal, I
again point out to the Minister that a great deal
of work on prison farms-for example. the
erection of buildings and other facilities-is
carried out by the prisoners, so a fair degree of
expertise exists in building work already. If the
labour costs can be taken out of the construction
price of a building, the facility can be provided at
half the normal cost.

I hope the Minister will take up this idea and
put it in the hands of the relevant experts. I% is
important for the rural industry in this State to
ensure that the maximum amount of research and
development takes place, so that the future of the
industry is based on a firm foundation.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-
culture) 145 p.m.]: The member for Mundaring
has introduced a very interesting concept. I must
admit it is one I had not thought of previously,
but it deserves consideration, and I undertake to
examine it seriously.

The utilisation of prison farms could be
advantageous not only to my department, but also
to other departments. provided it comes within
the relevant legislation covering the
administration of prisons. I shall take up that
aspect with the Minister for Police and Prisons.

The honourable member suggested his proposal
could save up to S2 million a year as a result of
the employment of 100 mnen. I must point out
that, while unskilled labour is a factor in research.
a great deal of the input comes from scientists
and technicians: so. although I agree the potential
exists for departmental savings, they probably will
not be of the magnitude he suggested. However. I
am not saying they will not be, because, on
investigation, the contribution could prove to be
sizable.

I shall discuss this matter with the Minister for
Police and Prisons and, if it appears it has any
potential. I shall certainly ask the rural and allied
industries council to look at the feasibility of
taking action in this regard.

The member referred to building costs and
obviously, if we intended to build a structure on a
prison farm, it would have to be on the
understanding that it would exist not necessarily
for the exclusive use of the Department of
Agriculture, but would have to be available as
and when required.

As a matter of interest, the member mentioned
that the Woodlands Research Station has been
closed down. It may be opportune to point out

that, while this research station could certainly
have been a potential candidate for a project such
as this, it has been relocated, albeit on a smaller
scale, at Medina. For some time departmental
officers and I have been of the opinion a research
station should exist for intensive agriculture
which includes pig and poultry raising. When the
Woodlands Research Station was closed down, it
was on the understanding that a great deal of the
research into poultry farming. carried out there
was performed nationally as well. It was believed
a significant amount of research was being
duplicated by other States and, if we took
advantage of the available data, research relating
to special conditions in Western Australia could
be perfornied at a research station of a much
smaller capacity than that at Woodlands. For that
reason,- we relocated the research station at
Medina.

1 thank the member for his thoughts and
indicate, once again, that I shall have the matter
investigated.

HOUSING

Research Information Centre: Grievance

MR WILSON (Dianella) 14.58 p.m.]: My
grievance would normally have been directed to
the Premier and I trust that, in his absence, the
Deputy Premier will convey my comments to him.
My grievance relates to the Government's recent
stated intention to discontinue the annual grant to
the WA Housing Research Information Centre.

Recently this information was conveyed by way
of a letter from the Premier to the manager of the
centre. This letter was one of 1 3 which were
circulated to a nuniber of bodies to advise them
their annual grants were to be discontinued. It is
interesting to note none of those letters was signed
by the Premier and I trust that is a measure of his
shame at having to take this action. I do not think
members of Parliament would send nut many
unsigned letters.

1 shall indicate the way in which this research
and information centre has operated since its
inauguration early in 1976. It arose out of a
perceived need to co-ordinate research and to
spread information in the Community in the form
of applied research directly related to housing
problems that people experience.

I understand that originally the grant was made
directly through the State Housing Commission.
That point is significant because it indicates that
obviously at the beginning it was recognised that
the service was directed to people and their
specific housing needs. Subsequently the grant
was distributed through the State Treasury as one
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of a numbcr of miscellaneous grants made on an
annual basis.

The centre has been funded by ibis
Government grant for each of the last three years
at least to the degree of $25 000. so with inflation
the value of the grant has diminished over that
period of three: years. No complaint has been
made by the centre about that decrease in real
terms: in fact. it has been the intention of those
responsible for the centre to try over a period to
generate their own funds in the area of housing
research, and apply the results of that research to
disseminate thosc results within the community.

It was. one of the grievances of the people I
questioned at the centre that they were given no
Opportunity before they were notified that the
grant was to be discontinued 10 put a ease for the
continuation of the grant although at a reduced
level, and to be given the opportunity to have the
grant phased out over a period in order to allow
them to seek funds from other sources. For
instance, in the past year they have been able to
obtain nearly $7 000 from outside sources, but if
anybody thinks about the matter they will realise
the centre will take a long time as a research and
information group 10 establish confidence within
industry to the point where industry groups will
believe it is worthwhile offering their support.

The centre gradually has gained the confidence
of industry groups such as the Housing Industry
Association and other similar groups in the
community. and has obtained more and more
support from community groups. But it is a
lengthy process. It would have been wise
recognition of the value of this organisation had
the Government been prepared to allow a phasing
out of its support by way of reducing grants over
a period. It must be remembered the centre was
established largely on the basis of impartiality,
and it has been able to conduct its research and
offer information on the basis of that impartiality.
A danger exists that it will become wholly reliant
on industry organisations and groups, and that its
impartiality will be affected by those contributing
to the centre's research and distribution of
information wanting to have some sort of
influence over the sort of research carried out and
information given.

I refer to the report produced by the centre in
March 1982. which indicates a considerable
degree of activity during the previous year. The
report refers to the centre's residential setback
study, stage one: research project 65: home loans
survey; "The P1reception of Housing
Alternatives"; residential setback study. stage
two; 7-step programme: and urban fabric analysis
System.W

The research project 65 was worked on in co-
operation with the Australian Institute of Urban
Studies and the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation on a study
called "H-ousing Policy in the Perth Region;
Density and Form". The report refers to a
number of consumer activities such as the home
finance book which offers quite substantial
information for new home buyers. The report
refers to a home buyers' kit prepared for
prospective home buyers. and to the architects
advisory, service, a financial counselling directory.
technical education courses, and newsletters. The
newsletters are of particular benefit to consumers
and people with housing problems.

In the broader sense it is a great pity that in
Western Australia where no Government housing
advisory service exists the only independent
housing advisory service will comec on hard times
as a result of the sudden withdrawal of a
Governmcnt grant.

As an example. in New South Wales a housing
service exists under the auspices of that State's
housing commission, and in Victoria a similar
servie exists, a service supported by both political
parties at the recent Victorian State election. But
in Western Australia we are without such a
service. In the broader concept too, I refer to
recent actions by the Government such as the
interest rate subsidy scheme provided for 650
home buyers. but taken up by only a relatively
small number of home buyers; the granny flat
scheme which has had no success to date; and the
SHC purchase scheme which has had a 40 per
cent fallout because people cannot afford the
$1 000 deposit.

These schemes arc not working as they were
supposed to work because as is apparent they
were not based on good research and information
in the first place. Now is an inappropriate timec to
withdraw suddenly a grant to a very valuable
community service in the area of housing, and I
trust the Government is willing to consider this
matter further with a view to phasing out the
grant over a period to allow the centre to establish
itself on a proper footing.

MR SHILDERS (Murray-Hlonorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing)
15.08 p.m.I: The member for Dianella pointed out
at the commencement of his remarks that his
grievance is directed to the Premnier in his
capacity as Treasurer. but as the Treasurer is not
present I will indicate to the member that of
which I am personally aware in regard to the
Housing Research Information Centre. and
undertake tO Convey his remarks to the Premier.
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As the member pointed out, the centre has been
in receipt of a miscellaneous grant from the
Government. and has received advice that the
grant will be discontinued. That decision was
made by the Government as a result of the
expenditure review committee's examination of
finances and its determination of where money
could be saved. I am sure the Opposition is aware
the Government has never said in cases of
discontinuing finance that the organisation from
which funds were being withdrawn was not
worthy of receiving funding: the Government
simply has had to make conscious decisions in
regard to the funds at its disposal and as to where
those funds should go. A decision was made that
funding of the Housing Research Information
Centre would be discontinued.

Mention was made of a home finance book
produced by the centre. I imagine the member
would be aware, as I am aware, that book was a
major initiative and the funding for its publication
was guaranteed by this Government. I am sure
the director of the centre and the members of its
board were very grateful for that guarantee; and
in fact I know they were because I spoke with
them recently.

When I met with Mrs Farrelly, the director of
the centre, and with members of the board, they
expressed confidence in their ability to raise their
own finance, particularly in the long term.
Certainly they expressed considerable concern
that they might not be able to raise, in the short
term, the ncecssary finance to carry on their
operation and I gave them an undertaking, which
I have honoured, to convey their concern to the
Premier with the request they made to him
through me that the discontinuance of the grant
be delayed at least until such time as the centre
has an opportunity to increase the funding that its
members may be able to raise on behalf of the
centre.

I was asked whether I would make that request
to the Preniier on their behalf. I agreed to do so;
and I have done so. I again indicate to the
member for Dianella that I undertake to convey
the import of his remarks to the Premier.

STATE EMERGENCY SER VICE

Chapinan Va I/ei' Shire: Grieva nce

MR TURBY (Greenough) [5.12 p.m.): My
grievance is directed to the Deputy Premier, the
Minister responsible for the Western Australian
State Emergency Service. I always have believed
that emergency services should be provided on the
basis of no boundaries prevailing, but in a letter
by the State Emergency Service to the Chapman

Valley Shire Council, it appears Certain areas will
not be covered by the service.

By reading the letter of the State Emergency
Service 1 will acquaint the House with a problem
experienced by the Chapman Valley Shire.

The letter states-

Mr. R. A. Scott.
Shire Clerk,
Shire of Chapman Valley,
NABA WA. W.A. 6532.

Dea r Sir,
1. It is with concern that I note your

letter of the 3rd November, 1981 which
advised that the State Emergency Service in
your area of responsibility is virtually
defunct. In accordance with your request
those equipments which were held by your
Shire have been withdrawn.

2. I should now like to detail the full
implications of your decision not to proceed
with State Emergency Service activities
within your Local Shire boundaries. It is
assumed that because you have not appointed
either a councillor, or other appropriate
persons, to be responsible for the
requirements of the State Emergency Service
in your area that your Shire Council is now
accountable for all such responsibilities.
Please confirm that Council does not wish, in
the future, to be supported by the State
Emergency Service at either Local Regional.
State or Commonwealth Level.

3. Please advise in writing your
withdrawal from any future support from the
State Emergency Service in the volunteer or
operational sense.

Yours faithfully,

(D. L. HILL).
CHIEF OPERATIONS OFFICER.

Subsequently. the Shire of Chapman Valley wrote
to me and I will read the letter because it clearly
Sets out its position. The council states-

Mr Reg Tubby. M.L.A..
Member for Greenough.
P.O. Box 231..
Geraldton. W.A. 6530.

Dear Reg.
State Emergency Services.

Last year the Chapman Valley Branch of
the State Emergency Service virtually
became defunct. Despite widespread efforts.
Council was unable to find a volunteer to act
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as Co-ordinator for ibis Service. As a result
Council requested the SF5.. to remove their
equipment from the area as it was open to
pilfering and abuse. This was subsequently
removed by the Area Co-ordinator from
Carnarvon.

Council has now received a letter from the
Chief Operations Officer of the S.ES.
indicating that body no longer will provide
assistance to this area in the case of an
emergency and that full responsiblity will
rest on Council.

The Members consider the people of
Chapman Valley are just as entitled to
assistance as anyone else in W.A. as they are
taxpayers. As you are aware there are no
Police or other Government Agencies located
within this Shire.

As Council has made every effort to
appoint a Co-ordinator, without success, it is
considered the tone of the letter to be in poor
taste. A copy of the letter is enclosed for your
information.

Would you please investigate this matter
further and let my Council have your
assurance that the people of this Shire will be
supported by the SF5.. should any future
emergency arise.

Yours faithful],
R. A. SCOTT,

Shire Clerk.

I support fully the attitude of the council, but I do
not believe the information conveyed to them by
Mr Hill is correct, because I have had
considerable experience with the Civil Emergency
Service. I have served with the SES. have done a
course as a patrol officer and controller at the
SES school at Mt. Macedon in Victoria. We were
always taught that any request made during an
emergency was to be met and assistance was
always readily available,

The tone of this letter seems to be completely
against the principles of the SF5, particularly
when the service is offered in a voluntary
capacity. I would be grateful to hear the Deputy
Premier's comments.

MR RUSH-TON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
15.17 p.m.]: I assure the member for Greenough
that if anyone within Western Australia--or even
from outside the State-made a request in a state
of emergency, we would be using whatever we had
available to respond to that request. Everyone in
Western Australia would receive some service
during a time of emergency.

The member for Greenough would be aware
that if we do not have a local service, it takes at
little longer to reply to the request. The member
is asking me whether an area would be denied an
emergency service. I say that no area would be
denied service.

We must encourage Chapman Valley to create
its own unit because if would be in the best
interests of the people there for it to have a
service with equipment and people who have been
trained to respond to requests in an emergency.

It is my hope that it will not be too long before
we have someone based permanently-in a
regional sense-at Geraldton so that he may work
through the community in that area. Carnarvon is
a long way from Chapman Valley and it would be
difficult to provide a service; however, if someone
were permanently based at Geraldion it would be
of great assistance.

The State voluntary service is magnificent, but
it does need encouragement and equipment.
During my recent visit to Geraldton I was able to
view the facilities available and the building
which has been since allocated for the SF5. When
a co-ordinator is appointed in this district
Chapman Valley will have received some help.

I t is my belief and commitment that wherever
practicable we will respond to any request made
in a state of emergency and Chapman Valley is
included in that.

It appears from the letter which has been
quoted that Mr Hill is putting his point forward
rather bluntly. He is stating that it would be good
if a unit were established in Chapman Valley. I
am sure the member would agree that it would be
desirable.

We all owe a great debt to the volunteers in the
SES

Mr Sibson: Hear, hear!
Mr RUJSHTON: I heard a friendly remark

from the member for Bunbury which reminds me
that when I inspected the unit in his city I was
very inspired by the work the SES is doing there.

The services of the SF5 are not well known and
it is my objective to work closely with the various
units throughout the State because I am
encouraged by the tremendous contribution these
people make. They made a wonderful
contribution at the time of the flooding at
Nannup and other areas.

I say to the member, to give him confidence,
that of course there would be a response at a time
of emergency to any community which may be in
need.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.
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DEFENCE FORCES: WESTERN AUSTRALIA

Notice of Motion

MR TONKIN (Morley) 15.22 p.m.]: I move-

That notice of motion No. 13 be now
taken.

MR COWAN (Merredin) (5,23 p.m.]: I am not
at all convinced that I can accept the motion put
forward by the member for Morley. It has always
been a practice in this place that the House is in
charge of its business and we have traditionally
accepted that the Government runs that business.
On a day when Government business is
conducted, and when the House is open for
private members' business, the House should
indicate what it wishes to deal with. I cannot see
any reason that we should not continue with the
notice paper as it stands.

We are opposed to the motion put forward by
the member for Morley.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [5.23 p.m.]: In reply, I
would like to make it clear that what we are
trying to do is to accommodate all the needs of
the House and we want to give everyone a fair go.
That is what we arc trying to do at the present
time.

The Opposition represents approximately half
the people in this State, but we will not deny the
National Party its rights, and we have indicated
to it that there is a space for it today.

Nevertheless, members must accept that the
Opposition will have some views on this subject
and as it has been traditionally in the hands of the
Opposition. I would expect members to
understand this matter.

it is true that if we were to deny the National
Party a fair share, we would expect a complaint.
but that is not our intention. What we are trying
to do. in the limited time available in this part of
the session, is to ensure that everyone has a fair,
go.

Point (of Order

Mr STEPHENS: In the first instance, the
member for Morley has moved a motion and he
has now spoken. Is that to be taken as the
conclusion of the debate?

The SPEAKER: I did remark to the member
for Morley that on this occasion he has no right of
reply. but I did allow some degree of latitude in
the interest of common sense. If the member for
Stirling wishes to make additional remarks, it is
within his province to do so.

Debate Resumed

MR STEPHENS (Stirling)[ 5.26 p.m.]: I would
like to make some remarks about this motion. The
member for Morley -spoke about a "fair go" for
all members in this House. I cannot see how that
would not be available if we followed the notice
paper as printed. At no stage did he indicate the
reason that it was so essential to take motion No.
13 out of sequence.

I would have thought that if he were seeking
the co-operation of all members in this House it
would have been right and proper that some
notice and reason be given for his motion.

He said also that it has been traditional for the
Opposition to have some control of the notice
paper on private members- day. I do not -accept
that assertion. The notice paper is in the hands of
all members on private members' day and not in
the bands of the Opposition. As indicated by my
leader, We Oppose the Motion.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr IDadour
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grayden
M r Grewar
Mr Harman
Mr Her7rfcld
Mr P. V. Jones
MrT. H4. Jones
Mr Laurane

Mr Cowan

a division taken With the

Ayes 42
Mr MacKinnion
Mr Mclver
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr A.D, Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
Mr Wilson
Mr Young
Mr Bateman
Mr Nanovich

Noes 2
Mr Stephens

(Teller)
(Teller)

(Teller)
Question thus passed.

DEFENCE FORCES

Western Australia: Motion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [5.30 p.m.]: I move-

That this House expresses dismay at
defence decisions announced recently by the
Commonwealth Government that will
adversely affect the capacity of the nation's
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defence forces to provide adequate protection
for Western Australia.

In particular, this House regrets the:
(1) Curtailment of the patrol boat

acquisition programme.
(2) Postponement of work on the Derby

air field.
(3) Decision not to buy a second fleet

replenishment vessel.
(4) Cuts in steaming and flying time.
(5) Shelving of the plan for a new

defence communications system.
Further-

This House notes that the decisions
announced by the Commonwealth will have a
greater impact on the defence of Western
Australia than. on any other part of the
nation because of the:

(a) inadequacy of existing defence
provision for W.A:

(b) State's proximity to potential
international trouble spots:

(c) length and isolation of W.A.'s
coastline: and

(d) economic and strategic importance
of the State's resources.

Therefore-
This House calls on the State Government

to carry out a comprehensive review of
Western Australia's defence requi rements
and to make urgent representations to the
Commonwealth to base permanently in W A.
Orion long-range maritime surveillance
aircraft.

This is a matter upon which the Parliament might
expect to find some measure of agreement
between sides sitting opposite each other in this
Chamber. Certainly. I do not believe that any
member of the Government in this place could
interpret the motion as being critical of the State
Government's performance. It is certainly critical.
by inference at least, of some of the shortcomings
of the Fraser Government so far as defence is
concerned. Essentially. the motion seeks to say
that the cutbacks or changes announced in the
Federal Government's policies will seriously affect
Western Australia: in fact, they will affect this
State more than any of the other States.

The motion is saying that it is time that we in
this State decided to look to our own requirements
so that we could prepare a comprehensive and
detailed case on which to base future
representations in this matter to the
Commonwealth. It also says that perhaps in some
way we pre-empted the results of that

comprehensive survey and that we believe that the
Orion aircraft, the purchase of which was
declared by the Defence Minister when he
announced the cutbacks in the policies of which
the motion complains, should be permanently
based in Western Australia. We who sit on this
side of the House do not think that those
propositions are difficult ones to which to take
exception.

I shall deal only briefly with the motion and in
doing so I indicate to the House that I am aware
of the limitations placed on private members'
business as well as being aware of the motion
being moved in respect of Government business
taking precedence from next week.

In 1977 Defence Minister (Mr Killen) went on
public record as saying-

We are going to face tup to our
responsibility of surveillance of air and
water that is almost the size of the land mass
of Australia.

In 1982, when announcing changes in policy and
cutbacks in defence provisions. Mr Killen was
publicly quoted as admitting there would be no
real growth in defence spending this year.

Mr Herzfeld: Did he not increase surveillance
this year? Of course he did.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am simply relating to
the House that in 1982 Defence Minister Killen
was saying there would be no real increase in
defence spending this year. As far as we on this
side of the House are concerned, that is a
different proposition from the one being
pronounced by the Prime Minister, who seems
always to be saying that there has been a 19 per
cent increase in money terms in defence spending,
but in relation to the inflation rate it shows a real
growth in the order of eight per cent. While the
Prime Minister says one thing. the Minister
contradicts him.

The important points to be made include,
firstly, that as far as the purchase of the
Invincible is concerned the decision to proceed has
cost Western Australia dearly. No-one could
argue that the Inv'incible was not a cheap
purchase, but of course that is not the totality of
the picture. It is what the Invincible. at a bargain
price if one likes, has cost this State. Most of the
measures implemented in order to purchase the
Invincible were measures that adversely affected
Western Australia. It should be pointed out that.
according to reports, the Invincible is not suitable
for use in Australian waters: that it is too slow to
do the job it is expected to do: and that it will not
be equipped to meet the requirements of the
Harrier aircraft, It will be ineffective in relation
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to coastal surveillance. Amid general criticism it
is probably not a necessary part of this country's
defence equipment at the present time.

I refer members to the motion and ask theni to
consider carefully what it says about the effects of
the purchase of the Invincible as reflected in the
cutbacks or changes announced by Mr Killen in
the curtailment olr the patrol boat acquisition
programme. Who in this House supports that
curtailment? Who in this House denies that the
curtailment of that programme will most seriously
affect Western Australia? As far as South
Australia is concerned. I do not suppose there is
much dismay at the prospect of the curtailment of
the patrol boat procurement programme, but in
Western Australia we have been crying out for
decades that the long, isolated, and lonely north-
west coast is not adequately served by the
presence of patrol boats.

