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

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY: DECORUM OF

THE CHAMBER

Statement by Speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I take this

opportunity to say a few words with respect to the
behaviour of members in this House yesterday
evening. I was deeply distressed with the
newspaper article about an incident which
occurred yesterday. The article gives the
impression that a certain member of the House
indulges excessively in alcohol.

Mr Blaikie: That he indulges at all.

The SPEAKER: I want to say about the
member for Vasse that in the 15 years or so I
have known him 1 have found him to be a
completely sober person; in fact, one of the most
sober members of the House. I can think of no-
one else who is less deserving of the impression,
given by the article, that he over-imbibes.

Government members: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: 1. believe the incident arose as

a result of fairly excessive language being used by
members of both sides of the House. The
reputation and standing of this Legislative
Assembly will be tarnished if members resort to
extravagant language and extravagant behaviour.
It was not only the member for Vasse who
suffered as a result of that incident last night; this
whole institution suffered also.

As members of Parliament we have to set a
higher standard of conduct. The standard of
debate in this House is not as high as it ought to
be, and I would like to see a vast improvement.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

1 . Architects Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

Mensaros (Minister for Works), and
read a first time.

2. Abattoirs Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old

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

3. Perth Theatre Trust Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on mation by Mr Grayden

(Minister For Cultural Affairs), and
read a first time.

LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Chief Secretary)
[2.24 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bill before the House incorporates the
majority of the recommendations contained in the
report of the Government Liquor Act committee
established by Cabinet in June 1980.

The committee-consisting of the Chairman of
the Licensing Court of Western Australia; the
Director of the Chief Secretary's Department;
and the Superintendent of the Liquor and
Gaming Branch Police Department-was
required to review amendments proposed to the
Government over the last few years by various
sections of the liquor trade and by many private
organisations and individuals.

It is emphasised that the committee's task was
to report on various amendments proposed to the
Government. The committee was not asked to
conduct a full-scale review of the Liquor Act and
its task did not involve public hearings.

The decision by the Government not to conduct
a full-scale public inquiry was made, having
regard to the view that, with minor exceptions,
the public appear to be satisfied with the liquor
laws applying in this State.

Nevertheless, organisations and individuals who
requested the opportunity to make oral
submissions were interviewed by the committee.
The committee met on 22 occasions between July
and December 1980. It submitted its report to the
Government in December 1980, and the
Government released the report to the public at
that time.

Members would be aware of the more
important recommendations of the committee.

In addition to the recommendations contained
in the committee's report, the opportunity has
been taken to deal with other amendments
considered necessary, since th.; receipt of the
report by the Government.

The only recommendations of the committee on
which the Government does not propose to
introduce amendments are those to allow the
game of bingo to be played on licensed club
premises.
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The Government and its supporters have
decided not to put forward an amendment to the
Lotteries (Control) Act proposed by the
committee to allow the game of bingo to be
conducted on licensed club premises.

The strength of certain spirits in Western
Australia-whisky, brandy, and rum-are
specified in the food and drug regulations of the
Health Act. Information received since the
receipt of the committee's report indicates that
the National Health and Medical Research
Council is endeavouring to standardise the
strength of spirits throughout Australia.

It is considered advisable to await the outcome
of the findings of the National Health and
Medical Research Council to ascertain the
appropriate action to be taken.

Another recommendation on which no
amendment is to be proposed, is the
recommendation to deny provisional members of
licensed clubs the right to nominate guests.

This recommendation was withdrawn by the
committee after the publication of its report. The
implementation of the recommendation would
have caused undue hardship in many clubs,
particularly golf clubs, where provisional
membership is related to the ability of the
particular course to eater for players at weekends.

Because persons and organisations have
different and sometimes opposite views on liquor
legislation, it is desirable to deal with the Bill as
broadly as possible.

For this reason, the Government presents the
Bill on non-party lines. Members may wish to
express their individual views in the matter. This
has been the practice in the past in this Chamber
when dealing with liquor laws.

For the benefit of members, I will outline some
of the more important recommendations
contained in the Bill.

Trading hours by hotels, taverns, and clubs on
Sundays are to remain unchanged. However, the
existing restriction, which enables licensees to sell
only two bottles of beer to a customer during
Sunday trading hours will be abolished. The
effect on this amendment will enable licensee to
indulge in normal trading in packaged liquor
within the present hours specified for Sunday
trading.

Trading hours for licensed clubs will be
extended on Monday to Friday from 11.00 p.m.
to midnight and on Saturday from 11.00 p.m. to
1.00 a.m. Sunday.

In future licensed clubs will be able to apply to
the Licensing Court for temporary delicensing of
parts of their premises. This amendment, sought
by the Association of Licensed Clubs, will enable
junior bodies affiliated with the parent club to
conduct meetings and hold club functions-such
as annual presentations-where liquor is not
permitted.

Action has been taken to tighten the control of
visitors to sporting clubs. At present section 35 of
the Act exempts clubs involved in competitive
outdoor sport, from the requirement for guests of
members to be recorded in a visitors' book.
Section 69 of the Act provides that a person
visiting a club involved in competitive sport
either-

(a) as a member or an official of, or as a
person assisting, a team that is to
contest a prearranged event in that sport
on that day;
or

(b) as an invitee of a member of that club to
engage in sport on that day;

is deemed to be an honorary member of the club.

Amendments to sections 35 and 69 will mean
that only members of teams, those officials
associated with the teams, and persons invited by
members to engage in sport on the day concerned,
will be exempt from signing a visitors' book. All
other visitors will have to be signed in by a
member.

The section of the Act dealing with
membership of licensed clubs will be amended to
provide for a minimum annual membership of
$20. The present figure of $2 is too low to prevent
the practice of clubs signing in visitors as
provisional members. Concurrent with the
foregoing amendment is the need to include
honorary life members in section 69(3)(d) to
enable them to be exempted from payment the
regular subscription.

In addition to their present function of serving
liquor in association with a meal, limited hotels
will be able to trade with the public, in a bar set
aside for the purpose, but only within the present
hours prescribed for limited hotels.

Licensees of hotels will be given the right to
close some bars of their premises according to
their own discretion and the dictates of customer
demand. This amendment was sought by the
Australian Hotels Association to help combat
labour costs during quiet trading periods. The
provision in the Bill will require a hotel licensee
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to have at least one bar remain open-at public
bar prices-during normal trading hours.

The Act provides for voluntary association
permits, which enable such associations to
conduct meetings in licensed club premises when
the Licensing Court is satisfied that no suitable
hotel exists in the area for meeting purposes.
Some taverns are now able to offer meeting and
catering facilities similar to those available at
hotels. In response to a submission the committee
accepted that before the issue of a voluntary
association permit, the Licensing Court should
satisfy itself that there is no suitable hotel, or
tavern, in the area. This request is facilitated in
the Bill.

The Bill will enable licensed clubs to hold more
private functions for members by deleting the
requirement that such functions be held in a
dining room as defined by the Act. However, the
requirement that such functions should be with or
ancillary to a meal is retained.

An amendment, sought by the Retail Traders
Association of Western Australia, will allow
licensed stores to remain open to 9.00 p.m. in lieu
of 8.30 p.m. on normal late shopping nights.
Because the Air Force Association Western
Australia Division (Inc.) is bound to conform to
the requirements of the Federal Constitution of
the Air Force Association, it is unable to comply
with the requirements of section 69 of the Act for
the grant of a club licence. The Government has
agreed to bring forward the recommendation of
the committee that a special new section of the
Act be. enacted to enable the issue of a club
licence to the association, which will place it on
terms similar to those of the Returned
Servicemen's League and the Anzac Club.

An amendment to the operating hours for
licensed cabarets will enable them to open one
hour earlier at 8.00 p.m. to facilitate more
effective competition with entertainment now
offered by hotels and taverns.

The Bill provides for two new types of licence;
namely, reception lodge licences and ballroom
licences. A reception lodge licence will enable the
licensee to have complete control of all liquor,
food, and entertainment provided on his premises.
At present, the owner of a reception lodge has to
operate under a caterer's permit or function
permit for the supply of alcohol on his premises.

A ballroom licence will enable the licensee to
be responsible for the provision of all food and
refreshment on his premises. Ballroom proprietors
will need to satisfy the Licensing Court that they

are capable of conducting a ball in conjunction
with serving light refreshments, and that the
ballroom is of a sufficient standard, capable of
seating 500 persons.

Vignerons, who satisfy the Licensing Court
that their premises are suitable and there is
sufficient tourist demand, will be entitled to sell
bottled wine on Sundays for consumption on and
off the premises, within specified hours approved
by the court.

The Government has considered whether in
light of a recent court decision it is appropriate to
leave as stands provisions of the Liquor Act
which appear to allow a refusal of service on
racial grounds in the premises of hotels and
taverns.

The effect of the court decision arising out of a
situation which arose in Mullewa is that an hotel
keeper appears to be entitled to refuse service to
any person-white or black-in any part of his
hotel if he is prepared to provide service in
another part of the hotel, regardless of the
standard of dress or behaviour of the person
seeking service.

For a long time, the practice has existed of
distinguishing between different areas in hotels
where different standards of dress and behaviour
apply. It is intended that this practice may
continue, but that the refusal of service on
grounds other than specified in clause 59 (a) to
(d) to amtend section 122 will not be accepted. In
other words refusal by a publican to serve a
customer in hotels or taverns purely on racial
grounds will not be permitted.

An amendment to section 122 of the Act
dealing with the rights of a licensee to refuse
service, will mean that a licensee will have
reasonable cause to refuse service to a person.
if-and only if-the person-

(a) Is at the time of requesting the service,
unclean as to his behaviour or person, or
is not dressed in conformity with any
reasonable standard of dress required by
the licensee;

(b) is, or is known to be, quarrelsome or
disorderly, or is seeking to obtain liquor
by begging;

(c) is a person whose presence, or the
provision of service to whom, on the
licensed premises will occasion the
licensee to commit an offence against
this Act; or
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(d) is requesting service on a part of the
licensed premises for the time being set
aside in good faith by the licensee for
the purpose of a private function.

A further proviso means that nothing in amended
section 122 compels a licensee to sell and supply
liquor outside his lawful trading hours.

It is considered that section 168 of the Act has
become superfluous and should be repealed.
Section 168 empowers the Treasurer to make
payments for purposes such as the conduct of
educational programmes to discourage
intemperance under the auspices of the Education
Department and the provision of medical and
other treatment for inebriates through the Public
Health Department. Subsections (2) and (3) also
enable the respective Ministers to pay grants to
persons or associations of persons who carry out
such functions privately.

With the advent of the Alcohol and Drug
Authority in 1974 most of the provisions of
section 168 of the Act became superfluous, with
the possible exception of subsection (2) which,
apart from empowering the payment of grants,
also enables the Minister for Education to apply
funds for the purposes of instruction in
Government and private schools on the effects of
overindulgence in alcohol. Section I8 of the
Alcohol and Drug Authority Act, although it lists
education on the abuse of alcohol as one of its
functions, does not specifically refer to schools.

The situation in schools, however, appears well
catered for with the effects of alcohol abuse a
part of the health education curriculum.
Substantive support in this area is provided also
by the Health Education Council of Western
Australia.

In 1980 at three conferences, all State and
Territorial liquor licensing authorities agreed to
recommend to their Governments that the laws be
amended to prevent the suspected evasion and
loss of revenue.

Where a licensee purchases liquor in another
State, there is no means whereby the Western
Australian revenue authority can check as to
whether the purchase is included in the licensee's
return of liquor purchases. The licence fee
payable is assessed on this return. While it is
impossible to say how much revenue is involved, it
is believed that a substantial trade in wine is
conducted between States without the
intervention of any wholesalers. While many
licensees who are retailers, no doubt return all
their interstate purchases for revenue assessment,

there is difficulty at present in verifying the
accuracy of these returns. The proposed
amendments will facilitate this verification.

The Bill also incorporates many minor
technical and procedural amendments proposed to
the Government committee by either the
Licensing Court or the Police Department.

Included in the committee's report was a
general revision of penalty provisions throughout
the Act and these are specified in the Bill.

Generally, the changes reflect inflationary
trends since 1970, but each penalty was
considered individually by the committee. For this
reason, some penalties have atttracted a greater
percentage increase than others.

I commend the Bill to the House. In doing so I
again make the point that this Bill is presented by
the Government for the consideration of the
House in the usual way we deal with liquor
legislation.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Jamieson.

ANIMAL RESOURCES AUTHORITY BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 27 August.

MR HODGE (Melville) 12.40 p.m.J: The
Opposition is not opposed to this legislation. I
only wish the Deputy Premier were here. He
seems to get great delight out of my opposing
Bills, so it would be a pleasant surprise for him to
know that we are not opposed to this legislation.

Mr Sodeman: He is not feeling well. There
must be something wrong with him.

Mr MacKinnon: Perhaps we had better have
another look at it.

Mr Young: I must admit, I am getting worried.
Mr MacKinnon: The Minister has improved

considerably.
Mr HODGE-. The Bill is of a better standard

than those the Government has introduced in
recent times. The Opposition acknowledges that
probably there is a need for the continued use of
animals for some forms of medical research and
to assist in training programmes conducted at the
Veterinary School at Murdoch University.

From speaking to various people in the
community about this legislation, it became fairly
evident tn me that there are two rather distinct
views abroad about the use of animals for medical
research and training purposes. There are people
in the community who are utterly opposed to the
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use of animals for any form of research. These
are the people who believe that suitable
alternative methods are available. They worry
genuinely and are deeply concerned about the
pain and suffering that is inflicted on animals in
the name of medical science and progress.
Members may have noticed a letter along those
lines which appeared in The West Australian of 7
September. In that letter the author strongly
criticised the use of animals for these sorts of
purposes and indicated that it was not the best
way to conduct research anyway; other more
scientifically accurate methods are available.

There may be some truth in that. The other
school of thought, is expressed mainly by the
people involved in research work and in
veterinary science Fields, who believe, of course,
that animals are a resource to be used by
mankind for the betterment of mankind. They
believe that people who are worried about this
issue are unduly sentimental and unrealistic. We,
as parliamentarians, must try to take a broad
overall view. The truth is probably somewhere in
the middle.

I am concerned that there is some unnecessary
suffering caused to animals in the name of
research and medical science. Stories have been
told to me about animals which have been
subjected to experiments conducted and which
were not given analgesics or other painkillers
afterwards. Those animals appeared to have been
left for a period in a state of unnecessary pain
and suffering.

I am concerned also about the allegations that
have been made to me about certain local
government authorities which are selling to the
Veterinary School at Murdoch University dogs
which have been picked up as strays. It seems
that if a dog is picked up in certain local
government areas and is not claimed within, say.
a week, it is then sold for a nominal fee to the
Veterinary School and is used for scientific
research. I am not altogether happy about that;
some people have lost pets that they are very fond
of and they are very distressed to learn that their
pets have ended up in that way.

I understand that the new authority will not
breed dogs; mainly it will breed rabbits, mice, and
animals of that type, for research. If the animals
are to be bred and used for these purposes, I
think it is a good move to have a central authority
which will be responsible, and, hopefully, will
carry out its duties in a proper manner. I would
like to take this opportunity to say that, when

selling animals to people partaking in these
programmes I hope the new authority will ensure
that those animals are not subjected to
unnecessary pain or suffering in the name of
medical science.

I am advised that most institutions which use
animals for scientific research have ethics
committees and that these committees are
established to try to ensure that animals are not
subject to unnecessary experiments or operations.
I do not know how effective the committees are,
but certainly I hope that they are very effective
and that the authority bears in mind the views I
have expressed.

In order to try to ensure that the authority does
take these views into account, I would like the
membership of the authority to be widened a
little. It is a very closed shop at the moment; the
committee is composed entirely of representatives
of the groups who will be purchasing the animals.

I have discussed this legislation with the
RSPCA General Secretary (Mr Carter), and he
is not opposed to it. When I suggested to him that
it would be a good idea for his society to be
represented on the authority, he agreed
wholeheartedly. So when we are in the
Committee stage, I intend to move the
amendment that appears on the Notice Paper in
my name to provide that the membership of the
authority-at the moment comprising eight
people-be increased to nine, and that the extra
member should be an RSPCA representative.
That will be a safeguard and will provide the
RSPCA with an insight into the work of the
authority. I cannot see a body like that in any
way impeding the work of the authority. I think it
will help to create an atmosphere of trust and co-
operation between a body which is concerned with
the welfare of animals and the authority that will
be breeding the animals.

I hope members will give favourable
consideration to the amendment when we get to
it. A I said at the outset, we think this is quite a
good Bill. Apart from the points I raised, the
Opposition has no objection to it.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [2.48 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Melville for the support he has given to the Bill. I
wish to make a few short comments only in
respect of the matters that he raised. I Am
certainly not of the view that animals are a
resource, as someone suggested to the member for
Melville, unless they are to be used to assist
mankind in some way. Certainly they are not a
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resource to be used wantonly or cruelly in any
way. I agree with him that perhaps a view in the
middle of the two expressed to him would be the
more appropriate one.

Certainly animals at least deserve the
consideration of the people they serve and ought
to be the beneficiaries of the protection and
guardianship of mankind because they are not in
a position to look after themselves; they do not
have the capacity to do so.

On the other hand, we have to recognise the
fact that animals are not human beings and that
the aim of research is for the betterment of
mankind. That should be remembered and kept
uppermost in our minds.

This authority will use animals to breed
animals for the purposes of research. The
institutions which purchase the animals-well-
established and well-recognised institutions-will
in turn use those animals for the purposes of the
research they undertake. So the centre itself,
apart perhaps from research into breeding
techniques and care of animals, will not be an
institution in the sense that it will be performing
any operations on animals or using the animals
themselves for research purposes.

The recommendation made by the member for
Melville in respect of the alteration to the
membership of the authority would be understood
by most members as a general move for the
protection and welfare of animals. I have had
some consultation in respect of this suggestion
and although I cannot see that the RSPCA being
represented on the authority would be likely to
diminish the work of the authority, it was
generally expressed by proposed members of the
authority that it would be more appropriate for
the RSPCA to be represented on other
committees set up by the authority in respect of
research work and any other matters envisaged
under the schedule of the Bill. Clause 6 of the
schedule provides that the authority has the
power to set up other committees. I am not
prepared to accept the amendment of the member
for Melville. I understand the reason behind his
proposed amendment. I give him and the House
the assurance that I will direct the authority to
appoint an RSPCA representative on any other
appropriate committee.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Watt) in the Chair; Mr Young (Minister for
Health) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Composition of Authority-
Mr H-ODGE: I intend to move an amendment

to this clause. As I mentioned' briefly in the
second reading debate, the Opposition believes
there should be an additional place on the
authority for a representative of the RSPCA.

At the moment the authority consists of eight
members and the Opposition believes the
membership should be expanded to nine to give
the RSPCA the opportunity to be represented. 1
have noted what the Minister said in his reply,
but I am still of the view that the authority
itself-the policy-making body and board of
management-is the appropriate place for an
RSPCA representative. I concede it would be
better than nothing to have an RSPCA
representative on various committees of the
authority, but I do not believe that is the ideal.
The Minister has advanced no positive argument
against expanding the membership of the
authority by one.

Mr Mensaros: You usually ask for a union
representative; not an RSPCA representative!

Mr HODGE: If my amendment is carried, I
will then move to add a new subparagraph to
include a representative Of thie RSPCA on the
authority. I move an amendment-

Page 3, line 1-Delete the figure "S" with
a view to substituting the figure "9".

Mr YOUNG: It is appropriate that I reply to
the member for Melville on this particular point
because if this amendment is not passed, then
obviously he will not have the right of a reply in
respect of his substantive amendment. I would
like to point out to the member for Melville that
the authority virtually is an administrative
authority and it will be concerned basically with
the management of the animal resources centre.
Of course it will deal with policy matters and I
would imagine, like any other authority, it will
listen to the advice of expert subcommittees
which it will set up to formulate policies. Its
major concern will be the breeding of animals and
I have no doubt whatsoever expert subcommittees
will be set up in respect of advice on the breeding
and selling of animals.

As I said to the member for Melville when I
gave an undertaking to this Chamber, I will be
prepa red to direct the authority to give
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representation to the RSPCA on appropriate
committees set up for this purpose. Therefore I do
not accept the amendment put forward to
restructure the membership of the authority.

Mr BERTRAM: 1 wish to ask the Minister:
Why is it necessary to have an authority of no
fewer than eight persons? One has the impression
that the task of this authority will not be a very
great one, and at a time when we are facing all
sorts of economic cutbacks and stringencies, the
least the Minister should do is to explain why it is
necessary to have eight members on the
authority. I assume these people will be paid for
their services;, 1 have no objection to that. Of
course it is right and proper that they should wish
to be paid. However, we have an obligation to see
that we are not paying eight people when we
could pay four or some fewer number than eight.
I do not recall the Minister giving any
justification for the size of the authority.
Incidentally I notice that he can nominate four of
the eight.

Mr Herzfeld: Your colleague tried to increase
the number to nine!

Mr BERTRAM: That may be so, but perhaps
the member for Mundaring should have listened
more closely to his argument. Unlike Government
members, we have the opportunity to exercise our
own discretion.

Mr Herzfeld: Just you wait until tomorrow!

Mr BERTRAM: It may be the popular belief
of the public that we are disciplined and members
of the Liberal Party are not. I invite the public to
come here and to see that quite clearly the
reverse is the case.

I ask the Minister: Why is there a need for a
membership of eight? If four members are to be
nominated by the Minister, who are the four?
What will these members do, and how are we to
pay them all?