If we are not talking about defence in its purest
form, let us consider drug-running activities and
the difficulties in properly supervising a patrol in
ant endeavour to eliminate those activities, in the
absence of the provision of the necessary number
of patrol boats that would be required.' That
decision by the Federal Government has most
seriously affected Western Australia, much more
seriously than it has affected other States.

I refer to the postponement of work on the
Derby airfield. For how. long have Liberal Party,
Prime Ministers and Premiers paid lip service to
the need to provide adequate airport facilities and
base facilities at Derby? For how long have they
failed to honour that lip service with no genuine
commitment and with nothing but further words'?

The second cutback announced by Mr Killen
will most seriously impinge upon Western
Australia when its defence is compared with that
of other States.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The decision not to buy a

second fleet replenishment vessel will affet
Western Australia because its long distances and
its geographical isolation come to bear upon the
needs and difficulties of defence, and yet the
Federal Government appears to be quite happy to
impose. or inflict, upon this State cutbacks in
order to purchase an aircraft carrier of dubious
worth.

The cuts in steanting and flying time w'ill affect
those States where distances are the greatest and.
of course. the State in which we live is the State
in which distances arc the greatest. Who, in this
place. can support cutbacks in steaming and
flying time that bear most heavily on this State
and the shelving of a plan for a communication

system? Similarly. that is the case because of the
isolation, loneliness, and remoteness of this State.
When has a cutback that bears more heavily on
Western Australia than on any other State been
introduced? As far as the Opposition is
concerned. Australia's defence system is fast
becoming an international joke and Western
Australia is the worst defended part of that bad
international joke.

Consider, for example. what we would be
forced to do should Indonesia or somec other
South-East Asian country, let alone a Communist
or European power. decide to seize Christmas
Island. What force would we call upon to
recapture the territory that is ours?

Mr Herzfeld: We do happen to have a defence
pact.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The defence pact of
which members opposite boast was forged by
John Curtin when he "'as the leader of the Labor
Government. Every piece of defence equipment
ordered during this change w'as ordered by the
Whitlam Government.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear! That is right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is time the member

understood that Britain has a defence pact also.
But who is fighting for the Falkland Islands with
Britain?

Mr Laurance: Who should be?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think anyone

should be fighting in the Falklands Islands with
Britain. but I am trying to point out to the more
obtuse colleague of the Minister that defence
pacts do not put ships into the ocean and aircraft
into the air, and that is the case in the Falkland
Islands.

I ask the question again: If someone were to
seize Christmas Island or Cocos Island would we
rely on defence pacts or what force would we be
able to use to recapture what is ours? The answer
is that we do not have the ability to defend our
own mainland, let alone the territorial waters of
our country.

Mr Herzfeld: That is why we need the
Invincible to defend our islands.

Mr Tonkin: An aircraft carrier-without
aircraft!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The cutbacks in defence
announced by Defence Minister Killen fall most
heavily on this State and render this country
unable to defend Western Australia. let alone to
pretend to defend its offshore territorial islands.

.Mr Clarko: What size defence force do you
think you would need to defend Western
Australia?
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Mr Tonkin: Give up-:that is your philosophy.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In the one minute I have

left before I seek leave to continue my remarks at
a later stage-

Mr Clarko: This must be something you have
come upon lately.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -let me recount for the
purposes of the Honorary Minister, who obviously
does not read the daily papers-

Mr Clarko: I bet I have a keener interest than
do many Opposition members.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -the substance of a
Press release issued by the Opposition sonic
months ago in which we said it was a futile
proposition to suggest that we could not, in the
event of a large-scale invasion, protect Western
Australia or repel invaders. However, we said
clearly that this country needs to recognise the
activities of criminals and others involved in
illegal operations. It needs to realise the prospect
of terrorist activists seizing a small part of this
State-perhaps one of the offshore territories, or
part of one of those territories-for the purpose of
making some gain.

M r M ac Kin non: Have we never said tha t?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I acknowledge that prior

to every election the Liberal Party says things like
this, but then we are treated to this sort of action.
I am saying simply to the Honorary Minister, as I
said in that article some months ago, that we
should recognise the area from which we might
experience limited attack and we should prepare,
as far as we can. for that possibility.

Leajve to Con tinue Speech

Mr BRIAN BURKE: With your forbearance,
Sir, I move-

That I be given leave to continue my
speech at a later stage of the sitting.

Motion put and passed.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitting suspended from 6.17 to Z.30 p.m.

DEFENCE FORCES

1Ieszcrn A ustralia: Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) 17-30 p.m.)j: Before question time and
the dinner adjournment I was pointing out to the

member for Karrinyup that had he been
observant he would have noticed as long ago as
last November that the Opposition had made a
very clear sttement on where it stands in respect
of t his State's defence.

Mr Clarko: The Labor Party in Western
Australia has never been particularly strong on
defence issues. Defence is probably its weakest
political point.

Mr Evans: Almost as bad as education with you
lot!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition has
made statements in relation to defence matters
and the purchase of Fl I Is and the Invincible.

Mr Clarko: What about Vietnam!
Mr Pearce: You weren't defending in Vietnam,

you goose!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition has

made statements in relation to all matters of
importance from time to timfe.

Mr Evans: What about the Liberals' call to get
out of that'?

Mr Grewar: You are giving this country away!
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: From time to time the

Opposition has made submissions, but I suppose
the member for Karrinyup did not notice the one
that was on the front page or the first few pages
of the newspaper.

Mr Clarko: One of your journalist mates put it
there, did he?

M r BRI[AN BU R KE: The other point that was
raised was the question of a full-scale invasion. Of
course, the Opposition acknowledges that in the
event of a full-scale invasion there is little
prospect of this country being able to defend itself
without calling on its allies.

Mr Blaikie: Do you support nuclear ships
coming into Fremantle Harbour?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have a very clear
policy on that. Nuclear-powered vessels should be
permitted to enter Cockburn Sound.

Mr Blaikic: What about Fremantle Harbour?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand the State

Government's policy is that they should not enter
the hiarbour itself.

Mr Pearce: That is right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that is the

Government's policy.
Mr Clarko: What do you mean by the harbour?

Do you mean the inner harbour?
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MrA BRIAN BURKE: The harbour at
Fremantle. Our policy is that they, should be
permitted to enter the outer harbour. The
Government's policy is that they should be
excluded fromt the inner harbour.

Mlr Clarko: How would they fit into the inner
harbour? They would be like you trying to
squeeze through-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do my best to answer
the various interjections. which display the same
lack of knowledge that the member for Vasse
displayed. but as each one is answered we seem to
have new ones joining on the theme.

As far as a full-scale invasion is concerned, we
acknowledge the importance of our allies and
know we would have to call upon them. We are
susceptible to attack in a number of areas. The
first is interference with trade routes. We could
not possibly defend ourselves in that event. The
second relates to -any harrassment of offshore oil
and gas fields. particularly important with the
development of the North-West Shelf. We
certainly need a capacity for defence in the event
of any harrassinent or interference with offshore
oil and gas fields.

We do not have that capacity now. What
capacity we do have will be lessened by the cuts
announced by Defence Minister Killen. We need
to accept that there is a possibility of a quick raid
on part of the coast to secure some form of
demand from the Government. That is not
unheard of. It is something about which we
should have proper concern, and about which we
should develop the capacity to do more to defend
ourselves. We do not have that capacity.

The fourth mnatter is any incursion that would
be made in support of criminal activities such as
drug running. We do not even have the capacity
to amply protect ourselves at that low level of
what might be called impure defence. Any
capacity is lessened by what is now being done by
the Federal Government. The Opposition makes it
perfectly clear that the defence of this State has
deteriorated into nothing short of a farce. There is
a huge gap between Darwin and Fremantle about
which we would really have no say in the event of
any incursion, and which we cannot protect
should we decide it is necessary to do so.

Mr Clarko: Didn't the Curtin Labor
Government draw the Brisbane line which gave
away the defence of Western Australia
altogether?

Mr Pearce: Menzies!

Several members interjected.

Mr Clarko: The Government did not endorse
that.

Mr Tonkin: You know' absolutely nothing of
Australian history!

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask for the cross-
Chamber exchanges to cease.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In truth, the Brisbane
line was drawn by the Churchill Government.

Mr Clarke: The Churchill Government!
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is perfectly right.

For all amateur historians. I indicate thtat the
Churchill Government drew the Brisbane line and
put the proposition to the Menzties Government.
firstly. and to the Curtin Government. secondly.
It was the Curtin Government which rejected the
concept outright and insisted on the return of
troops from the Middle East. much to the chagrin
of the Churchill Government.

Mr Tonkin: Menzies objected to the United
States alliance!

Mr Clarko interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have asked for the

cross-Chamber exchanges to cease. I warn
members that if they continue I wvill have to take
some action.

Mr Tonkin: Tell boofhead to shut up!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Ilam perfectly capable of

defending myself. I can assure you. Mr Speaker.
from the likes of the member for Karrinyup. the
Honorary Minister Assisting the Minister for
Education!

The SPEAKER: Please continue. Ignore the
member for Karrinyup.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: So the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Education
does not think he has been responsible for
anything more than a red herring.

Let me repeat the four areas we think are
important. The first is in relation to interference
with trade routes: the second is in relation to
interference or harassment of offshore oil or gas
fields: thirdly. temporary incursions to support
some demand against the Government: and the
fourth is an incursion which means to support
criminal activity.

The Opposition makes it perfectly plain that it
is dissatisfied with the huge gap in our defences
between Darwin and Perth. and it says that there
is an absolute minimum that we believe is an
acceptable level of defence. For example. there
should be a north-west patrol boat base. There is
not one now. Instead, there is a curtailment of the
procurement programme for patrol boats. We
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believe there should be more patrol boats in WA
and that there should be the permanent basing of
reconnaissance aircraft at Pearce or Learmonth.
Thai is not now the case.

Mr MacKinnon: How does the purchase of five
patrol boats relate to a patrol boat base?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know, whether or
not the Minister is serious, but he should be told
that patrol boats use patrol boat bases.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what you said at
all. You are trying to imply-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think he is taking a leaf
out of the book of the member for Karrinyup.

Mr Parker: Heaven help the Government!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If he is sayi .ng he
respects the curtailment of patrol boa t
procurements. let him stand up and say so!.

Mr MacKinnon: I never said that at all. I said
your argument is illogical, ats usual.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We believe
reconnaissance aircraft should be stationed at
Pearce Or Lcarmionth. They are not stationed
there now, but we do believe they should be.
Included in our motion is the call for somec of the
Orion aircraft to be purchased. I give credit for
that to the Federal Government. They should be
based in Western Australia. That is a call for the
State Government to support it. We also believe
we should extend the capability of air bases at
Derby and Learmionth to enable them to meet the
needs of Australia's strong force aircraft, the
Fill s. Who disagrees wish that? We have got
F1 I Is which cannot be used for anything but
minimal defence purposes in Western Australia.
That is an unsatisfactory situation which is made
worse by the latest announcement by the Minister
for Defence (Mr Killen).

Mr Herzfeld: They can get here in two hours!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They may be able to get
here in two hours, but they cannot use Learmonth
or Derby.

Mr Tonkin: Do sonic reading on it and be quiet!
Let the Leader of the Opposition make his speech.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The final matter we
believe is important is that tIMAS Stirling should
be developed as a permanent base for the Royal
Australian Navy. These are sensible things. I
cannot understand why the Government is
actually arguing against them.

Mr Clarke: It doesn't fit your policy. You are
reading the "Blue Book"~ instead of the "Red

Book". It certainly does not represent Labor
Party policy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is there somec
fundamental objection to one, two, or three of the
points we have put forward? Is the Government
saying it is satisfied with the defence of this
State? Is that what it is saying through the
mouths of the members for Mundaring. Bunbury.
and Vasse?

Mr Herzfeld: The member for Mundlaring is
telling you you are a hypocrite!

The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest that that type
of exchange does not do anything for the debates
in this House and I ask that nmembers desist from
using that sort of language.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not take exception
to being called a hypocrite by the member for
Mundaring. but I would much prefer he answered
the substance of the debate and that he said that
he opposes one or other of the propositions that
we believe comprise a minimal defence capacity
in so far as this State is concerned. Is is
significant that he chooses to say nothing.

The last point I wVant to stress is that inherent
in the Federal Government's attitude is the
complete ignorance of the value of this State with
its ineral resources in some parts and its
commercial, manufacturing, and farming
activities in other parts in relation so the total
wealth of she Commonwealth. As far ats we aire
concerned, the people of this State should be
protected. There are plenty of things in this State
to protect. Western Australia has an unlimited
potential which is being served badly by the
Federal Government's ignorance of defence needs.

The motion sets out quite simply so say that we
oppose the cutbacks and believe there is ample
evidence to suggest that in Western Australia
there is plenty to protect. We believe the State
Government should simply ask she
Commonwealth to have Orions based here and
should undertake a comprehensive survey as the
basis of a proposition to put to the
Commonwealth.

The final point I want to make in conclusion is
that I am absolutely appalled that amongst all
Ministers and Leaders of Oppositions of different
States, the Premier has not said one word about
the cutbacks in defence. We have heard him
spend much more time talking about things of
little moment. There has not been one public
statement from this Government on this State's
defence needs and on the manner in which this
State is served so bitterly by the cutbacks
announced by the Government.

Mr Evans: The Brisbane Line!
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Premier and the
Deputy Premier are absent tonight.

NMr Shaiders: Here you go again'.
Mr P. V. Jones: The Premier is not absent. He

slipped out of the Chamber for a minute.
Mr Young: Get the record straight so it goes

into Hansard!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Premier has not

been in the Chamber since the dinner
adjournment.

Mr Young: He has so!
Mr Old: Thai is quite wrong!
Several members interjected.
Mr Young: He has been sitting in his scat since

the dinner adjournment. Get the record straight!
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the

Opposition will resume his seat. I am beginning to
believe the things that the children said in the
Daily News are coming true! I have been calling
for order for some time, without anybody taking
any notice. This is unaeceptable, and if the
situation continues. I will take some action.

Mr Parker interjected.
The SPEAKER: I warn the member for

Fremantle that if he continues to interject in the
way he did then the moment I resumed my seat, I
will have to take some action against him.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for Victoria
Park confirmed that until this moment the
Premier had been outside the Chamber since the
dinner adjournment. If I did the Premier a
disservice, I apologise for that disservice.
However, let me-ask him, while he is here, why
he has not made one public statement in
opposition to the Commonwealth Government's
defence cuts.

Mr O'Connor: I will answer your comments
here.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am making the point
that this Government has been notable by its
absence of publicly-

Mr O'Connor: Your party all of a sudden finds
out that it wants a defence policy.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does the Premier say
that he supports the defence cuts?

Mr O'Connor: I will reply to you later on.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Premier is prepared

to reply under his own terms and I am prepared
to ask him under my own terms whether he
supports the defence cuts by the Federal
Government. Does the Premier know how heavily
they impinge upon Western Australia? Does the
Premier care whether or not we are properly

defended? Does he have any knowledge in the
area or is it comparable with the knowledge that
he has in the area of CommionwealthState
finance?

Mr O'Connor: Will you deny that the ALP has
a motion for its July conference for an
independent foreign alliance policy?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand this.

I would think that every member in this Chamber
would want an independent foreign policy.

Mr O'Connor: Not an alliance policy'!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The interjections will

cease.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I did ask for the House

to come to order and I would expect there to be a
more responsible approach from those who sit on
my right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not Sure whether
the Premier understands the meaning of words.

Mr O'Connor: I understand them thoroughly.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am about to explain to

the Premier that "independent" means we are not
obliged to any other country in a vassal-masier
relationship and 1, as an Australian, amr proud of
that.

Mr O'Connor: Non-allied?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Non-aligned-that does

not preclude defence pacts with anyone-
[Laughter.]
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure whether

those guffaws from members opposite are to cover
their embarrassment or whether people-

Mr Herzfeld: The left wing will fix you.
Mr P. V. Jones: We understand you favour a

non-allied alignment.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am amazed at the

Government's apparent unwillingness to bite the
bullet on the matter of this State's defence. So the
Premier has properly answered, and to eater for
the false laughter. I indicate it is perfectly true
that the Government's non-aligned policy does not
preclude defence pacts with other countries. That
is the truth of the matter. To answer the
Premier's question directly. I have no knowledge
of that motion going to the Federal
conference-but it may be going to the Federal
conference in the same way as motions go from
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the Young Liberals to the Liberal conference on
the legalisation of marihuana,

I really do not want to cbntinue with the
Premier's ignorance of the meaning of words.
However. I would like to say that this motion has
to do-

Mr P. V. Jones: Who is he going to non-align
with"

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am intrigued by the

nervous manner in which the Premier giggles. I do
not take exception to that because this motion is
not about items going to a conference of his party
or mine, but to a commonsense approach to the
problems facing this State. I would be interested
to see who replies to the debate on behalf of the
Government. I will be expecting it to be the
Premier, but I will not be surprised if it is not.

M r O'Connor: I will be replying.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope it will be the

Premier who replies on behalf of the Government,
but I will not be surprised if it is another member.

Mr Herzfcld: Will you be surprised if the
Premier and other members reply?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
this member understands the meaning of words,
but when one talks about replying one talks about
the speaker. who, on behalf of the Government,
states the Government's attitude.

Mr H-erzfeld: Up to 10 people could reply.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will be interested to see

whether or not this Premier will reply. The
member 'for Mundaring tells me that 10 people
can reply. He is wrong just as the Premier is
wrong about the meaning of words.

Mr O'Connor: I was not.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course the Premier is.

He should listen to some of his answers to
questions without notice.

Mr O'Connor: Where were you on 4 April
1968?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have no idea, but I can
tell the Premier that when I heard a nonsensical
answer to Commonwealth-State relativities on a
matter of finance I was present in the Chamber
and the answer came from the other side-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Premier wants to

carry on this way the Opposition will
accommodate him.

Mr O'Connor: I will be happy to.
Mr Clarko: You sound the -same as you did in

the Beaumis-Ugle case.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot understand
what has got under the skin of the Government.

Mr Williams: You!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Clontarf with a rather inane interjection says,
"You". The Premier's job is to defend Western
Australia in the face of Federal Government
cutbacks in defence expenditure.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The motion simply says
that the defence cuts announced by the Defence
Minister acting for the Fraser Government
seriously impair this State's capacity to defend
itself. Does the Government deny that? The
motion also says that we need the capacity to
defend ourselves for a number of reasons that are
attached to the value of this State's intransigence
and to the Commonwealth society. Does the
Government argue about that?

Mr Tonkin: More silence from the
Government.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are saying simply
that it is time that the State Government set
about a comprehensive survey to determine
Western Australia's defence requirements and to
make urgent representations to the
Commonwealth to base permanently in WA,
Orion long-range maritime surveillance aircraft. I
have told the House the reasons to have capacity
and have told it what would be the minimum
capacity. Let us hear the Premier give his reasons
for it.

MR HERZFELD t(Mundaring) [7.54 p.m.I: Of
course every loyal Australian should be concerned
about the defence of his country. That concern
should be genuine and real. I put it to the House
that this-

Mr Pearce: Our concern is genuine. Every piece
of equipment currently in service except the
FitII C was ordered by Labor.

Mr HERZFELD: It is surprising, to say the
least, that after five years in this place this is the
first time I have ever heard any debate at all on
the question of defence emanating from the
Opposition. In fact, in those five years [ would
very much doubt whether any member in this
House has ever heard one item about defence
other than this attempt by the Opposition to
denigrate the allies we have,, to denigrate the
defence facilities we have in this country; and to
try to destroy the defence capabilities that the
western world has.

Mr Blaikie: Ask them what they think of Anzac
Day?
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Mr HERZFELD: I will, but let me identify the
source of this so-called interest of the Opposition
in matters of defence.

M'vr Bateman interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: Late last week there was an

article-
Mr Bateman: J think this man is the hatchet

man for the member for South Perth.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member For

Canning to desist from interjecting.

Mr HERZFELD: The member for Canning is
too far away from me for me to hear him.

On 3 May an article appeared in The West
Australian headed "WA biggest worrier over
defence-poll". The article reads as follows-

West Australians are more likely to be
worried about the Federal Government's
defence cuts announced last week than are
people in other States.

This is an implicit conclusion of a nati onal
opinion poll on the public image of
Australia's defence forces now being studied
by those concerned with defence-force
recruitment and training.

What a remarkable coincidence! On 3 May an
article appears in The West Australian and on 4
May a notice of motion appears on the notice
paper and the Leader of the Opposition, all of a
sudden, is concerned about the defence of this
State.

Mr Laurance: Surprise, surprise!
Mr HERZFELD: I think it is the right of

members opposite-in fact, it is their duty-to be
concerned about defence. It is rather strange to
consider the fact that this interest is very new-
borne and one can wonder and be a little bit
cynical as to the real motives of the Leader of the
Opposition to bring this motion before the House
at this time. Let us go back and look at the track
record. Only recently an article in the daily Press
announced that the Leader of the Opposition and
his colleague. the Secretary of the TLC (Mr Peter
Cook), were the foundation signatories of a
petition that called for unilateral disarmament
throughout the western world.

Mr Parker: I am sure it called for universal
disarmament.

Mr HERZFELD: I suggest that the member
reads the article. I am going on what I read in the
newspaper. As far as his leader was concerned the
signature he put to the petition certainly did not
indicate he was worried about Western
Australia's defence. He was prepared to sign his

name to a petition to get rid of a real deterrent to
ensure that this country is defended.

A few patrol boats will noi make the slightest
difference as to whether or not Australia can
defend itself. However, a nuclear deterrent
certainly would give us that capability. Yet the
Leader of the Opposition. in company with others
in his own party, was prepared to sign a petition
of that nature.

Let me go back a little further to a statement
by the Deputy Leader of the Australian Labor
Party in the Federal Parliament (Mr Bowen) who
was reported in The West Australian of I3
February as saying, when addressing the
Victorian branch of the Australian Institute of
International Affairs, that there was no
justification for "massive expenditure on
weapons". That was a statement by the Deputy
Leader of the Australian Labor Party in
Canberra; yet here we have the Leader of the
Opposition in Western Australia expressing his
concern that not enough is being done and quite
erroneously criticising the Federal Government
for a so-called reduction in defence expenditure.

Let us examine the real situation. It is true that
this year, expenditure on defence will increase by
19 per cent. However, it is a fact that because of
defence decisions made by the Federal
Government, some programmes within the total
amnbit of defence have had to be altered or
deferred. There are two reasons for this, the first
of which is that members of the defence forces in
this country were awarded an increase in salaries
and wages far beyond anything allowed for in the
Federal Budget. I believe the award was justified,
because the people who serve in the defence forces
of our country need to be properly rewarded.
However, I wonder why they had to receive such
a large increase, and why they had fallen behind
wage levels in the community generally. It is
because of the attitude of the Leader of the
Opposition and his colleagues to the wage
situation in this country today. They do not
believe in any wage constraint. They support the
extravagant claims of their colleagues in the
unions throughout this country which have the
effect of pushing up wages and creating the
economic problems we face today.

Point of Order

Mr BRIAN BURKE; Mr Speaker, it is not my
wont to restrict the member unnecessarily:
however, for the last five or six minutes he has
been talking on a matter completely unrelated to
the motion.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I have listened to the
niember for Mundaring over the last few minutes.
While it may be true the remarks he is making
are not directly related to the motion, the points
he made earlier were related to defence. I imagine
he intends to tie his more recent comments into
the argument he wishes to bring to the House.

Debate (on mat ion) Resumed

Mr HERZFELD: Thank you, Mr Speaker;
that is exactly what I intend to do. I simply make
the point that some of the deferrals have been
brought about because wages in this country have
far outstripped the wages paid to the servicemen
in our defence forces. It was entirely proper that
the Federal Government took the action it did to
give those people wage justice.

Money does not grow on trees, as the
Opposition seems to think, so certain
modifications had to be made to our defence
programme. Nevertheless, this year the Federal
Government still has undertaken a major review,
and has made some major decisions to rearm and
re-equip the Australian armed forces. Yet the
Deputy Leader of the Australian Labor Party in
Canberra said there was no justification for what
he termed "massive expenditure on weapons."

I go back further to examine the records of the
ALP whose niembers deign to criticise the
Federal Government. and of the Leader of the
Opposition in particular. who denigrates
Australia's defence efforts as being a joke. One of
the areas I suppose he considers is a joke is the
defence ties we have with the United States of
America. Consistently in the past, the ALP has
criticised our ties with the United States;, yet it is
those ties which give Australia its greatest
defence umbrella.

It would be inipossible for Australia to provide
adequate defence forces to defend a country as
large as ours. as sparsely populated as ours, and
with a coastline as long as ours: we must always
rely on powerful and good friends to come to our
aid during times of need.

At the same time, Australia must meet its
obligations to those other nations. However, the
ALP always criticises the fact that Liberal
Governments are prepared to throw Australia's
weight in with the United States when our
assistance is needed. We on this side recognise
that if we can call on the US for help, sometimes
we must help them. Let the Leader of the
Opposition tell this House unequivocally where he
stands in relation to Australia's ties with the
United States. Will he and his colleagues eontinue
to criticise the vessels which come into Cockburn

Sound and use the facilities there? Will he
continue to support the member for Rockingham
and his criticism of vessels coming into Cockburn
Sound? If members opposite do support that
situation, they certainly say different things when
they go outside this House and return to their
union friends.

It is not so long ago that Mr Hayden and the
ALP said that if they got into power they would
alter the existing defence arrangements relating
to the communications base at Exmouth. They
said they would insist on establishing an
Australian presence at the communications base.
and would want an equal say in the use to which
that facility would be put. Such a move would
destroy completely the position of trust which
exists between ourselves and our allies and would
be totally unacceptable to the USA. Should we
lose that country as our ally. we would then
certainly be in a great deal of trouble in regard to
defence.

Mr Parker: Did you read the Statement George
Bush made about his relationship with the
Australian Labor Party'?

Mr Laurance: He did not refer specifically to
the North-West Cape.

Mr Parker: He said he had a very good
relationship with the Labor Party.

Mr HERZFELD: Our defence ties with the US
and other nations are central to the whole
argument on matters of defence. The attitude of
the ALP compared with that adopted by members
on this side of the House is like a comparison
between fantasy and reality. Members opposite
fantasise; they think this nation is capable of
providing the sort of defence it needs by buying a
few more patrol boats.

Mr Pearce: Whereas you think it can be done
with one aircraft carrier, and no aircraft.

Mr HERZFELD: I will tell the member for
Gosnells in a moment how it can be done as a
result of that purchase. ItI is fantasy to think a few
patrol boats, or military hardware of that nature,
can fully defend this nation. The reality of course
is that proper defence is provided by the
arrangements we have with our allies.

Let me come to the question of the Invincible,
to which the member for Gosnells referred. Of
course, that ship by itself will not be able to patrol
the whole coastline of Australia and provide any
sort of effective defence. The purpose of the
Invincible purchase is to meet certain
commitments in mutual arrangements with our
allies. By meeting those obligations to our allies.
in return we receive a defence umbrella that is
capable of defending Australia.
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I must say again there has never been a time
when the State ALP has shown the slightest
interest in mailers of defence.

%I r Parker: That is simply untrue.
Mr Bateman: You are a goose.
M',r Parker: Some of the country's leading

spokesmen on defence-for example. Senator
John Wheeldon and Mr Kim Benzcy-have been
from the ALP.

Mr H-ERZFELD: I refer members to the policy
document titled "Labor's programme for the
80s" presented at the time of the 1980 State
election by the then Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Davies). The document comprises 79 pages
containing hundreds of items of commitments and
promises.

Mr Clarko: I-ow many pages on defence?
Mr H-ERZFELD: I thank the member for

Karrinyup for asking the question: it never would
have occurred to me. There is not a single item on
defence.

Mr Clarko: Shame! What about the policy
document for 1977, or 1974?

Mr Tonkin: What at half-wit you are! Defence
is a Commonwealth matter. Don't you understand
the Australian Constitution, you boollicad?

Mr Evans: Is there at State Liberal policy on
defence -

Mr HEIIRZFELD: Yes there is.
Mr Evans: Would you mind telling us about it?
Mr HIERZFELD: I am happy to oblige the

member for Warren and let him have a copy of
the defence statement contained in our policy
speech presented during the last State election by
the then Preniier (Sir Charles Court).

The point I was trying to make was that the 79-
page document, which purported to be t he policy
of the Australian Labor Party at the last election,
contained not one single word about defence.

MIr Parker: That "'as a State pol icy.
%Ir HERZF'ELD: That is howv much priority

defence has for the ALP. Is it any wonder that I
should reach the conclusion that I outlined earlier
tonight -that the motion before us is a 24-hour
wonder, dreamed up by the Leader of the
Opposition and some of htis colleagues when they
saw an article in The West Australian of 3 May.
just two days ago.

MrI Pearce: Wh'y don't you sit down and let us
have an authoritative statement from your side?

NI r H ERZ17IILI): If my statement is not
authoritative. I make no apology for that. By the
same token. "e have not heard any sort of

authoritative statement from the Opposition side
of the House either.

Mr Clarko: How many pages were in that ALP
policy'?

Mr Pearce: There is nothing in your policy.
either.

Mr Clarko: But we are concerned with yours.
Mr Pearce: We don't buy aircraft carriers for

Western Australia. for heaven's sake!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members will keep

order, and the member for Mundaring will
address the Chair.

Mr HERZFELD: I would like to hear from the
Leader of the Opposition about how he explains
the signature that he placed on the petition which
set out to destroy the most effective deterrent
against intrusions by foreign powers into this
country. I want him to explain wvhy he hats not
spoken up before on the question of defence.

Mr Brian Burke: Werc't you here when I
pointed out the article in November'! Didn't you
hear that?

Mr H-ERZFELD: I would like him to point out
how he stands t'is-i-is his party and sonmc of the
left-wing elements who say they will not permit us
to mine uranium so that other countries can
prepare nuclear defences.

Mr Parker: That is absurd.
Mr Brian Burke: Don't you know what your

Federal Government requires-that it be
a signatory to the treaty? That is your policy, too.

Mr HERZFELD: I have an article that
appeared in The Australian of 12 April. 1982,
which is relevant to this debate tonight. I
challenge the Leader of the Opposition to give a
considered answer to this, It is headed. "The hard
way to peace". and it reads as follows-

THE streets of our cities are once again
echoing to the tramip of protesting feet, The
old, but recently revived, cause of nuclear
disarmament has drawn Australians in their
thousands to call for a unilateral
renunciation of nuclear weapons.

It then goes on-
Mr Bateman: What is wvrong with that! Let us

hear from the Premier.
Mr HERZFELD: It continues-

The question which, nonetheless, hats to be
asked remains as vital as ever:

Mr Brian Burke: Let the Premier ans"'er.
Mr HERZFELD: And it continues further-

-is world peace best secured by the
disarmament of the WVest. %% hen it-

1431



1432 ASSEMBLY]

Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: Did you hear him a moment

ago explain we wouldn't sell it to the people who
wanted nuclear weapons: and that is your
Government's policy.

Mr HERZFELD: Mr Deputy Speaker-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HERZFELD: I will continue to quote from

this article, if I may.
Mr Pearce: Let us hear front the Premier.
Mr HERZFELD: It continues-

-is confronted by a ruthless totalitarian
society such as the Soviet Union?

Mr Pearce: Let us hear from the Premier on
this.

Mr HERZFELD: Members opposite do not
want to hear this quote It worries them stiff. It
continues-

Certainly the French Socialist Government
does not believe that France's security, or
world peace. will be served by allowing the
Soviet Union to hold nuclear, or
conventional, military superiority.

Mr Brian Burke: We want the Premier, not a
twice-failed Cabinet candidate.

Mr HERZFELD. That is dealing with the
socialist Government in France. The quote
coninues-

Have the Australian advocates of
unilateral nuclear disarmament, particularly
those within the ALP. rejected the policies
supported by the French socialists and
German Social Democrats after critically
examining themi?

Mr Laurance: Where is the man who moved
the motion'? lHe is not here. He has not been here
since tea.

Mr Davies: Don't put that kind of stupid
remark into the record. He has not been away
from the House for a minute.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! When the
Leader of the Opposition moved this motion he
was heard, just. A great deal of comment was
made by both sides of the House. The member for
Mundaring is endeavouring to make his speech.
One needs to be fair to both sides. I suggest that
members who sit on my right desist from assisting
the member for Mundaring.

Mr Parker: That is not surprising. They feel he
needs it.

Mr HERZFELD: It seems that members
opposite interject when they hear something they
would not like io read in the record. That is why

they interject on people in the middle of their
speeches.

Mr Parker: You constantly interrupted the
Leader of the Opposition-about every second
minute.

Mr H-ERZFELD: It is perfectly clear that the
Opposition is a sham when it comnes to matters of
defence. It moved this motion tonight: and I could
go along with sonic parts of the motion. However,
I cannot go along with the Opposition's
hypocritical attitude and the motives behind the
motion. I can go along with parts of the motion
only, but I cannot support other parts of it
because they do not relate to the true situation-

Mr Pearce: Point to them.

Mr HERZFELD: -of the defence effort that
is taking place in this country under the present
Government. which successive Liberal-National
Country Party coalitions have created for this
nation.

Mr Pearce: Which specific bits don'! you go
along with?

Mr HERZFELD: I believe the attitude of those
who serve in the Federal Parliament from our side
of politics is far more preferable, far more
realistic, and far more beneficial to the defence of
this nation than any policies that may be imposed
on this nation by members of the Opposition
party.

Mr Parker: You put crooks into the Federal
Parliament.

Mr HERZFELD: The Leader of the
Opposition referred to the current defence effort
of the Federal Government as being a joke. I
heard that remark made on the radio as I was
driving back to the House after the dinner
adjournment. It is patently obvious from that
single remark that the Leader of the Opposition
simply does not know what he is talking about
when it comes to matters of defence. It is for that
reason, if not for many other reasons, that the
motion before the House lacks sincerity and
credibility. For that reason, it will not have my
support in the form in which it is couched at
Present.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Preniier)
[8.25 p.m.]: I rise to oppose the motion. I do not
Oppose it in its entirety. but sonic parts of it are
slightly inaccurate.

Mr Pearce: Which bits?
Mr O'CONNOR: If the member for Gosnells

gives me time, I will-
Mr Pearce: Well, your lead speaker-
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
member for Gosnells will keep order!

Mr Pearce; Fair go!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I believe I give the

member for Gosnells an extremely fair go. The
member for Cosnells is experienced enough to
know that when I am in the Chair, that is
precisely what I do give him. If he wishes to take
issue with me and other members, he may care to
do so. This is a debate of emotional interest to
bath sides of the House. It is my intention to
ensure thai the member on his feet has an
opportunity to speak and to be heard.

Mr O'CONNOR: From the point of view or
members on this side of the House, we treat
defene as a very serious matter, as do most of the
people in Australia. It is particularly serious as we
are probably more vulnerable than most other
countries because of our length of coastline and
our limited number of people. However, Liberal-
National Country Party Governments have
pursued. for a long time, greater defence
surveillance-

Point of Order

Mr TONKIN: I take this point or order
because I notice that the Premier has unlimited
time, whereas the member for Mundaring did not.
We are quite happy for the Premier to have
unlimited time: but when our main speaker speaks
second, we do not have unlimited time. I want a
ruling from you in order that we know just where
we are. We want it to be made quite clear for the
future-

Mr Clarko: It was made quite clear the last
time.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TONKIN: We want to make it quite clear

that if a member of the Opposition speaks second,
but is the main speaker. he should have unlimited
time, as the Premier is quite legitimately receiving
at present.

Mr O'Connor: I can assure you that I will not
be using unlimited time.

The DEPUTY SPEAKEFR: Order!

Mr Tonkin: We do not mind if you do. We just
want the rules completely clear.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: To consider the
point of order that has been raised by the member
for Morley. and as I am aware that my ruling
may set a precedent. I will leave the Chair until
the ringing of the bells,

Sitting suspended from 8.28 to 8.57 p.m.

Deputy Speaker's Ruling

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: During the time the
House has been suspended I have had the
opportunity to consider the precedents. as well as
the Standing Order dealing with this matter. In
addition to this I have consulted with the Speaker.

The Standing Order is No. 166. On page 40 of
the Standing Orders volume, under the heading
"Substantive Motion or A Direct Motion of Want
of Confidence", the order indicates that the
Leader of the Government or one member
deputed by him has an unspecified time available.

As far as 1 am aware this is the first occasion
on which a ruling has been sought art the
interpretation of this Standing Order, as it applies
in the House. However, a Chairman of
Committees has been required to interpret the
similar rule relating to the Committee stage of the
Estimates. On 12 November 1981 the Chairman
ruled that, in effect, the first member to speak on
behalf of the Opposition on a Division of the
Estimates is unlimited. I believe it to be
appropriate that the same practice should apply in
the House. and I so rule.

This means that the first speaker opposing a
substantive motion is the only unlimited speaker.
other than the mover.

Poinrs or Order

Mr TONKIN: With all due respect. I do not
think the Deputy Speaker of the Speaker can give
rulings that break Standing Orders. In this case
the Standing Orders State-

SUBSTANTIVE MOTION ... Leader of
Government or one Member deputed by him.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The point to which
the member for Morley now relates in fact is not
a point of order per se: he may be disagreeing
with my ruling.

Mr TONKIN: if necessary we will have to. but
that is an absurd position to force us into.
Standing Order No. 166 does not refer to a lead
speaker or a first speaker on the Opposition or
Government side. In fact, the Standing Order
makes exactly the same provision whether dealing
with the Government or the Opposition. It
states-

Leader of Government or one Member
deputed by him.

Beside that the word "unspecified" appears which
indicates the time allowed, and it goes on to
state-

Leader of Opposition or one Member
deputed by him.
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Again beside that the word *'unspecified"
appears. If fur some reason or other the
Governmntt has decided its first speaker shall not
be its main speaker, or something has happened
ais we have just witnessed, that is fair enough.
Tonight we had the position of the Premier
speaking second, and we are quite happy with
that situation because he is the Leader of the
Government. However, we are saying the rule
should apply equally to the Opposition. I again
i nd icae tcIha t the Sta nd ing Order statecs-

Leader of the Opposition or one Member
deputed by him.

M r Bryce: Or one member.
Mr TONKIN: That is right. An example is

that the Leader of the Opposition or the
Opposition's lead speaker could be late for some
reason or another, and we decide to have someone
speak for five minutes to keep the debate going
until the lead speaker or the Leader of the
Opposition arrives. This evening the member for
Mundaring spoke first and then the Premier. As I
have stated, we are not quarrelling with that
particular arrangement. but we do want the rule
to apply to both sides of the House because the
Standing Order makes an identical statement in
regard to both sides of the House. Do those points
mean that you. Mr Deputy Speaker. are:
contravening Standing Orders by your ruling, or
are you ruling that we will obey the Standing
Order'?

Mr CLARKO: On a point of explanation-

M r Pearce: Comec on!
Mr CLARKO: I am trying to contribute to the

matter.
Mr Davies: Nobody asked you to contribute.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO: I wonder whether it can be

explained to me how one can depute somebody. I
wonder also whether next time the Standing
Orders Committee meets it might give
consideration to the method by which a person is
deputed. and whether a note or otherwise should
be sent to the C~hair.

Mr Davies: You are out of brder.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The

member for Morley raises the question of
provisions contained in Standing Order No. 166.
In deliberating on this matter, again in
consultation with the Speaker, the decision that
was arrived at was made in such a manner that it
was hoped to be fair to both sides of the House.
The situation may well arise of unlimited speakers
speaking on a subject but not being deputed as

such. Hopefully in order to clarify the situation
the ruling was given as it has been.

The point made by the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Education will be well
noted, and certainly I will ensure it will be taken
to the Standing Orders Committee for its
consideration. I trust that the matter can now be
resolved.

Debate (on motion) Resunied

Mr O'CONNOR: 1 assure members that I will
not speak for 45 minutes, so that will overcome
the problem that some members of the Opposition
perceive.

Mr Davies: But you won't agree to it.
Mr O'CONNOR: I point out that the

Government of Western Australia always has
.considered defence a most important issue so far
as the people of this State are concerned. The
people of Western Australia have indicated this
on a number of occasions.

The Liberal and National Country Party
Government has pursued a greater defence
surveillance in this State over a long period. It has
pressed the Commonwealth Government and has
had some success. We have won the long-awaited
naval base and we have had approval for the
airfield at Derby. We have formulated a policy
which indicates our interest in defence generally.

The Opposition disagreed with my comment
earlier when I referred to the ALP's July Federal
conference calling for an independent non-aligned
foreign policy. That was in accord with the
information I received today from Mr Laurie
Oakes which referred to a previous ALP
conference for an independent non-aligned foreign
policy. I consider the basis of that policy is to get
rid of the ANZUS Treaty and to abandon the
friends who stood by us for so long. I make that
unequivocal statement because that is how I see
an independent non-aligned foreign policy.

I wish to comment on a number of points in the
motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition.
The first that he referred to was ". . . this House
regrets the: (1) Curtailment of the patrol boat
acquisition programme". There has been no
curtailment. whatsoever of the orders placed
already for the I5 patrol boats, the first five of
which will be delivered by the middle of this year.
These are I5 Fremantle-type patrol boats with
superior capabilities, speeds, long-range capacity.
ecI. than those we have had before. The delay will
be on Nos. 16 to 20. If we consider the comments
made by Mr Killen we will note he said, "At this
stage":; and I repeat, he said. "'At this stage, we
will not proceed:, there will be a delay of five
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Fremantle patrol boats". Therefore, they have
been deferred. There is no indication that they
have been scrubbed.

Mr Brian Burke: Is that not a curtailment oF a
procurement programme'!

Mr O'CONNOR: I made comment that 15 are
on order and there will be a delay with the other
five.

Mr Brian Burke: So the programme was to
buy 20 and they have deferred that programme?

Mr O'CONNOR: On five only. That was the
point I was making.

Mr Pearce: That is what curtailment means.
Mr O'CONNOR I was just making the point

that the 15 that have been ordered are not being
curtailed. There has been a delay with the other-
five that were to be ordered-Nos. 16 to 20.

I wanted to clarify that for members in this
House: some do not understand.

Mr Pearce: Some have studied English and it
does not mean that.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER. I suggest the
interjections be curtailed.

Mr O'CONNOR: With the postponement of
work on the Derby airfield, Mr Killen said,
"There are many high priority projects and the
construction of a new airfield at Derby will begin
as planned, but the period oF construction could
be extended two years". There has been a delay in
the completion of that.

Mr Brian Burke: Of two years.
Mr O'CONNOR: However. Mr Killen has

indicated very clearly that it is a high priority and
that work will begin on time.

Mr Brian Burke: Let us get it straight: It could
be delayed for up to two years.

Mr O'CONNOR: The completion could be. I
am just making the point: I am not refuting it.
The project will be commenced on time: it has
been placed on high priority.

With respect to the decision not to buy a second
fleet replenishment vessel. it is important that we
are aware of the facts. Mr Killen said.' "The
Government will not at this stage proceed with
the acquisition of the second fleet replenishment
ship", the reason being that industrial action and
disputes have delayed the programme for so long
that many suppliers felt it was not appropriate to
proceed with the second one at this stage. I
obtained this information from Canberra today.