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 6 to 27 put and passed.

Schedule put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Young

(Minister for Health), and transmitted to the
Council.

MISUSE OF DRUGS BILL

In Committee

Resumed from 8 September. The Deputy
Chairman of Committees (Mr Watt) in the
Chair; Mr Hassell (Minister for Police and
Traffic) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 5: Offences concerned with prohibited
drugs and prohibited plants in relation to
premises and utensils-

Progress was reported after the clause had been
partly considered.

Mr T. H. JONES: This clause causes the
Opposition a great deal of concern. The Minister
for Police and Traffic has made a number of
public statements regarding what is intended by
this clause. The Opposition's principal concern is
as to the definition of the word "occupier". There
seems to be a weakness throughout the Bill in
respect of various definitions, and this particular
one needs clarification so that people know
exactly where they stand. The definition of the
word "occupier" was not clearly spelt out in the
Minister's second reading speech.

The Opposition is particularly concerned with
clause 5(l)(a) to (c) which covers the situation of
an occupier of premises or a landlord or lessee
knowingly permitting premises to be used for the
purpose of the use of a prohibited drug or plant.
The difficulty with regard to this clause is that
such activities include the smoking of marihuana.
The Leader of the Opposition pointed out last
night that he was at a function where a senior
member of the Police Force said he knew
marihuana was being smoked. I wonder how
often this practice is condoned in Western
Australia. The Opposition would like to know
whether the owner of a property may be
unknowingly guilty of an offence.

The Minister for Police and Traffic has told us
there is nothing to fear. that a fair interpretation
will be placed on the wording of the clause, and
that anyone acting within the law has nothing to
worry about. That may be the case today;
however, Governments and Ministers change. It is
up to us to clearly spell out what is meant by this
important clause.

I have placed on the notice paper an
amendment which we believe will clarify the
situation and spell out the responsibility of the
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people referred to in the clause, especially in view
of the fact that the clause includes the term
"detectable traces of prohibited drug". I draw the
Committee's attention particularly to paragraph
(d)(i) in my amendment. We believe it will
clarify the situation. There can be no justification
for the Minister refusing to accept the
amendment, It will not in any way destroy the
intent of clause 5, but simply will ensure that a
person will not be guilty of an offence without his
knowledge. People will know where they stand.
The Minister cannot deny there has been some
confusion surrounding this clause. He claims
people have been making elaborate and
misleading statements on the issue. Our
amendment will give a positive lead so that
everybody will know where they stand under the
legislation.

I move an amendment-
Page 5, lines 20 to 31-Delete paragraph

(d) with a view to substituting the
following-

(d) has in his possesion-

(i) any pipes or other utensils made or
adapted for use in connection with
the smoking of a prohibited drug or
prohibited plant being pipes or
utensils which have been used by
him or with his knowledge and
permission in that connection or
which he intends to use or perimi.t
others to use in that connection; or

(ii) any utensils which have been used
by him or with his knowledge and
permission in connection with the
preparation of a prohibited drug or
a prohibited plant for smoking;, or

Mr PARKER: Mr Deputy Chairman,' I seek
your guidance. I wish to speak generally on the
clause, and also on this amendment. Should I
speak on the amendment at the moment, and
return to the clause later?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt): Yes.
If you want to speak to the clause generally, you
will have an opportunity to do that after the fate
of the amendment has been determined.

Mr PARKER: As the member for Collie has
made clear, this amendmcnt seeks to clarify the
position and ensure that people are not found
guilty of something about which they have no
knowledge. The wording of clause 5(1 )(d) means
that people will be found guilty of the serious
offence carrying a term of imprisonment of two

years without having any knowledge of the fact
that they are committing such an offence. This
occurs by virtue of the use of certain words and
the omission of other words which should be
inserted. One of the problems is that the wording
is sloppy. It is not precisely clear what is meant
by some of the words.

For example, from line 29 the following words
appear-

in or on which pipes or utensils there are
detectable traces of a prohibited drug or
prohibited plant;

What is meant by the use of the words
"detectable traces"? Are those traces detectable
by the owner of the utensil, or the person in
whose possession that utensil is at the time it is
found; or are they detectable by, for example,
Government analysts? It is quite possible for
Government analysts, police officers, or various
other people to use facilities at their disposal to
detect minute quantities of a particular drug.
Upon that detection, the person concerned would
be liable to be found guilty of an offence under
clause 5(l)(d).

If the Opposition's wording is accepted, we
would be in a position where it would have to be
proved that the person concerned knew that the
detectable quantity was there. In other words,
effectively, the quantity would need to be
detectable to him, and not just detectable to
someone using sophisticated scientific equipment.

The Bill does not make clear what is meant by
the words "detectable traces of a prohibited
drug". This could result in all sorts of problems
for people who are perfectly innocent. One
implement which could be in this category is a
pipe. It could well be that a person who normally
smokes a pipe or keeps a pipe for some reason or
other might have somebody else in the
house-perhaps one of the children, or some
other person from outside who gained access to
it-who used that pipe for smoking marihuana.
Even if that were done without the knowledge of
the owner of the pipe, and the pipe had been
replaced in its original position, under clause
5(l)(d) the owner of the pipe would be guilty of a
serious offence.

Within the metropolitan area of Perth at the
moment, operating without any let, hindrance, or
harrassment, a large number of places sell
implements which, it could be said, are clearly
designed for the smoking of illegal drugs. One has
only to wander around the streets of Perth or
Fremantle to find those implements being sold
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quite openly by a large number of concerns. Some
of the concerns even call themselves names which
suggest that they are engaged in the trade of
illegal drug implements; yet apparently there is
no illegality there; nor would there be any
illegality if this clause were passed. One such
implement may be used without the knowledge of
the owner of the shop, and if there were
detectable traces of the prohibited drug, he would
be guilty of an offence. If there were traces, the
owner would have an obligation to do something
about it.

One of the implements which could be
concerned under this clause is a hypodermic
syringe. Children are enamoured of hypodermic
syringes. Indeed, 1 remember when I was a child
it used to be a good thing if the doctor gave one a
cast-off hypodermic syringe as a toy water pistol.
A child could come into possession of such a
syringe, by picking it up in the street, or by
obtaining it in some other way, and there could
be detectable quantities of an illegal drug in it.
Again, those quantities would be detectable to a
Government analyst. A child would not have any
idea that the liquid remaining in such a syringe
was an illegal drug or a prohibited drug; but
pursuant to this Bill, he would be guilty of an
offence.

Our amendment indicates that the prosecution
in these cases would need to prove either that the
implement had been used by the person
concerned, or that it had been used with his
knowledge and permission. In other words, the
rather would have to say, "Go ahead, son; take
my pipe and smoke your marihuana in it", for
him to be guilty. One of the three tenets would
have to be proved for a conviction to be obtained.
For that reason, we believe the amendment is
preferable.

Our amendment, if passed, will ensure that the
people who are guilty in these matters will be
convicted: but it protects the innocent, The point
we have been trying to make throughout this
debate is that there is very little in the Bill to
protect the rights of the innocent. At least if this
subclause is amended, it will take us some way
towards doing that.

Mr HASSELL: The amendment is not
acceptable because its effect would be to render
the clause totally inoperative, If it were passe,
the clause could not be applied.

As is well known, the drug scene involves the
use of implements; and unless a person was
actually caught smoking with an implement or

utensil, he could not be convicted under the
amendment. If he were caught, he would be
charged with the simple offence of using the
illegal drug; but what is proposed here is to deal
with the situation in which people are involved in
the illegal use of illegal drugs. The provision of
clause 5(l)(d) as it stands makes it an offence for
a person to have an implement in his possession
where there is a trace of an illegal drug.

Let us not forget that in all these matters the
Crown still has the obligation to prove its case.

The Crown has to prove that the person
charged had the pipes or utensils in his
possession. That is the first element, It then has
to prove there were detectable traces of a
prohibited drug or plant. Those matters do not
appear to the Government to impose any great
hardship.

Mr T. H. Jones: Detectable to whom?

Mr HASSELL: They must be detectable to the
point that a case can be proved in court, and the
case has to be proved beyond reasonable doubt.
We cannot do that unless there is a sufficient
trace to enable a case to be proved to the
satisfaction of the court.

Mr Parker: The Government analyst can
provide that proof from a very minute quantity of
a drug for the satisfaction of the court; but the
person in whose possession the implement was
found is not in a similar position.

Mr T. H. Jones: What would happen if the
implements had been used previously without a
person's knowledge?

Mr HASSELL: He would have the general
provisions of the criminal law available to him,
including secton 23 of the Criminal Code. This
Bill should not be read by itself; we must take
into account other Statutes and regulations
dealing with criminal law.

All the Opposition's amendment would do
would be to eliminate the possibility of a
prosecution under this clause. It would require
the Crown to prove that a person knew that he
had pipes or utensils which had been used with
his knowledge and permission by the person in
possession of them. Clearly, if all those elements
could be established we could prove who used the
implements or that the person who had them in
his possession was himself the user, in which case
another charge would be appropriate.

Mr Parker: You might want to charge both the
user and the owner. Where does it say in the Bill
that this clause is to be read subject to section 23
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of the Criminal Code, hearing in mind that this
Bill succeeds the Act in many ways?

Mr HASSELL: It does not say that in the Bill.
This is the way the whole criminal law operates.
The successive amendments to the Police Act and
other Acts do not subject them to the Criminal
Code, but they are applied in that way. This has
been the case for a long time, as I understand it.
Criminal law has not been my field of expertise
and practice, so my opinion could be shown to be
wrong, but this has been my understanding of the
criminal law.

Mr Parker: I am not a lawyer, but my advice is
from people involved in that area, and they say
that with the succession of Statutes, with this Bill,
which is a new Bill unlike the Police Act
amendments which are amendments to an Act
which succeeds the Criminal Code, there is
nothing to say that this Bill should be read in
conjunction with other laws. I suggest the
Minister reviews this matter because I do not
think he is right.

Mr H-ASSELL: If we want these provisions to
have any effect-which the Government
does-we cannot accept this amendment, because
it would completely negate this clause. We could
never obtain the proof required for a convicti on.
If we could, we could charge and convict a person
with one of the offences of illegal use.

Mr T. H. JONES: I am disappointed with the
Minister's answer, because he did not indicate
where our amendment falls short. I explained
earlier how our amendment clearly spells out the
situation in which a person is placed. Clause 5
(1 )(d) mentions detectable traces and, as I
indicated, it could be that a person owned a
utensil but did not know it had been used for drug
purposes. However, the suspicion would be there
and the police could say he was involved with
drugs. The Minister knows what happens; he
knows people could be set up. There will be a case
before the Supreme Court very shortly, and I do
not want to go into it too far because the matter
could be sub jt'dke. Nevertheless, if the men
charged are found guilty I could be right in
saying that people could be set up.

The present provision makes things very
difficult in regard to detectable traces of drugs. I
do not believe our amendment interferes with
what the Government is attempting to do. The
amendment would clarify the situation. Everyone
would know where they stood and the
consequences they would face if they were
involved with drugs. At present there are too

many gray areas open to various interpretations.
The Minister has given his interpretation, but I
think he is wrong, and it is only his opinion. On
many occasions I have indicated that even our
learned judges, when a case is appealed from one
court to another, find they are in disagreement. I
am disappointed with and do not accept the
Minister's aaswer.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge

Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harmian

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr Skidmore
M r Carr
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Mclver

and a division taken with the

Ayes I8
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 25
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr Clarko
Mrs Craig
Mr Tubby
Mr Rushton

(Teller)

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr PARKER: The other point to which I
wished to refer relates to paragraph (c) about
which there has been some considerable public
debate. The Minister in his reply to the second
reading debate, by way of interjection, and in his
public statements, has attempted to portray the
fact that the existence of clause 5(l)(e) will not
be a problem, because only when someone
knowingly stays in a place in which people are
smoking a prohibited drug or plant will they be
found guilty, even if they are not involved in
smoking it themselves. The Minister pointed to a
particular case which he said supported that
assertion.

In his reply to the second reading debate, the
Minister did not refer to the situation adverted to
last night by the Leader of the Opposition when
he related the story about his experience at a ball.
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The Minister also did not relate to the position
which would arise if a person who knew people
were smoking marihuana at a party did not leave.
The Minister said that, once a person discovered
someone was using mnarihuana or a prohibited
drug of any sort, he was in a position where he
was required to leave the premises.

Let me say to the Minister and to the Chamber
that, if the Minister considers seriously that will
happen, it shows he has little or no contact with a
large proportion of people between the ages of I5
and 40, because it would be a very rare party
indeed at which some illegal drug, probably
mnarihuana, was not smoked in the Minister's
electorate, the Premier's electorate, my own
electorate, or any or the inner suburban
electorates, if not elsewhere in the State.

Mr Hassell: There is none in Cosnells
according to your colleague who referred to that
last night.

Mr PARKER: The member for Gosnells said
no marihuana was grown there; but I am not
prepared to speculate on what happens in
Gosnells, because I do not have a great deal of
contact with that area. However, I do have
contact with my own electorate and a number of
the inner city suburbs and it would be very
surprising to me if there was virtually anyone
between the ages of 15 and 40 who would not
Find himself in the position of having to make a
decision along the lines of the decision the
Minister suggested a person may have to make by
virtue of the provisions of clause 5(l)(e).

The Minister might say they should make that
decision; but let me suggest most people would be
regarded as being rather antisocial if, on each
occasion they found themselves at a party at
which people were smoking marihuana and they
did not want to smoke it, they then decided to
leave. There would not be many parties held by
people in the age group to which I referred at
which people stayed.

According to the report of Mr Justice Williams
approximately 36 per cent of people between the
ages of 18 and 24, and a growing percentage of
people he described as "highly educated" of all
ages, are now smoking marihuana.

The figure of 36 per cent is more than a third
of that particular age group and if one has a
party attended by people of 20 to 40 years of age,
bearing in mind those sorts of percentages, it
would be very likely and in fact highly probable

statistically that at some stage or another people
would be smoking marihuana.

The Government's position on this issue shows
a complete lack of understanding of the realities
of the real politics of the situation. The Leader of
the Opposition pointed out that this seems to be
yet another area in which some discretion as to
whether or not the law will be enforced will be
exercised by the police.

I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that
it is not a question of discretion. If it is intended
this law should not be enforced rigidly in this
manner, it should not exist at all, because we
ought not to have the situation where the law is
brought into disrepute. That is precisely what this
clause will do. Inevitably the police will not be
able to use it to its fullest extent, because to do so
would stretch to breaking point facilities such as
the lockups, the paddy wagons, and ultimately the
gaols, Many more people would be arrested than
even the prison system, which I am sure the
Minister for Police and Traffic would like to see
operate, would be able to cope with.

The police will need to be in a position where
they will not be enforcing this provision in the
vast majority of cases. Therefore, that means this
particular provision ought not to operate. Indeed,
there is no reason for the provision to operate.
The Minister has said he is interested in cracking
the chain-stopping the linkage-which he
claims exists between the user, wholesaler,
trafficker, importer, and so on. If that is the
objective of this Bill, where does this provision
help to break the chain?

One has to go only to Perth's cinemas at which
popular films are being shown to smell marihuana
being smoked in the foyers and lobbies. The
Leader of the Opposition referred to a society ball
at which marihuana was smoked and I suggest
that is not unusual, although I have not
encountered it.

Is it suggested that people who are aware
marihuana is being smoked in a cinema lobby in
which they are present should leave?

Mr O'Connor: Have you tried it out?
Mr PARKER: The Bill suggests anybody in

the foyer of a cinema in Perth would have a duty
to leave once he became aware people were
smoking an illegal drug.

Mr O'Connor: Have you smoked marihuana?
Mr PARKER: That creates a highly

unwarranted situation.
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Mr T. H. Jones: Have you ever smoked
marihuana?

Mr O'Connor: No, I have not. I ask the
member for Fremantle again whether he has
smoked marihuana. Has he used drugs?

Mr PARKER: No, I have not, except for the
drugs which have been prescribed from time to
time by my doctor.

Mr O'Connor: Thank you very much.
Mr T. H. Jones: We all have a clean bill over

here.
Mr PARKER: Even on the Government's own

reading of this legislation, and even on what the
Government indicates it wants to achieve, no
reason whatsoever exists for this provision to
continue in the legislation. A statement was made
in, I think, yesterday's edition of The West
Australian reporting remarks made by the
Minister for Police and Traffic following his
receipt of a deputation from the Civil Liberties
Council. The Minister indicated that he may
consider the deletion of this provision; I suggest
that would alleviate a considerable amount of
public concern about this legislation.

This provision ought to be deleted. The
Government ought to give strong consideration to
its deletion so that the Bill as a whole will he
more acceptable to the public.

The Government appears to be intent on
promoting and continuing with this legislation. In
that case it should be in a form which the public
can respect. It should be also in a form which
would enable the public to respect the Police
Force. The way in which the legislation currently
is framed and, in particular, this provision i s
framed, will have the result that the law will be
regarded as an ass. It will not be enforced, and
that is wrong because any law ought to be
enforced.

If this particular law is enforced it will cause
considerable hardship and will create resentment
towards police officers and the apparatus of the
State. Those results are not things any of us in
this Chamber would like to see occur.

Mr T. H. JONES: It will be very difficult for
the public of Western Australia to meet the
requirements of this provision. The Minister may
frown, but I put this question to him: If somebody
is smoking a prohibited drug on a large property,
how on earth would anyone else on that property
know that an offence is occurring on the
property? How on earth will this law be policed?
If someone is at a party at which a prohibited

drug is used, as suggested by the member for
Fremantle, how will that person know that an
offence is occurring? Where is the protection for
innocent people?

The clause quite clearly does not protect such
people, and that is why I attempted to have it
amended. As the clause stands, if anyone is found
in a place used for the purpose of smoking a
prohibited drug or plant, or using any such drug
or plant, he is committing an offence. It would
not matter whether the person is at a ball, a
rodeo, a sporting function, or a concert.

I reiterate that it will be very difficult for
people to meet the provisions of this clause. The
Opposition has asked why the clause was framed
in the manner it was, but the Minister has not
answered that question adequately. At present
ample protection exists. This clause will be a
strong infringment of the civil liberties of people
within this State. On those grounds we strongly
oppose it.

Mr HASSELL: Clause 5(l)(e), the provision
with which the member for Fremantle and the
member for Collie have dealt exclusively, was
misinterpreted. The statements made as to its
effect simply were incorrect.

Mr T. H. Jones: You read paragraph (e) for us
and tell us what it means.

Mr HASSELL: A provision similar to
paragraph (c) has been in the law of this State
for many years; although I do not say that is a
justification for retaining it. The only proposed
change is to have this law extend to the use of
any prohibited drug or plant. Previously the law
was restricted. The point is that if we change an
accepted provision which has a clearly established.
legal meaning, we have another area of
uncertainty and a further need of judicial
interpretation.

The decision to include this provision was taken
quite deliberately because its subject matter has
received judicial interpretation which makes clear
the legal limits and restrictions upon it. Therefore
it should be incorporated in this legislation in the
same form without opening up the situation of its
being reinterpreted. The member for Fremantle
and the member for Collie were wrong in their
interpretations simply because of the case-

Mr T. H. Jones: Did you ever lose a case as a
lawyer?

Mr Davies: Only because the judge was wrong.

Mr T. H. Jones: I wonder whether he ever lost
a case when practising as a lawyer.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order!

Mr HASSELL: I again refer the Committee to
the case of Peacock v, Drummond heard by Chief
Justice Jackson in 1973. The year of its hearing
indicates just how long such a provision has been
a part of our law. The circumstances of the case
are interesting. The Chief Justice said-

* The facts disclosed by the evidence may be
summarized as follows. Ellis Farm house is
on the east bank of the estuary of the
Blackwood River opposite the town of
Augusta, and from the town access to the
farm house is by boat. In the early evening of
3 March last there were eight men and two
women at the farm house: two of them lived
there and the others were guests.

These are the sort of circumstances which the
member for Collie and the Leader of the
Opposition have described. The case to which I
am referring is almost exactly the type of case to
which the Opposition has said the provision will
apply.

The essence of the matter is that this type of
provision did not apply, and that is why I am
referring to this case. To continue-

Between 6.30 and 7.00 p.m. police officers
from the Drug Squad entered the house
under the authority of a search warrant and
found all or most of the occupants in the
dining room, sitting around a table. The
room was a large one, about 30 ft. x 20 ft.,
and the table was about 8 ft. x 4 ft. As they
approached the house, the police officers
noticed an odour of burning cannabis, and on
entering the dining room they saw one man
seated at the table smoking cannabis from a
"chillem" pipe-a small carved wooden pipe

about Five inches long, the bowl of which is
in line with the stem, not at right angles as
with an ordinary tobacco pipe.

Mr Davies: Just to set the scene, were the
police officers going there because they suspected
cannabis was being smoked, or did they go there
for some other purpose?

Mr HASSELL: I cannot give the Leader of the
Opposition that information because it was not
disclosed by the Chief Justice.

Mr Davies: It is important because of your
interpretation.

Mr HASSELL: What is important is that
certain people were involved in a set of activities.
For whatever reason, the police did charge the

people with an illegal activity. The decision to
which I am referring established the limits of the
effect of a provision in the same terms as clause
5(l)(e) of this legislation.

Mr Davies: Where did this provision come
from originally?

Mr HJASSELL: I cannot give the member that
information, either.

Mr Davies: You should know that.

Mr HASSELL: I know that if the Leader of
the Opposition were dealing with a Bill he would
know the origin of every clause and subclause
notwithstanding that the Bill was 35 pages long!
He would know it all!

Mr Davies: You are saying it should be taken
in its entirety.

Mr HASSELL: Last night the Leader of the
Opposition referred to the Bill in its entirety, but
he had not even read it.

Point of Order

Mr DAVIES: I ask that the Minister's remark
be withdrawn before we get into a situation
similar to that which we entered last night. His
statement is stupid and completely untrue.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order!

Mr Young: You said you hadn't read it.

Mr DAVIES: I said I spent two and a half
hours reading the Bill in its entirety while I was
sitting in this Chamber.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Leader of
the Opposit ion will resume his seat. He has made
his point and I am prepared to adjudicate. My
ruling after the precedent established in the
Chamber last night-after an assertion which I
regard as being much more serious-is that there
is no way I could uphold the request for a
withdrawal of the remark. I call the Minister.

Committee Resumed
Mr HASSELL. Mr Deputy Chairman-

Mr Davies: Why don't you be decent for a
change and not make statements which you know
are completely untrue?

Mr Evans: That is the nature of the beast.

Mr H-ASSELL: The judgment describes what
occurred when the police went to the house in
question. To continue-
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The substantial ground of appeal is that
the evidence merely showed that the
appellant was present in a room where a man
was then smoking cannabis and that merely
to be present when cannabis is smoked is no
offence: and that there was no evidence
which established beyond a reasonable doubt
that the room was then being used for the
purpose of cannabis smoking.

Mr T. H. Jones: Isn't that contrary to the
clause we are talking about? Does it not override
that?

Mr HASSELL: It is the interpretation of the
clause put on it by the Supreme Court which still
applies.

Mr T. H. Jones: It is open to interpetation.
Mr HASSELL: The Chief Justice in giving his

judgment when he was dealing with the facts
said, amongst other things-

The pesent wording no longer requi .res
proof of habitual or repeated use oft the place
in the past for such a purpose; but it does, in
my view, require proof that the premises
were then being employed for the purpose
alleged, in the sense that this was the
use-not necessarily the sole use, but an
effective and real use-to which the place
was being put by at least some of the persons
present, or that persons had resorted to the
place for the purpose of using it for smoking
of cannabis or opium. The relevant
paragraph does not say that it is an offence
to be found in a place where another person
is smoking cannabis; it must be shown that
there was a use or employment of the place
for that purpose, and that it wvas being so
used at the time.

The Leader of the Opposition should note this in
reference to the example he gave last night of the
dance hall where he believed there was cannabis
smoking going on. The relevant paragraph does
not say that it is an offence to be then in a place
where another person is smoking cannabis. It
must be shown that there was a use or
employment of the place for that purpose and
that it was being so used at the time. In other
wards, the purposes of this provision as clearly
interpreted by the court are that it should catch
people who deliberately resort to a place for the
purposes of illegal activity involving the use of
illegal drugs.

It is not intended and does not as a matter of
law catch the innocent, the casual, the

unconnected people who happen to be there when
the illegality takes place.

Mr T. H. Jones: It is a pretty weak set-up, isn't
it, when you have to act in that way? Surely the
law should be clear.

Mr HASSELL: The very purpose of putting
the provision in as it is, I repeat, was that the
legal interpretation having been established by
this case, it is good drafting practice to stay with
it so that the law remains clear as interpreted.

Mr DAVIES: I am pleased to see there has
been a change of Committee chairmanship at
least, otherwise we could have easily got into an
unfortunate position such as that which developed
last night. I do say it was unfortunate. I think
some things were misunderstood on both sides
which were all-embracing and all-applying. In the
heat of the argument, one person got more than
he deserved, at least.

However, getting back to the point I raised,
first of all, let me put the Minister for Health's
mind at rest. I have read the Bill from the first to
the last page, including all the names of the
drugs, most of which I did not understand-he
might have a better understandiing than I have.

Mr Parker: I doubt it.
Mr DAVIES: As I said last night while I sat

here for 21/ hours waiting to speak, I read the Bill
in its entirety. I also admitted quite freely that I
do not read all Bills which come before the House
because we have very competent shadow
Ministers who are required to do that for us and
who report to me and our party room as to the
contents of Bills. I hope that eases the Minister's
conscience a little bit.

I am surprised that the Minister was not able
to tell us from whence this clause was taken. On a
number of occasions with complicated Bills like
this, like the Stamp Duty Bill and the Loans
Authority Bill that we have on the notice paper,
the Premier has done me the courtesy of passing
me over detailed notes of how the Bill was made
up. I have appreciated this very much because it
has helped the Opposition to understand the Bilt
and the Government's thinking behind it.

This Bill contains a number of clauses which
have been taken from other Sills together with
some new ones which have been consolidated into
the one Act. I believe the Government needs to be
complimented on this. Some of the things
contained in the Bill we do not agree with. Had
the Minister had with him the papers as the
Premier's Department supplies to him which show

3471



3472 ASS EM BLYJ

this Bill was taken from the Criminal Code and
so on-

Mr Hassell: I am sorry. My apologies. I
understood that your question was re the origin of
the clause. 1 did not know that you wanted to
know whether it came out of the Police Act or the
Poisons Act. I can soon tell you that. It came out
of the Police Act.

Mr DAVIES: In precisely the same words?

Mr Hassell: No. As I explained before, this
clause has been amended from applying to opium
and something else to cover all illegal drugs.

Mr DAVIES: So having now changed the
wording of the clause, the Minister still claims
that a decision given by a Chief Justice long since
retired in 1973 still has a bearing on this case.

Mr Hassell: The substance of it has not been
changed.

Mr DAVIES: How can he possibly give us an
undertaking for evermore that the court is going
to uphold cases where circumstances are
somewhat similar? How can he say that, despite
what he read out on 4 August to this Chamber? I
will repeat it. He said, "in a number of
circumstances the Bill will create offences that
will occur when-a person is found in any place
which is then being used for the purpose of the
smoking of a prohibited drug or prohibited
plant."

Mr Parker: Perhaps we could switch provisions
with the Police Act?

Mr DAVIES: Perhaps by way of interjection
and for the benefit of the member for Fremantle,
is the Minister able to give us a reference from
the Police Act as to where this provision was
taken?

Mr Hassell: No, but I will have it in a moment.

Mr DAVIES: Good. As I just pointed out, the
Minister said quite clearly and distinctly on page
2363 of H-anosard in his introductory speech-and
it does not matter how one would like to interpret
it-when he reads clause 5(e) as it is in the Bill,
he can put an intcrpretation on it that would
mean that if a person was in the same building,
on the top floor, and pot was being smoked in the
basement, that person could still be liable to
prosecution if the police officers were so
determined. A policeman could establish that he
knew it was going on up there and one could be in
the same kind of situation where he is a party to
smoking the drug himself.

I find it quite impossible to believe that a
person with the Minister's training and having
practised as long as he has in the legal profession
should say, "Have faith in a decision brought
down in 1973", possibly niever challenged since
then, despite the fact that the Chief justice has
now retired, and despite the fact that, on his own
admission, the wording of this clause has been
altered from the way it appeared in the Police
Act. If it has been altered in any way whatsoever
by one word, one letter, or even a punctuation
mark, a different set of circumstances exists and
quite a different situation could result if
prosecution was undertaken by the police.

Mr Parker: Section 943(2)(a).

Mr DAVIES: Does that help the Minister? It
is section 94B(2)(a) of the Police Act. I have not
made the comparison, but I am certain that if I
speak for a minute or two, the member for
Fremantle will be able to make the comparison
and perhaps tell us how it differs because it is
quite wrong, particularly when one is writing a
new Act, not to take the opportunity to make it
perfectly clear that there can be situations where
people can be innocently on premises where
cannabis is being smoked or other drugs are being
used without their being guilty. This is a real
opportunity for the Minister to do that. All he
has said is, -I do not want to upset the decison."
As far as he was concerned, it was established in
1973 and therefore it was good enough then and
it is good enough now.

We do not believe that is correct. We believe
that if the position is to be made perfectly clear
the full intent of the Government's desires should
be indicated in the Bill. Despite what the
Minister said and despite what happened in 1973
I maintain that even in only sightly different
circumstances, people could find themselves in a
postition where they would be liable to
prosecution and indeed liable to be fined or
gaoled for doing something that was done in all
innocence. It is not good enough for the Minister
to say, "Let them look in Hansard", because he
knows, as well as I do, that Hansard is not
admissable evidence in a court of law. It does not
matter whether he swears on a stack of Bibles
that what he told us is true, the fact remains the
situation could be completely different with only
a minor change in circumstances.

I emphasise that I object most strongly to the
fact that the Government is not taking the
opportunity to write into a new piece of
legislation exactly what it thinks the position
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should be. If what the Minister says is correct, let
the Government say so quite clearly in the Bill
Failing that we are left with the distinct
impression that the Minister is not telling the
truth.

Mr GRILL: I have looked at the decision
referred to by the Minister and there would
appear to be some credence in the argument he
has put forward. However, it would appear that
the literal wording of the Bill is such that it could
be misinterpreted by a number of people.

Mr T. H-. Jones: Unfortunately you are not
going to be answered because the Minister has
left the Chamber.

Mr GRILL: The system of law within our
State varies because in country areas it is
administered virtually by laymen and by that I
mean justices of the peace. I would imagine that
any justice reading this section literally would
come to the same interpretation placed upon it by
members of the Opposition and by the shadow
Minister, the member for Fremantle. It is
encumbent upon the Minister to make the law
clear. This particular provision may well have
been interpreted in this way by the Chief Justice
in 1973. However, in reading the section it is not
clear and the Government now has the
opportunity to amend the Act so it is not
misinterpreted by laymen, justices, and, if I may
say so, some fairly ind'ifferent sorts of stipendiary
magistrates in country areas.

Another point I wish to make-and I made this
point last night-is that there are some cases
where people who are working in voluntary
positions, or even in some paid positions, need to
enter places where drugs are being used. To say
to these people they cannot go into these places is
simply to deny them the opportunity of doing
their job and also to deny assistance to the people
who need help.

Mr Parker: That is an extremely important
point, even on the Supreme Court interpretation.
You might Find places being used deliberately for
the purpose of smoking cannabis, but these people
might want to go to them for that reason.

Mr GRILL: That is so right. A third point I
would like to make is that the decision of Peacock
v Drummnond would appear to be fairly clear on
the surface. However, the judgment handed down
by the Chief Justice was a judgment nonetheless
of a single judge, it is not a judgment of the full
Supreme Court and therefore it does not have the
imprimatur of the full Supreme Court. This
judgment can be overturned in this State at any

time. Because of the nature of the provision it
could be said that the Supreme Court can
overthrow that decision tomorrow-it would need
only a different set of judges for this to occur.

As Chief Justice Jackson has been replaced by
Sir Francis Burt it is quite possible that a
different interpretation could be placed on this
section. Therefore, for the three reasons I have
given, I believe it is incumbent upon the Minister
to take this opportunity of rectifying the
situation. I have no doubt that when the provision
was first enacted it was considered that section
948(g) would be sufficient to prosecute people
under the circumstances set out and explained by
the Minister in the case of Peacock v Drumimond.
That is a further reason there are good grounds
for clearing up the position which exists today.

Mr PARKER: The Leader of the Opposition
asked the Minister the origin of this particular
provision. He was told the origin was section
94B(2) of the Police Act. Section 948(2)(a)
refers generally to any person engaged in the use
of cannabis or prepared opium and reads as
follows-

Part of this Act applies, or unlawfully uses
any such drug, or is found in any place which
is then being used for the purpose of
cannabis or opium smoking;

That is the context in which the provision appears
in the existing Police Act. It is obvious the
context has been changed completely because the
Minister has said it refers not only to marihuana
and cannabis, but also to any prohibited drugs or
plants. I suggest that change has more than a
sematic effect because it is clear to me what the
intention was when the Act was pro-claimed in
1927. It has been amended several times since. I
have not seen the 1927 Statute, but I would
wager that it referred to opium smoking. I will
check that out.

It is clear that the original intention of the Act
was to prosecute people and make it illegal to
have opium dens. I do not recall opium
dens-very few people would.

I understand there were a considerable number
of opium dens throughout the world at that time.
One only has to read books written by authors of
that time to draw that conclusion and I
understand certain communities in this State
engaged in an activity during this era. It was
intended that the amendment to the Police Act of
1927 would make it an offence, not only to smoke
opium, but even to be in an opium den. That was
the intention of the legislation. What has
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happened is that cannabis has become an illegal
drug over the years and has been included by the
Minister on the list of prohibited drugs and
plants.

One might say that simply takes up the
judgment made by His Honour, Justice Sir
Lawrence Jackson when he interpreted that
section in the way he did. Let me say, however,
that firstly the fact that this clause now has been
taken out of that context and placed in a new
context, in my understanding of the way the law
operates and in the way judges think and operate
it could very well cause a judge to consider the
matter differently from the way it was decided by
Sir Lawrence Jackson.

Secondly, my experience of judges-which, I
admit, is confined mainly to the industrial
area-is that where they find bad laws passed by
Parliament they tend to take it unto themselves to
make judgments which will have the effect of
improving those laws to the maximum extent
possible. Most sensible judges put themselves in
that position.

From my personal experience of Sir Lawrence
Jackson-which was quite extensive, not in the
field of law, but because we were on the
university senate together for some years-I
would say that he is an eminently sensible person.
It would not surprise me at all if he found the law
to be a bad law and made a decision which would
be palatable to the community and would
minimise its bad effects. In fact, that approach to
the law is not uncommon amongst judges, which
probably is just as well for society, given the sort
of Government we have in this State.

However, simply because judges have seen laws
to be bad and have brought down decisions which
have made those laws more palatable than they
might otherwise have been, it does not follow that
Parliament therefore should leave the laws as
they stand. Obviously, the Parliament must put
forward the best possible law.

The other obvious example of where judges
have made more palatable the laws introduced by
this Government and passed by this Parliament is
in relation to the interpretation of section 54B of
the Police Act. In fact, they have now reached a
stage where their interpretation of that section
makes it virtually meaningless. Really, there is no
need to change that section because it is now so
meaningless that in most eases it has no effect.
However, obviously, the law should be amended
because it only makes Parliament look ridiculous
if judges must interpret the law in that way.

I remember a man who is now the current
Chief Justice, when President of the Industrial
Appeals Court (Sir Francis Rurt) making a
judgment which rendered inoperative those
sections of legislation relating to fines for striking
unionists; he simply made the sections ludicrous.
In other words, he recognised that a piece of
legislation was absurd and that he as a judge had
some obligation to the community to come down
with a decent decision which people could respect,
and to enforce laws which people could respect.

in my opinion, that is what Sir Lawrence
Jackson did in the case to which the Minister
referred. If the suggestion is that this clause is
directed at catching only those people who are in
opium dens or cannabis dens, I would suggest the
Minister reconsider the matter because I am not
aware there are any places in Western Australia
which are used exclusively for the purposes of
cannabis or opium smoking or, indeed, any other
illegal smoking. As I pointed out, the
interpretation placed on the matter by Sir
Lawrence Jackson could be substantially different
from the interpretation arrived at by any other
judge of the Supreme Court. If people smoke
cannabis, they do so in the comfort of their
homes, in their friends' homes, at parties, at
places like cinemas, and so on.

Therefore, even on the Minister's own reading
of clause 5(l)(e), there is no need for a provision
such as this in the legislation and the Minister
would be doing both himself and the Government
a service by agreeing to delete it.

Finally, the Minister says these things are
subject to interpretation. It would seem to me it is
the job of Parliament to ensure its laws are as
clear as possible and can be clearly understood by
anyone who obtains a copy of the Act or who
looks through the various documents which are
available. They should not need to go rushing
down to the Supreme Court library to look
through the judgments of judges and decide what
it is the Act really means.

In this State and, indeed, throughout the
British system of justice, a person can be found
guilty even though he is completely ignorant of
the law, If the law is determined not by
something he can readily ascertain through an
Act of Parliament which is readily available, but
only by reference to a judge-made law which is
something esoteric and available, understandable,
and comprehensible to only a few people, that is
not good law. If this Parliament is interested in
making good law, it should be making it

3474



[Wednesday, 9 September 1981] 37

accessible and easily understandable which this
legislation-even on the Minister's own
understanding-patently is not.

Clause put and
following result-

Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
M r G rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MePharlin
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes
Mr Clarko
Mrs Craig
M r Tu bby

a division taken with the

Ayes 27
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)
Noes 20

Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr A. D. Taylor
M r 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
M r Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr Skidmore
Mr Carr
Mr Hodge

Clause thus passed.

Clause 6: Offences concerned with prohibited
drugs generally-

Mr T. H. JONES: The word "supply" can
amount to sharing a drug at the request of the
receiver. Whilst this clause might not seem
important, it gives immunity in certain areas
under the provisions of subclause (2), whereby a
person may possess, manufacture, or prepare a
prohibited drug for delivery to an authorised
person.

I mentioned the reference to "a person".
Subelause (3) requires definition. It is open to
abuse. Who is this person? "A person" does not
commit an indictable offence-the Minister
should spell out today what is meant by that,
instead of doing so by regulations at a later stage.
It will be too late then. It will become law, and
we will have no knowledge of what "a person"
means.

Surely with an involved Bill, the Minister
should tell us the definition of "a person" in
clause 6(3). Do any members on the Government

side know to whom this person refers, and what
his intentions are? Certainly the Opposition is not
clear. The Government has a responsibility to tell
the Chamber who this person is.

If we go further into the Bill, we see that Clause
31 (1) to (4) relates to an authorised officer. This
authorised officer can do all sorts of things. He
has virtual police powers. I ask the Minister
about the need to introduce this. We have "a
person", an undercover agent, and an authorised
person. The Minister should tell the Chamber
why they are necessary. Obviously they will not
be trained presonnel. They will not be members of
the Police Force of Western Australia. I will
stand corrected if I am wrong; but the Minister
did not advise us in his second reading speech,
and the Bill does not define these people.

Surety it is reasonable for the Opposition to
suggest that the Minister has an obligation, not
only to Opposition members, but also to members
on the Government side, to spell Out clearly who
these people are.

The member for Mt. Marshall supported the
Bill last night. I wonder whether he knows who
this person is. Can he tell me who is the
authorised person, and what are his powers? No,
of course he cannot tell me; but he supported the
measure last night. He said, "it is a good Bill.
We go along with the National Country Party.
There is nothing wrong with the Bill."

I pause to give the member for Mt. Marshall
an opportunity to answer me. Perhaps we are
remiss, and we have not studied the Bill
sufficiently. He might know something we do not
know. However, he cannot answer because, like
us, he does not know. Last night he sang the
praises of the Bill. He said, "it is a wonderfuL
piece of legislation".

The Minister has not told us who these people
are, but we should know. We are justified in
asking who is an authorised person. What duties
are entailed in his position? How will he be
selected? What will be his qualifications? We
need to know those things so we will know what
type of person will be involved in the area
specified in the Bill.

Work in the drugs arena could give rise to
corruption. Will the operations of the authorised
officer be vetted? Will anyone be directed to
watch his activities as defined in subelause (3)?
Will he have to make any reports?

The Minister has not indicated whether there
will be any regulations to cover the operations of
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that person, so the Parliament will know what the
position is. If I am wrong, I would like to hear
from the Minister.

I wonder whether the Government members
who supported the Bill last night know the
answers to these questions. Do they agree with
the viewpoint I am expressing now on behalf of
the Opposition?

Mr HASSELL: I am somewhat at a loss as to
what point is being raised by the member for
Collie. Clause 6 is a key provision of the Bill
creating a basic offence of having possession of a
prohibited drug, with intent to sell or supply, or
manufacturing it, or being involved in selling or
supplying. Subclause (2) deals with the simple
offence of possession or use, with appropriate
exceptions.

Mr T. H-. Jones: What about the person
mentioned? Which person are you referring to?
There is the case of a person who has a prohibited
drug in his possession. Who is the person?

Mr HASSELL: I assume the member is not
confusing the situation with that of the
undercover agent. This provision has nothing to
do with that.

Mr T. H. Jones: That comes later. I will be
raising that later. I am raising the question. How
do we know who the person is?

Mr HASSELL: It may well be the analyst
employed under the Act. He would be authorised
under the Act.

Mr T. H. Jones: Who else?

Mr HASSELL: It relates also to
pharmaceutical chemists who handle these drugs
under the Poisons Act.

Mr T. H. Jones: Anyone else?

Mr HASSELL: I cannot tell the member of
every possibility. It relates to people who are
authorised. There is a very limited category of
people. There is nothing sinister about it. It is
intended to do the very things about which the
member is concerned. It is intended to make sure
that innocent people are not caught. We are
concerned about that. We do not want to have an
all-embracing clause that covers people who have
some lawful authority, or some proper excuse for
having in their possession a prohibited drug.

Mr T. H. Jones: Can you not spell out who
these people are?

Mr HASSELL: I have spelt out the analyst
and the people under the Poisons Act.

Mr T. H. Jones: Not in this clause. There is no
interpretation of "a person". You will not deny
that. I do not know what interpretation you could
possibly have.

Mr HASSELL: The clause provides that a
person is guilty of an offence unless he is
authorised under this proposed Act or under the
Poisons Act.

Mr T. H. Jones: You have the interpretation in
clause 3. Would it be wrong to suggest that this
should be spelt out in the interpretation?

Mr HASSELL: What should be spelt out?

Mr T. H. Jones: A person who fits. into this
category. You mentioned the analyst. You
mentioned the chemist. Why did you not mention
those in clause 3 where you are giving an
interpretation of the people mentioned in the
Bill?