With the cuts in steaming and flying time, this
has been done to such a degree that there are
operational reductions in the force, but inshore
programmes will be retained. The operations will

include such things as counterterrorist forces.
maritime surveillance, and new defence co-
operation activities. etc. These activities have
been retained to a degree. but in fact while some
will be reduced in eertain areas, others will be
increased.

Mr Davies: Which ones will be increased?

Mr O'COINNOR: Why does noi the member
for Victoria Park ask Mr Killen?

Mr Davies: That is your job.
Mr O'CONNOR: I have not the full details. I

am pointing out certain matters this House should
know. I thought members Of the Opposition were
interested in defence and would be interested
enough to listen.

Mr Davies: You have only quoted from The
West Australian newspaper. There is nothing
new.

Mr O'CON NOR: With the shelving of the plan
for a new defence communications system, the
delay in this project is a result of a need to call
new tenders. There is no shelving at all. I wish to
make the point so that members will understand:
The delay in the project has resulted from the
need to call new tenders.

Mr Killen's speech indicated that there would
be no further deferrence or shelving, but a
reduced user access.

Mr Brian Burke: A what?
Mr O'CONNOR: A reduced user access.

With defence in this State, the Western
Australian Government has been active. The
Government has pursued the Commonwealth
Government actively, but we are not yet satisfied
with all that has occurred. We have a base at
Stirling and Cockburn Sound: something for
which we have pressed for a long time.

Ammunition stores were completed in 1981 and
lull survey facilities have been completed. I would
like to make the point that during this year,
rather than a decrease in Government spending,
as some people may believe, the defence outlays
have increased by 19.1 per cent over last year-a
substantial amount. I know that priorities have
been lifted to a degree. but the disadvantages
have not affected Western Australians, and that
is the point of the motion.

I know the priorities have been changed. and
while the Leader of the Opposition says that
Western Australians have been disadvantaged.
the aircraft carrier obviously took a great deal of
the money, but that acquisition could be to our
advantage in the long term.
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The areas along our shores require defence and
looking after a little better than they are at the
moment, and, like many people. I am concerned
about this. However. I cannot go along with the
Leader of the Opposition's motion in its present
form: but I do believe that we should, on behalf of
the people of Western Australia, indicate our
concern about the defence spending cutsI as they
affect this State. We ought to relate this
information to the Commonwealth to indicate our
concern and to indicate that the Government,
Opposition, and people in this State want good
defence for this State. It is my intention to amend
the motion.

I have indicated to the Leader of the
Opposition my intention to move an amendment
because I have no objection to joining with him in
indicating to the Commonwealth Government our
concern about expenditure being taken out of the
defence area, and certainly from this State.

Amendments to Motion

Mr O'CONNOR: I move an amendment-
That all words after the word "House" in

line I be deleted with a view to substituting
the following words-

tnforms the Commonwealth Government
that it would view wvith deep concern
any reduction in its defence role,
especially as it applies to Western
Australia, and Urges that defence
maintains a high national priority so as
to ensure the proper defence of Western
Australia and our nation.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [9.15 p.m.j: The Opposi tion accepts
with alacrity the amendment moved by the
Premier, and we accept that in some ways the
Premier is saying the things that we said, but in
other words. The Premier appears to be censuring
the Federal Government for its actions, and that
is all we sought to do. The fact that the Premier
wants to say that some of the details of the
motion moved by the Opposition were details
about which there is a difference of opinion can
be regarded as a marginal problem only.

What the Premier is doing is confirming the
attitude expressed by the Opposition, and
contradicting the attitude expressed by the
member for Mundaring. It amazes me that the
Government should permit the member for
Mundlaring to stand up and take a position that
differs so vividly from that taken by his Premier.

Had we known that this is what the
Government had in mind, we could have
dispensed with the speech of the member for

Mundlaring. Had the Premier sent me a copy of
his amendment this afternoon. I would have
incorporated it in the motion.

Mr Laurance: Very obliging!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us look at what the

Premier said in support of his amendment. First
of all he explained to us that there had been no
curtailment of the patrol boa t acquisition
programme. He said that was inaccurate.

Mr O'Connor: I said the first 15.
Mr Laurance: The ones already ordered.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The motion does not talk

about the curtailment of part of the programme.
The programme was to purchase 20 vessels.

Mr O*Connor: I do not deny that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Federal Government

will purchase 15 vessels, and Mr Killen has said
that there are no plans to purchase the other five.
That is a curtailment of the programme.

Mr Lauranee: There is no argument about that.
The Premier said that.

Mr O'Connor: I said there was no curtailment
of the 15. There was curtailment of the other
five-I qualified that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: But the motion talks of
the programme-not of the first 15 of the
programme. All I am saying is that the Premier.
by his own words, is admitting there can be no
objection to the wording of the motion that refers
to the curtailment of the programme because five
of the anticipated purchases of the programme
will not be proceeded with. So I accept the
assurance of the Premier that he agrees with the
first part of the motion.

The second part of our motion refers to the
postponement of work on the Derby airfield. The
Premier said that that is not strictly true. The
work will start at the same time. but it will finish
two years later. It appears to me that that
constitutes a postponement of the work-I do not
know what other members think. The Premier
seems to think that if something finishes two
years later than the proposed completion date, it
has not been postponed.

Mr O'Connor: I think you should read in
Hansard what I said.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In that case the Premier
is agreeing with us that the work on the Derby
airfield is being postponed.

Mr O'Connor: I pointed out, and I did so very
clearly, that work was intended to start on time.
It is placed on a high priority by the
Commonwealth, but there could be a delay of two
years in its completion. I made that point.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the point of the
second Part of our motion. I accept the Premier's
assurance that he is not disagreeing with it.

The next part of our motion talks about the
decision not to buy a second fleet replenishment
vessel. The Premier does not disagree with that at
all, but he said that the decision was Fuelled by
industrial stoppages.

Mr Laurance: That is right.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not understand Mr

Killen to mention that when he spoke in
Parliament. The fact is, the Federal Government
has decided not to purchase a second fleet
replenishment vessel. The Premier and I agree on
that, and presumably we do not think the Federal
Government should defer the decision. The
Premier did not say that he objected to our
position on that. He just said it was a decision
fuelled by industrial stoppages, and nothing else.

The next point in our motion is that the
Opposition objects to cuts in steaming and flying
time. The Premier agreed with us and did not
qualify that statement at all because cuts in
steaming and flying times affect us more vividly
than they affect other States.

The last point in our motion referred to the
shelving of the plan for a new defence
communication system. The Premier said that
was not accurate. There was simply a temporary
delay because tenders had to be recalled and there
was a denial of access. I do not take issue on that
point, but I congratulate the Premier on his
preparedness to side with the Opposition because
this is a bipartisan matter with which we are
dealing. In my opinion the amendment suffers
because it does not ask the Federal Government
to base permanently Orion aircraft in this State. I
think the Premier would Want that to
happen-perhaps he can indicate his view by way
of interject ion.

Mr O'Connor: We will be taking up with the
Commonwealth, as we do from time to time, all
aspects in connection with these matters and we
will be pushing to get as much as possible in the
way of defence in this State.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One of the things we
should be asking for is the basing permanently of
Orions in this State. That is obvious, surely.

Mr Pearce: Has the Premier actually asked the
Commonwealth to base Orion aircraft here?

Mr O-Connor: I have niot since I have been
Premier.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As the Premier knows,
when one is in the Eastern States, it is usual to see
an Orion plane fly past once a day. This has a

tremendous effect on the morale of the people. I
believe it is a self-evident truth that one of the
things we should ask for is the basing of two.
three, or More Orions in this State.

Mr O'Connor: We will be pushing io have very
many things based here if we can, and taking our
policy very strongly to the Commonwealth.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would say that the
basing here of Orions should be one of the "First
cabs off the rank' in terms of priorities.

Mr Pearce: Here we sit and watch the Russian
submarines go by!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would like to have seen
the Premier undertake some sort of
comprehensive survey which might be published
as the basis of our approach to the
Commonwealth on defence. We cannot afford ad
hoc policies in t he area of defence. We cannot fire
from the h ip and then accept defective
performances as being attributable somehow or
other to our good nature or some such thing. We
need an intelligent and rational policy, and we
believe it is time that the State Government
turned its attention towards the development of
that policy.

I am perfectly happy that the Premier has
moved this amendment. I note the Premier's
contradiction of the speech of the member for
Mundaring.

Mr Herzfeld: What a lot of rubbish! What
contradiction are you talking about? Explain
yourself!

Mr Parker: You were out of the Chamber. The
Premier repudiated everything you said.

Mr O'Connor: I do not think that is quite true.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 do not think the

Premier could deny that there was a significant
difference in the speech made by the member for
Mundaring and the one made by him.

Mr Herzfeld: Of course there was, because I
pointed out what hypocrites you are.

Mr Mclver: The "general"* of everything!
Mr Herzfeld: The Premier is more

knowledgeable than I am.

Mr Pearce: That is the danger of talking before
an authoritative speaker from your side.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not a difference I
would claim with pride, but that is Up to the
member for Mundaring. I think all members will
acknowledge the difference in the substance of the
speeches made by the Premier and by the member
for Mundaring.

Mr Herzfeld: You read my speech and you will
see there is no difference.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is hard enough
listening to the speeches of the member for
Mundaring without having to read them as well!
We note the differece:m we feel it is a
contradiction. The memnber may call it what he
likes. We urge the Premier to make a much more
visible public stand in future about defence. Our
north-west is a vcry isolated area and yet it is an
area which produces massive wealth. So it
behoves the Premier in future not to be quiet on
matters of defence. His predecessor was not, and
yet tonight we have heard this Premier make his
first public statement on defence.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) (9.25 p.m.]: The
defence cuts-which we learnt from the Premier
tonight were not really cuts-were announced by
the Federal Minister for Defence in The West
Australian of 30 April. and yet until tonight we
had not heard one word about them from any
member of the Government.

Mr O'Connor: There are no cuts in defence
spending.

Mr DAVlES7 Of course there is a cut in the
planned Budget for this year.

Mr O'Connor: In the priority.
Mr DAVIES: There is a cut in the planned

Budget for this year.
Mr O'Connor: There is an alteration in

priorities,
Mr DAVIES. At the end of the year the

Federal Government will not have spent as much
as it intended to spend. Is that a cut or not?

M r O'Connor: It is 19.1 per cent more than last
year.

Mr DAVIES: But the Federal Government was
to have spent 27.5 per cent or some such figure
more than lasi year. It is cut down to 19.1 per
cent. Does the Premier want to continue a
semantic argument or not?! Why was an
announcement even made about it if there was to
be no reduction in spending, or even a
curtailment? The matter would not have
interested anybody in any way at all if the
position was as the Premier claimed it to be.

I think it was on a Saturday morning that we
saw the headline about defence cuts in The West
Ausralian. Since that time not one Liberal Party
membr-State or Federal and indeed of any
State-has raised his voice in protest or expressed
any concern. Five days later we have the first
expression about the matter from the
Government. WVe wonder whether we would have
heard anything from the Government if this
motion had not been moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. We arc concerned, but apparently

until half an hour ago the Government was not
concerned. So to save itself embarrassment, the
Government has moved this amendment. The
amendment does not set out in detail the things
we believe demand the attention of the Federal
Government in regard to defence.

The amnendment could be likened to a slapping
of the Federal Government members across the
wrists with a wet bus ticket, but it does indicate
we are not happy with the position.

I am concerned about the fact that all we are
getting from the Fede 'ral Government is a rehash
of ,the policy on defence. The member for
Mundaring, who spoke earlier, said that at the
last election his party had made no mention
whatever of defence. His memory is poor; I have
in my hands some papers which highlight the
position as we saw it at that time, and it is
astounding that on 18 February 1990-a week
before the elections-Mr Killen announced great
moves in defence measures for WA. The
following were to be included in the plan to
bolster t he defence of WA-

A major new patrol boat base built at
Broome as an operational base for the new
Fremantle-class patrol boats. Similar bases
at Cairns and Darwin are already under
construction. The cost would be nearly $30
million.

Accelerated development of a major
new airfield at Derby as a staging point for
aircraft patrolling the Indian Ocean and as a
forward base for the RAA F's strike force.
Full cost of the new airfield would be $40
million. The government has already
approved $20 million for the base.

Improved ground facilities at the
Learmonth base and accelerated
development of the Yampi Sound training
area.

Further development of the Cockburn
Sound naval base to increase its capacity,
provide extra maintenance facilities and
increased accommodation for sailors and
other naval personnel.

Some other measures were announced as well.
That was one week before the last State election.
The amazing thing was, almost three years
previously, the same Minister for Defence, the
same fellow who is guiding our fortunes at the
present time, came to WA and made an almost
identical statement, but in the years in between,
nothing of any consequence has been
accomplished.

What has been accomplished of all the
promises he made in that speech in 1980? Is there
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anything additional at Learmonth. Derby. or
Yampi?

,Mr Laurance: Yes. They are about half-way
through a S4 million upgrading programme.

Mr DAVIES: But what additional facilities
have been provided to keep the promises Mr
Killen made when he was here?

Mr MacKinnon: The Federal Government also
has done a lot of work at H-tM AS Stirling.

Mr DAVIES: What has the Federal
Government done'! A $4 million upgrading
programme is of no consequence whatever. The
Federal Government is rejuvenating a base which
was sorely run down. The only area where it has
done something is at Srirling. and, as the Premier
said, the Federal Governmcnt provided some
additional fuel facilities and more staff
accommodation. But Stirling was to be a prime
base. with patrol boats, and submarines and a
warship stationed there. The then Premier was
jumping up and down almost promising that we
would have American ships there as well. It was
never on the cards, and the reqtiest has lately been
denied. We have the truth from the American
admiral who is visiting Western Australia now.
lHe said that it is just not on. Anyone with any
knowledge of defence matters-and I do not
claimn to be an expert-would know that that is
the case. Yet the Government at the time was
leading Western Australians to believe that
Stirling was io be a major American base. What
rubbish!

Mr MacKinnon: If that is so why did the
United States send a big task force out to assess
H-M AS Stirling'!

Mr DAVIES: They might have been trying to
curry favour with the Australian Government. If
one reads articles in various magazines, one finds
it is clear that because of the logistics and the
areas the United States believed needed defending
and were committed to defend, they were not
going to establish a new base here. If members
opposite want me to go through the library and
make a selection of articles that appeared at that
tme. I will cry to Find time to do it. But the
proposal was never on. It was part of the State
Government's "never-never" policy, just as the
Federal Government has a "never-never" policy in
relation to defence for Western Australia.

I want to place on record what we said when
Mr Killen was giving us his promises three years
ago. 1 said then-

The Fraser Government's announcement
of plans to upgrade Australia's defence
capability in the Indian Ocean is welcome,
but hardly surprising.

Where is the member for Mundaring who says
that the ALP does not want a greater defence
capability?! Perhaps he is having a cup of tea. To
continue with my statement of 1980. 1 said-

In particular. the plan to base ships at
HMAS Stirling and to take other action to
improve the defence of the west coast are
hard to cake seriously.

During a visit to Perth on February 17,
1977-two days before the last State
election-the Minister for Defence, Mr
Killen. made a similar announcement.

He said UIMAS Stirling would be the port
base for two RAN destroyers and two
Oberon class submarines.

He said the warships would operate from
the base by early 1979.

There are no RAN destroyers or
submarines operating from HMAS Stirling
and there never has been.

Nothing bigger than a patrol boat has used
the facility as a base.

Three years later the position is still the same. No
destroyers have used Stirling as a base. nor. have
any submarines. The best we can say is that a
patrol boat has called in from time to time. Even
"- MAS Diamantina is no longer part of the navalI
establishment. To continue With my statement-

On his 1977 pre-election visit. Mr. Killen
also said the government was considering
four sites for a navy patrol boat base in the
North-West.

He hoped a decision on the site would be
made by the end of 1977. He said a North-
West base was essential because of the
distance between Darwin and Fremantle.

There is still no such base in the North-
west.

Now the Fraser Government is making the
same sort of election eve promises before the
1980 election.

They did not honour the promises they
made in the week before the State election,
one can only hope they will honour the
promises they are making in the last week
before this election.

There is grave weakness in W.A's defence
establishment.

Although the member for Mundaring says the
ALP is opposed to defence. I said on 19 February
1980. on behalf of the ALP and with the full
support of my colleagues-

This State's defence needs include:
* Upgraded facilities at Cockburn Sound
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used to capacity by RAN ships with
more sophisticated missile systems. The
ships should be based at H.M.A.S.
Stirling.
* fast patrol boats capable of performing
more than a surveillance role and armed
with anti-shipping missiles.
* upgraded air facilities with strike
aircraft based at Pearce and regularly
undertaking exercises off the north
coast.
* Orion maritime surveillance aircraft
based at Learmonth and Derby.
* more funds for roads in the north
because of the potentially important
defence role of roads.
* ensuring any non-Australian naval
activity off our western coast does not
involve unnecessary risk to the
population of Perth should a crisis arise
in which a limited or general nuclear
war is likely.

I am sorry that the member for Mundaring was
so badly astray in his contribution to the debate,
particularly in relation to the ALP's position at
the last election. We were firm and positive, and
we would have followed up the matter. We would
not have let it drop after the election as did the
present Governmecnt. It was worried about
Afghanistan at the time, but apparently that
threat has receded to its satisfaction because the
Governmenft is not now expressing concern about
that matter.

The Premier said the Government had been
reasonably active. He seems to be easily satisfied.
He said the matters had been pursued, but there
is not the slightest evidence of that. There is not
one Press release, one leaked letter, or one report
of any confrontation or discussion with the
Federal authorities about defence. How can the
Premier truthfully claim that the Government has
been reasonably active and that the matter has
been continually pursued? We are far from
satisfied with the action that has been taken. The
mailer'has been raised many imes by the ALP
and we would have hoped for more action from
the Government than -we have seen. The Premier
seems to take great pride in the fact that after all
the years of badgering Canberra, there is now a
base at Cockburn. But there is nothing else there.
There are no destroyers or submarines, or even
patrol vessels. It has some pleasant living quarters
and it is the newest base in Australia, but I doubt
that that would do much to contribute to the
defence of the people of Western Australia in
time of need.

Mr Parker: The idea of base-ported ships is
only a notional one, Sonic of the ships have never
been there.

Mr DAVIES, The member for Fremantle is
quite right. I doubt whether somec of the ships
could find Cockburn or Stirling, because they
have not been there and possibly have not heard
of the place. I am disappointed that the
Government did not grasp this opportunity to say
in detail what this Parliament thinks of the
Federal Government's handling of defence for
Western Australia. No doubt Government
members will not want to describe the Federal
Government's actions as "ceuts". In its last
election policy, the best the State Government
could offer was that it would express a State
policy on defence. That meant talking to
Canberra. There has been a serious lack of action
in carrying out that part of the Government's
election policy.

We support the amendment, but express our
regret that members opposite were not more
active in opposing the defence cuts that were
announced. They might at least have said they
were disappointed.

Amendment put and passed.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [9.40
p.m.]: I move an amendment-

That the following words be substituted for
the words deleted-

informs the Commonwealth
Government that it would view with
deep concern any reduction in its
defence role, especially as it applies to
Western Australia, and urges that
defence maintains a high national
priority so as to ensure the proper
defence of Western Australia and our
nation.

Amendment put and passed.

Debate (on motion, as amended) Resumed

Question (motion, as amended) put and passed.

BILLS (2): RETURNED

I . Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill.

2. Government Railways Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.
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BREAD BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council: and, on motion
by Mr Young (Minister for Health), read a first
time.

Second Reading

MR YOUNG (Scarborough- Min ister for
Health) 19.45 p.m-]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill seeks to repeal the Bread Act 1903-1973
and to enact new legislation to take account of
changes which have occurred within the industry
and by the introduction of other legislation since
the Act was First introduced in 1903.

Members; will recall that a similar Bill was
introduced in this House during the 1981
parliamentary session. That Bill was not
proceeded with following representations by the
bread industry concerning hours of baking and
delivery.

The respective representatives of both the
employers and employees engaged in the industry
have been consulted and in the main the
legislation reflects the recommendations of both
groups. As a consequence, major changes are
proposed which I will now explain.

Reference to bread standards has been
removed. The standards are covered adequately in
the food and drug regulations under the Health
Act and it is unnecessary to repeat those
standards in this Act.

The appointment of inspectors to police the Act
is to be confined to the Department of Labour
and Industry. At present approval to prosecute is
open and inspectors may be appointed under the
Local Government Act, the Health Act, and the
Factories and Shops Act. The proposal will not
preclude health inspectors from local authorities
or the Health Department exercising their
functions.

The hours of baking are now controlled by the
provisions of an industrial award. This award was
made prior to an Industrial Arbitration Act
amendment prohibiting the Industrial
Commission from controlling the operating hours
of industry except in certain circumstances.

Within a 45-kilometre radius from the Perth
General Post office: bread may be baked only
within specified hours between Monday and
Friday. These hours are seen as being restrictive
to enterprising business and not in the best
interests of consumers.
4461

It is proposed. therefore, that the baking hours
will be extended to provide that bread may be
baked at any time between the hours of one
minute past midnight on Monday morning to 12
noon on the succeeding Saturday. No baking will
be permitted on Sundays.

In other areas-that is, those outside the 45-
kilometre radius previously referred to-bread
may be baked at any time between the hours of
one minute past midnight on Monday morning to
12 noon on Saturday and between 5.00 a.m. and
12 noon on Sundays. The provision is to be
retained whereby in unforeseen or exceptional
circumstances the Minister may vary baking
hours.