Mr HASSELL: The Bill is drafted in a normal,
proper, and regular way. It provides for the
offence, and then excepts people who have a
lawful excuse under this legislation or under other
relevant legislation.

Mr T. H. Jones: That may be your opinion, but
certainly not ours.

Mr HASSELL: Certainly it is my opinion. It
does not represent a risk in any way. As I said,
what the member is concerned about is a mystery.

Mr T. H. Jones: You tell me what I am
concerned about. You answered two people you
know of.

Mr HASSELL: What is the concern of the
member?

Mr T. H. Jones: I have told you my concern.
You pointed out "a person" refers to an analyst
and a chemist.

Mr HASSELL: They are two possibilities.
There would be others.

Mr T. H. Jones: Then there is the authorised
person.

Mr HASSELL: What is the Concern of the
member? Is he frightened that somebody is in, or
somebody is out?

Mr T. H. Jones: At this stage the expression
"authorised person" is the problem.

Mr HASSELL: How does the member mean?

Mr T. H. Jones: There is provision for the
authorised person in the Bill, the same as the
undercover agent. Perhaps I could come to that
later.
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IMr HASSELL: The member should. That has
nothing to do with this clause.

Mr PARKER: I have a broad concern with this
particular clause. One of the problems with this
whole piece of legislation and, indeed, with this
whole area, is that the Government's stated
intention is to deal severely with traffickers. I
believe all of us in this House wish genuine drug
traffickers to be dealt with in a very severe
manner. The precise magnitude of the severity
might be a matter of contention; but it is fair to
say we all want people who are genuine drug
traffickers-people who are profiting from the
drug trade and people such as those to whom the
Minister referred who sell drugs to school
students-to be dealt with in a very severe and
harsh way.

The problem is that this Bill does not
distinguish between people who are trafficking in
that way and people who are merely sharing a
drug with friends or, for that matter, selling in a
very small way or keeping for their friends or
associates a quantity of drugs and then selling
them to cover the costs.

That is one of the aspects of marihuana usage
which perhaps should be illegal, but which should
not be dealt with in the same way that the Mr
Bigs, to whom the Minister keeps referring, are
dealt with.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr PARKER: 1 move-
That I be given leave to continue my

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

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit' again
at a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Hassell (Minister for Police and Traffic).

LIQUOR: LICENSED PREMISES

Laverton: Grievance

MR COYNE (Mlurchison-Eyre) [4.32 p.mn.]: A
deplorable situation exists in Laverton and it
needs to be corrected. The substance of my
grievance will be directed towards highlighting
the deficienicies which exist and a particular
inequity which has emerged as being manifestly
unjust to the Laverton community in general.

During the last 10 years there has been an
unprecedented upsurge of activity-particularly
mining activity-in the north-eastern goldfields

and in the two significantly historical towns of
Leonora and Laverton. As a result of that
activity, there has been a great population
increase together with an increasing degree of
economic prosperity.

The Windarra nickel mine development exerted
tremendous pressures on the very small Laverton
Shire Council and that council was forced to
recreate the town of Laverton. It was calculated it
would be necessary to encompass a population of
2 000 people in 1977-78.

With a substantial financial input from the
Poseidon Nickel Company, and the input of funds
from the State Government and local authority,
great major projects were introduced in the form
of a new high school, a community complex
embracing shire council offices, function rooms,
and other facilities including a new police
station-

Mr Davies: No wonder you are complaining!
Mr COYNE: -with a detention centre

attached, a community welfare building of some
consequence, as well as a major airport which has
now been sealed and also a magnificent grassed
oval. These are all indicators of prosperity and
growth.

After a brief curtailment of operations, the
Windarra nickel mine settled down to restricted
activity for approximately two years, from June
1978 to June 1980. However, as a result of
considerable changes in the nickel market, the
mine operation is now geared to go ahead fully.
The level of employment in the town has risen
markedly and the population stands now at
approximately 1 500.

There is one area of dissatisfaction in the total
community and that concerns an institution
which is a focal point in every goidmining
community. I refer to the local pub. The Palace
Hotel, which is the only liquor outlet in the
modern township of approximately 1 500 people,
is totally inadequate and demonstrably
substandard. There is a need also to recognise
that the resurgence of the Lancefield goldmine,
which has become a productive entity in its own
right, will further add to the long-term future of
Laverton itself and will certainly compliment the
nickel production from the total area.

My first recollection of the Palace Hotel at
Laverton goes back to 1936 when I went there to
take up a job in the Lancefield goldmine. I was
there for two years, so I have a good recollection
of what the Palace Hotel was like then.

3477



3478 ASSEMBLY)

I returned to Laverton in 1968 and discovered
that although the town had had its ups and downs
in the meantime, its economic level of prosperity
was at a low ebb; and the hotel was exactly the
same as it was in 1936. Indeed, if anything, it was
less adequate than it was before, because
previously a bungalow was attached to the hotel
and this catered very comfortable for boarders
and the like.

Mr Davies: It did not live up to its name as a
palace.

Mr COYNE: In 1971 1 was elected to
Parliament and I have watched the area grow
from a prospect into a development of some
consequence.

Mr Nanovich: And represented extremely well.
Mr COYNE: Without any fear of

contradiction I can say the Palace Hotel at
Laverton is structurally exactly the same now as
it was over 40 years ago in 1936. Some
modifications have been made to the interior, but
they are too inadequate to be classified as an
indication of any real effort to cope with the
situation. It remains an incongruity in the
community, mainly because of the reluctance of
the commissioners of the Licensing Court to take
some positive action to force the owners of the
hotel to conform with the standards
commensurate with a community the size of
Laverton.

As far back as 1974, a letter from the manager
of the Windarra nickel mine (Bob Floyd) was
received by the Licensing Court. It referred to a
number of factors in terms which I relate. Mr
Floyd put the plain facts to the commission and
said there was a need for a properly developed
hotel to cater for the requirements of 2 000-odd
people. He voiced his concern also that the
owners of the Palace Hotel had been able to
continue trading for so long in substandard
facilities and that the proposed improvements to
the hotel would still result in a substandard
facility compared with the rest of the town.
Indeed, this is true.

Mr Bob Floyd pointed out also that the court
would protect the monopoly of the hotel in
Laverton and that, therefore, the hotel should be
required to provide facilities of a standard in
keeping with the rest of the township. Finally, he
asked the court to do everything within its power
to ensure the hotel in Laverton was upgraded to a
standard that would be acceptable to the work
force of the Windarra nickel project and was able

properly to serve the new and modern community
that was being established in Laverton.

To my personal knowledge-since 1971 1 have
watched this place grow-there has been a great
deal of duck shoving by the Licensing Court on
this matter. I remember a visit undertaken by the
then chairman (Herb Graham)-l shared a motel
unit with him one weekend-and I was
disappointed at the time that he did not "bite the
bullet" and endeavour to redress this shameful
situation.

I do not, know whether any licensing
commission has in fact visited the area since then,
but I think it would be an exercise that would be
profitable to it.

Recently a very experienced business couple,
John Laker and his wife, Cathy Arpas-both very
capable caterers and identified with the locality
as previous managers of the "Nationwide" food
services outlet at Windarra-made an application
for a 12-unit motel-restaurant complex embracing
a licensed restaurant, bottle licence, and take-
away food service estimated to cost within the
vicinity of $400 000 to $500 000.

The hearing of this application took place in
Perth last Wednesday and approval was given for
the licensed restaurant. Subsequently the bottle
licence application was refused. The application
was supported by the whole
community-Western Mining Corporation, the
police, and certainly by me- who saw it as an
opportunity to balance the liquor distribution in
the town without taking the monopoly in respect
of bulk beer from the Palace Hotel.

There is no doubt in my mind that this complex
would have been of great benefit to Laverton. I
believe it would have contributed markedly to the
social activity and may have provided an added
facility to members of that community by the
very fact that the restaurant was also advertised
as being a function room. A smaller function
room is very much needed.

To justify the capital outlay, of course, the
major ingredient of the overall submission was
the bottle licence which would have allowed the
applicants to have a reasonable opportunity to
recoup their outlay over a number of years. The
present licensees of the Palace Hotel, Roy and
Elaine Sturch, are well qualified and well
respected people; but they have been caught up in
a set of circumstances that has gone on too long.
History will reveal that the Licensing Court has
protected the hotel for seven or eight years at the
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expense of the townspeople and district of
La verton.

MIR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Chief Secretary)
[4.44 p.m.]: I very much regret to say that I
cannot really provide a complete response to the
member for Murchison-Eyre. I am aware of his
continuing vigorous representation or his
electorate and the people in it and his
representation of the needs of the area. However,
I must point out that in this situation we are
dealing with an independent court created by a
Statute of this Parliament.

Mr Jamieson: You must be going to visit
Laverton shotly. You want to be Sure of your
facts.

Mr H-ASSELL: The court is not subject to
Ministerial direction or questioning or control,
although the members of the court under
successive Governments always have provided
considerable advice to the Government of the day
in relation to the proper administration of the
liquor legislation. I must refer the member for
Murchison-Fyre to section 8 of the Liquor Act
which provides that a court known as the
Licensing Court is established. The court is a
court of record and has a seal of which judicial
notice shall be taken.

Under section I I of that Act the court has
exclusive jurisdiction throughout the State to hear
and determine all applications under the Act for
the granting of liquor licences, amongst other
things. Its decisions are subject to appeal to the
Supreme Court only on matters or law.

In relation to the particular application raised
by the member for M urchison-FEyre, I understand
the decision of the court was given recently and ir
any grounds of appeal on a matter of law can be
identified, it would still be within lime and within
competence for that appeal to be begun.

However, it is not competent for me to ask the
court ror -any account of its decision. I have no
right to make a suggestion or to interfere and,
indeed, it would be quite wrong for me to do so.
The most I can expect is to receive and examine,
as may the member for Murchison-Eyre, the
reasons for the judgment of the court.

I understand in this case the hearing was held
in Perth. The member mentioned that perhaps it
would be of advantage if a member of the court
visited the town to examine the situation first
hand. However, on my understanding, the hearing
was held in Perth to save costs for the applicant
and was with his specific consent. Therefore, I do

not think there can be any legitimate complaint
on those grounds, although the member's point
may remain valid-that at some appropriate time
it would be useful for the court or its members to
visit the town.

Of course, it should be noted that the party
who applied did succeed in one application and
also was represented by professional counsel. So
there cannot be any question of someone missing
out by reason of some lack of representation or
capacity to put his or her case. One can only
assume that the court, in considering this
application, took into account factors which under
the Act it is required to take into account in
relation to the population to be served, and the
heavy obligations which rest on the licensee of the
hotel. As the member for Murchison-Eyre will
know, however great may be the deficiencies in
that particular hotel, there is still a very heavy
and costly obligation on the proprietors to fulfil
the requirements of the Licensing Court as to
maintenance and the creation of facilities. That
cost is all the greater, as the member for
Murchison-Eyre would know better than 1,
because of the remoteness of the locality. With
respect, I can only suggest to him that two things
should be considered. One is that his constituents,
if they are the applicants, consider making an
appeal to the Supreme Court. The other is that at
a time when the developments to which he has
referred have taken place and manifested
themselves in the increase in population, a further
application be then made. I am sure he will
understand that, however much sympathy there
may be in this place or on my part with the points
he has made, it is quite outside my capacity or
role to intervene in the matter because of the
nature of the role and the deliberately created
judicial independence of the Licensing Court.

STOCK: SHEEPSKINS

Treatment: Grievance

MR EVANS (Warren) 14.50 p.m.]: My
grievance arises from the unsatisfactory position
which exists following the use of a pour-on
chemical called Clout to control lice in sheep. On
26 August 1981 1 asked question 1688 of the
Minister for Agriculture, and in his reply the
Minister acknowledged there were dangers in the
use of this chemical, but the answer he gave was
rather outrageous. He made several points, and I
would like to deal with them.

Firstly, he indicated that currently a technical
committee on veterinary drugs is reviewing the
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registration of this product. However, the
committee will not meet to hear the technical
evidence which the tanners, Interskin Victoria,
wish to present. Secondly, the company has taken
steps to alert farmers to side effects of this
product, but it is still being promoted widely. The
Department of Agriculture and CSIRO are
continuing their investigations into this product,
but the product is still available-Rome continues
to burn! While these investigations continue, the
multi-million dollar sheepskin industry is
suffering great losses, and the wool industry itself
could face even greater losses.

Mr Davies: It could be more disastrous than
the meat scandal.

Mr EVANS: Yes, even cotton in the wool.
Clout is being used on approximately one-third of
the national flock-about 50 million doses to date
with a further one million doses a day being
applied.

The experience of lnterskin Victoria shows in
that State that approximately 34 per cent of the
sheep treated exhibit some effect along their
backs where the product has been applied. These
skins are now unsaleable. Apparently Clout
produces a type of dermatitis and as the sore
festers, a scab develops on the skin. The
discoloration of the skin which is produced will
not scour, nor will it wash out with the weather.
Interskin Victoria processes approximately 2000
skins a day. Even if we allow a conservative 20
per cent loss, it would mean an annual national
loss of $20 million to Australia. That is the size of
the possible loss on sheepskins alone.

Of course, the effect of Clout on the wool
industry will not be clear until the next shearing
season. However, already private treaty buyers
have expressed grave concern about it and they
are talking about heavy discounting because of
the fear of tip damage. The scab develops and a
disfiguration occurs to the wool. If such wool
appears in a bale, the overall assessment and
appraisal of that bale will be difficult. Certainly it
would have to be sold at a discount.

Mr Davies: Isn't it almost impossible to comb
the scab out?

Mr EVANS: The concern is not so much about
the scab, but rather about the discolouration
which wi ' not scour. If the back of the fleece
were extracted, the rest of the wool from the
sheep would be discounted even more heavily and,
if the fears of the private wool buyers are
realised, the cost to the wool trade could be
astronomical.

Clout was registered and cleared for sale in
February 1981. Apparently it was registered and
cleared for sale in New Zealand in January
1981-one month earlier. The manufacturers of
Clout are sympathetic about the problem, and
CSIRO and the Department of Agriculture agree
that the product produces an effect on a
significant percentage of the sheep treated.

The product has not been withdrawn-in fact it
is still being actively promoted. As I said,
interskin Victoria sought the opportunity to
present evidence to the technical committee on
veterinary drugs. However, it has been denied this
opportunity because the particular committee
meets in only March of each year.

The Department of Agriculture hopes tnat
weathering will clear away the discoloration
effect. However, it has decided that the can
containing the product . must carry the
information that the product may predispose
some sheep to macro-dermatitis; as well as
another rider to the effect that the product is not
to be used on sheep which are to be slaughtered
within the following six months. I understand also
the department is advising farmers that it is
against their best interests to use this product on
their sheep.

The manufacturers of the product claim that
the effects will scour out. lnterskin Victoria-the
largest tanning company in Australia-claims it
will not. It has been the experience of at least one
tanner in this State that it will not scour. I point
out also that the Clout-affected skins which were
tested by the Department of Agriculture here
bear out the statements of Interskin Victoria.
That company will not accept the skins because it
cannot use them.

It is probably well know that sheepskins for
tanning must be just about perfect. Already
sheepskin importers in Japan, the United
Kingdom, and Europe, will not accept Clout-
treated skins. However, as I have said, while the
Department of Agriculture advises against the
use of this product, it is still being sold and used.

I would like to make the following points again:
Firstly, the Department of Agriculture, CSIRO,
and the manufacturers of the product have issued
warnings about its side effects and yet it is still
being promoted. Secondly, the Department of
Agriculture has insisted on the label on the can
carrying instructions that it is not to be used on
sheep which are to be slaughtered within six
months, and that the product predisposes some
sheep to dermatitis. Thirdly, tanners in Western
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Australia are adamant that they cannot use
Clout-treated sheepskins, and certainly they
cannot export them.

The other main concern is that disaster could
result to the wool industry from the use of this
product. We are talking about a $1.4 billion per
annum industry which could be affected by tip
damage. At the very least the wool producers will
incur losses, and also there is the likelihood of
increased blowfly strike on Clout-treated sheep.
As I have said, the product is applied along the
sheep's back and the resultant festering and
scabbing is ideal for a blowfly strike, especially
with the advent of spring. This particular side
effect does not seem to have been stressed very
fully.

I would like to conclude my grievance by
suggesting that the Government should stop the
sale of Clout. It should arrange for the tests to
which the Minister referred to be carried out with
the utmost urgency. Overseas technology may be
able to overcome the problem, but certainly the
matter should be investigated. The sheepskin and
wool industry represent about double the amount
of the meat industry-certainly it is far too
valuable an industry with which to take any risks.

On 2 July 1981 an approach was made to every
State Minister for Agriculture in Australia as
well as to the Federal Minister for Primary
Industry. Yet a major industry has been put a
risk beca use of the Governments' dalliance. I urge
the Minister and his department to ensure that
the practicality and safety of this product is fully
tested.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) [4.59 p.m]l: I acknowledge the fact
that the problem raised by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition exists, but I think he will
acknowledge that the Department of Agriculture
in this State especially has been very open about
the problems associated with the use of Clout.

Mr Evans: Not until a question was asked.

Mr OLD: That is an untruth. Statements were
made long before the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition asked any questions in this House. in
fact, his questions were prompted by the
statement which I issued.

Mr Evans: That is not so. That is an untruth.
Mr OLD: The Deputy Leader of the

Opposition was jumping on the bandwagon, but
has just fallen off. We are aware that there have
been some problems with tanning skins which
have been treated with Clout. Trials have been

conducted with the skin tanners in Western
Australia.

After a sheep has been treated with Clout, a
scab forms on the skin. As the wool grows, so the
scab leaves the skin. It has been suggested that
farmers who wish to sell sheep through trade
sources should not Clout those sheep, although
that is a matter of judgment for the farmer. It
has been stated on many occasions that the
farmer must make a commercial judgment,
because at this stage there is certainly not enough
evidence to deny the use of Clout to farmers who
wish to use it. It is not compulsory. In fact,
dipping is not compulsory. It is up to the primary
producer to decide whether he wishes to use this
product.

Let us put the matter into perspective. We turn
off between six million and seven million sheep a
year. of those, three million are shipped alive.
Between 1.1 million and 1.5 million are
slaughtered as lambs, un-Clouted. That leaves
less than two million sheep which may go into the
trade to be sold as stores. The skins of a small
percentage of those sheep are taken to tanneries.

It is up to the producer to make his commercial
judgment on the facts as presented by the
Department of Agriculture. No facts have been
withheld.

Clout is a Wellcome product, and it has been
registered. My understanding is that it has no
deleterious effect on British breed sheep. The
Eastern States have experienced very little
problem with this. It is a matter of wool quality.

We are investigating now the allegation that
there is a serious problem with scouring of the
Clout stain. That was brought to my attention
some two months ago. Immediately we spoke with
the Australian Wool Corporation, and made
arrangements with the CSIRO to conduct tests
for us. Those tests are currently in train. The
Department of Agriculture purchased 300 sheep
treated with Clout. Those sheep were shorn, and
the wool was railed to the CSIRO. Those tests
are being undertaken currently.

The allegation that there has been tardiness on
the part of the Department of Agriculture is
scurrilous and reprehensible, because the
Department of Agriculture has been meticulous
in its desire to ensure that the primary producers
of this State are given every shred of evidence on
the use of this product. I reject totally any
thought that there is anything wrong as far as the
activities of this department are concerned.
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HEALTH

Isolated Pa tients' Tra vel and
Accommodation Assistance Scheme;

Grievance

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [5.04 p.m.]: The
subject of my grievance is the health scheme
which has recently come into being, and the use
of the Commonwealth isolated patients' travel
and accommodation assistance scheme.

Recently I had the opportunity to go north and
spend a week in the Kimberley. One of the
matters that became evident was the uncertainty
about the scheme in the areas where assistance
could be sought and given, and the areas in which
assistance is not available. The Government ought
to have taken upon itself the task of providing a
lot more information to the people.
Advertisements have been placed in newspapers;
but as members would appreciate, many people in
the Kimberley and the north-west do not see
newspapers or the advertisements appearing in
them.

Even at this stage, after the scheme has been in
operation for a week or two, the Government
ought to be considering the possibility of an
educational drive to enable people to become
more familiar with the new scheme, particularly
in the areas in which assistance can be made
available.

To support my case, I would like to indicate a
couple of instances in which the uncertainty has
become apparent. Last week I was in Halls Creek
where I had a discussion with a person who told
me of an instance in which a very young child
had been quite ill, and the information was made
known to the nursing staff second hand. When
the situation at the reserve was investigated, it
was found that the child was very sick. The
nursing staff questioned the mother as to why she
had not taken the child to the hospital, and the
reply was, "Wcll, we were told that there has to
be money given before you can go to the hospital.
Somebody has to pay for the patient to be seen,
and I have no money so I wasn't prepared to take
my child to the hospital".

Mr Young: Did the mother say who told her
that?

M r B R IDG E: No. That was what she said.

Mr Young: This was said by the community?

Mr BRIDGE: Yes.

The point is the lack of information. The words
of the mother were, "I've been told that

somebody has to pay. I've got no money, so I was
not able to take my child to the hospital". When I
checked this with the nursing staff, 1 was told
that the child was very sick.

Another incident was of a man who had been
admitted to the Derby Hospital following a rather
nasty injury. Surgery was performed on the
injured leg in which a tendon or an artery had
been severed. On the day of the introduction of
the new scheme, that chap took it upon himself to
discharge himself from the hospital. As he went
out, he said that he was not in a position to be
able to pay as a patientt, and he took the only
alternative open to him-to discharge himself
from the hospital.

In those instances, the people were completely
confused about the situation. Proper treatment
was denied by the man and the parent because of
their uncertainty. There is a real need for an
education programme of some kind. It should be
introduced by the Government. It should meet the
needs of the people who are having a lot of
difficulty in coming to grips with the scheme. In
particular, that should apply in the areas where
assistance can be made readily available to the
people.

A further point is that in towns like Halls
Creek and Fitzroy Crossing there are additional
disadvantages and discrimination in the sense that
those centres have no resident chemist. People
who have minor illnesses are unable to go to a
chemist and be given a preparation. In Perth, if a
person has a headache, a sore throat, or a minor
sickness, he can go to a chemist and be given a
preparation, and there is no charge for the
consultation. The chemist will advise whatever he
thinks is desirable, in view of what he has been
told of the condition.

In places like Halls Creek, First of all one has
to go to the nursing staff at the hospital and be
subject to a fee of 58 for the consultation. If a
drug is prescribed, there is a fee of $3 on top of
the $8. Often two drugs are prescribed by the
nursing staff, so one has to pay $6 in addition to
the $8 for the consultation. Therefore, at places
like Halls Creek and Fitzroy Crossing, the people
are disadvantaged additionally by their not
having a chemist to whom they can go for minor
ailments.

The people of the north also are experiencing a
number of problems as a result of the
introduction of the new scheme. Another matter
which requires clarification is essentially a
Commonwealth responsibility. That relates to the
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Commonwealth isolated patients' travel and
accommodation assistance scheme. Perhaps the
Minister can give an indication on one or two
aspects of this.

What happens to the patients who are
transported from the north-west and the
Kimberley to Perth as hospital-to- hospital
patients in the first instance, are discharged
subsequently in Perth and returned to the north-
west, and then at some later stage have to return
to Perth as outpatients for further checkups?
What assistance is available for those patients?
They are returning to Perth only to have further
tests and checkups. That is a fairly regular sort of
occurrence. What will happen to them?

Another problem is that one of the conditions
of the scheme provides for referrals to the nearest
specialist available. Normally we would be
looking at Darwin rather than Perth; but because
the doctors in the north-west have developed a
very good working relationship with specialists
located in Perth, the tendency-and a very
practical one-has been for the. referrals to be
made to Perth rather than to Darwin. For a
number of reasons, that should continue.
However, the scheme now applicable means that
patients should be transferred to Darwin rather
than to Perth.

Darwin has a number of limitations in that not
as many specialists are resident there as there are
in Perth. Darwin doctors do not have the range of
specialties as do the doctors in Perth and the
other capital cities. This is a tremendous
drawback for the patients who ordinarily would
travel to Perth for specialised treatment.

While those two problems are essentially
Commonwealth matters, the Government has a
measure of responsibility to evaluate them and to
advise us what measures are desirable to meet
them. The Government should advise what will
happen with the patients who come to Perth for
further treatment on second and subsequent
occasions; and it should advise what will happen
with the patients who, in normal circumstances,
would have been referred to Perth rather than to
Darwin.

The scheme has a number of problems for
people living in the north. It is regrettable that
the Government has considered budgetary
restraints in dealing with the problems which are
so important to the people in the north. The
geographical disability makes the provision of
health schemes important. The Government

should consider these matters and advise what it
will do to overcome these disabilities.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) 1S. 13 p.m.]: The member for Kimberley
has raised a couple of interesting points, the first
of which is the State's changeover from the north-
west assisted patient transport scheme to the
isolated patients' travel and accommodation
assistance scheme, which is the Commonwealth
scheme. I have given sufficient information to the
House in the past, in reply to questions from the
member for Kimberley, as to how the decision for
the changeover came about. However, I will take
the opportunity, in answering the member for
Kimberley, to explain to the House why the new
system will be more beneficial financially to the
Western Australian coffers, and also more
beneficial to the people represented by the
member for Kimberley.

The isolated patients' travel and
accommodation assistance scheme has an
advantage which the State scheme did not have in
that there is an accommodation factor in the
allowance for people who have to travel from
isolated places to Perth for treatment. Such a
factor was non-existent in the State scheme and
people had to find their own accommodation
expenses. I realise there is an apparent drawback
which, on the surface, would appear to militate
against people of lesser means in that, under
IPTAS, they have to find an amount of money to
meet expenses which only later can they claim
from the Commonwealth.

As a result of very strong representations made
to the Government by the member for Pilbara, we
have fairly good hopes in Western Australia that
we will be able to approach the Commonwealth
with a plan, provided the Commonwealth and the
State meet certain arrangements, to set up a fund
that could be drawn against by people who are
unable to meet any expenditure in advance and
could show with reasonable certainty that that
was the case. That would overcome some of the
problems confronting people in the north-west.
We are still working on that proposition with the
Commonwealth Government.

The member for Kimberley also raised the
matter of hospital-to-hospital patients. They will
be transported free if they are going from public
hospital to public hospital. He asked what would
happen to a person who became an outpatient
after being discharged from a hospital. Such a
person would in fact be in the same situation as
anyone else in that he would be an ambulant
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patient and would be required to make
application for assistance in the normal way.

If the matters to which I have referred are
overcome-we beieve they will be-once again
the person making application is not likely to be
disadvantaged in any way. There is the added
advantage in that accommodation will be
payable. It is only $20 a day, but it is better than
nothing, and the State scheme provided no money
for accommodation.

The member raised an interesting point and
asked whether, under the scheme, people in the
Kimberley in places such as Kununurra would be
able to travel to Darwin rather than to Perth to
receive specialist treatment. It was a matter I had
not thought of before. I tend to think in terms of
the delivery of medical services in respect of the
entire State. The member asked whether, under
the Commonwealth arrangements, it would be
feasible for people to go to Darwin rather than to
Perth. I will give the matter consideration.

He also mentioned the fact that there was no
chemist at Halls Creek or Fitzroy Crossing. It is
important I place on record the fact that the
member for Kimberley was referring to people
who were not disadvantaged or pensioners and
who went to a public hospital and found
themselves having to pay a charge of $8 for a
consultation that did not involve a medical
procedure. The population of both these towns is
comprised largely of Aborigines and it would be
fair to say that the great majority of them would
be considered to be disadvantaged. They certainly
would have had cause to make application to be
regarded as such. Therefore, that consultation
would be free just as would be the medication.
The member was therefore referring to people
who have an income that would not classify them
as being disadvantaged, although I recognise
there would be problems for some of them.

Mr Bridge: There are people who are outside
the guidelines.

Mr YOUNG: I realise there are people who
are outside the guidelines yet are still not
affluent. That is also a situation which I shall
look into and supply the member with an answer,
particularly in respect of isolated communities.

In regard to the first matter raised by the
member in respect of an education drive to
explain the new health system, some of the most
sophisticated and urbane people in our
community find it very difficult to understand the
new scheme. Quite frankly I am one of many
members in this Chamber who would be included

in that category. It is difficult for most people to
understand some of the complications of the new
and, indeed, the past systems. It stands to reason
it will be very difficult also for Aboriginal
communities to understand the new scheme.

Although on the surface it is okay to talk in
terms of an education programme-I have no
objection to seeing what can be done in that
respect-what is essential is, firstly, for the
system to shake down and be given a fair go so
that people become accustomed to it; and,
secondly, for those people who are saying, "You
are going to be charged under the new scheme if
you go into hospital; get yourself out of hospital
as soon as possible, because you are going to be
charged a fee", to be stopped from spreading that
sort of "antischeme" propaganda which is making
many people in the community believe that things
will be different from what they were.

Clearly, the situation is that in the main those
people, probably 100 per cent of them, still will
be entitled to free treatment in all circumstances.
It is more important for people who are knocking
the scheme to stop doing so than it is for us to
introduce an education programme into some of
the member's isolated communities.

I will communicate to the staff of
Community and Child Health Services the
that that worry does exist and I will see what
be done to alleviate some of those worries.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Sibs
Grievances noted.

the
fact
can

on):

CITIZENS

Protection of Privacy: Motion

MR BRYCE (Ascot) [5.24 p.mn.j: I move-

That in recognising the increasing concern
in Western Australia and abroad about the
actual and potential threats to the privacy of
the individual caused by the growth in and
techniques of gathering personal information
and processing it with the aid of computers,
this House is of the opinion that the
Government should implement without delay
appropriate administrative and legislative
action to protect the privacy of Western
Australian citizens.

As a matter of priority attention should be
given to establishing a Privacy Committee
and introducing data protection legislation to
deal with such immediate threats as-
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(i) the use and misuse of inaccurate,
incomplete or irrelevant
information;

(ii) the possibility of access to
information by people who should
not or need not have it;

(iii) the use of information in a context
or for a purpose other than that for
which it was collected.

it is a considerable number of weeks since I gave
notice of my intention to move this motion, and I
wish to emphasise that in the meantime the
concern which most Australians feel about this
matter has intensified.

I am pleased to be able to draw to the attention
of the House what can best be described as the
very First national survey on attitudes to privacy.
The results of the survey were published on 10
August, just a few weeks ago. This national
survey is the very first document to be published
in this country gauging the feelings of Australians
on the subject of the invasion of their privacy.

The survey was commissioned by the National
Law Reform Commission and 500 people were
interviewed from five different capital cities. The
general observations contained in this review are
that Australians are deeply worried about their
privacy, are strongly opposed to telephone
tapping, and want the right of access to their
personal records.

The survey shows that many Australians
believe they are victims of improper invasion of
privacy and they are concerned with the threat to
their personal privacy. The survey demonstrates
without any shadow of doubt that Australians
want laws to protect their privacy. I stress that
this is particularly so in regard to the private
sector. The people interviewed were particularly
concerned with credit bureaus, insurance
companies. and employers. They are seen to be
the major offenders so far as the invasion of
individual privacy is concerned.

Mr Coyne: That has always been so.

Mr BiRYCE: Yes, but I emphasise that whilst
all those organisations have always collected a
great deal of information about people, it was not
until the age of the computer, the electronic
revolution, that it was possible for that
information to be stored, used, and potentially
abused in the way it can be today.

I want to emphasise that point in a slightly
different fashion. I would like to touch on four of
the specific observations contained in the survey,

which I think lend a fair amount of weight to the
need for a privacy commitee in Western Australia
and most certainly the beginnings of privacy
legislation.

About half the people interviewed were of the
view that employers knew too many personal
details about their employees. The survey
indicates 90 per cent of the people believe that
authorities should not have the right to tap
telephones. It shows that 82 per cent of the people
interviewed throughout these five capital cities
believe decisions are made about people based on
information of which those people themselves are
unaware. It demonstrated that 76 per cent of the
people interviewed agree that too many others
have easy access to personal information.

Mr P. V. Jones: As a matter of interest, do you
have any examples of the exact questions asked?

Mr BRYCE: I have not received a copy of the
questionnaire put to these people.

Mr P. V. Jones: It could be significant, couldn't
it?

Mr BRYCE: I appreciate that point. The
question is a perfectly valid one to pose in regard
to any survey ever conducted. One must bear in
mind that this survey was commissioned by Mr
Justice Kirby on behalf of the National Law
Reform Commission. I would not think anybody
of his significance would be interested in
producing a survey result to serve a particular
purpose; although we know political parties,
business organisations, and others tend to do that
from time to time.

In concluding my remarks on this survey I refer
to the observation in relation to the overwhelming
endorsement by people interviewed-87 per
cent-of the view that they should have a legal
right to information about themselves held by
others. I reiterate the observation that 87 per cent
of the people interviewed across Australia had the
view I have outlined, and that reflects in a
comparatively fair fashion how people generally
feel.

If information systems are set up to collect
details and hold information on individuals, the
individuals concerned should have legal access to
that information; and that should be for no reason
other than to allow those individuals to be certain
that the information is accurate and up to date. It
seems that most Australians are of the view that
many decisions today are made about individuals
and their places in society by other individuals in
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important positions using information systems
which may not be fair and above board.

I conclude my remarks on this survey by
drawing attention to the words of Professor
Robert Hayes who I understand was the
academic in charge of the actual drafting of the
survey. He stressed-

As more and more information is placed
on a computer and as increasing numbers of
decisions are made on the basis of such
information, the right of access can be seen
as the key to effective privacy and control
over personal information systems of the
future.

If the individual has a right of access he
will be able to see how others are seeing him
and how decisions are being made on the
basis of information about him. He will be
able to correct, update and annotate
information that is untrue, out of date or
unfair.

Whether that applies to the age of computers or
to bygone days, I would be surprised if the
member for Murchison-Eyre did not agree that
individuals should have the right of access to
information of a personal nature that is stored
about them if for no reason other than to enable
them to be certain that that information is correct
and up to date.

Mr Coyne: What set of circumstances would
allow someone to see that information if he
wanted to know what was stored about him, and
where would he make his personal approach?

Mr BRYCE: I suggest that computer
information systems today record information of
criminal, educational, medical, and credit
matters. A whole mass of different forms of
information about individuals is stored. I would
think that with credit bureaus, certainly, people
should have access to the information held by
that bureau to enable them to ascertain whether
the information maintained is relevant, up to
date, and accurate.

Any individual should have access to any
information relating to a criminal activity in
which he may have been involved, If that
information is used or abused by some other
person, and it is inaccurate, the results could be
devastating.

Mr Coyne: Surely if it is on one file it would be
on a hundred files.

Mr BRYCE: I am talking about central
information computer systems.

Experts investigating this question-experts not
only in Australia, but also in other parts of the
world-argue forcefully that these information
systems should be segregated. It might be
convenient for a Minister of a Government,
irrespective of the complexion of his Government,
to obtain information or request information to be
quickly gathered from every Government agency
so that he is aware of the activities of a particular
individual, set of individuals or, for that matter, a
set of companies.

If we are dinkum about the question of
preserving individual privacy it is necessary to
segregate these information systems, otherwise we
are confronted with the basic problem that
information collected for one purpose can be used
or abused for another purpose for which it was
never intended. I emphasise again to members
that this concept outlines the difference between a
computer based information system in the 1980s
and a painstakingly prepared handwritten record
system of the 1950s. Some of these problems
simply were not relevant or appropriate in the
1950S.

1 stress that this whole question of privacy
involves a very complex issue. I am not suggesting
to members and the Ministers opposite that a
simple and readily available solution to the
problems associated with protecting privacy in the
modern age will be found readily. Some
Governments around the world have persisted in
their endeavours to solve this problem. Many
Governments in various parts of the World have
introduced privacy legislation, but that legislation
has sat on the notice papers of the various
Parliaments for varying periods only to be
withdrawn when members of Parliament,
bureaucrats, and other administrators of different
sorts, have picked holes in the initial endeavours.

Interestingly enough, one of the few places in
the world to have achieved success is the State of
New South Wales. Its Government is the only
Government of which I am aware in the southern
hemisphere-not just this country-that has up-
to-date-, meaningful, and practical legislation on
privacy. Members opposite no doubt will smile
when I make the comment in public session that
it was a Liberal Government in New South Wales
which introduced the legislation, and that was
long before recent memories. There were days
when the Liberals governed New South Wales.

Mr Laurance: And there will be again.
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Mr BRYCE: That may well be, but I think the
Honorary Minister will bc a very much older man
by then.

Some Governments have been inclined to sit
back and wait for all of the action to be taken by
others in respect of the defining of problems with
privacy, and the seeking of solutions to some of
those problems. Having said that the whole
question is complex, I draw the attention of the
House to some of the difficulties and the
differences of opinion aired by experts in their
endeavours to define simply the question of
privacy.

I will outline sonic of the varying opinions one
encounters when one seeks the answer to the
simple question: What do we mean when we talk
about privacy? Some of the experts simply will
say that it is the right to be let alone; others will
define it as the psychological state of being apart
from others. Some will define it as the claims of
individuals, groups, and institutions that they
must determine for themselves when, how, and to
what extent information about them is
communicated to others. Other experts will define
this question of privacy as the right to emotional
security and the ability to exploit one's own
personality. On the other hand, it can be defined
as the right of an individual not to have his
personal affairs laid bare to the world and
discussed by strangers. Yet another definition is
that privacy is the individual's ability to control
the circulation of information relating to him.

So far as all of us in this country are
concerned, Professor Morison in his report
relating to law on privacy developed the most
widely-used definition of privacy in this country.
He defined it as the condition of an individual
when he is free from interference by others with
his intimate personal interest. The basis of the
complexity associated with this issue is related
directly to the changing nature of our society.
Some fairly dramatic changes have occurred in
systems of record keeping so far as individual
human beings are concerned. Records now affect
individuals much more easily and broadly, and
very much more unfairly. than ever before. It is
the changing nature of our society which has led
to the emergence of record keeping in a very new
and intensive form with new practices which in
some cases are taken to the extreme.

Years ago records about individuals rarely
circulated beyond the places where they were
made. Today record keeping about individuals

covers almost everyone and influences almost
every person's life in one way or another.

The individual frequently is required to divulge
information about himself which leads usually to
some violation of his rights based on information
about him that some other record keeper has
compiled. Once an individual establishes a
relationship with a record-keeping organisation he
has even less practical control than ever before
over the information that actually gets into a
record about him.

Years ago face-to-face contact was a fairly
reasonable guarantee and basis of checking the
accuracy of information about individuals. We
are concerned that this reduction in the control
that individuals have over information collected
about them has brought about a corresponding
increase in their worry that the records kept on
them might lead to unfair decisions.

It is basically the application of computers to
this record-keeping process that has been of vital
importance.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr BRYCE: 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 6.14 to 7.30 p.m.

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN OF COMMIXTEES

Appointment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I advise
members that the member for Murchison-Eyre
has indicated he would like to be relieved of the
responsibility of being a Deputy Chairman of
Committees. In view of that fact, I have
appointed the member for Whitford a Deputy
Chairman of Committees.

Government members: Hear, hear!

CITIZENS

Protection of Privacy: Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.
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MR BRYCE (Ascot) [7.31 p.m.]: All the
information that is now going onto computers
because it is eminently suitable for processing by
computers is regarded by many people as being
very sensitive information. It includes such things
as medical records, criminal records4 personal
social service records, educational records, work
records, financial information, and so on. What 1
have been saying, basically, is that the public of
Western Australia are entitled to have
satisfactory assurances that what we could best
refer to as "their" data, especially those areas
which are sensitive, are held and used responsibly
with due regard to accuracy, completeness,
relevance, security, and confidentiality.

Members would appreciate that it is basically
the speed of computers, their capacity to store
information and to combine, retrieve, and transfer
data, their flexibility, and the low unit cost of the
work they do, which have very important
implications for people in respect of their privacy.

Computers as such facilitate the maintenance
of extensive record systems and the retention of
that data in those systems. They make data easily
and quickly accessible from many distant points.
That is something the member for Murchison-
Eyre overlooked earlier in the debate when he
interjected. Handwritten, old fashioned record
systems could not be readily or electronically
combined with other systems as is the case today.
They make it possible for data to be transferred
quickly from one information centre to another.
They make it possible for data to be combined in
ways which might not otherwise be practicable.
Because the data stored is processed and often
transmitted in a form not directly intelligible, few
people may know what is in the records or what is
happening to them. That is something which is
quite dangerous so far as the ordinary "Joe
Citizen" in our community is concerned. Very
few people would be able to decipher or readily
understand the tape system which is the essential
component of any computer system.

There are at [east three major areas which
constitute dangers to privacy. I have touched on
them briefly in my motion and 1 shall now
elaborate on them a little further. Firstly, there is
the question of inaccurate, incomplete, or
irrelevant information. Any competently-designed
computer system imposes disciplines on every
stage of the processing which should help to
reduce the mistakes and ensure errors which are
made are rectified. In one sense all information is
incomplete, but information can be so incomplete

as to be positively misleading. The capacity of
computers to store data in great quantities can
encourage the collection and storage of more data
than is strictly necessary for the task in hand.
This is exactly where problems arise. Today it has
become cheaper to add information to a computer
system than it is to delete old, unnecessary, or
outdated information. Therefore, there is a
tendency for information systems to retain
knowledge about institutions and individuals
which is quite unnecessary, certainly in respect of
time.

The second area of threat or danger to privacy
is the possibility of access to information by
people who should not or need not have access to
it. Restricting access to information stored in a
computer is really a matter of security
procedures. From some of the answers given to
me by the Premier in recent days I have come to
share the concern of others about the security
arrangements which apply to information systems
within our own Government departments and
authorities. There is a great deal to be desired if
that security is to be satisfactory.

Mr MacKinnon: They sure do.

Mr BRYCE: The third area involves the use of
information in a context or for a purpose other
than that for which it was collected. This is a risk
which is as old as the problem itself of collecting
information. The additional fear arises from the
development of computers based on their
tremendous capacity for and speed in storing,
processing, transferring, and combining
information from one system to another.

The forms of protection so far as the systems
are concerned are really limited by only the
question of expense. The ultimate safeguard to
any information system lies in the fact that it is
nearly always possible to make it so expensive to
break into an information centre that the actual
information to be derived from that system is
relatively worthless. But the cost of providing the
highest level of security for all personal
information systems is quite prohibitive.

In the long run, some of the best protection lies
in a number of fairly simple, common-sense
areas, and I offer these suggestions to the
Minister. Protection can be gained by insisting
firstly, that Government information systems and
privately-based information systems collect only
the minimum amount of information required to
do the task; secondly, that built into the systems
is a facility to enable unnecessary information to
be erased when it is no longer needed; and
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thirdly, that there be provision to ensure that
different information systems are segregated, one
from another.