Varying provisions apply regarding'the delivery
of bread. In the metropolitan area and in
Kalgoorlie, bread is not permitted to be delivered
before 6.00 am. on Mondays and Fridays; before
7.00 am. on Tuesdays. Wednesdays, or
Thursdays; before 5.00 am. on Saturdays or on
any Sunday or bakers' holiday. In other areas,
delivery is not permitted before 5.00 a.m. on any
day or on any Sunday or bakers' holiday.

The restrictions appear to have been
introduced, on health grounds. to prevent bread
being left on doorsteps. This being the ease, there
is now sufficient Control under the health by-laws
to cover this aspect. Changes also have occurred
in that it has been estimated that approximately
80 per cent of deliveries are now made by
manufacturers to retailers.

As a consequence it is proposed to ease the
delivery restrictions. Hours during which bread
may be delivered by manufacturers will be-

Within a 45-kilometre radius of the Perth
General Post Office, at any time between one
minute past midnight on Monday morning to
12 noon on the succeeding Saturday:

Outside the 45-kilometre radius referred
to, at any time between one minute past
midnight on Monday morning to 8.00 p.m.
on the succeeding Saturday.

There is obviously a close relationship between
baking and delivery hours although no deliveries
will be permitted on Sundays.

The present Act refers to deliveries on a
"akers' holiday". That reference has been
deleted as these holidays are subject to industrial
awards. The hours of delivery outlined will not
prohibit any person, including shopkeepers, from
picking up bread at a bakehouse on any day.

Attention has been drawn to the unsatisfactory
situation which developed within the industry
regarding return of bread by retailers to
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manufacturers, That situation appears to have
been resolved. The provision whereby bread
cannot be returned is therefore to be retained.

Loaf sizes are included in the present Act. It is
proposed that under the new Act, loaf sizes and
descriptions will be prescribed in the regulations.
The existing sizes are-

ordinary bread weighing 450 grams. 900
grams, 1 800 grains;,
milk bread weighing 680 grams;
Vienna bread weighing 340 grams;
dietetic bread weighing 225 grams.

The major change proposed is to allow bread to
be baked in all the aforementioned sizes.
However, milk bread will be restricted to the 680
gram size to ensure that consumers can readily
identify this type of bread. The inclusion of loaf
sizes in regulations will allow for more flexibility
to determine sizes, should the need arise.

The existing Act makes provision for polls to be
conducted among bakers in country areas to
determine baking hours. The provisions are no
longer used and therefore have not been included
in the Bill.

The requirement for the licensing of
bakehouses is retained. No licensing
fec-presently $1.20 per annum-will be charged
as bakehouses arc required to be registered under
the Factories and Shops Act.

Penalties under the existing Act were last
increased in 1966. Provision has been made in the
Bill for substantial increases in penalties and
these range from a general penalty of $400 to a
maximum of $1 000 for offences against some
sections of the Act.

As mentioned earlier, this Bill reflects, in the
main, changes sought by the industry. It removes
provisions which are no longer required and will
improve the administration of the Act. In keeping
with previous undertakings given, the legislation
will be reviewed after it has been in operation for
a period of 12 months.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Parker.

LOTTERIES (CONTROL) AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 April.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Minister for
Lands) 19.52 p.m.]: In the absence of the Minister
for Police and Prisons, who took the adjournment
of the Bill and who represents the Chief Secretary

in this House, I wish to make a few comments, on
the Bill before us.

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

That the proceeds be applied only for the
benefit of the club: and that the participants
in the game may be only members of the club
and their guests to a maximum of three
guests per member.

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

This is a simple extension of the right that has
been given by this Parliament in years past for
bingo to be conducted, and it extends that right to
enable licensed clubs to apply for permits to play
bingo on those club premises.

As pointed out by the member for Fremantle in
his second reading speech when introducing the
measure, a very simple and almost identical Bill
was introduced last year by the present Leader of
the Opposition. As was indicated then,
Government members were free to adopt a free
vote on this matter. That measure was passed by
this House; the vote being 28 in favour and 21
against. It then went to the Legislative Council.

Last year when the Leader of the Opposition
introduced the Bill he indicated that he hoped the
House of Review, which he had often criticised
for not being a true House of Review, would not
become a House of Review when considering his
Bill. But that is what happened, and on the
casting vote of the President the measure was
defeated.

Mr Parker: It was the only Bill rejected in the
entire time of the Court Liberal Government.

Mr LAURANCE: Is the member suggesting
the House of Review was being pernicious?

Mr Melver: You are referring to the geriatric
ward.

Mr LAURANCE: I will not disagree with that
last interjection.

Now that this measure is before the House,
members on this side will exercise a conscience
vote. Even the member who introduced the
measure indicated that he would be surprised if
the Bill met the same fate should it reach the
upper House again. He was certainly hoping that
it would not. He said he would not be able to
understand how members, there could vote against
it.
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He mentioned also that approaches had been
made by licensed clubs to both Government and
Opposition members rcquesting that support be
given to this measure to enable bingo to be played
on licensed premises. I know there is a
considerable body of opinion that favours such an
extension of our laws. As I indicated last year, a
considerable number of members support this
idea. However, other members express a belief
that this would not be a good idea. One reason
given is that licensed clubs have other avenues for
raising funds, while bingo has been one of the few
avenues open to small community organisations,
which do a worthwhile job in our community, to
raise funds in their halls. This avenue of fund
raising may not be available to them if licensed
clubs are permitted to run bingo games on their
licensed premises. The licensed clubs have
facilities which can attract bingo players who
would normally attend in the smaller halls of the
community groups.

Another point that needs to be mentioned is
that there has long been a feeling among some
members of Parliament and many members of the
community that any form of gambling, no matter
how innocuous-and I consider bingo to be an
innocuous form of gambling-should not be
conducted where liquor is served. I know in most
places where gambling is permitted, liquor is not
allowed anywhere near that area. People go to
great pains to separate liquor and gambling.

Mr Parker: As it is going to be a free vote, how
are you going to vote?

Mr LAURANCE: I intend to be consistent.
Mr Parker: And vote against it? Why?
Mr LAURANCE: I have been particularly

careful not to put forward my own personal point
of view, but to answer on behalf of all
Government members and to indicate that they
will be exercising their own will according to their
own feelings. The member opposite knows that
different beliefs are held by members on this side
of the House. The member will remember that
when amendments were made last year to the
Liquor Act, as a result of a Government
committee of inquiry into that Act, similar
provisions contained in this Bill were included in
the measures recommended by that inquiry.
Many Government members then indicated they
supported those recommendations. The
Government did not introduce them at the time
for obvious reasons.

There also is a reluctance on the part of a
number of members of Parliament and on the
part of members of the community to separate the
sale and the consumption of liquor from any form

of gambling. While this Bill does allow for the
extension of bingo to licensed premises. it does not
make any clarification that bingo would have to
be conducted in an area where liquor was not
being served or consumed. I have indicated that
most licensed clubs would be careful to separate
the two areas. That is normal anyway in other
licensed places where gambling takes place.
Liquor cannot be consumed. Under this Bill there
is nothing to prevent the playing of bingo and the
serving or consumption of liquor in the same area.
For that reason, some members will find that they
cannot support the measure. Nevertheless, I was
not intending to put a personal point of view, but
to canvass some of the issues involved in this
matter before the House. Government members
will make up their own minds on the issue.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [10.02 p-m.]: I
thank the Minister for his contribution to the
debate and I will respond briefly to the two points
he has raised as to why some people might feel
disposed to vote against this measure. The first
point is that certain organisations could be denied
access due, I suppose, to the greater promotion
that would be allowed for bingo playing by
licensed clubs with longer hours. Licensed clubs
can still conduct bingo games and, in some cases,
do-the Subiaco Football Club. for example,
frequently conducts bingo games-but the
question is whether they can do so on their own
premises. It has very expensive Facilities which
have been paid for by members or gate turnover,
but they cannot use this purpose to achieve
revenue. There is no real distinction between the
two points.

The second point I wish to make is on the
aspect of gambling and alcohol. It has been said
by some in relation to gambling and alcohol that
never the twain shall meet, but I do not see that
as a consistent point of view. As the Minister said,
bingo is a very innocuous form of gambling. I
must admit I have never played bingo and have
absolutely no desire to do so. I am one of those
people who still has considerable difficulty filling
out a Lotto coupon. let alone playing bingo.

M r Tonki n: I t hel ps if you a re a moron.
Mr PARKER: I would imagine that the

consumption of alcohol in these clubs in relation
to the people who go along and spend 20c or 50c a
card on bingo, might encourage wild-

Mr Laurance: That is when you say "bingo"!

Mr PARKER: Maybe they would say it with
more enthusiasm if there was alcohol around. I
recognise that the Minister has canvassed
ar~uments that have been put up, especially in
another place. on this matter. I appreciate his
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doing that, but I do not believe any of those
arguments have any validity. I once again
commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 19
Mr Barnctt Mr Parker
Mr Bridge Mr Pearce
Mr Bryce Mr Spriggs
Mr Brian Burke M r A. 1). Taylor
Mr Clarko Mr Tonkin
Mr Davies Mr Wait
Mr Evans Mr Wilson
Mr Harman Mr Young
Mr T. H. Jones Mr Bateman
Mr Mclver (Teller)

Noes 17
Mr Blaikic Mr Mensaros
Mr Coyne Mr O'Connor
Mrs Craig Mr Old
Mr Grayden Mr Sibson
Mr Grewar Mr Sodeman
Mr Herzfeld Mr Tubby
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Williams
Mr Laurance Mr Nanovich
Mr MacKinnon (Teller)
Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Trethowan) in the Chair; Mr Parker in charge of
the Hill.

Clause I put and passed.

Clause 2: Section I8 amended-
Mr BLAIKIE: Clause 2 as it reads appears to

be a fairly innocuous clause; to all intents and
purposes, it provides for the playing of bingo on
licensed premises. I hope the member controlling
or conducting this Bill will listen to my remarks.

Mr Parker: I am listening.
Mr BLAIKIE: I was concerned when he closed

the debate as I wanted to speak on the second
reading.

Mr Parker: The Speaker called.
Mr BLAIKIE: I did not realise that the

member for Fremantle was the member in charge
of the Bill at that stage as the Leader of the
Opposition made the introductory speech.
However, that has been clarified. I want the
member for Fremantle to explain the full
ramifications of clause 2 to the Chamber and to
also indicate that clause 2 allows the playing of
bingo with a series of other objectives given. I
believe the Committee is entitled to an
explanation.

Mr PARKER: I thank the member for Vasse
for his question. I thought in my second reading

speech I had explained the ramifications of this
clause, but I will recapitulate. Perhaps the
member by way of interjection could ask me to
cover any matter I may have left out. The
ramifications are that presently the Lotteries
Commission has the power to grant permits for
the conducting of bingo in all places except those
places which are licensed. The effect of this
amendment is that the Lotteries Commission will
be able, although not obliged, to grant permits to
people to conduct bingo on licensed premises
provided the licence was a club licence and
provided that the conditions which are laid down
in clause 2, particularly in (b) and (c) are
observed. In essence, there will be no departure
from the normal rules applicable to people
entering licensed premises and consuming alcohol.
Licensed clubs will be affected and the people
must be guests of members. Members will not be
able to have more than three guests, and so on. It
is not intended to have a different standard for
licensed clubs to run bingo nights on their
premises than it is for their normal sphere of
operations. That is the purpose of the legislation.
It is only to expand one area, the scope or
authority of the Lotteries Commission to allow
permits for the playing of bingo. It is not the
purpose of this amendment to allow it to be
played on licensed premises generally. It is
restricted only to those premises which are the
holders of a club licence pursuant to section 35 of
the Liquor Act. Have I answered the member's
questions?

Mr BLAIKIE: Yes. I thank the member for
Fremantle for the comments he has made. I am
concerned that what he said bore out precisely
what I believed in relation to what clause 2 does
and in relation to proposed new subsection (1)
(b). It reads as follows-

The Commission may grant to the holder
of a club licence, or to the nominee of a club,
a permit to hold or conduct the game
commonly known as bingo, housie-housie or
tombola on the licensed premises of the club,
but subject to the following provisions and
restrictions and to such other terms and
conditions as the Commission may think fit
to impose-

It goes on to list the other conditions which may
be applied from time to time, but it does not get
away from the terms of what this clause 2 does. I
want to indic-te to the Chamber that it is my
intention to oppose clause 2. It does nothing other
than proliferate the extent of gambling in this
State. It is all very well for some members to
laugh, but I am concerned that members of the
Chamber generally may not be fully aware of the
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declared policies, as I understand them, of the
Australian Labor Party; that is, to legalise
casinos in Western Australia.

Mr Parker: Not very stringent rules.

Mr BLAIKIE: They are not very stringent
rules, as the member for Fremantle has said, we
all know they come within the thin end of the
wedge. I will take issue with the member for
Fremantle on this very point. Clause 2 is the thin
end of the wedge. What is wrong with housie-
hausie. tornbola, and bingo?

Mr Parker: It is already legal.
Mr BLAIKIE: These activities are not allowed

to be conducted on licensed premises. The
member is alluding to the fact that there are
many charitable organisations throughout the
Statc which, if this clause is passed, will be
financially worse off because these institutions do
not have access to licensed premises and they do
not want them, either.

Mr Bateman: That is probably the case for
Busselton. Have you done a survey for the whole
of the State'?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am talking not only about
Busselton, but I refer also to charitable
institutions around the City of Perth, such as
churches, schools, and all those organisations
which would be affected by this clause. All this
clause will do is to allow that slice of the cake to
be divided among licensed premises. I do not
believe those institutions will win.

For those reasons I oppose this clause. It is not
a valid argument for the member to say that it
does happen now.

Mr Bateman: Do not disagree with me because
I will take you where it is happening and it is not
happening on licensed premises.

Mr BLAIKIE: I thank the member for
Canning for supporting my argument because
bingo is being played and is being enjoyed by
many people throughout the State. It is not being
played on licensed premises where alcohol is being
served and that is the difference. What members
are proposing is for bingo to be involved in, say,
the 7 o'clock swill.

Let me take this one stage further. Members
opposite could turn around and say, 'What is a
casino?" It is only legalised gambling on licensed
premises and the provision in the Bill allows that
future extension. I am totally opposed to clause 2.

Mr SIBSON: I support the member for Vasse.
It has always been my understanding that bingo
was permitted so that smaller organisations. such
as P&C associations, church groups, pensioner

groups, and various other bodies could benefit
Financially,

Mr Bateman: I am pleased to hear you include
church groups.

Mr SIBSON: The fact that these smaller
organisations are not involved in the sale of liquor
does not make it easy for them to attract people
to play bingo. The situation, as I see it. is that we
have sold out these smaller groups which will find
it very difficult to attract people to bingo in a
church hall or a P&C hall as opposed to going to
a licensed club. Here again, the intention of going
to licensed clubs initially was, I think, ably
supported by an es-member of this Chamber, Mr
Herb Graham, who made a speech in my
electorate before I became a member and pointed
out that bingo would be set aside for these groups.

Mr Parker: That is not true.

Mr SIBSON: It is true. It behoves us as a
Parliament to vote against this clause-

Mr Tonkin: You are trying to influence the
Committee.

Mr SIBSON: -because it will rule out the
right of the smaller groups to raise funds.

There must be Some Control over gambling and
we cannot be seen to support and encourage it
throughout the community. This matter should be
investigated. It is important, and I believe we
have a responsibility to consider all sections of the
community. No-one would be a more avid
supporter than I am of the particular football club
I support, and the same could be said for the
member for Vasse and many others, but football
clubs have been given licences so Lhat they may
attract funds in order that they are able to
conduct their affairs adequately. Now we are
allowing those licensed clubs to attract people
from the smaller groups, and the Opposition is
selling out the smaller groups which rely so
fervently on the funds they raise from bingo, etc.
This clause is a form of allowing gambling to take
place on licensed premises, and I would urge this
Chamber to vote against it.

Mr NANOVICH: I do not support this clause.
I have no objection to clubs participating in bingo.
Licensed clubs have other methods of raising
funds and there are organisations which depend
entirely on the few dollars they receive from
bingo. Those licensed clubs which are pushing so
strongly at the moment to have bingo permitted to
be played on their premises are probably facing
financial problems. and if this Bill is passed it will
give them another avenue of raisins revenue to
assist\thent in their difficulties.
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The Bill provides that the commission may
grant to the holder of a club licence, or to the
nominee of a club, a permit to hold or conduct the
game commonly known as bingo, etc. It further
states that the only participants in the game shall
be members of the club and their guests, but each
member may have no more than three guests at
any one time. If a club has a membership of, say,
I 000 people, at any one time up to 300 members
plus friends could attend a bingo evening. This
would result in a draw of members from other
organisations which would be struggling to
survive.

A situation could arise where bingo was one of
the main revenue raising sources in a particular
organisation-that is what worries me.

It may affect the clubs and their foundation
members who have made a contribution over the
years. Club privileges may be lost to a degree and
there may be a decline in membership in some
clubs which will suffer accordingly. I would agree
that bingo be permitted on licensed club premises
on a restricted basis. The commission has the
power to grant a permit to certain clubs which it
considers comply with the requirements. I oppose
this clause.

Mr PARKER: I find it astonishing to listen to
the members for Vasse, Sunbury, and Whitford.
The member for Bunbury has made the most
passionate speech I have ever heard the member
deliver in this Chamber. In fact, it is one of the
few speeches he has delivered in this Chamber. It
seems to me that members are completely
ignoring the facts of the matter. Firstly, it is not
true to say that when the Government of the day
brought in legislation it was restrictive, as
suggested by the member for Bunbury. Indeed,
the legislation brought in by the Government and
passed in this House at that time was not
restrictive.

Mr Sibson: I said that Mr Graham said this in
Bunbury.

Mr PARKER: I advise the member for
Bunibury that I also heard some of the speeches
delivered at that time and I believe it was the
Government's attitude that it would be an
additional form of fund raising for clubs and
organisations, including small clubs. The
members far Bunbury and Whitford seem to have
taken the view that non-licensed clubs are the
only small clubs. Nothing is further from the
truth. There are a large number of small licensed
clubs. Most licensed clubs retain their liquor
licences as an amenity to membership rather than
as a method of fund raising.

Mr Sibsqon: That is not true.

Mr PARKER: I suggest the member asks the
Association of Licensed Clubs if he does not
believe me.

Mr Blaikie: One of the arguments that you
have used in your proposal is that licensed clubs
need additional sources of revenue and bingo will
provide that.

Mr PARKER: There are a number of reasons
for the introduction of this Bill and, as the
member for Vasse would see if he were to read
the second reading speech, they include reasons
which are based on logic and equity.

It is true also that if this Sill is passed by this
Parliament it will enable licensed clubs to raise
revenue by permitting bingo to be played on the
premises. There is nothing in the current
legislation which prohibits licensed clubs having
bingo functions. Many of them do. A point that
was raised in a previous debate by a member in
the Legislative Council concerns what league
football clubs will do in relation to bingo. Many
of them, including Subiaco, conduct bingo
functions. The question is, we are not able to have
bingo functions on existing licensed premises
under the present legislation. Those premises
which have the amenity of membership fees are
not able to use their premises for bingo evenings
and they have to incur additional expense by
hiring inferior premises in which to hold them.

They can do it now, but it is a question of
where they can do it. That is the only issue.

If we are talking about organised bingo nights
and about huge numbers of people, it would be far
better for a licensed club to hire, say, the Subiaco
Civic Centre, or some other large venue of that
nature, which could hold a large number of people
so there would be no restriction whatsoever on the
number of people who could attend. Contrary to
the point of view of the member for Whitford, the
Bill restricts severely the number of people who
may attend a bingo night conducted on licensed
club premises, whereas the Act does not restrict
the number of people who can be at a bingo night
anywhere else.

It is not our intention to subvert the general
tenor of the Act, as the former Chief Secretary
indicated last year. People can go onto licensed
club premises if they are members of the club, or
guests of members. That conforms with the
general position in regard to those clubs.

Mr Blaikie: Would you agree that the granting
of permission for bingo to be played on licensed
premises will take away at least a little from some
of the other charitable organisations?
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Mr PARKER: I do not believe that is the case
at all. We are talking about quite a different
group of people.

I have never played bingo. but in some areas of
my electorate some of the church
groups-obviously gambling is not a concern of
theirs-hold bingo nights. and the sort of people
who go to those are niostly elderly women. They
are not the sort of people who would go to the
Subiaco Football Club once it held bingo nights
on its premises.

Mr Blaikie: That argument shows an obvious
lack of research.

Mr PARKER: We have a number of very small
licensed clubs which hold their licences only for
the purpose of providing an amenity for their
members. During the debate on amendments to
the Liquor Act last year. I was invited to the
Buffaloes Club at North Perth or Mt. Lawley, in
the electorate of the Premier. That was a very
small club which did not have many facilities; but
it existed simply to provide an amenity for the
group of people who congregate there.

I commend the clause to the Committee.
Clause put anda

fol lowing result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bridgc
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Clarko
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Harmian
M rT. H.I Jones

Mr Blaikic
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
M1r G ra yde n
Mr Grewar
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKinnon
Clause thus passed.

division taken with the

Ayes I8
Mr Melver
Mr Parker
M r Pearce
Mr Spriggs
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Young
Mr Bateman

Noes 17
M r Mensa ros
M r O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Nanovich

Title put and passed.