The most fundamental form of protection for
the individual so far as his privacy is
concrned-I emphasise this quite specifically for
the Minister because there was a
recommendation in the Government's own 1976
committee of inquiry which has not been acted
upon-is that legislation should be introduced in
this State at an early date to give individual
citizens the legal right of access to data banks of
information which contain information of all
different sorts about themselves. If an individual
has the right of access to information about
himself there is a minimal guarantee that the
information will be accurate. It will minimise the
possibilities of the misuse of that information.

At this stage I would like to seek the co-
operation of the House to have incorporated in
H4ansard what could be called fairly "the 10
commandments of privacy". They are basic
principles which have arisen and been considered,
and upon or around which a consensus has
emerged in most of the sophisticated western
countries in relation to the basic steps
Governments should takc or adhere to in
attempting to legislate to guarantee privacy.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nanovich):
Having seen the document I believe it is not
acceptable to have it incorporated in Hansard.
Perhaps the member could read it out or place it
on the Table of the House.

Mr BRYCE: Mr Acting Speaker, I accept your
ruling. I did not intend to make your position
difficult, but I had gained the impression we had
become fairly 'liberal" in our interpretation of
what material could be incorporated. I am afraid
I will have to submit the House to a reading of
these 10 commandments.

Mr MacKinnon: Are they from a document
you could refer to?

Mr BRYCE: The Minister has been most
helpful. Perhaps I could suggest that all those
members who are so keen to follow this issue
through could gain access to what we refer to as
the 10 commandments of privacy in the 1976
Mann report.

If I could be just ever so slightly critical of' the
Government's behaviour in respect of this
question, let me say that basically the
Government of Western Australia has been tardy,
and the tardiness in doing something about this
(1iD)

question, in a sense, almost borders on a form of
negligence, because so far as the average citizen
of Western Australia is concerned, virtually
nothing has happened since 1976. It would appear
that, since that time, the Government has fallen
asleep at the wheel. It has not grappled with the
problem of privacy.

May I suggest some rather significant changes
have occurred in Western Australia since this
Government came to office, particularly in
relation to the form, nature, and structure of
information systems. The Government's approach
is clearly and manifestly different from the
approach of the Opposition so far as the question
of technological change is concerned. The
Government has adopted what can best be
described as a facile optimism to technological
change-a basic assumption that water always
finds its own level and that if one stands back
from the situation, everything will work out all
right in the end. We reject that position. We are
avowedly interventionist in our approach.

It is our view that, if we are to maximise the
benefits and minimise the human problems
associated with all the changes which are part of
the technological revolution, then intervention by
the Government is necessary.

I want to take the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce to task for his
decision to choose the important occasion of the
opening of "Information 'Technology Week"
recently to make the rather absurd claim that
Western Australia leads the nation in providing
protection for the privacy of citizens, because ic
left a great deal to be desired.

I imagine the Minister wanted the headline,
but in all seriousness I suggest to him that the
civil servant who fed him that line is a candidate
for a first-class reprimand, because there is
nothing more palpably incorrect and untrue than
to say that the Government of Western Australia
is the foremost of all Governments throughout
Australia in protecting the privacy of citizens.

I gain the impression at so many of these
official functions I attend that it has become
necessary for Ministers to imitate their leader
with that famous Cassius Clay complex of
proclaiming whatever is happening in Western
Australia to be the brightest and the best. The
Premier has some very fine qualities, but
unfortunately he keeps them very well hidden
from members of the Opposition. However, one of
his least desirable qualities as a member of this
Parliament is his frequent use of what we define
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as his "hovercraft theory of promotion", which is
that if one builds up a sufficient head of hot air,
one can promote anything-one can get a scheme
off the ground and promote it whether or not it
bears any relationship to the facts.

I want to take to task the Minister for
Industrial Development and Commerce for
having made that misleading statement on such
an important occasion, becuase it is simply not
true. I wish to demonstrate to him exactly what I
mean when I say it is a fundamentally false
assertion to say that we lead the nation.

In 1976 this Government's own committee of
inquiry-the Mann committee-brought down
nine specific recommendations to the State
Government. These recommendations suggested
what the Government ought to be doing to
protect the privacy of Western Australian citizens
so far as the invasion of their privacy by
Government departments and semi-Government
authorities was concerned.

Surely by now the Minister himself must know
that, of the nine recommendations made by that
1976 committee, the Government has
implemented three of only the least significant of
them. It has ignored the major recommendations.

Let us just reflect briefly on what the major
recommendations of that committee were. In
1976 the Mann committee-the Government's
own committee of inquiry-recommended that a
privacy committee should be established in
Western Australia. The Premier has confirmed to
this House that the Government has no intention
to appoint that privacy committee. The
committee of inquiry recommended also that the
Ombudsman of Western Australia should be the
chairman of this ongoing and permanent privacy
committee, a committee to which questions
concerning the invasion of privacy could be
referred.

At this particular point in our history there is
no Government agency or official body of any
form or description that has been established for
the express purpose of handling inquiries from
people who are concerned about the invasion of
their privacy and yet, in 1976, the Mann
committee recommended this ought to occur.

In 1976 another very important
recommendation this Government received from
its own committee of inquiry was the suggestion
that arrangements should be made to allow
individuals to have access to information which is
kept on them. The Minister is fully aware and the
Premier advised us in this House by way of

answers to questions recently that there is no
legislation in Western Australia which entitles a
citizen of this State to have access to information
systems which keep records of individuals. That
was another of the major recommendations.

That same committee of inquiry recommended
the Government of this State should establish a
monitoring system to supervise the conduct of the
actual information systems themselves in Western
Australia and supervise the security associated
with those systems. The committee felt it was
sufficiently important to spell out that suggestion
in considerable detail: but nothing has happened.
There has been no affirmative action.

The Premier advised me by way of answer to a
question in the House recently that there is no
agency, committee, or body in Western Australia
that monitors the security of Government and
semi-Government information systems. That
same committee of inquiry suggested also in very
specific terms that interdepartmental access to
information should be subject only to situations
whereby written ministerial approval was given. I
suggest to you, Sir, that at this moment in
Western Australia information is exchanged
freely and circulated between Government
departments without the written approval of
Ministers of the Crown. I have the impression
Ministers of the Crown have found it too
bothersome to provide written approval for the
exchange of information between departments.

Can you, Sir, imagine for a moment the extent
of the information systems which have an
enormous volume of private and personal details
about citizens of this State that is in fact
available from one Government department to
another? The Government's own committee of
inquiry recommended that interdepartmental
exchange of information should be permitted only
when written ministerial permission was given
and yet that provision alone has been rejected.

I ask you, Sir: How can the Minister have the
gall to stand up on an important public occasion
knowing well his Government has rejected the
great bulk of the recommendations of its own
committee of inquiry and say that we lead the
nation in this field? We drag a long way behind
other States, but more particularly we drag
behind New South Wales.

The Government's committee of inquiry in
1976 dealt quite expressly with Government
departments and semi-Government authorities.
However, that accounts for only about half the
computing capacity and computer systems in
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Western Australia. The other half of the
computing systems in this State are in the private
sector and, at this moment, they are gradually
but surely developing record systems on
individuals, and Governments in other parts of
the world have found it necessary and desirable to
tackle the questions of supervising and controlling
access to information on individuals kept by
computing firms in the private sector.

This Government has ignored totally the whole
question of where the private sector fits into this
issue. It has conducted its own committee of
inquiry into Government and semi-Government
agencies, ignored six out of the nine basic
recommendations of the committee, and has not
conducted any sort of inquiry into the record
systems held by the private sector.

Let me explain now to you, Sir, the nature and
essence of the Government's very weak position in
response to this, because it has been intimated in
answers to questions in this House that the
Government is not prepared to duplicate work
being done by the National Law Reform
Commission and, therefore, we have waited five
yea rs since 1976 for something
substantial-something further-to happen in
this field,

The Minister knows now and the Premier is
aware also that Western Australia has been left
for dead. Governments in other parts of this
country and in other parts of the world have
taken meaningful steps to protect people's privacy
in many different ways.

I should like to relate to a couple of the
Ministers of the Crown who are present and who
share the responsibility for this issue a very
specific example of the invasion of an individual's
privacy. I emphasise the point that it appears
there is a very free exchange of computer tapes
and information on computer tapes between
Government departments, despite the
Government's own committee of inquiry's
recommendation to the contrary.

I should like to draw the attention of the
Honorary Minister for Housing to a particular
situation which concerns a former constituent of
my leader, the member for Victoria Park, and
relate some dealings which involved the SHC.

I draw the attention of the Honorary Minister
to a young couple who lived in Victoria Park and
who moved to the suburb of Golden Bay down
near Mandurah towards the end of last year. The
husband in the young couple notified the RTA of
his new address. That was about the sole extent

of his notification of the change of address. This
is pretty important for the Honorary Minister to
appreciate.

Mr Laurance: The Minister for Housing, is it?
Mr BRYCE: That is right. The young couple,

having moved from Victoria Park to Golden Bay,
notified the RTA of a change of address. Out of
the blue they received a letter from the State
Housing Commission asking them to pay a bill
for accrued arrears of $179. This family has
never at any stage in their life had any
association with the State Housing Commission
at all,' has never been a client, has never had one
of its homes and has never made an application
for one.

The wife rang the State Housing Commission
and was advised by an officer in the commission
that there must have been a mistake; that the
State Housing Commission has access to all
Government department computer systems and
tapes; and that someone must have looked up
names and addresses from there and sent the
"Please pay" letter. The young man just
happened to be a computer expert himself and a
lecturer in computer science. The commission
could not have jagged a worse example of an
individual family with whom to make this sort of
error. The gentleman concerned, Mr John
Collins, then wrote a letter to the Chairman of
the State Housing Commission. I will have
pleasure in giving the Minister copies of this and
other letters because I would like him to
investigate this real, first-class conflict of opinion.

Mr Laurance: I would like to say that often
when a person telephones in like that-we have
only got your version of it and I am not saying it
is wrong-these things get a bit exaggerated. I
am not so sure that the person would have said
that they had access to all those sorts of things.

Mr BRYCE: I will read the letter that Mr
Collins wrote to the commission-

On 21 March 1980, 1 received your letter
requesting payment of SI179.75. This
immediately caused me some alarm and
consternation for never have I had any
business with the Commission.

My wife phoned your office, Vacated
Arrears Ext. 628, to be told casually by the
officer that the Commission has access to all
the computer files of the Government
Departments in order to trace my name and
address and that this is usually cross-checked
with her name.
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I consider this practice to be an intrusion
upon my personal integrity and privacy, I
have written to the Australian Computer
Society (W.A. Branch) (or which I am a
Member) and to the Law Reform
Commission alleging a breach of citizen's
privacy.

The Premier did indicate by way of answers to
questions I have asked him in the House that one
Government department does exchange with
another department computer-based information
in an attempt to recover Crown debts. I would be
surprised if a State Housing Commission arrear
account is a Crown debt.

Mr Laurance: Particularly when he did not
have it.

Mr BRYCE: He has accepted the apology for
the error. I will conclude by quoting the rest of
his letter-

Would you please explain how and from
where the Commission obtained my name
and address, and include an answer to the
following questions:-

I.What other personal data of mine
does the Commission hold?'

2. What steps will the Commission be
taking to erase this data?

3. What proof can the Commission
supply me to verify this erasure?

The Commission, in typical fashion, wrote back
and said in three paragraphs-

Replying to your letter of 30.3.8 1, I regret
that the arrears notice was forwarded to you
in error.

The Commission does not have access to
computer files of any other department and
has no records whatsoever regarding
yourself.

Please accept my apologies for sending you
the account which obviously was intended for
another person.

This gentleman has no doubt the account was
intended for another person but, despite
subsequent letters-I will give the Minister a
copy of these letters-the commission has
repeatedly refused to answer the question about
where and how it obtained his name and address.
An officer in the commission said to this man's
wife. "We have access to Government computer
information of other departments". Who is telling
the truth? Is it the officer on the end of the
telephone who says. "Yes, we use computer-based
information from other departments"? Is it the

officer representing the commissioner, the
manager of collections, who says, "No, we don't
use information from other Government
departments"?

Mr Laurance: You are entitled to ask that in
this place, but I would think that obviously the
man has had a reply from a responsible person
who is telling the truth.

Mr BRYCE: Which responsible officer?

Mr Laurance: The one who put his signature to
the letter. The other person is a clerk on the end
of a telephone on some day somewhere. You have
an official letter signed by a responsible officer
saying that is not the case. That happens all the
time. You must have had other such experiences
in your political life.

Mr BRYCE: Can the Minister explain to me
why the State Housing Commission continues to
avoid the question of from where it got the
address and name?

Mr Laurance: It would be fairly simple. It got
it from the electoral roll.

Mr BRYCE: If that was the simple case,
knowing this gentleman was concerned about
what he considered to be a breach of privacy, why
did not the commission simply say it got the
details from the electoral roll? Does the Minister
know the answer? This man had not filled in his
change of address for the electoral roll. He was
still on the roll for East Victoria Park at that
stage; so the answer is that it is not the Electoral
Department. I will send a copy of these letters to
the Minister at the end of my remarks and ask
him to look at them.

Mr Laurance: I repeat that I certainly will
investigate it for you. I might find something
interesting. On my wife's driver's licence she has
the day and year of my mother's birthday instead
of her own. It shows my wife as being 71 years of
age.

Mr BRYCE: That may well cause the
Honorary Minister's wife some embarrassment.

Mr Laurance: She is having some difficulty
getting it changed, too.

Mr BRYCE: The very point I made earlier in
the debate is that it is much more convenient and
simple to add more information to computer
information systems than to erase it.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nanovich):
Order! Members, there is too much discussion
throughout the Chamber and Hansard is finding

3492



[Wednesday, 9 September 19811 39

it difficult to record. Will members keep their
voices down?

Mr BRYCE: Can I suggest to the Minister
that, had he done his homework properly before
he made the famous comment that earned him
the headlines suggesting that Western Australia
was leading the country with regard to the
protection of privacy, he would have discovered
that the Liberal Party in New South Wales in
1975 passed legislation to establish a privacy
committee. That privacy committee is working
extremely well-a worth-while initiative that has
been picked up by a subsequent magnificent
Government going from strength to strength in
that State.

Let me, without any further facetious
comment, make the point that the legislation was
passed in 1975. The committee is comprised of 13
different members, some of them members of
Parliament, interestingly enough, and some
lawyers. It includes also the State Ombudsman in
New South Wales. It operates on the basis of
three or four different subcommittees dealing
with specific areas of complaint and inquiry. The
committee has powers which extend right across
the public and private sectors.

There is no suggestion in New South Wales
that this Liberal Govern ment- inspired legislation
for the private sector should be placed in any
position of special privilege. Any individual or
firm in New South Wales can be required to give
information or produce documents. That State
takes the matter fairly seriously. The committee
puts reports to Parliament annually. More
importantly, information which is provided to or
demanded by that privacy committee in New
South Wales is covered by privilege in order to
protect the individuals who are, on the one hand,
making the complaints or, on the other hand,
providing responses to these complaints.

Here in Western Australia we should be
establishing a privacy committee. There is no
justification any longer for the Government to
say. "We are waiting for Mr Justice Kirby to
bring down his recommendations at national
level". It has been the longest gestation period for
any worth-while reform in a democratic society
that I can recall in recent times.

In 1975 and 1976 Government Ministers were
submitting to the committee that we should wait
a little longer until the national Law Reform
Commission brought down its Findings. "Let us
not duplicate the director or the commission",
was the argument of the Government in 1976.

Yet, ive years later, virtually nothing more has
happened. We arc still waiting. I suggest that if
we continue to wait until the national Law
Reform Commission brings down suggestions for
reform in this area we will be waiting for a
considerable time in the future. It is time we did
something ourselves in Western Australia.

I find it little less than favourable and a little
annoying that Government members one after the
other seem to be afraid to grasp the nettle and to
venture forth into the territory of the
unknown-this is what this area of privacy is; so
many aspects of technological change certainly
are-and experiment, if necessary, with new
legislation, and be prepared to bring it back to
this place, and say that it proved to be
impracticable in this respect or that respect. At
least let us have a crack at it. Let us not wait
until all the Governments of Australia have
reached a consensus about a particular
comfortable and respectable form of legislation
that will signal the way for us to go forward. It is
time we had a privacy committee in Western
Australia.

I do not agree with the recommendations of the
Mann report of 1976 that it should be an
Ombudsman committee. We should have
legislation along the lines of the New South
Wales privacy committee legislation to establish
OUr own independent, full-time and ongoing
privacy committee. Just like the New South
Wales committee, it should have the power to
investigate and mediate any complaints of
unjustifiable intrusions of privacy. It should have
the ability or the capacity to act as a clearing
house for information on privacy issues and the
ability to stimulate informal public debate on the
whole question. Its basic responsibility-and it is
one we sorely need-should be to recommend
changes in line with administrative procedures
and business practice.

It is very important we take this action now
rather than in another 12 months or in two or
three years' time, bearing in mind action was
recommended as far back as 1916, Individuals in
this State should have the legal right of access to
information systems which store data about them.
They should have the right to be able to
determine for themselves whether that
information is up to date and accurate.

Finally, as that 1976 committee recommended,
we should wait no longer before we establish an
appropriate and adequate system of monitoring
the security within Government information
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systems to ensure those systems are segregated
for the protection of individuals. Since this
Government came to office in 1974, the speed of
change has been dramatic. Action is needed, and
it is needed now.

Mr EVANS: I formally second the motion.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce) [8.17 p.m.]: As the
member for Ascot doubtless knows, the
Government agrees with many of the issues he
has raised, especially in regard to the rapidity of
change and the need to do something to ensure
we as a community are aware of those changes
and take the appropriate steps. However, I will
not disappoint the member for Ascot by saying
the Government intends to support his motion
iecause it will be opposed by the Government, for
reasons I will outline.

As the member for Ascot pointed out, the area
of privacy and secrecy is an extremely complex
one. The member himself failed to provide any
details of the activities being undertaken in
Western Australia at the moment by the Western
Australian Law Reform Commission.

To give members an idea of the complexity of
this issue and of what the Law Reform
Commission thinks of it I wish to quote briefly
from the annual report of the commission for the
period I July 1979 to 30 June 1980. Under the
heading "Privacy" the following statement
appears-

3.30 Protection of privacy is a large and
complex issue. The tendency is for privacy
issues to permeate through a wide range of
other law reform topics. On many occasions
the Commission has been faced with the
dilemma of either dealing separately with a
specific privacy issue or deferring the matter
until the subject of protection of privacy has
-been considered as a whole.

3.31 The Commission recognises that it
might ultimately be desirable to consider
different aspects of privacy invasions
separately and to make separate and specific
recommendations tailored to the
circumstances of the case. In its view,
however, it is preferable First to consider
privacy protection as a whole to ensure that
all reform measures are integrated and
compatible.

It is evident from that quote that the Law
Reform Commission, which has been charged by

the Government to investigate this area, believes
it is a very complex subject. Therefore, neither
the Government nor the commission intends to
rush in with ill-considered legislation designed to
tamper with people's privacy.

Mr Bryce: Do you really believe the New
South Wales legislation is ill-considered?

Mr MacKINNON: I did not say that; I said
the legislation we will introduce will not be ill-
considered.

The member for Ascot referred to the poll on
the question of privacy which was conducted by
Bennett Research Pty. Ltd. and reported in The
Australian and our local newspapers. Since 1976,
the Law Reform Commission has been
conducting an inquiry into this whole area. As the
member for Ascot would be aware, the
commission has published a couple of position
papers and has held inquiries Australia wide. The
commission is to report at the end of this year.

The poll conducted by Bennett Research Pty.
Ltd. at the invitation and with the co-operation of
the Australian Law Reform Commission was
designed to give the Law Reform Commission an
idea of the impact of community feeling in this
area. I agree with the honourable member that
the results were most interesting.

The Australian Law Reform Commission's
Press statement which was released at that time
makes interesting reading. Professor Hayes, a
member of the Australian Law Reform
Commission, said that although the commission's
report was limited to Federal laws, the
commission was working closely with State bodies
inquiring into privacy.

That brings me to the inquiry conducted in this
State by the Western Australian Law Reform
Commission. The member for Ascot referred to
the fact that in 1976, the State Government
tabled the report of the Mann committee of
inquiry. That report was acted on by the
Government, as has been indicated in answers to
the member's questions.

Just after the tabling of that report, the State
Government gave to the Western Australian Law
Reform Commission an outline of what it wished
to be the parameters of a similar inquiry
conducted in tandem with the Federal inquiry to
enable our State to have the best possible
legislation in this area. Its terms of reference
were exactly parallel to those given to the
Australian Law Reform Commission by the
Commonwealth Attorney General with the
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exception that, in 1978, the commission's terms of
reference were extended to consider the question
of whether a person's criminal record should be
expunged after a certain time had elapsed.

Since that time, the Western Australian
commission, in tandem with the Australian
commission, has been actively working to ensure
a proper survey is conducted and report
presented. For example, in the commission's
annual report to 30 June 1980 it is revealed the
commission issued two discussion papers entitled
"Privacy and intrusions" and "Privacy and
personal information".

Public hearings were held in Western Australia
from 10 November 1980 and public participation
was actively sought. Over 29 oral submissions
were presented and over 150 written submissions
were received covering a wide variety of areas. A
submission was received from the Western
Australian Government and many Government
departments participated in the hearing. To name
but a few, the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority, the Alcohol and Drug Authority, the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs, the Education
Department, the Government Computing Policy
Committee, and the Road Traffic Authority, all
contributed to the hearing.

In addition, and in tandem with that, the
Western Australian Law Reform Commission has
been involved actively in working with OECD
countries in arriving at guidelines in this area of
privacy and reported on that issue at the QECD
meeting of 23 September 1980. Mr Freeman, a
member of the Western Australian Law Reform
Commission, was personally involved in those
discussions in the Eastern States and was
included in the discussions which led to the
finalisation of those recommendations which now
have been internationally accepted, amongst all
the OECD countries.

In my view, that hardly constitutes a
Government which is insensitive in this area, and
does not wish to take action on the matter.

Mr Bryce-. "Tardy" was the word I used.
Mr MacK INNON: I wish to make a couple of

points concerning the member's specific points of
criticism. When I said that Western Australia
lead the nation, I meant what I said because I
believe it to be the case. No other State has a
Law Reform Commission conducting a tandem
and parallel inquiry on the matter of privacy and
secrecy.

Mr Bryce: That is not true.

Mr MacKINNON: From my information, I
understand the other States are looking Co
Western Australia to provide the lead from the
results of our report, which will be issued-I
repeat, will be issued-shortly after the
Australian Law Reform Commission presents its
report at the end or' this year.

Mr Bryce: May I point out a subtle difference?
You did not say in your statement, "an inquiry
into privacy"; you said, "providing protection for
privacy for individuals".

Mr MacKINNON: I take issue also With the
comments of the member for Ascot that the
Government has been tardy. That can hardly be
said to be the case with regard to the Mann
report which was brought down in 1976. Just

p rior to that, the Federal Government had given
its terms of reference to the Australian Law
Reform Commission and we gave exactly the
same terms of reference to our commission.

I also refer the honourable member to answers
to his questions 1524 and 1526 and a circular to
all Ministers and departmental officers dated
June 1976 covering most of the issues to which he
has referred. 1 do not intend to deal with them
now because they have been tabled, and are
available to members.

The member for Ascot also criticised what he
termed as the delay in the Law Reform
Commission bringing down 'its report. I believe
nothing could be further from the truth. The
Australian Law Reform Commission is actively
studying this area, as it has done since April
1976. Its report will be tabled in the Federal
Parliament towards the end of this year following
which the Western Australian commission's
report will be tabled. These reports will provide
positive recommendations as to action which
should be taken in this area.

Mr Bryce: They have been promising that for
years.

Mr MacKINNON: The report will be tabled in
1982.

Finally, I refer the member for Ascot to a
statement made by people he appears to hold in
such high regard. I refer, of course, to the New
South Wales Privacy committee. The motion
moved by the member for Ascot contains the
following statement-

This House is of the opinion that the
Government should implement without delay
appropriate administrative and legislative
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action to protect the privacy of Western
Australian citizens.

In its response to the Australian Law Reform
Commission's discussion papers on privacy, the
New South Wales privacy committee had this to
say-

A general legislative approach to
protecting privacy is not appropriate.

That is a committee with five years' experience,
handling 10000 complaints. We agree with that
committee. We as a Government intend to wait
until such time as the Law Reform Commission,
comprising as it does leading and eminent people
in this State, has reported on this whole complex
area. Once that report is to hand, the
Government will give it careful consideration and
implement its recommendations as it sees
appropriate to Western Australia as a State, for
the protection of its citizens.

The Government agrees with the comment of
the member for Ascot that this is an area of
concern. However, we will not be forced into
early action which may harm, rather than
protect, the privacy of people ink this State.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr T. H.
J ones.

LAND: FOREIGN OWNERSHIP

Inquiry by Select Committee: Amendment to
Motion

Debate resumed from 26 August.

MR GREWAR (Roe) (8.32 p.m.J:- Prior to the
adjournment of this debate, I was saying that
foreign investment had centred interest on the
Esperance area for land that had been found to
have agricultural potential. The Government of
the day-a Labor Govern ment-agreed with the
American interests to offer for sale 1.3 million
acres of land and it was offered at a few shillings
an acre on the condition that certain areas of it
would be developed to pasture. The 1.3 million
acres represented about hair the land in the
Esperance area.

The Government believed that this move was a
very good one, and that it would attract a great
deal of foreign capital to this State. The local
people were rather horrified .because at this time
the land was attracting a great deal of interest
from Western Australian and Eastern States
farmers. At the time blocks of land were
advertised for alienation, 1 2 to 20 applicants
applied for each block.

The discontent that was generated continued to
the present time. The arguments raised years ago
were much the same as those we have heard in
relation to foreign investment in Australian land
today: but time has proved that foreign
investment is not all bad. The Esperance case has
shown that foreign investment has brought
foreign capital; and as we all know, capital is a
short item in Australian resource developments.
in fact, it has saved the Australian Government
funds that would otherwise have been spent on
continuation of the war service land settlement
scheme or civilian land settlement scheme which
was being mooted at that time.

Foreign investment brought confidence to
banks and other lending institutions. Prior to this
time, many of the farmers in the area were
unable to attract finance for farm development.
However, with the injection of American capital,
banks changed their tune completely, and large
loans were made to local farmers.

The investment also encouraged the
Government to spend money on such projects as
roads and the provision of services. We saw the
development of a modern, land-backed harbour.
It also encouraged private enterprise to establish
in our main centres service industries, the
establishment of the superphosphate works being
one of them.

In addition, the capital expended on the
development of the American land was of great
assistance to our young farmers. As many people
know, the farmers in the Esperance area at the
time were young people who were short of ready
cash. The availability of work contracts on the
American land enabled them to generate funds to
develop their own properties. In many cases, they
were able to sell cereal seeds, clover seeds, and
stock from developing their own properties.

Under the agreement between the Government
and the American investors, 50 per cent of the
farm developments had to be sold to Australian
farmers within a certain time. This has happened.
Over a period of 25 years, we have found that the
former foreign investments have become mainly
Australian owned. In fact, the American financial
involvement now is a very small part of the
structure of the companies.

In addition to the American investment,
foreign investment by way of British capital,
Belgian capital, and German capital came
pouring in during this time. Some of the foreign
owners actually resided in our area, while others
remained as absentee owners.
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At the same time, some Australian
businessmen took up land partly as a taxation
hedge, and partly to satisfy a whim they had to
go farming. I fail to see a great deal of difference
between absentee Australian owners and absentee
foreign owners.

Overall, the situation today is that foreign
ownership involves a very small percentage of the
land in the Esperance area. It has gone from
greater than half the district to a very small
percentage. I believe that the Press blows out of
all proportion the amount of foreign investment in
rural land.

While I believe in Australia for Australians, I
cannot doubt that foreign ownership brings
certain advantages. It brings a certain stability to
our country areas. For instance, the economy of a
country town is very dependent on the vagaries of
a season. However, while foreign owners are
subject to these income fluctuations, they also
have funds from other sources; and the injection
of these funds into the rural economy tends to
bring stability.

The amendment seeks the monitoring of
foreign investment more closely than it has been
done. That is a necessary move. If foreign
investment becomes of greater significance than
at present, steps should be taken to impose
further restrictions.

I have been following property sales recently,
and I have found that foreign owners or foreign
investors are not prepared to pay much more for
the land than are Australian owners. A previous
speaker mentioned that there had been a
tremendous escalation in prices because of the
foreign inflow of funds; hut I do not believe this
to be so. In fact, figures quoted to me indicate
that foreign investors are looking at prices just
above market prices.

One's attitude to foreign investment depends
also on whether one is a buyer or a seller.

A buyer frequently resents foreign investment,
believing it interferes with a sale and precludes
his obtaining a bargain investment. The seller,
anxious to relinquish his farming interest, I .s
frequently keen to see foreign investors. They
may be his only hope of selling. The sale can
often entail cash and be carried out quickly.

As I see it, the problem would be greatly
reduced if Australian lending institutions were
quicker to act in these matters. As we all know, it
takes a considerable time, even up to six months,
for an intending buyer to make arrangements for

finance for a land purchase and frequently a
seller will not wait that length of time. If the
financial institutions were able to act more
quickly the foreign investment in this State would
pale into insignificance.

We must not lose sight of the fact that while
we may have foreign ownership of our land, the
land is still Australian land; it cannot be carted
away. Whilst it is owned by foreign investors, it is
not lost as an Australian asset. It does employ
Australian operators and gives many young
people a chance to obtain senior management
positions.

From my experience it would seem to be only a
matter of time before many of these foreign-
owned properties are ultimately sold back to
Australian owners. As foreign owners Find that
the profits coming from agriculture are not as
high as they can obtain elsewhere they will seek
better investments.

Mr Cowan: Tell us about capital gain.

I fail to see that a Select Committee would
perform as well as a Government monitoring
committee in overseeing this matter. I believe the
amendment has much more to offer than has the
motion. I am not in favour of selling off the
Australian farm, but I do believe that some
foreign ownership has some advantages. I support
the amendment.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [8.43 p.m.]: The
amendment before the House is supported by the
National Party for a very simple reason. It is not
for its content, as it is really nothing more than a
whitewash of the existing situation. What exists
now is causing concern to many people, not just
to those in the agricultural industry, but also to
people in all walks of life in this State.

We intend to introduce our own amendment to
the Minister's amendment. It would be relevant to
speak about the Minister's amendment and, with
your indulgence, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Nanovich), about what our amendment is to
replace.

At the moment we have a situation where
almost every journalist employed by the rural
Press has written a story expressing his concern
about the percentage of foreign ownership of
rural land. In fact, that percentage of ownership
had been relatively static for many years,
particularly in agricultural regions. Suddenly in
the last three or four years there has been an
extremely rapid growth of foreign investment in
agricultural land. As far as we can see there has
been no control over that foreign investment.
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The Foreign lnvestment Review Board has
been cited as having some value in the control of
investment in agricultural and urban land.
Everyone knows that one of the first criteria
under which the FIRB operates is its requirement
that the same opportunity be given to Australian
purchasers, whether they be an individual farmer,
a corporate company, a nominee company, or
whatever, to buy the land.

When we have people offering prices of the
magnitude being offered for Australian, and
particularly Western Australian, agricultural
land, how can Australians compete with those
foreign investors? The answer is very simple:
They cannot.

To my knowledge there have been very few
instances where the FIRB has been able to
prevent the sale of land in Australia to foreign
purchasers.

The other point that is very important to
remember is the effect these investors are having
on those people generally involved in farming.
The member for Roe spoke at length applauding
the concept of foreign investment because it
required local people to manage the properties. I
do not argue with that, but as far as I am
concerned that is very much a second rate
alternative. to the concept of the Australian
family farm and the capitalist ideal of being able
to pass on a farm as part of a farmer's heritage. I
much prefer to continue the concept of the
Australian family farmer rather than that of
Australian farm managers. The idea of these
Australian farmers being able to buy back their
properties from foreign investors and allowing
foreign investors to make capital gains should be
anathema to everyone in this Chamber.

I was very interested in the idea of our having a
study of any legislative amendments that are
necessary. If members will recall, the amendment
moved by the Minister was designed to replace a
call by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for a
Select Committee.

Why is it that the members of this Parliament
leave the study of legislation to the select few
people who happen to be Ministers of the Crown?
Do members believe the competence of Ministers
is sufficient in all matters for us to have total
faith in everything they do? Have members not
seen the examples of the Mining Act, the State
fuel levy, and the Transport Act? I am sure
Opposition members could detail other legislation
in regard to which the Government, with its

advisers and departmental heads, has been shown
to be less than competent.

Mr Harman: That is right. They have made
many blunders and many errors of judgment.

Mr Old: Don't pontificate.

Mr COWAN: Of course they have. Most
members would realise the great bulk of the work
that comes through this Chamber consists of
amending Bills-Bills which have been brought
before the House because of mistakes made by
the so-called experts.

What is wrong with members, particularly
back-bench members, becoming involved in
finding out precisely how much land is in the
hands of foreign investors and ascertaining how
we can do something to establish the amount of
land that is falling into the hands of these people
who are interested only in capital gains?

Mr Bertram: When youI use the expression,
*"foreign"l, do you mean non-Australian?

Mr COWAN: I mean non-Australian. I do not
mean an Eastern States purchaser. 1 am talking
about Britain, Germany, America, Arabia, or
whatever other country the member likes.

Mr Harman: What advice would you give a
farmer in your electorate who was offered a very
substantial price for his land by a person you
knew was a foreign investor?

Mr COWAN: I would give him advice he
probably would not accept and that is not to sell.
However, because the price offered would be so
much greater than the price he would be offered
by a Western Australian-I am speaking now in
general terms-and could not be matched by
someone from this State, it is atmost impossible
For such a farmer to say, "No".

Mr Evans: But the member for Roe had
different ideas from the ones you are discussing.

Mr Stephens: We in the National Party often
have different ideas.

Mr T. H. Jones: You did not have different
ideas when we were debating the Misuse of Drugs
Bill last night. You were all friends then. You
were all buddies last night and look at you
tonight!

Mr COWAN: One of the supposed advantages
of being in this place is that one is able to express
one's point of view and I am delighted t0 hear the
member for Collie advise me that sometimes my
point of view and his differ, as they did last night.
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Mr T. H. Jones: Your colleague could not
answer a civil question when I raised one today in
relation to the Bill.

Mr COWAN: I cannot speak for my colleague.
Mr T. H. Jones: You supported him last night.'
Mr COWAN: All I can say is that, whilst last

night I disagreed with the member for Collie,
tonight I disagree with the member for Roe.

Mr Evans: You are a very disagreeable fellow.

Mr T. H. Jones: You are indicating you don't
get on with anybody.

Mr COWAN: We have dealt with two factors
they are, the involvement of the FIRB and the
proposal to study Legislative amendments. My
question is: Why does this Parliament leave that
study in the hands of other people? Again
reference was made to matters being carried out
in conjunction with the Commonwealth
Government. Bearing in mind the record of the
Commonwealth Government in matters relating
to agriculture or agricultural products, it is clear
it will be some time before we see anything of
advantage to people on the land.

Mr Evans: It will be good to see a Labor
Government back there.

Mr COWAN: That is a prospect about which I
have some grave fears; but I assure the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that if the
Commonwealth Government continues to perform
as it is performing at the moment, the prospect
about which he speaks is quite likely to occur,
much as I hate to say that.

Mr Evans: Not "quite likely"; it is inevitable.

Mr COWAN: I would not go so far as to say it
is inevitable, but it worries me a great deal that
the activities of the Commonwealth Government
in matters relating to agriculture and like
industries have disenchanted many traditionally
conservative people in Australia who support the
parties which are currently in Government.

As I have stated, I do not intend to reproduce
the -figures which have been produced already by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. They gave
a rather accurate indication of the extent of
foreign ownership of land and also the rapidity
with which investment has grown in that area in
the last I8 months to two years. That is just as
much a cause for concern as is the overall level of
investment.

Quite obviously, with the appreciating
Australian dollar and the real capital gains which
can be made, people from foreign countries who

have surplus capital to invest are doing so as
rapidly as they can. I do not believe it is
satisfactory to anyone for the Minister for
Agriculture to say he has contacted Elder Smith
Goldsborough Mort Ltd. and Wesfarmers and
they have assured him no more than I0 of their
deals involved foreign investment. The Minister
knows and :know some of the major transactions
in rural land are conducted not by those
traditional sellers of land, but by real estate
agents. They are the people to whom foreign
investors go.

Mr Old: Rot!

Mr COWAN: If the Minister would like to
speak up, I might hear him.

Mr Old: Rot!
Mr COWAN: That is the Minister's

interjection and it is worth very little.

Mr Old: You have produced no figures at all.
You have rambled on and said nothing.

Mr COWAN: The Minister produced a
statement that 10 deals only involving purchases
of rural land were made by foreign investors and
yet every rural reporter I know has made the
statement that-

Mr Old: They would know!

Mr COWAN: They would know a lot more
than the Minister.

Mr Stephens: And they would not have a
biased approach to it either.

Mr Old: Look who is talking!

Mr MacKinnon: "Mr Select Committee".

Mr COWAN: I should like the Minister for
Agriculture to tell me his opinion of rural
reporters like Michael Zekulich. Does he have a
low regard for that journalist?

Mr Old: Make your own speech. I am not
going to make it for you.

Mr COWAN: Would the Minister like to give
me his opinion of the competence and
qualifications of the rural reporter, Michael
Zekulich?

Mr Old: No. I would not. Does that answer
your question?

Mr COWAN: No, it does not. The Minister
for Agriculture is prepared to dispute figures
which have been put forward by some of Western
Australia's leading journalists.

Mr Evans: Without a doubt the leading rural
journalist in the State.
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Mr COWAN: Not only is Michael Zekulich a
rural journalist, but he is also a journalist with
The West Australian and yet the Minister is
prepared to dispute those figures. We are not.
The Minister has not produced anything in this
Chamber-

Mr Old: What figures did I dispute?

Mr COWAN: -other than the comment that
something like 10 land deals conducted in
Western Australia by three stock firms which, in
the Minister's statement, deal with the majority
or land sales-

Mr Old: About 80 per cent.

Mr COWAN: However, they certainly do not
deal with the majority of land sales which are
transacted between farmers and foreign investors
and yet we are expected to believe the statements
which are made.

I am not quite so prepared to sell off my farm.
I happen to be in the same position as are some
other members in this place. I am a new land
farmer. I know how difficult it is to establish a
property; I know how long it takes. I also know
the capital appreciation of such properties, and I
can understand why people are so eager to make
an investment to be able to obtain a capital gain
at a later stage. However, who will pay for the
capital gain? Of course, it will be Australian
farmers.

It is a very sorry state of affairs that a
conservative government does nothing to establish
laws to prevent what is happening when there has
been so much criticism, and what the
Government is doing is inadequate.

Amendment (to delete words) put and passed.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister
Agriculture) [9.02 p.m.]: I move
amendment-

acquired or are being sought now
and in the future by overseas
interests.

(2) ror this purpose there should be-

(a) a continuation and expansion,
where practicable, of the co-
operation with the
Commonwealth Government
both direct and through the
Foreign Investment Review
Board in respect of the present
and future activities in this
Field;

(b) a study of any legislative
amendments which may be
necessary where difficulties are
experienced in accurately
ascertaining the degree of
overseas involvement in
transactions which fall in the
above categories; and

(c) a study in conjunction with the
Commonwealth Government
of the best ways and means of
preventing transactions which
are not considered to be in the
State and National interest,
especially where absentee
ownership is involved.

(3) Further, this House is of the
opinion that the Government policy
of looking favourably on overseas
people who legitimately desire to
migrate and personally undertake
the proper development and
management of properties as
permanent residents of the State, is
one to be encouraged.

for
an

That the following words be added to the
motion-

(1) The Government should continue
and expand the monitoring of
pastoral and farming land and
urban properties which have been

Adjournmentof Debate

MR EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader of the

Opposition) [9.03 p.m.]: I move-

That the debate be adjourned.
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Question put and a division taken with the

following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Clarko
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Davies
Mr Eva ns
Mr Crayden
Mr Crewar
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr H-odge

Ayes 42
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Parker
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Trethowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Wilson

Mr Jamieson
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr T. H. Jones

Mr Cowan
M r Stephens

Mr Young
Mr Bateman
Mr Blaikie

(Teller)
(Teller)

Noes 3
Mr McPharlin (Teller)

Question thus passed.

Debate thus adjourned.

BILLS (2): RETURNED

I . Litter Amendment Bill.
2. Factories and Shops Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 9.07 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOUSING: PURCHASE

Assistance Scheme

1747. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many home purchasers are
affected by the Government's decision to
increase interest rates on low interest
housing loans taken out under the home
purchase assistance scheme prior to
1978?

(2) What was the upper income limit for
eligibility under the home purchase
assistance scheme prior to 1978?

(3) What will be the increase in money
terms for the average income of those
people eligible for loans under the home
purchase assistance scheme prior to
1978 as a result of the one per cent
increase and subsequent increases?

(4) What research was undertaken to find
out the present income of those people
affected under the home purchase
assistance scheme?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) Approximately 4 000.

(2) In 1974 the maximum income eligibility
level for a concessional interest loan in
the metropolitan area was $114 per
week, and in June 1978 it was $202.35
per week.

(3) The increase in the monthly repayment
incorporating a I per cent increase from
I October 198 1, on 1967-68 loans in the
metropolitan area will not exceed $5.20.

The same increase on 1972-73 loans will
not be higher than $7.26, and on 1977-
78 loans $15.93.

In subsequent years a 0.5 per cent
increase will result in these rises being
halved.

(4) A study of increases in the average
weekly earnings was made. From June
1978 to the March 1981 quarter the
average wage increased by 30 per cent,
and from June 1974 to March 1981 the
increase was 130 per cent.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL SWIMMING
PROGRAMMES

Teachers

1748. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) With reference to his assertion that
many teachers hold the bronze
medallion and are qualified to teach
swimming, did he ascertain whether the
majority of those teachers recently
obtained the medallion or in fact
obtained it many years ago and have
since then engaged in no swimming

instruction?(2) Is he aware that an inexperienced or
poorly taught swimmer could be in
danger as a result of being taught by
someone who had long ceased to have
any proficiency for teaching swimming?

Mr G RAYDEN replied:
(1) No. There is no occasion to require this

information at present.
(2) Yes. In-service courses could rectify this

problem should it arise.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL SWIMMING
PROGRAMME

In-term Classes

1749. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

Is it fact that the budget for in-term
school swimming classes is to be cut by
5500 000, from $790 000 to S290 000,
representing a 63.3 per cent reduction?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:,
Budgetary details have not yet been
finalised.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL SWIMMING
PROGRAMME

Life-saving Instruct ion

1750. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

I refer to his answer to question 1 402 of
1981 concerning school swimming
programmes wherein he stated that "the
essentials of the swimming
programme-namely, instruction for
non-swimmers and life saving
instruction-will be preserved". Since
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there have been no life saving classes
within the programme for many years.
on what basis did he state that life
saving instruction would be preserved?