Report

BillI reported. without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading
MR PARKER (Fremantle) [10.37 p.m.I: I

move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MRSIBSON (Bunbury) 110.38 p.m.I: I rise to
make a few final comments in regard to this Bill.
I am most disappointed that members have voted
in favour of it on the second reading, for the
reasons that I mentioned before.

Mr Brian Burke: I am glad you keep your
powder dry for major occasions.

Mr SI BSON: This legislation is one of the signs
that we are working towards a situation that we
should try to avoid, and that is that people will be
encouraged to go to premises; to drink rather than
seek entertainment in other places. I appeal to the
members who have already voted for the Bill to
reconsider the situation and to vote against it on
the third reading.

I feel very strongly that in this State we have
provided most adequately for the licensed clubs.
in the past, we have endeavoured to give an
opportunity to those which are not licensed to
raise some funds. The situation now will be that
the only way these clubs will survive will be by
applying to the Licensing Court for a licence.
That will happen eventually, and we will see a
further proliferation of licensed clubs. Then we
will see a diminution of the clubs which are niot
licensed, and further constraints will be placed
upon them.

I see that as most detrimental, not only to the
groups of people who relied on bingo in the past.
but also to the licensed clubs which exist already.
That will happen in the long term, simply because
tke people will be forced to decide which clubs to
attend. The ones that provide bingo now will want
to reassess their situation, and to consider
applying for liquor licences.

I urge strongly that, on the third reading of this
Bill, members vote it out.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [10.41 p.m.]: I want
to make some brief comments during the third
reading stage of the Bill. This matter is being
taken lightly by the Opposition-

Mr Parker: Why do you say it is being taken
lightly?

Mr SODEMAN: I am looking at the smiles on
the faces of the member for Fremantle and some
of his colleagues. One does not laugh at a matter
if one is not taking it lightly. If the Opposition is
not taking this Bill seriously-

Mr Parker: We are. We introduced it.
Mr SODEMAN: This subject is not one to be

taken lightly. It is a major social change-
Mr Davies: Oh. rubbish!
Mr SODEMAN: In the minds Of the

Opposition, it is only a matter of the extension of
bingo to licensed clubs. They might say. "So
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what? It is virtually harmless.' Then one goes to
the next logical step, which is casinos. Then we
have one-armed bandits; and so it goes.

Mr Tonkin: You will be able to bet on the
racecourse next.

Mr SODEMAN: I am aware of the
Opposition's attitude to these matters. Members
of the Opposition are happy with the publicity
that their policies are receiving. They should be
ashamed of their stance on this matter-

Mr Bateman interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SODEMAN: What this means is that we

will have a transition from bingo played by
church groups-

Mr Bateman interjected.
The SPEAKER: The member for Canning! I

call on the member for Canning to desist From
interjecting.

Mr SODEMAN: This could mean a transition
from bingo being played by church groups and
charitable organisations, as well as other
community organisations, into licensed clubs.
Naturally, they will attract young people,
Aborigines-

Mr Brian Burke: Well, I did not realise that!
We will have to change our view.

Mr SODEMAN: -who otherwise would not
be attracted to drinking on licensed premises.

Mr Tonkin: What a racist prawn you are!
Mr SODEMAN: One of the parallels that

could be drawn is the Opposition's attitude to
drugs. The first step is marihuana, and then it
goes on to other drugs. It is a serious matter; it
should not be taken lightly.

Mr Brian Burke: How do you get from bingo to
drugs'!

Mr SODEMAN: With those few remarks, I
indicate my opposition to the Bill.

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [1044pm]: I
indicated earlier that I had no objection to bingo
being played on licensed premises. However, I
believe that clause 2 should provide some
restrictions on the number of times that bingo is
permitted to be played in licensed premises.

The Bill will disadvantage the minor
organisations which are struggling to survive-the
pensioners' groups. PCAs, and other
orga nisations-beca use the clubs with large
memberships will have an effect on those
organisations when they assemble to have a bingo
evening. The people who are asked to go to bingo
nights at the smaller organisations will say,
*'Well, there is a big bingo night later on in the

week down at the club." Of course, there could be
the attraction of having 500, 800, or 1 000 people
over and above the membership of that club.

I say that, because each member is entitled to
bring three guests to the bingo evening.

Mr Davies: You are drawing from different
strata of people.

Mr NANOVICH: I appreciate that, but some
areas will be affected. It may not have a great
effect in one area, but in another it will have a
significant impact on the operations of the other
minor organisations.

Mr Davies: My local pensioners don't play
bingo.

Mr NANOVICH: I only hope that, if the Bill
is passed in this House and receives the blessing
of the Legislative Council, it will not effect club
memberships, because it may reduce the interest
in alternative facilities offered by the clubs. Of
course, if the bingo evenings are successful, the
committees or management boards may see them
as the best way in which to obtain revenue and
this could operate to the detriment of the other
activities of the club. This is where the danger
lies. However, the true position will emerge in the
course of time. I hope the legislation will not
affect the memberships and functions of clubs.

MR McIVER (Avon) [10.46 p.m.j: I did not
intend to take part in the debate, but, after
listening to the hypocrisy of members who have
spoken and who highlighted their immaturity, it is
incumbent on me to make a few brief statements.

It is apparent Government members who have
opposed the Bill and, in particular. clause 2, do
not know what bingo is all about. Clubs in
Western Australia will not be able to conduct as
many bingo evenings as they desire, because they
must comply with the regulations of the Lotteries
Commission. Each club is issued with a permit
and it is allowed to conduct only a certain number
of functions each year.

Mr Brian Burke: They can conduct only 25 a
year.

Mr McI VER: Members opposite have taken
the attitude that it will be open slather and all
clubs will be able to conduct as many bingo nights
as they like, but that is wrong. Since its
introduction into Western Australia. bingo has
grown in popularity. Britain is the home of bingo
and the many UK migrants here enjoy
participating in the game.

Government members indicated also that.
because bingo will be played on licensed premises.
those participating will drink gallons of alcohol
and go home intoxicated. In reality, licensed clubs
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in Western Australia. particularly in country
areas, are experiencing financial difficulties. This
is one way in which they will be able to subsidise
their activities and perhaps even save the jobs of'
some of the people they employ.

I wonder how many members opposite are
aware that it costs in excess of S60 to employ a
permanent barman on a Sunday. As a result.
casual labour is employed in many country
regions and this is only one area in which bingo
will assist the finances of clubs.

Anzac House was opened recently, but, despite
its excellent facilities, it is closed on weekends,
because it is too expensive to employ staff so that
members may enjoy the use of the premises.
Despite all that. members opposite indicated
tonight that we have committed one of the
greatest crimes in the history of this State by
supporting this legislation.

Frequently licensed clubs conduct an annual
charity day in the form of a football match, bowls
competition or some other activity. The money
raised during the course of the day is allocated to
a charitable organipation such as the local church
or the local branch of the Slow Learning
Childrens Group of WA (Inc.). However,
members opposite have tried to denigrate the
Opposition by saying that the incomes of church
groups and the like will be diminished if licensed
clubs arc allowed to conduct bingo nights. People
who attend bingo sessions at the local church hall
in country centres also will attend the bingo night
conducted by the club, because they enjoy the
game so much. Instead of playing bingo once a
week, they will play it two or three times a week.
The proclamation of this legislation will not
change the lifestyles of the many West
Australians who play bingo.

No doubt members opposite are trying to
satisfy the wishes of some small pressure groups
which have requested that they oppose the Bill.
Government members are trying to make great
fellows of themselves, because this legislation
deals with gambling. However, in essence, the Bill
will result in great advantages not only to licensed
clubs, but also to people who enjoy a family night
out.

Members opposite have made contradictory
and derogatory remarks tonight which illustrate
their hypocrisy. They ought to be ashamed of
themselves for the way in which they have
behaved.

Several members interjected.
Mr MOIVER: It is time the member for

Bunbury matured as a member of Parliament and

dealt with important matters in ibis House.

I support the third reading of ibis Bill.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [10.53 p.mn.J: I intend to
oppose the third reading of this Bill. I emphasise
that traditionally votes on liquor Bills are not tied
to party political lines. Therefore, members are
free to vote as they wish on this legislation. it has
been evidenced already that members on this side
of the House vote as they see fit on Bills of this
nature.

Mr Davies:. We do too.
Mr BLAIKIE: If this Dill is agreed to, bingo

will be allowed to be played on licensed premises.
It is my opinion disadvantaged people in the
community will be induced to indulge to a greater
extent in drinking and gambling. The Parliament
has a responsibility to ensure such people are
protected and that is one of the reasons I oppose
the Bill.

A further reason the third reading of the Bill
should not be supported is that I believe this Bill
will be the First nail in the coffin of charitable
institutions which are dependent on funds raised
at bingo nights. I refer to school groups, church
groups, and other charitable institutions. If this
Bill is passed, the ability of such organisations to
raise funds For the community will be curtailed
severely.

A corollary to that is that licensed clubs
already are protected by the Very fact that they
are licensed, and they do not need to extend their
activities into the area of conducting bingo nights.

I emphasise again that when members vote on
this Bill they arc not tied to party political lines
and, with those remarks, I oppose the third
reading.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Clarko
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Harman
Mr T. H. Jones
M r Melver

Mr Blaikie
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes 19
Mr Parker
M r Pearce
Mr Spriggs
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wait
Mr Wilson
Mr Young
Mr Bateman

Noes 17
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Cponnor
Mr Old
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Nanovich

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

Hlouse adjournedati I tOO p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

FRUIT: GRAPES

Distillation

709. Mr GORDON HIILL. to the Minister for
Industrial Development and Commerce:

(1) Is it a fact that the Government has
offered a grant to grape growers to
subsidise the transportation of surplus
grapes for the production of spirits to
South A ustralia for distillation?)

(2) If "Yes-
(a) how much does the grant amount

to:
(b) when will the money be provided to

the grape growvers?
Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) On 27 January 1981. State Cabinet

agreed to provide a Government
guarantee and a subsidy to enable the
production of grape spirit from 1981
harvest grapes following announcement
of the closure of the Valencia Vineyards.
still in November 1980.

(2) (a) The subsidy "'as Set at a maximum
of $35 464;

(b) subsidy moneys are to be released
only after all proceeds from the sale
of spirit are collected.

JOONDAI.IJI DEVEILOPMENT
CORPORATION

Report

728. Mr DAVIES. to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) When is it expected the Joondalup
Development Corporation's report for
the )ear 1980-81 will be tabled?

(2) What is the cause of the delay?!

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) I expect the printed report to be

submitted to me this wkeek. The
document wkill be tabled at the earliest
opportunity thereafter.

(2) The delay has been due to a minor
administrative matter which has now
been overcotme.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS

Licensing Board

730. Mr TONKIN. to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

Who at present are members of the
Motor Vehicle Dealers Licensing Board
and which "interests", pursuant to
section 89 of the Motor Vehicle Dealers
Act, do they represent?

.Mr SI-AI.DERS replied:

Depul> %I, I I
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Mir ki
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Mir x

IMLenv'
Si r M J
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\101,
Mir I ljd
Sir I
\1.. 11.

I\ I I RIS ST
independen

indepndent

%%clern \u'4r.I'.,
(Uolod ( n ~ln-re

sen \ u, r.ri.n
X~uc...mb,bt t b,,mbcsr .I

.(.. j Inkie i

R ...51 ile \uC 1le11,~l o

.... . ... r ..... .......

SOIL: WIND EROSION

Jerra iuIngup

735. Mr EVANS. to the Minister for Lands:

()Considering the extensive and
unprecedented %wind erosion of Farmland
from Jerraniungup to east of Esperance.
has the (iovernment undertaken soil
erosion studies of areas which it
proposes to release for agriculture so
that these erosion problems can be
avoided in future'!

(2) If "Yes. %%ill he give details of the areas
investiga ted and the result?!

(3) If '"No" to (I )

(a) is it proposed to earns out such
studies:

(b) \%hen will these sta rt:
1e) in %%hat areas, and wkhen "ill they

cormmence'
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Mr OLD replied:

(1) to (3) All areas of vacant Crown land
being considered for release are assessed
in terms of a number of criteria,
including that of erosion hazard. All
soils are potentially erodable. Erosion is
considered predominantly a consequence
of management rather than inherent soil
properties. The Department of
Agriculture is appointing a research
officer to study soil and land form
properties in areas where new land may
be released. These studies will include
those factors which relate to soil erosion,

ROAD
Morley Drive

739. Mr CORDON HILL. to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that the Main Roads
Department has undertaken a study on
the possible extension of Morley Drive
to link with Morrison Road, Midland?

(2) If "Yes", when is the report expected to
be completed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) The Main Roads Department has been

co-operating with the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority and the
Swan Shire Council in a study to
provide better access to Midland from
suburbs to the west. One option in this
study is a possible extension of Morley
Drive to Morrison Road, Midland.

(2) The study is being carried out by the
eastern corridor steering committee of
the MRPA and it is not known when it
will be completed.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Oven ware

744. Mr TRETHOWAN. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

(1) Is he aware of the Western Australian
operations of a company named
Transglobal Merchandising (Aust.) Pty.
Ltd.'?

(2) What products are being sold by the
company?

(3) (a)

(b)

Is the company registered in
Western Australia:
if so, what is the address of the
company's registered office in
Western Australia?

(4) If "No" to (3), where is the company
located for customer access?

(5) Where is the company selling products?
(6) Does the promotional leaflet claim that

the company is liquidating the
merchandise due to delayed shipments
,arising from industrial disputes?

(7) Has the accredited State distributor for
this ovenware experienced similar
problems?

(8) Does the promotional leaflet infer that
the price of the sets has been reduced
from $129.50 to $40?

(9) Would the normal retail price of the
items of ovenware advertised total
S129.50 as claimed in the company
brochure?

(10) Does the promotional leaflet claim that
the ovenware has a stx months
replacement warranty should the goods
chip, crack or break?

(11) Is he aware that the same brand
ovenware is sold through traditional
retail outlets in this State carrying a
five-year warranty?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Sets of ovenware sold under the names

of Dyna Ware and Miracle Ware.
(3) (a) No. The company wa incorporated

in Victoria and therefore it is a
Irecogniscd' company in this State
pursuant to the Companies Act.
However, the company has not
lodged at the Corporate Affairs
Office the documents recording
reservation of the company name
and the situation of its principal
office in this State as required by
the Companies Act.

(b) Answered by 3 (a).
(4) The promotional leaflet shows the

address of the company to be Unit 8,
120 Briggs Street, Wclshpool. This
address is vacant for most of the day.
but a sign on the door indicates that it is
open between 5.00 p.m. and 5.30 p.m.

(5) From hired Avis trucks located in
various parts of the metropolitan area.

(6) Yes.
(7) No.
(8) Yes.
(9) No. The wholesale value of these items

would be approximately $30. The retail
price might therefore reasonably be
regarded as being approximately
$40-450.
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(10) Yes,
(I1). Yes.

FISHERIES

Salmon

746. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

(I) Was a meeting held between himself,
the Director of Fisheries and licensed
salmon Fishermen on 14 April 1982?

(2) Was it decided at that meeting that all
Fishermen were barred from moving on
to other Fishermen's salmon beaches to
fish for herring until a decision was
made on 25 April?

(3) Has any decision been made?
(4) If "Yes- to (3), will he outline that

decision?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) It was decided at the meeting that

herring fishing on licensed salmon
beaches would be available only to
holders of limited entry salmon licences
for those beaches until 25 April 1982. It
was also decided that the rules to apply
for the 1983 season would he reviewed
and decided at a later date.

(3) No.
(4) See (3).

TRANSPORT: TAXIS

Replacement

747. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it correct that vehicles used as tax is
must be replaced five years after their
first date of registration as a motor
vehicle?

(2) How Was the period of five years arrived
at and what criterion was used to make
this decision?

(3) Taking into account that taxi vehicles
are subject to annual inspections by the
Taxi Control Board and the Police
Department. could the criterion for
determining whether a vehicle is suitable
as a taxi be changed so that each vehicle
is treated on its own merits for allowing
extensions?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Yes, in accordance with the taxi-cars

regulations. However, under the same
regulations the Taxi Control Board has
the discretionary power to vary this
requirement. It is currently board policy
to allow a further maximum two-year
extension subject to the vehicle being in
a satisfactory condition.

(2) The period was decided upon after
taking into consideration the wear and
tear associated with a service vehicle of
this nature. The criterion used was the
Figure of 80000 km which it is assumed
that an average taxi undertakes in any
one year. This vehicle replacement is a
factor taken into account in calculating
taxi-operating costs for the purpose of
determining a fare schedule.

(3) This is a matter which is now under
consideration by the Taxi Control
Board. it should be understood that any
alteration to the board's present policy
on vehicle replacement will affect the
costing schedule which determines the
fare being charged to the public. When
the work on the entire costing schedule
on which fares are determined is
completed and considered by the board,
industry members will be advised of any
alieration to the present policy.

TRANSPORT: TAXIS
Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust: Premiums

748. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Minister for
Local Government:

(I) What is the total premium paid each
year to the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust by the taxi industry?

(2) What is the average annual premium for
a taxi?

(3) Will increases in Motor Vehicle
Insurance Trust premiums lead to an
increase in premiums for taxis?

(4) Is she aware that for the three years
ended 30 June 1981. Taxi Insurance: Co-
op Limited, the largest insurer of taxi
ears in the metropolitan area, advises
tt-

(a) claims lodged have fallen by 15 per
cent;

(b) claims in which the taxi is
considered to be in the right have
increased from 60 per cent to 71
per cent in comparison with total
claims lodged?
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(5) If claims for taxis are falling and claims
recoverable are increasing, is it correct
that claims paid by the Motor Vehicle
Insurance Trust exceed their premium
income in relation to the taxi industry?

(6) How are third party (bodily injury)
premiums calculated for taxis?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Total Premiums:
Class 3C (Metro Taxis) 1/7/1980-
30/6/ 1981-$188 021
Class 3D (Country Taxis) 1/7/1980.
30/6/1981-Si8 128
Estimated Premium Collections:
Class 3C (Metro Taxis) 1/7/1981-
30/6/1982-$235 026
Class 3D (Country Taxis) 1/7/198)-
30/6/1982-$22 660

(2) Rates operating as from I July 1981:
Class 3C (Metro Taxis)-$330.60
Class 3D (Country Taxis)-S 112.80

(3) The Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust has
placed before me a submission for an
overall 10 per cent increase in
premiums, including those for taxis. A
decision has not yet been made on the
increases being sought.

(4) (a) and (b) No, but it is doubtful if this
is relevant to third party insurance
premiums.

(5) The Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust
advises me that claim payments in any
one year do not necessarily relate to the
premium collections of that year. for
example in 1982 the trust may settle a
claim from an accident which occurred
in 1976.
Class 3C-Metro Taxis:
For the period I July 1971 to the 30
June 1981. claims payments and
estimated oustanding claims are 2.19
times greater than the premium receipts
for this class of vehicle.

(6) On claims experience over a period of
years.

HEALTH: MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

Clinics: Fremantle and Havelock Street

749. Mr HODGE. to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Government giving consideraton

to closing the Mental Health Services
H-avelock Street clinic?

(2) If the H-avelock Street clinic is to be
closed, is it intended that it will be re-
established at another location?

(3) Is the Government giving consideration
to closing the Mental Health Services
Fremantle clinic?

(4) If either or both of the abovementioned
clinics are planned to be closed, will he
give details of what alternative
arrangements are being made to treat
the considerable number of out-patients
currently receiving treatment?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3)
(4)

No.
A new clinic is being established at the
Warwick Centre in conjunction with the
existing child and adolescent services. A
clinic will also be retained in the city
area.
The existing clinic in Fremantle is now
becoming inadequate for the volume of
work. It is anticipated that in due course
the site of the clinic may be changed in
conjunction with the development of the
south sector psychiatric services.

BRICK MANUFACTURERS: COUNTRY

Dumping or Bricks

750. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Relating to recent publicity in the media
over dumping of metropolitan bricks in
regional centres, what encouragement is
given to industries such as brickworks in
country areas?

(2) Has he seen the Victorian legislation
which gives a thorough going plan for
protection and encouragement of
brickworks in regional centres?

(3) Has he given any consideration to
implementing such legislation in this
State?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) As I have consistently stated elsewhere,

the landed price of metropolitan clay
bricks in country areas reflects the
varying rates of road transport applied
by the carriers involved rather than the
"dumping" process envisaged by the
member.
In common with other regional
industries, dlecentralised brickworks may
qualify for the following Government
assistance-

Financial guarantees to approved
lending institutions.
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(2)
(3)

Capital establishment grants for
new projects.
Regional industry grants for
expanding or diversifying existing
operations.
Preferential benefits under its
regional tender preference
scheme.

In addition, the Cabinet has agreed to
assist country britkworks in the
following specific ways-

Setting up within the
Department of Industrial
Development and Commerce an
ongoing process which will assess
and advise on action which their
association and/or its individual
members should take to gain
maximum advantage rrom future
operations and opportunities.
Providing from within the
depart merit advice on the
promotion and marketing of the
products of the association and
its individual members, as
required.
Co-operating with the association
to ensure the maximum possible
use in Government contracts in
regional areas of bricks produced
by its members.
Investigating any breaches of
Government policies relating to
tender preferences and the use of
local bricks, as may be referred
to me by the association or its
individual members.

Yes.
It is quite clear that in the country areas
of Western Australia, Government
Works represent only a minor proportion
of brick usage. All country brickworks
therefore need to gain a reasonable
proportion of the private market to
ensure their viability. In these
circumstances, legislative action is not
the answer.

M IN ING: STATE BATTERY

Kalgoorlie

751. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Mines:

(I) What works are currently being
undertaken at the Kalgoorlie State
Battery?

(2) What is the cost of the works involved?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Installation of ihe Kalgoorlie feed bin
jaw crusher and conveyor system,
construction of the carbon-in-pulp
stripping building, supply of front end
loader, and replacement of maintenance
building and other minor improvements.

(2) $210 000.

MI N ING: STATE BATTER Y

Leonora

752. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR. to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What is the usual period of lime
between treatment of recoverable sands
at State Batteries and payment to the
client?

(2) Are delays in payment longer than the
usual period being experienced?

(3) If "Yes', why?
(4) When can Mr J. Long expect payment

for his October 1981 crushing number
748 at the Leonora State Battery?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) 1. am advised that final payment is made

approximately two months after the
treatment of the sands.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) These sands were treated on 5 April

1982, and payment is expected before 31
May 1982.

RAILWAYS: PARCELS OFFICE

Kalgoorlie

753. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) With reference to question 562 of 1982,
as the central location and use of the
Forrest Street parcels office is of great
benefit to Goldfields residents and
business people, has the joint venture
considered leasing the office from
Westrail?

(2) If not. why not?

Mr RUSH TON replie&7
(1) and (2) 1 am advised that all existing

Westrail facilities were examined in
establishing locations for joint venture
depots. It was determined that more
adequate facilities were available to the
joint venture elsewhere in Kalgoorlie.
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WATER RESOURCES: PIPELINE

Orange Grove

754. Mr BATEMIAN. to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Is there a continual breakdown problem
with the old Reservoir Road pipeline in
Orange Grove. brought about by the age
of the valves and pipeline?

(2) Is it his intention to upgrade this water
supply service?

(3) Ifr so. when?
(4) If not. why not?!
M1r M ENSA ROS replied:
(H) Six bursts occurred over the weekend 30

April'2 May 1982. These were traced
to a faulty pressure reducing valve
adnming excessively high pressure
waler to the Reservoir Road pipeline.

(2) and (3) The pressure reducing valve was
replaced on 2 May.

(4) Not applicable.

S EW E RAGE

Thorn/ic

755. Mr BATEMAN. to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Further to my question 700 of 1982
relevant to the Thornlie area sewerage
mains. is he aware that the sewerage
pumping station in Hume Road,
Thornlie. broke down again on Sunday.
2 May 1982. at approximately 2.00
p.m1.?o

(2) Is he further aware that the cause of the
breakdown was due to an electrical fault
and not a blockage in the main?

(3) Is it not a fact that the pump i .s too
small to shift the load in this particular
area, and that it w'ill continue to break
down unless a larger pump can be
installed?

(4) If "Yes' to questions (1) to (3).' will he
have this matter attended to
immcdiately'?

(5) If not. %%hy not'?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) No. the pumping equipment is of

adequate capacity.
(4) The MIWB is making every effort to

trace the cause of the electrical Fault.
'.hich could be within the MWNNB switch
ea~r or the SEC s'stem.

In addition, the pump station will
shortly be connected to the MWB
central control room alarm system so
that the MWB will immediately become
aware of any pump failure before the
back-up of wastewater in the sewer
commences.

(5) Not applicable.

SHOPPING CENTRES: INSURANCE

Public Risk Liability

756. Mr BATFEMAN. to the
representing the Attorney General:

Minister

(1) Is it the responsibility of shopping
complexes or the individual tenants of
the complex to provide a public risk
liability insurance cover?

(2) If -'Yes"'. what action should be taken
by patrons who injure themselves in a
shopping complex. %%'here a particular
hazard has caused serious injuries?

(3) If not. "'hat other avenue should be
taken by the persons so affected?!

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (3) It is not possible to generatise on

the matter of insurance cover for
shopping complexes as it would depend
on the contractual arrangements
between the parties. There is no general
obligation to take out public risk
liability insurance cover. Anyone
adversely affected in the circumstances
referred to should take legal advice.

PUBLIC SERVANTS

Sala ry Claim
757. Dr DADOUR. to the Premier:

(1) How many initial professional award
clai ns still not concluded have been
before the Public Service Arbitrator for
more than two years?!

(2) W\ho are the groups involved?
(3) In each case on "'hat point has

agreement been unable to be reached?
(4) I lowv lone will it be before each award is

finruaIisced?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (4) There is a considerable amount of

research required to provide the details
requested.
I have arranged for the information to
be gathered and will provide the answvers
to the member by letter as soon as the
task is completed.
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EDUCATION

Suthierland Blind Centre

758. Mr PEARCE. to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Sutherland Blind Centre a

recognised Government school?
(2) If not, what status does it have?
(3) Who appoints and pays staff at this

centre?
Mr CLARKO replied:

(1)

(2)
(3)

A special education unit which provides
for visually impaired children is located
at Sutherland Primary School. It is
commonly referred to as the Sutherland
Blind Centre but has no separate status.
However, the senior teacher in this
section of the school receives the normal
allowance for teaching handicapped
children, a bus allowance and a special
allowance for administrative duties. The
teaching staff is shown on the staff list
of Sutherland Primary school. Four
children of school age are enrolled. A
further six children are enrolled in the
pre-primary centre.
Answered by (1) above.
All staff are employed by the Education
Department.

CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS ACT

Amendment

759. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister representing
the Chief Secretary:

Is it intended to amend the Charitable
Collections Act so that appeals for
donations for various animal causes can
be subject to scrutiny or investigation as
to their legitimacy?

Mr HASSELL replied:
The Charitable Collections Advisory
Committee is in the early stages of
assessing the need to amend the
Charitable Collections Act.

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS

ACT

Review

760. Mr PEARCE. to the Minister representing
the Chief Secretary:

When is it expected that the review of
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act will be completed?

Mr HASSELL replied:
The recommendations of the review
committee have been received and are
being studied.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairholme: Extensions

761. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

(I) Is it a (act that landfill of the flood plain
adjacent to "Fairholme" in Guildford
has been required to accommodate
extensions to "Fairhiolme"?

(2) Is it a fact that trees from the property
of 'Fairhiolmec" have been disposed of on
the flood plain adjacent to the property?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) The question should be asked of

the local authority direct.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fa irholme: Extensions

762. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) Is he aware that work commenced on
the extensions to "Fairholme" in Market
Street, Guildford, prior to consultations
with the local authority?

(2) Does this contravene a Cabinet directive
of 19 October 1977?

(3) I f "Yes" to (2)-
(a) what action does he intend taking

on this matter;
(b) what action will he take to ensure

that this does not occur again?
(4) If "No" to (2). will he explain why this

does not contravene the Cabinet
directive'?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Although it is normal policy and

practice for the Public Works
Department to confer with local
authorities, the action was overlooked in
this particular case. However, officers of
the Mental Health Services have had
discussions with the local authority.

(3) (a) Work will be suspended to allow
further discussions to be held
between the local authority and
officers of the Mental Health
Services and the Public Works
Department:
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(b) previous instructions covering the
need to consult with local
authorities will be reiterated.

(4) Not applicable.
HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairholnic: Extensions

763. Mr GORDON HILL. to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is he aware that the design and

appearance of the extensions to
"Fairholmc" in Guildford are contrary
to the proposed town planning scheme
adopted by the Shire of Swan?

(2) If "Yes". will he ensure that present
construction does not proceed until the
Shire of Swan has been involved in the
preparation of a more aesthetically
appropriate design'?

(3) If "No" to (1). will he acquaint himself
with the proposed town planning scheme
of the Swan Shire before permitting
work to continue?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairholme: Proposed Use

764. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

(1) Is it a fact that the proposed use of
'Fairhiolme" in Guildford is classified as
an institution under the Shire of Swan
town planning scheme No I?

(2) If "Yes". is this permitted on
residentially zoned land?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) I am adv ised that the Shire of Swan has

interpreted the proposed use of
"Fairholme" as an "institutional
building".

(2) In the Shire of Swan town planning
scheme an "institutional building" is not
permitted on land zoned for residential
purposes.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairhoirne: Traffic

765. Mr CORDON HILL. to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:
(1) Is she aware that "Fairholme*' in

Guildford is situated in a small

residential cul-de-sac that presently
receives considerable traffic from two
other institutions in the street?

(2) Is she aware that the increase in size of
"*Fairholme' and the pre-vocational
centre adjacent to "Fairhiolme" will
substantially increase traffic in the cul-
dc-sac?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

1I) and (2) The question should be asked of
the local authority direct.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairholmc: Naiional Trust

766. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

(1) Is she aware that on the property of
"Fairholme" in Guildford there are
three buildings reeorded by the National
Trust that are awaiting further
assessment?

(2) If "Yes', will she state whether or not
the National Trust was involved in
consultation on the extension of
buildings on this property?

(3) If "No" to (1), will she ensure that work
on these extensions does not proceed
until consultation has taken place with
the National Trust and the Shire of
Swan in order that the extensions do not
conflict with existing historic buildings
in the area?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) to (3) This matter does not fall within
my jurisdiction and I suggest the
member asks the appropriate Minister.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairhoime: Extensions

767. Mr GORDON HILL. to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

(1) Is it a fact that the Public Works
Department has made an approach to
the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority about proposed extensions to
"Fairholm&* in Market Street,
Guildford, in an area which abuts
regional reserve?

(2) If "Yes', did this occur prior to work
being commenced?
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(3) Has the Metropolitan Regional Planning
Authoriiy also received an approach
from the local authority-Swan Shire
Council-objecting to the extensions
and manner in whtch this has
proceeded '!

(4) If "Yes" to (3)-

(a) when was the submission received:

(bi has it been considered:
(c) what action has been taken upon

consideration of this submission?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I) No.

(2) Answered by (1),
(3) No. However, a copy of a letter to the

Public Works Department on the matter
has been received by the MRPA.

(4) (a) to (c) Answered by (3).

STATE SHIPPING SERVICE

FutIu re Opera t ions

768. Mr BR II)G E. to the Minister for
Tra nsport:

1) Is he aware that a considerable amount
of uncertainty exists in the north about
the future operations of the State
Shipping Service, particularly in regard
to the frequency of calls to Derby?

(2) If "'Yes". could he-

(a give an assurance that in future a
regular scheduled service will
operate into Derby and other
northern ports:

(b) correct the irregularity of calls
which are currently occurring at
Derby at the moment so that local
residents can organise the delivery
of supplies of goods with the
knowledge that a frequent and
reliable service -will be provided by
the State Shipping Service?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(t) No. Indeed, the Government has
repeatedly declared its intention to
continue to service the north and the
acquisition of MV Koofinda and MIV
Pilba ra is clear evidence of this
commitment.

(2) (a) and (b) In regard to IDerby'. this
continues to be a scheduled port of
call. However, as local residents
know, there airc certain periods
when conditions of the tidc preclude
access to the port for State
Shipping Service vessels or any
other ships of similar draught
considerat ions.
On occasions when tidal limitations
coincide with at schedule call. Derby
cargo will be landed at Broome and
delivered by road to destination
without any time inconvenience or
cost penalty to the consignee. This
practice has been in effect for somne
ttime.
As to whether Derby, or indeed any
other port. continue ats at scheduled
port of call is largely dependent on
the degree of utilisation of the

srceby local residents and
consumers.

HOUSING: GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES'
HOUSING AUTHORITY

Memiber i' Pa rliatnen;: Approach

769. Mr WILSON, to the Premnier:

(I) Is it the policy of his Government to
consider an approach by or on behalf of
a member of Parliament requesting the
Government Employees' Housing
Authority to acquire property owned by
that metiber. to be an improper
practice?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The member's :ittention is

drawn to the answer given to question
97 in the Legislative Council on
Wednesday, 31 March 1982.

HOUSING: RENTAL

Part iledmnd and Sou th J-edind

770. Mr WILSON. to the H-onorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for I-ousing:

(I) How rnanv'-
(a) single detached two-bedroomed

homes:
(b) single detached three-bedroomed

homes:
(c) single detached four-bedroomed

homes;
(d) townhouses:
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(c) 2 bedroomed flats:
(f) 3 bedroomed flats:
(g) 2 bedroonied duplexes,
(h) 3 bedroomed duplexes-

are rented by the State Housing
Commission to residents in Port
Hedland and South Hedland?

(2) How many in each category are at
present vacant'!

(3) For how long has each been vacant?
(4) What is the reason for the vacancy in

each instance'?
(5) How many requests for transfer have

been received from tenants in each
category referred to in (I) above?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
The numbers of rental housing units
under the Commonwealth/State Rental
Housing Scheme and Aboriginal
Housing Scheme are as follows-

(1)
Port

ted land
(a) 9
(b) 42
(e) Nil
(d) 12

(e) 4
(Morocan

Units)
(f) 4

(sMoroca n
Units)

Wg 48
(h) 12

131

South
tiedland

82
300
27
15
26

(M oroes n
Un its)

22
(Niorocan

Units)
54
44

570

Total

91
342

27
27
30

(Morocan
Units)

26
(Morocan

Units)
102
56

701

(2) to (4)
PORT HEDLAND
Vacant Date Reason

Vacated why Vacant

(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(h)

TOTA L

Nil
2

Nil

Il

Nil

Nil

1/4/82 Under Maintenance
8/4/82 Under Offer

2 3/4/8 2

15/3/82

Under Maintenance

Under Maintenance

SOUTH HEDLAND
(a) 3 22/2/82 Extensive

Maintenance
19/4/82 Under Maintenance
26/3/82 Under Offer

() 8 8/4/82 Under
Maintenance-Fire

28/4/82 Under Maintenance

(c) Nil
(d) 2

(h)

TOTAL

Nil

Nil

Is

1/4/82
15/4/82
27 /4/82
15/2/82

8/2/82

22/2/82

8/4/82
4/5/82
8/3/ 82
4/5/8 2

(5) HEDLAND
H ED LAND

Under Maintenance
Under Maintenance
Under Maintenance
Extensive

Ma i ntcnane
Extensive

Maintenance
Extensive

Maintenance

Under Maintcnance
Recent Vacation

Under Maintenance
Recent Vacation

AND SOUTH

Transfer Requests
(a) Nil
(b) 5
(c)
(d)
(e)

Nil

10 (ineligible
Applicants-Married Couples.
No Children)
12 L

(g) 4
(h) 4

TOTAL 36

HOUSING: PURCHASE
Assislance

771. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister [or Housing:

(1) How many applicants are presently
seeking purchase assistance from the
State Housing Commission?

(2) What percentage of these applicants is it
considered will not accept assistance
when it is offered to them?

(3) What are the main reasons for non-
acceptance of assistance on offer?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) At 30 April 1982, 557 applicants were
were listed For purchase assistance with
the State Housing Commission.

(2) The estimated rate of decline is
currently 40 per cent.

(3) The main reason for decline is the
inability of the applicant to pay the
requited minimum deposit of si 000o
plus fees-approximately $500.
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HOUSING: RENTAL
Assistance

772. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many applicants are presently
seeking rental assistance from the State
Housing Commission?

(2) What percentage of these applicants is it
considered will not accept assistance
when it is offered to them?

(3) What are the main reasons for non-
acceptance of assistance on offer?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) As at 31 March 1982 the State Housing
Commission, on a State-wide basis, had
6 168 applicants listed for
Commonwealth-State Rental Housing
Assistance and a further 789 applicants
listed for assistance under the
Aboriginal Housing Scheme.

(2) The percentage of declines to accept
assistance will vary considerably on a
town-to-town basis and will depend
largely upon the type of accommodation
available, the degree of need and
selectivity of the applicant.

(3) Answered by (2).

HOUSING: FLATS

Graham Flats: Stoves

773. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Can he confirm that in recent months
the State Housing Commission has
removed small gas stoves from units in
Graham Flats and replaced them with
larger electric stoves?

(2) Can he also confirm that small gas
water heaters have been replaced with
electric hot water heaters with storage
capacity?

(3) If 'Yes" to (I) and (2), were the stoves
and hot water heaters replaced at the
request of tenants and, if so, how many
tenants made such requests?

(4) If the stoves and hot water heaters were
not replaced at the request of tenants,
what was the reason for replacing them?

(5) Why were gas utilities replaced with
electric ones when the fixed charge for
electricity is three times as high and
when the units are occupied by single
tenants or couples only, who would have
no need for hot water systems with
storage capacity?

(6) Are the gas pipes in these flats currently
being renewed and if so for what reason.
when stoves and hot water heaters have
now been converted to electricity?

(7) What was the cost involved in-

(a) replacing the gas stoves;
(b) replacing the gas hot water heaters;
(c) renewing the gas pipes?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) No.
(4) To upgrade existing facilities for tenants

and to provide reticulated hot water to
all points. Many existing appliances
required uneconomical maintenance.

(5) (a) Current SEC regulations preclude
gas units in bathrooms of that size;

(b) the fixed charge already exists on
electricity accounts.

(6) Gas pipes were replaced because the
existing pipes had deteriorated through
age and were in need of replacement.
All units have had gas room heaters
retained due to their efficiency.

(7) (a)' Cost of replacement of gas
stoves-$278 per unit;

(b) cost of replacement of hot water
units-$387 per unit. Plus
upgrading of hot water reticulation
to all points $300 per unit;

(c) cost of renewing gas pipes by SEC
$82.50 per unit.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Juvenile Offenders

774. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Community
Welfare:

(1) Has he received the report on the
treatment of juvenile offenders
conducted by Professor Edwards?

(2) If not, when does he expect to receive
the report?

(3) Will Professor Edwards' report be made
public, and if not, why not?
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Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Professor Edwards has completed his

investigations and is currently in the
final stages of preparing his report.
At the time of my meeting with
Professor Edwards next week I expect
he will be in a position to indicate the
date when his report will be ready for
presentation to me.

(3) This has not been determined.

775 and 776. These questions were postponed.

STATE FOREST: SYFORD

Mining Activities

777. Mr WILSON. to the Minister for
Resources and Development:

Is he aware that Alcoa is considering
mining an area of jarrah forest in the
north-west section or Gordon block of
State forest only four kilometres east of
Byford and half a kilometre west of
Wungong Dam. and if so-

(a) What action has been taken to
locate mining operations in
alternative areas or lesser quality
jarrah forest-e.g.. badly die-back
-D- graded areas-which are

further from established population
centres;

(b) what action has been taken by
Alcoa or the mining and
management planning committee to
consult with local residents in
mining planning:

(c) what action has been taken to
ensure that local residents and
private property holders living i n
the Darling Range near the area
being considered for mining will not
have their access restricted?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(a) The Government's interdepartmental
mining and management programme
liaison group on which Forests
Department and Department of
Conservation and Environment are
represented. considers all factors when
reviewing the proposed mining plans
submitted by Alcoa- These [actors
include forest quality issues and
proximity of mining to residential areas.
The recommendations of the Group are
considered by approving the plans.

(b) and (c) Alcoa consults closely with local
residents to ensure the impact of its
mining operations are minimised. All
legislative requirements. including noise
regulations, are observed, and Alcoa
ensures that at no time is the access of
local residents restricted. The mining
and management programme liaison
group maintains close contact with
Alcoa on these matters, and I have
recently visited the forest areas being
considered for mining with the
Conservator of Forests, in order to
better consider the proposals being
advanced.

ROAD: FREEWAY

Western Suburbs: Objections

778. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) Who are the four members of the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority subcommittee who will be
hearing the objections to the western
suburbs freeway-Servetus Street-
amendment?

(2) Where will the hearings take place, and
if it is not in the affected area, why?

(3) Will the hearings be public?

(4) How long will each objector have to
speak?

(5) How long is it anticipated that the
hearings will last?

(6) When will transcripts of proceedings be
made available?

(7) Will officers of the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority co-operate with and
be helpful to members of the public
and/or objectors who ring or call at
their offices to ensure that popular
feelings are made known?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) The Chairman. Deputy Chairman, and
the representative of the Group 'B
District Planning Committee will be
sitting as a sub-committee of three to
hear submissions on the amendment.

(2) (i) The conference room, 7th floor.
Oakleigh Building, 22 St George's
Terrace.
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(ii) It is the authority's view that as the
matter is likely to pose an extensive
workload on its members and on
departmental staff that it should
continue with its normal practice of
conducting hearings in a central
location.

(3) Yes, unless the person making the
submission requests otherwise.

(4) As long as he or she reasonably requires.
(5) Not known.
(6) If requested, transcripts will be made

available to individuals following the
tabling or proceedings in the Parliament.

(7) Yes.

HEALTH: TUBERCULOSIS

Pilba ra

779. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Adverting to his reply to question 715 or
29 April 1982-

(a) what action is being taken to ensure
the eradication of tuberculosis on
the De Grey, Mt. Edgar, and
Warrawaginc stations;

(b) who are the leaseholders of these
properties?

Mr OLD replied:
(a) Dc-G rey-A comprehensive testing

programme is in operation, along with
construction of fencing; release
anticipated by end of 1982.
Mt. Edgar-The removal of cattle for
slaughter by the lessees has reduced the
population. Further eradication cannot
be undertaken until fencing and holding
yards are constructed.
Warrawagine-A programme of de-
stocking of infected areas in conjunction
with testing of mustered cattle, whether
for slaughter or retention. Establishment
of a TB-free area with associated
fencing is planned for 1982.

(b) Lessees:-

Dc-Grey-

Dc-Grey River Pastoral Co.
Pty. Ltd.
c/- Arthur Young & Co.
P.O. Box 7208
Cloisters Square
PERTH 6000

Mt. Edgar-
J. B. W. Court & H. A.
Elwood,
5 10 Great Eastern Highway,
REDCLIFFE 6104

Warrawagi nc-

R. 0. Timnms
I Alston Avenue
COMO. 6152

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE FINANCE: TAX SHARING

Rela uiviuics.

251. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Treasurer:

When he introduced the Supply Bill this
afternoon the Treasurer stated-

Every opportunity will be taken at
this conference to ensure that tax-
sharing relativities are adopted
which adequately reflect Western
Australia's financial needs.

Will the Treasurer enunciate which tax-
sharing relativities best realise Western
Australia's financial needs?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
They all do. In regard to tax sharing
relativities, we believe that WA has not
achieved the amount it ought to achieve.
All areas have experienced funding
cutbacks in recent times. Our road funds
were cut from 18 to 13 per cent, and we
believe this is unfair.

Mr Brian Burke: I think you said elsewhere
that that is the result of the relativity.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is correct-that is
the result.

Mr Brian Burke: I am talking about
optimum relativities.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, but these have an
effect right through. Unless we are
referring to the area affected, obviously
they have no effect at all. We will be
going into all the aspects of this matter
and we will try to ensure that the State
receives as much as it is entitled to in all
areas.

BUNBURY FOODS LTD.
Receivership

252. Mr SIBSON, to the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce.

Due to recent publicity surrounding the
appointment of a receiver for Bunbury
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Foods Ltd. and my concern for the
workers involved in the plant. could the
Minister provide me with details of the
current sutuation, so that I may inform
the workers concerned and the people of
Bunbury.

Mr MacK INNON replied:
I ihank the member for Bunbuiry for
sonic brief notice of the question. The
situation in regard to Bunbury Foods
Lid. is that a receiver has been
appointed by the Naiional Bank of
Australasia Ltd. which had lent money
to the company. As at consequence, the
receiver is now running the business in
Bunbury. There has also been some legal
action between the current proprietors of
Bunhury Foods and the National Bank
in which the State has no involvement
whatlever. Our only interest is to try to
protect that business to see that it
continues in the best form possible and
that job opportunities in Bunhury are
protected. To that extent we have put
forward an offer to the existing
proprietors and we are awaiting their
response to it. Once that reply is
received, and if it is favourable, we will
continue with the existing owners. If not.
we will seek discussions with the receiver
to see what we can do to keep the
business operating, perhaps with other
proprietors.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLE
INSURANCE TRUST

Premiums: Increase

253. Mr TONKIN. to the Treasurer:

In reply to my question yesterday the
Treasurer stated that the Motor Vehicle
Insurance Trust had agreed to an
increase in third party, insurance
premiums. The increase recommended
by the Premium Rates Committee
before the last State election was at
substantial increase, I now ask the
following question

Did the deteriorating financial
position of the MIVIT "'arrant an
increase of 15 per cent in premiums
as recommended by the Premium
Rates Committee prior to the last
election?

M r O'CON NOR replied:
The member has just confirmed the
point I made yesterday. The increase
asked for at that time "-ats 15 per cent.
and it was at substantial increase. We
were concerned about the effect of this
tncrease on individual motorists and "we
requested that consideration be given to
at reduction.

Mr Tonkin: Was that increase
warranted- that is the question?

Mr O'CONNOR: The MVIT thought it wa-is
ait the time. We thought the public could
ill-afford to pay the increase ait that
lttlle.

DRINK CANS
Collection and Rccctinu

254. Mr NANOVICII. to the Minister for
Local Government:

I understand there were plans to extend
a 1981 community service project.
conducted by BP Aust. L.td.. Cleanawav.
Simsmetal Pty. Ltd.. and BHP
Proprietory Co. Ltd. for the collection of
steel cans. Would the Minister please
advise whether this project has been
extended to schools and, if so. howv the
scheme now operated.

Mrs CRAIG replied:
In reply to the member's question. of
which I received somec notice. I advise as
follows --

The nmai n aini of this com mu nit y
service project with the co.
operation of the above companies is
to educate secondary school
children regarding litter control and
recycling. The scheme will continue
to operate ats previously: that is. I5
BP service stations have at collection
bin situated on their sites, for
disposal of clean steel cans. In
addition. two larger bins, each of 10
cumn "ill be rotated amongst
secondary schools. giving them an
additional opportunity to
participate in the scheme. The bins
will be provided for a period of one
month ait each sehool. at the rate of
two schools per month, and children
will be invited to place any clean
cans in these bins. This project has
been operating fronm schools for the
past month. It is hoped that the
schools "will actively participate in
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cleaning the streets in the proximity
of their school and placing the
collected clean cans in this bin. This
will coincide with the Keep
Australia Beautiful Council's "tidy
suburbs' competition.
For participation, incentives of
$300 will be offered to each school.
This will be given to the student
council to distribute as it sees fit,
with a probable split-up of funds
being $200 for the student council,
which will organise the actual
collection of cans, and four £25
prizes 'to be awarded to children for
placing their clean cans in the bin.
The presentation of these funds will
be made by one of the participants
to the school council at the end of
the month and is conditional upon
the bin being filled within the
month.
In addition, the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council will organise to
present to the school a lecture and
educational broadsheets about the
scheme prior to the beginning of
this scheme at each school, and this
will be followed, during the month,
by a visit to Simsmetal in
Spearwood, officials of which will
conduct a tour of their premises,
showing the children both the ear
crushing plant and the can crushing
and baling plant. At each of these
tours, representatives of the scheme
will be avail-able to answer
questions, both on the scheme or
recycling in general, or to answer
any questions regarding any of the
firms involved in the scheme.
It is hoped this scheme will create
greater awareness amongst school
children of litter control and
recycling.

The Government very much
appreciates the co-operation of the
above companies.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT:
NEW BUILDING

Rent

255. Mr PEARCE. to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Education:

Can the Honorary Minister tell the
House how much rent is paid to the

Superannuation Board for the Education
Department's new building?

Mr CLARKO replied:
If the member for Gosnells is prepared
to put that question on notice, I will give
him the answer to it. If he wishes to ask
me, without notice, how many angels
can dance on the head of a pin. I will try
to answer that also.

Mr Brian Burke: That is not in your
portfolio.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Join: Venture: Beer

256. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

No notice has been given of my
question, but it is a very simple one, and
I am sure the Minister can answer it.

Mr Brian Burke: He has not been able to
answer my questions.

Mr COWAN: That was not meant to be a
reflection on the Minister. The question
is as follows-

Will the transportation of beer be
open to competition or will this
traffic be exclusive to the joint
venture?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Yes, the transport of beer will be open to
competition by all transport operators. It
is not one of the "bulk" freights.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS PLANNING
AUTHORITY

Functions

257. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Community
Welfare:

(1) Does the Government have any plans for
alterations to the functions of the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority.
or to staff numbers employed by the
authority?!

(2) If "Yes" to (1). what are these plans?
Mr SH-ALDERS replied:
(I) and (2) Yes, consideration is being given

to changes in the structure of that
authority. As yet the details have not
been finalised.
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Questions Without Notic:
Procedure

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask members to
resume their' seats. In order that
members are not jumping up and down,
continually trying to catch my attention.
I inform members that during question
time I will accept questions from each
side alternatively. I call on the member
for Mundaring.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

FUEL AND ENERGY: PETROL

Levy: Increase

258. Mr H-ERZFELD, to the Minister for
Transport:

I refer the Minister to an article which
appeared in this morning's Press. It
related to an increase in charges and
vehicle licensing fees, and fuel franchise
levies, and comments made by the
Executive Director of the WA
Automobile Chamber of Commerce. I
was concerned about two of the
statements made by Mr Harry and I ask
the Minister the following questions-
(1) Is it a fact that WA pays the

highest fuel levy of all the States?
(2) Is it a fact that Victoria and New

South Wales do not pay any levy at
all'!

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) I thank the member for some

notice Of the question. I am aware of the
point of view of the Executive Director
of the WA Automobile Chamber of
Commerce that WA motorists pay the
highest fuel levy of all the States. That
Statement is incorrect. In fact, Western
Australia's fuel levy of I1.85c per
litre-not "nearly 2c" as Mr Harry
states-

Mr Bryce. Since when is 1.85c not nearly 20?
Mr RUJSHTON: It is very important when it

is a percentage of the levy.
Mr Brian Burke: What would you say is

nearly 20!
Mr RUSHTON: I will repeat it: WA's fuel

levy of 1 .85c per litre-not "nearly 2e",
as Mr Harry states-compares with
Victoria's 1 .98c per litre, with the
possibility of an increase for the coming
financial year.

The ACA Executive Director also has
Failed to acknowledge that Western
Australia's vehicle licence fees arc the
lowest of all States, and in particular
considerably lower than in New South
Wales and in many eases only half those
of Queensland-the two States which do
not apply a fuel levy.
The Western Australian Government
opted for the fuel levy arrangement so
that those using the roads most would
contribute proportionately more to the
roadworks.
The ACA, the Royal Automobile Club
of WA. local authorities throughout the
State, road transport operators.
industry, and the general motoring
public-and I might say many members
of Parliament-are consistently calling
for roadworks. in the areas of both
construction and maintenance.
The Western Australian Government
acknowledges that adequate roadwork
levels have to be continued to ensure
that the State's road network is
progressively expanded. upgraded and
improved, and maintained to meet in the
best and safest practical way the needs
of the people, their communities and
;ndustries, and the ongoing developmnent
of the State.
Insufficient funds are being made
available from the Commonwealth.
despite the strongest possible
representations from all States for
greater Federal Government
contributions. In the absence of those
greater Commonwealth funds, the
States are having to raise more revenue
themselves from their own limited
Sources.
It is considered that the vehicle licence
fees and the fuel levy are reasonable.
appropriate sources from which to draw
some of the needed road funds because
of their association with use of the
roads.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Carnarvon Shire Council

259. Mr TONKIN. to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Has she been made aware of any

problems relating to the accounting
procedures of the Shire of Carnarvon?

(2) If so, what action has she taken?
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Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) 1 believe the question

specifically asked whether I had been
made aware of any accounting problems
in regard to the Shire of Carnarvon, and
I would have to reply. 'No".

ROAD

La nelin- Pcrih

260. Mr CRANE. to the Minister for Transport:

I apologise' for not having given him a
great deal of notice of my question.
which is as follows-
(I) What section of road between Perth

and Laneelin is presently being
sprayed with bitumen'?

(2) Is he aware that both sides of the
road are being sprayed
simultaneously*!

(3) Is he aware of complaints from
motorists using the road that new
tyres have become clogged, with
bitumen filling tread patterns and
rendering tyres useless?

(4) Will traffic authorities be advised
of this problem and asked to make
allowances for it'!

(5) Will compensation be made by
replacing affected tyres?

(6) Will instructions be issued to road
repair gangs to cease this dangerous
practice immediately?

(7) Will he report to me when this is
done'!

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (7) 1 acknowledge the member's short

notice of this question, which was
insufficient for me to obtain the data he
requires. I do not readily have in my
niind the chains and kilometres of
bituniinising being carried out.
Nevertheless. I will undertake to obtain
the information and convey it to him as
soon as possible.

EDUCATION: PR IMARY SCHOOLS

"Elastic" Gamec

261. Mr DAVIES. to the Honorary Minister
Assikting the Minister for Education:

(1) Does his department know anything of
the game "elastic'*, presently played
with elastic in school playgrounds?

(2) Hats it been under inquiry in the past'?

(3) I-as it been banned or restricted'!

M r C LA RKO repl ied:

(1) to (3) 1 have made inquiries within the
department today and I am informed no
complaints have been received about this
game which, I understand, is played by
young children who obtain a long piece
of elastic, tied at the ends, so that the
children can Stand inside it and make it
move in such a way that children can
move in and out of it in the manner of a-
dance. I gather that in the member's
electorate a child has been seriously
injured playing this game at a non-
Government school. No information has
come to our head office.

Obviously, if the game came to the
notice of principals or staff at schools.
steps would be taken to see that the
game ceased forthwith. Principals and
teachers do not need guidance on this
sort of' thing. At the nioment we have
not had the game brought to our
attention, but I think members can rely
on principals to take the necessary
action.

SEWERAGE

Appikcross and Mt. Pleasant

262. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) How will the construction of the
seeaereticulation area, Applecross

5A, as advertised in The West
Australian of 30 April 1982, contribute
to the total sewering of the Applecross-
Mt. Pleasant area'?

(2) Has any approach been made by the
Bond Corporation Ply. Ltd. on the
design or construction timing of the
Appleeross 5A extension or for the
sewering of the Majestic Hotel site?

(3) Is the provision of a pump station
adjacent to The Strand to service the
Applecross 5A sewerage extension
related to the proposed redevelopment of
the Majestic Hotel site?

(4) Why are the houses in the area bounded
by Dee Road, Frazer Road, the Majestic
Hotel site and the Swan River, not
included in the area proposed to be
sewered?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:

I thank the member for notice of his
question. the answer to which is as
follows-
(1) to (3) The notice of intention to

construct Applecross 5A was
advertised in The IWes( Australian
of 23 and 30 April 1982. Individual
notices also have been distributed.
Property owners may object to the
proposal up to 23 May 1982. If
sufficient owners indicate by
objecting that they do not want
sewerage. the work will not
proceed.
Except for the area referred to in
part (4) this project would complete
the sewering of the Applecross
peninsula area which has been
proceeding in stages over recent
years. Areas on the foreshore of
Mt. Pleasant have been
programmed for construction, An
arca identified as Booragoon 4A in
the general vicinity of Deep Water
Point is scheduled to commence in
1982-83.

Quest ions (whihoae notice) Resumed

Mr Mensaros: To continue-

(2) No. However, it would be necessary for
this to happen before any building
permit could be issued. Any extension
to, or amplification of, the MWB
sewerage system necessary to
accommodate a major development
would be at the developer's cost.

(3) The pumping station is essential to
remove waste water from the low lying
section of this area. If the sewerage
reticulation of the residential area does
not proceed, this would not preclude a
special sewerage service being provided
to the Majestic Hotel site at developers'
cost.

(4) This area is in the catchment of an
adjoining area which already is sewered.
It can be served from the existing
pumping station in Dee Road. It has
been excluded from reticulation
proposals up till now because these large
lots have no severe septic tank problems
and further subdivision and
redevelopment is thought to be likely.

Point of Order

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Mr Speaker. I do not
want to be difficult, but it appears from
here that this answer by the Minister is
about two or three foolscap pages in
length.

Mr Mensaros: It is about three-quarters of a
page.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was just wanting to
make the point that in eases where long
answers are to be given, perhaps
guidance might be given to the House
whether such answers could be handed
in.

The SPEAKER: It has not been the practice
of the Chair to determine what should
be the length of answers. There are
limes when I have felt that the time of
the House could be saved by asking
Ministers to bring to a conclusion the
reply they are making. It has been my
experience in this House. including the
time prior to my becoming the Speaker,
that when Ministers have had long
answers, the Speaker has asked them to
be handed in.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: METTERS
BUILDING PRODUCTS PTY. LTD.

Impending Closure

263. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

(I) Is the Minister aware of concern in the
community that the firm known as
Metters Building Products (WA) ty.
Ltd. may be relocated in South
Australia?

(2) What has been the result of his
assessment of the nature of the Financial
and economic difficulties facing the
company?

(3) Will he indicate what initiatives are
available to the State Government to
enable that Firm to remain in business
and to trade in Western Australia?

1467



1468 ASSEMBLY]

Mr MacKiN NON replied:
(1) to (3) I think the member raised this

question about two weeks ago. As I
indicated at the time. I had arranged
that inquiries be made, Those inquiries
indicate that Metters has in fact
sold-not gone broke Or anything
else-its windmill division to a South
Australian company as part of a
company rationalisation and
reorganisation programme. Following
our approaches, the company indicated
that it had no plans to close its
opcnttions in Western Australia. From
our point of view, the company has no
financial problems in general; it is not
looking to the Government for any
assistance. The sale of the windmill
division was merely an internal policy
decision,

Mr Bryce: Can I ask a supplementary
question of the Minister?

The SPEAKER: There are too many
members wishing to ask questions, and I
have to give everyone a fair go.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT: NEW
BUILDING

Lighiing
264. Mr PEARCE, to the Honorary Minister

Assisting the Minister for Education:

(1) Is he aware that last Monday evening
the whole of the new Education
Department building was lit uip like a
candle for most of the evening?

(2) Is it the practice of Education
Department officers to leave on all their
lights for most Of the night?

(3) If so, in light of the staffing cut-backs
currently being experienced in the
Education Department, would he Lake
action to save on power bills?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) to (3) I am delighted by the sorts of

questions asked by the member for
Gosnel Is.

Mr Pearce: You just cut money for teachers.
I am suggesting you turn off your lights.

Mr CLARKO: I do not know the number of
marbles currently being won by
schoolboys in our schools. I am amazed
at the type of questions asked by the
member. Obviously he does not need an
answer to them and is merely wanting
something to say. The question of how

many lights arc left on at night in the
Education Department building is not
the sort of thing to which I am paying a
maximum amount of attention. I am
delighted this is the level of question the
member has to ask of me. He probably
saw the lights when he looked down
from that cloud four I referred 10 last
week.
I doubt whether this question was asked
seriously, but I shall treat it seriously
and inquire as to departmental policy in
regard to the use of lighting. I am told
the education building is designed
specifically to reduce the -amount of
energy needed to operate it, and that
includes lighting.

HEALTH
-Back Awareness" Programme

265. Mr WILLIAMS. to the Minister for
Health:

I have given the Minister some notice of
my question which is as follows-
(1) As public moneys will be utilized in

the back awareness programme
conducted by the Royal Perth
(Rehabilitation) Hospital in
conjunction with the health
education unit of the Public Health
Department between 10 May and
14 May, was the Australian
Chiropractors Association (WA
Branch) invited to participate in
this programme?

(2) If not, why not'?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question. the answer to which is-
(1) and (2) No, the week is not

concerned with treatment, but with
education and prevention. No
organised medical or para-medical
groups-for example. the
Australian Medical Association, the
Physiotherapy Association.
etc.-have been invited to
participate.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE
TRUST

Premiumis: Increase
266. Mr TONKIN. to the Treasurer:

(1) Further to the Treasurer's answers on
the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust, is he
aware Of the comments by the premiums
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committee in its 1980 report that the
minimum increase in premiums of 15.26
per cent rejected by the Government in
1979 was "vital to the solvency oF the
Trust-?

(2) Is it a fact that the Government's
rejection of the premiums committee
recommendation in 1979 has
exacerbated the trust's financial position
and added significantly to the
magnitude of premium increases since
the last elections'?

M r O'CON NOR replied:

(1) and (2) I am aware that at the time, the
trust indicated it considered an increase
of 15 per cent was warranted. However,
the Government was concerned about
the impact of such an increase on the
public. Any reduction iiA an increase
which was required to keep the trust
solvent would obviously have some
effect, but the Government believed the
increase allowed was sufficient. We
could have agreed without question that
an increase of 15 per 'cent be allowed.
Had we done so, the member for Morley
would have been one of the first to
criticise us for taking such action. Of
course, any reduction from an increase
of 1 5 per cent at that time would have
an effect on the funds available at this
stage.

SUGAR INDUSTRY

Ord River

267. Mr EVANS. to the Minister fo r
Agriculture:

I have not given the Minister prior
notice of this question. but, as it is a
policy matter. I am sure he will have no
difficulty with it. It is as follows-

(1) Did the proposed operators of the
Ord River sugar project expect to
obtain access to the Australian
market and is agreement to this
access assured by the Federal and
Queensland Governments?

(2) Will the project be available
without a percentage of the
Australian market?

Mr OLD replied:

(I) and (2) We have made it perfectly clear
to everybody who has expressed an
interest in the sugar industry that it is
our desire to operate through the
Australian Sugar Board, in which case,
if that were acceptable to the Australian
industry. Western Australia would be
entitled to the same percentage of the
home market as any other part of the
industry. In the event that we are noL
admitted Co the Australian industry-i'
see no reason that we will not be-it is
up to the people expressing an interest to
give us their ideas as to how they will
market sugar.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Funding;, Cutbacks

268. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for Local
Government:

I refer the Minister to an article which
appeared in The West Australian this
morning in which the Secretary of the
Local Government Association (Mr
Leggoc) is reported as saying that the
association was angry because the State
had withdrawn an important service to
local government without proper
discussions with the councils. My
question is-

(1) 1 recall that discussions took place
last year at the highest level and
ask the Minister whether she can
confirm that.

(2) Is it a fact that over the last few
years local government has had the
benefit of substantially increased
funding compared with other levels
of government?

(3) If that is the case, is it not a fact
that the cutbacks in various areas
which have resulted from this
Government's actions in fact could
be made good by local authorities
and, if they are not, is it true that it
is simply a question of the way in
which local authorities set their own
priorities?

1469



[ASSEMBLY]

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1)1to (3) Yes, I have read the article in this

morning's paper and I confirm that on
three occasions the previous Premier of
this State had discussions with
representatives of the executive of the
Local Government Association to
indicate to them the cuts which had
been suggested by the expenditure
review committee. All those matters
were discussed thoroughly at the first
meeting. At the second meeting the then
Premier sought the association's attitude
towards the proposals.

It is only fair to say no-one likes to
receive a cut in funding. However, as a
result of the case presented by the
association, some of the proposals were
sealed down and some were eliminated
altogether. It is true it was not possible
to negotiate with all local authorities,

but we communicated with the executive
and the then Premier wroie to every
local authority to indicate the intentions
of the Government.

Local authorities are in a different
position from that of other sectors of
government in that they have enjoyed an
increase in funding as a result of their
being elevated to a position where they
receive 2 per cent oF personal income tax
receipts: next year they will get a rise of
approximately 19 per Cent.

The member for Mundaring has
suggested it should be possible for
councils to iailor their rating demands to
meet the requirements they see as being
vital to the community. I believe that is
possible without increasing rates, but it
may mean they will have to reduce some
services.

1470