M r G RA Y DEN replied:
Life saving instruction has been included
in departmental swimming programmes
in recent years.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Fuel Tax
1751. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) What was the amount of revenue
derived from the fuel franchise levy in-
(a) I1978-79,
(b) 1979-80;
(c) 1980-81 ?

(2) What is the estimated amount of
revenue from the fuel franchise levy in
1981-82?

(3) What was the amount of revenue
derived from road maintenance tax in-
(a) 1974-75,
(b) 1975-76,
(c) 1976-77,
(d) 1977-78;
(e) 1978-79?

Mr RUSKTON replied:
Revenue from the fuel
fee is as fol lows-
(1) (a) Nil,

(bo) $16 904 788.
(c) $24 438 609.

(2)

(3)

wholesale licence

$28.785 million.
(a) $4 177 823.
(b) $4 449 626.
(c) $4 621 937.
(d) $5 190495.
(e) $5 697 204.

LOTTE R IES COM MISS ION

Hospital Fund: Payment

1752. Mr DAVIES. to the Minister for Health:

(1) What was the amount of money paid
into the hospital fund by the Lotteries
Commission under section 9 of the
Lotteries (Control) Act in-
(a) 1974.75:,
(b) 1975-76;

(e) 1976-77;
(d) 1977-78;
(e) 1978-79;
(f) 1979-80;
(g) 1980-81?

(2) What is the estimated amount to be paid
to the fund in 1981-82?

(3) (a) Was each of the amounts identified
in (1) expended in the same year in
which the contribution was paid
into the fund;

(b) if not, in what years were the
moneys spent?

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

For what purposes were the moneys
spent in each year?
IS the amount estimated to be paid into
the fund in 1981-82 Lo be spent in 1981-
82?
If "Yes" to (5), on what are the moneys
to be spent?
If' "No" to (5), when are the funds to be
spent and on what programmes are the
funds to be employed?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I) (a)

(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(W
(g)

1974-75-S2 499 980
1975-76-$3 159 990
1976-77-$4 490 000
1977-78-S4 469 976
1978-79-S4 931 080
1979-80-S-5 445 476
1980-81-S6 339 082.

(2) $6.4 million.
(3) (a) No.

(b) 1975-76-spent in 1916-77
197 6-77-spent in 1977-78
1978-79-spent in 1979-80
1979-80-spent in 1980-81
1980-81-to be spent in 198 1-82,

(4) 1974-75 and 1977-78-moneys spent to
offset the operating costs of public
hospital costs within Western Australia.
1975-76, 1976-77, 1978-79, 1979-80-
moneys were spent in the ensuing
financial years to Finance part of the
cost of the hospitals capital works
programme.
1980-8 I-it is proposed to use these
funds to finance part of the hospitals
capital works programme for 198 1-82.

(5) The actual use of these funds is
currently being considered in the
preparation of revenue and capital
Budgets for 1981-82.

(6) Not applicable. Unknown at this stage.
(7) Not applicable. Unknown at this stage.
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STATE FINANCE

Suspense Account Balance

1753. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What was the balance of moneys held in
the Treasury departmental receipts in
suspense account at 30 June. 1981 ?

(2) What were the amounts comprising the
balance held derived from-

(a) short-term investment earnings;,
(b) accrued salaries;
(c) funds awaiting allocation;
(d) other?

(3) What were the items and the amounts, if
any, comprising the amount shown in
answer (2)(d)?

(4) What was the total amount of moneys
earned through the investment of
Treasury cash balances in 1980-81 ?

(5) What was the amount of moneys earned
through the investment of Treasury cash
balances in 1980-81 transferred to-

(a) trust accounts;,
(b) Government instrumentalities?

(6) What was the total amount of moneys
earned from the investment of Treasury
cash balances transferred to the-

(a) Consolidated Revenue Fund in
1990-81:

(b) General Loan Fund in 1980-81?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) $35 858 505.

(2) (a) S15436 651

(b) $20 413 476

(c) $8 378.
(d) Nil.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) $27 528 547.

(5) (a) $2 230 459.
(b) $9861 437.

(6) (a) $17069 014.
(b) $9415612.

which will be
available for 1981-82
Budget.
which was expended
in the first pay period
in the 1981-82
financial year.

STATE FINANCE

Taxes and Charges: Increases

1754. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What is the estimated additional
revenue in 1981-82 resulting from
increases in following rates and charges
as announced earlier this year-

(a) electricity charges;
(b) gas charges;
(c) metropolitan water charges for

domestic consumers;
(d) metropolitan water charges for

industrial/commceial consumers;
(e) metropolitan sewerage charges for

residential services;,
(f) metropolitan sewerage charges for

non-residential services;
(g) drainage charges for residential

services;
(h) drainage charges for non-residential

services;
(i) third party motor vehicle insurance

premiums;
U)motor vehicle licence fees;

(k) drivers licence fees;
(1) fuel levy;

(in) MIT bus fares;
(n) Westrail train fares;
(o) West rail freight rates;
(p) country water rates and charges;
(t) country sewerage rates and charges;
(r) country drainage rates and charges;
(s) irrigation charges;
(t) State Housing Comm ission rents;
(u) port authority charges;
(v) marine charges;
(w) timber royalties;
(x) hospital bed charges?

(2) What is the estimated revenue in 1980-
81 arising from the imposition of-

(a) outpatient services fees;
(b) medical service charges?

(3) What is the estimated saving to the
Government in 1981-82 resulting
from-

(a) the pensioner patient contribution
to public nursing homes being
increased from 75 per cent to 87 /
per cent;

(b) hospitals no longer meeting the cost
of inter hospital transport, except
for pensioners and disadvantaged?
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1755.
En

ir CHARLES COURT replied:
,to (3) It would take a great deal of time

on the part of officers who are currently
fully engaged on preparation of the
Budget to collate the information sought
and I am not prepared to divert them
from more important duties.
For the most part, the information
sought by the Leader of the Opposition
has been published at the time
announcements of new charges have
been made. I therefore suggest that his
own staff are in a position to obtain the
information sought from published
information. However, to the extent that
they are unable to locate figures for
some items, I would be prepared to have
details taken out and supplied to the
Leader of the Opposition at a more
convenient time.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf. Pipeline
Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
ergy:

(1) Is it envisaged that North-West Shelf
gas will be piped to the eastern
goldfields region in the foreseeable
future?

(2) If '"Ves". by what route would the gas
be piped and what other areas would be
included in the grid?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) I am advised that there are no

such plans at this time, as the existing
market in the eastern goldfields is too
small.

ROADS: KALGOORLIE AND BOULDER

Heavy Haulage

1756. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Government contributing to the
cost of an eastern by pass heavy haulage
road around Kalgoorlie and Boulder?

(2) What justification is there for the
construction of such a by pass road?

(3) What is the estimated cost of the
construction of the by pass road?

(4) What contribution will be made by local
authorities in the area?

(5) Does such a road have any urgent
priority?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (3) No funds have been provided in

the Main Roads Department's 1981-82
programme of works for the eastern
bypass road of Kalgoorlie and Boulder.
However, some funds were allocated in
the 1980-81 programme which, with a
contribution from the Boulder Shire
Council, would have allowed a
commencement of construction on the
Kambalda Road to Hainault Road
section as a first stage of the bypass.
Following an approach by the Boulder
Shire Council, the funds allocated in the
1980-81I programme were transferred to
the Kambalda Road deviation to Lane
Street.
From time to time over a period of
years, consideration has been given to
the need for an alternative road which
would allow heavy vehicles from the
north of Kalgoorlie and Kambalda to
bypass Kalgoorlie and Boulder.
Investigations are still being carried out
to finalise the route for a bypass road.

(4) and (5) When the above investigations
are completed, it will be possible to take
out a firm estimate of costs, following
which discussion will be necessary with
the Boulder Shire Council in regard to
the priority of. the proposal and local
authority contribution to any proposed
work.

LAND: BUILDING BLOCKS

collie

1757. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

In view of the shortage of building
blocks at Collie, what Government land
will be made available for private
development in Collie?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
There is sufficient freehold land
available for subdivision in Collie to
meet foreseeable residential needs. The
shire council is preparing a guided
development scheme which will help the
several owners of that land to subdivide
and create the required lots. The State
Housing Commission and Department
of Lands and Surveys are meanwhile
subdividing Crown land for early
release, to meet short-term demand.
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FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power tine: Pilbara

1758. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

(1) What progress has been reached with
the building of the power line to connect
the Pilbara area with the State Energy
Commission grid?

(2) What will be the anticipated cost of the
venture?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am advised that preliminary

planning and consultant studies have
been undertaken, and no final cost
estimates have yet been determined.

1759. This question was postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Coal: Price

1760. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

What is the current
supplied to the
Commission and also
oil?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

price for coal
State Energy

the cost of fuel

I am advised that the current average
cost of coal supplied to the commission
by the two mining companies in the
Collie area is approximately $21 per
tonne. An indication of the comparable
fuel oil cost is approximately $5/GJ.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Station: Bunbury

1761. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

When is it anticipated that a firm
decision will be made on the
construction of the new Bunbury power
station'?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
The Government and the State Energy
Commission are currently examining
alternate methods of financing the
project. A recommendation will be
considered. oncc these investigations are
completed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Pipeline: Bunbury-Collic

1762. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

Has a decision yet been made on the
construction of a pipeline from Collie to
Bunbury to service the State Energy
Commission?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

Studies are well advanced,
decision has been made.

but no

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Sta tion: Collie

1763. Mr T. H-. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

When is it anticipated that the old
Collie power house will be finally
demolished?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

I am advised by the State Energy
Commission that no firm decision has
been reached concerning the use of the
old Collie power station building. The
matter is under continuing review, and
alternative uses for the building are
being considered. I expect to receive a
recommendation from the Energy
Commission on the future use of the
building shortly.

HOUSING

Collie

1764. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) What is the commission's building
programme for houses and flats at
Collie?

(2) What areas will the buildings be located
at?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) and (2) A firm capital works
programme for 1981-82 cannot be
established until precise funding
arrangements are known and at that
time Collie will be considered along with
other towns throughout the State.
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HOUSING

Donnybrook
1765. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Honorary

Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

What is the State Housing
Commission's building programme for
houses and flats for Donnybrook?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

A Firm capital works programme for
1981-82 cannot be established until
precise funding arrangements are known
and at that time Donnybrook will be
considered along with other towns
throughout the State.

H OS PITA L

Collie District
1766. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for

Health:

Are any planning arrangements under
review at the Collie District Hospital to
meet the additional demand for facilities
as a result of the expansion taking place
at Collie?

Mr YOUNG replied:

The current developments in the Collie
area are being closely monitored and
preliminary planning has been initiated
to ensure that the hospital facilities will
cope with the anticipated future needs.

HEALTH: PATHOLOGY

Hospital Patients
1767. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has he directed that all pathology
services required for private inpatients
and private outpatients of all non-
teaching hospitals are to be provided
through the State Health Laboratory
Services?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) does this directive mean that under
no circumstances should hospitals
allow specimens to be sent to
private pathology rooms; and

(b) is this not an infringement of
individuals' liberty to have the right
to alternative pathology services if
desired, and if paying for the
services?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) No. Where a specific consultation is

requested, the State Health
Laboratory Services will endeavour
to obtain this. This must be at the
request of the patient. The State
Health Laboratory Services may
also report on the specimen.

(b) Answered by (a) in respect to the
patient. It is a common practice for
many doctors to refer specimens to
a pathologist without consulting the
patient, which may also be regarded
as an infringement of the patient's
liberty.

MINING: GOLD

State Battery: Coolgardie
1768. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:

(1) When was the carbon-pulp mill installed
and available for treatment of sands at
the Coolgardie State Battery?

(2) (a) When is it intended to make the
mill available for the treatment of
prospectors' sands; and

(b) if not immediately, what is the
reason for the delay?

Mr P. V. JON ES replied:
(1) Installed July 1981. Commissioned and

available for treatment of tailings
beginning August 198 1.

(2) (a) a nd (b) Immediately, in
conjunction with battery low grade
tailings.

MINING: GOLD

Butterfly Area
1769. Mr L. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for

Mines:

(I) Is it a fact that he recently overturned a
decision of the warden's court in respect
of an application for gold mining lease
40/1149 in the Butterfly area?
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(2) If "Yes", what were the reasons for the
decision being overturned in favour of
Amalgamated Industries Ltd.?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Amalgamated

demonstrated to
priority in having
first in time.

Industries Ltd.
my satisfaction clear
marked off the ground

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Kalgoorlie and Boulder: Grid System

1770. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

(1) When is it planned to-

(a) commence:
(b) complete;

construction of the planned connection
of Kalgoorlie- Boulder to the State
Energy Commission interconnected grid
system?

(2) What is the current estimated total cost
of the project?

(3) Is it planned to close down the existing
Piccadilly Street power station once the
interconnection to the grid system is
complete?

(4) Does the State Energy Commission
intend to provide any back-up or
standby generating plant in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder to provide domestic,
commercial, and industrial consumers
with power in the case of any power
failure or breakdown in the grid system?

(5) If not, why not?
(6) On completion of the interconnection

will the cost of power to consumers in
the Kalgoorlie- Boulder area be the same
as charges in the Perth metropolitan
area?

(7) If not, why not?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) As soon as suitable financing and

construction arrangements can be
made.

(b) Total estimate of 2 years from
commencement.

(2) The cost of the project is unknown until
financing arrangements are complete.

(3) to (5) Planning for adequate standby
backup is well advanced, but to date no
firm decision has been made.

(6) and (7) Under present policies
customers in Kalgoorlie-Boulder will
enjoy uniform tariffs for domestic,
commercial and small industrial users
from I January 1982 regardless of the
timing of the transmission line
interconnection.

STATE FINANCE: STAMP ACT

Exemptions

1771. MrT 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:

What is the estimated cost to the State
in terms of income foregone of the
inclusion of a stamp duty exemption
clause in each of the following
Agreement Acts-

(a) North West Gas Development
(Woodside) Agreement Act 1979;

(b) Iron Ore (Cleveland Cliffs)
Agreement Act 1964-73;

(c) Iron Ore (Hamersicy Range)
Agreement Act 1963-79;

(d) Iron Ore (Mount Goldsworthy)
Agreement Act 1964-71;

(c) Iron Ore (Mount Newman)
Agreement Act 1963-79;

(f) Uranium (Yeelirrie) Agreement
Act 1978?

SIR CHARLES COURT replied:
Where instruments fall within the
exemptions contained in any agreement
made with the State and ratified by
Parliament, no attempt is made by the
Commissioner of State Taxation to
estimate the amount of duty that may
have been payable.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD

Turnover

1772. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Chief
Secretary:

(1) What was the turnover of the
Totalisator Agency Board both
offeourse and oncourse respectively in
the Kalgoorlie- Boulder area for each of
the financial years 1977-78 to 1980-81
respectively?

(2) How much of the TAB surplus available
for distribution in each of the years
1977-78 to 1980-81 was paid to-
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(a) the Kalgoorlie- Boulder Racing
Club;

(b) the Golden Mile Trotting Club?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) As a matter of policy the Totalisator
Agency Board does not disclose
turnovers of individual agencies or
turnovers relating to particular towns.
On-course turnover statistics for
individual clubs are not maintained by
the board and any inquiries in this
regard should be made direct to the
clubs concerned or the Commissioner of
State Taxation to whom clubs are
required to submit returns after each
race meeting.

(2) (a) and (b) Not known. Statistics
relating to individual clubs are not
maintained by the Totalisator
Agency Board. Distribution is
effected by the Western Australian
Turf Club and the Western
Australian Trotting Association to
country race clubs and country
trotting clubs respectively and any
inquiry should be made to the
parent body concerned.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT: WESTERN MINING

CORPORATION LTD.

Tailings Dam: Baldivis

1773. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Relevant to Western Mining's tailings
dam in Scatty Millar Road, Baldivis,
has he received reports that the dam is
in fact leaking?

(2) Is it a fact that Western Mining is
pumping out the effluent from the
tailings dam and pumping it elsewhere?

(3) If "Yes" to (2). where is it going and at
what rate?

(4) Is Western Mining still pumping
effluent into its tailings dam at Scotty
Millar Road?

M r P. V. JONES replied:

(1) to (4) The member is no doubt aware
that there have been suggestions of the
dam leaking since its commissioning,
including one identifiable leak.

I am advised that Western Mining has
undertaken improvements and, as far as
I am aware, there are no reports of
current leakage.
The company's efforts are being fully
directed towards recovery of any
effluent that might have leaked from the
dam.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT: WESTERN MINING

CORPORATION LTD.
Lake Cooloongup

1774. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Is it a fact that Western Mining
Corporation Ltd. recently sought the
approval of the Rockingham Shire
Council to drill three observation bore
holes along the eastern verge of Lake
Cooloongup to monitor residue disposal
area leakage?

(2) If so, how long has the residue disposal
area been leaking and at what estimated
rate?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (2) Consultants engaged by
Western Mining Corporation Ltd. are
carrying out a comprehensive
monitoring programme and may have
been in contact with the Rockingham
Shire Council. Activities in respect of
any leakage from the Western Mining
tailing dam are being co-ordinated by
the Department of Resources
Development.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT: WESTERN MINING

CORPORATION LTD.

Tailings Dam: Baldivis

1775. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Has the Minister or his department
received any reports that Western
Mining's tailings dam at Scotty Millar
Road, Baldivis, has been leaking effluent
into the ground water?
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(2) What is the precise nature of the
effluent disposed of in Western Mining's
tailings dam?

(3) What is the location of any leaks that
may have occurred?

(4) Are any such leaks closely aligned to the
area where Western Mining disposed of
radioactive tailings a few years ago?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The effluent is 40 per cent solid material

of which about 10 per cent is iron oxide
and 10 per cent pyrite. The major
constituents of the liquid fraction are:

amonium sulphate 6 g/L.
ammonia 2 g/L
nickel 0.03 g/L
copper 0.Olg/L
cobalt 0.01 g/L

(3) I am advised a leak was detected
visually on the north side of the tailings
dam. To ensure that no long-term
environmental damage is caused by any
other suspected leakage, the company is
monitoring the situation and carrying
out improvements under Government
supervision.

(4) The radioactive tailings were disposed of
at a location in the dam remote from the
major leak.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT: WESTERN MINING

CORPORATION LTD.

Tailings Damn: Baldivis

1776. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(I) How many bore holes are regularly
checked around Western Mining's
tailings dam in Scotty Millar Road,
Baldivis?

(2) How often are they checked?
(3) Would he provide the results of these

checks over the last six months?
(4) Do the checks indicate that a leak has

occurred?
(5) Where has the leak occurred and at

what rate is the effluent leaking from
the tailings area?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Ten bore holes are checked by the

Metropolitan Water Board.
(2) Six-monthly intervals.

(3) Yes. The results were as follows-
Rote N.. Date sample Ni(mg/F) NH I(N) (mg/I)
79/2 116.s.81 3.6 3200
79/5 18.8.81 0.05 2200
79/6 19.9.8 10.0 3100
79/7 18.8.82 0,0 1 2300
30/9 19.8.81 0.0'1 1300

0/0 1.8 0.04 100
1I0 1,4N 160 260
Is1 2.4.81 0.20 260

791I 2.4.81 14.5 3900
79/3 2..2 6.5 3800

(4) These figures do indicate that a leak had
occurred.

(5) Leakage was detected near the north-
west corner of the tailing dam but has
subsequently been largely eliminated.
As stated in my reply to question 1774,
activities in respect of any leakage from
the Western Mining tailing dam are
being co-ordinated by the Department of
Resources Development.

CONSERVATION AND
ENVIRONMENT

Point Peron

THE

1777. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
Water Resources:

for

Relevant to the effluent disposal pipeline
proposed for Point Peron, can he
guarantee that there will be no inclusion
of industrial effluent through the
proposed pipeline?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The Premier has already announced that
no effluent from Kwinana industries
would be considered for the Cape Peron
scheme without a separate and complete
environmental review.
All current planning and design is based
on the assumption that only effluent
from the Woodman Point treatment
plant would be included in the pipeline.

CONSERVATION AND
ENVIRONMENT

THE

Point Peron

1778. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Relevant to the proposed effluent
pipeline at Point Peron, what studies
have been done to determine the lifespan
of viruses that may be discharged at the
end of the pipeline?

(2) Would he please provide me with the
results of any such studies?

3510



(Wednesday. 9 September 19811 31

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) The results of some research studies are

available from the scientific literature on
the die-off of viruses in seawater, but it
is not customary for routine studies of
this type to be included in the
environmental assessment of ocean
outfalls, and no such studies have been
included in the feasibility study of the
proposed pipeline at Point Peron.
The member is doubtless aware that
studies to estimate the rate of die-off of
bacteria discharged from the end of the
pipeline have been included, and it is
considered that such studies should give
a pretty good pointer to the behaviour of
viruses under the same conditions.

(2) I understand that studies elsewhere have
shown that viruses in seawater are not
detectable further than I 500 rn from
the point of ocean discharge.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Point Peron

1779. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister For
Water Resources:

(1) Relevant to the proposed effluent
pipeline at Point Peron, what studies
have been done to determine an
acceptable water quality criteria at-
(a) the discharge point;
(b) all points between it and the beach?

(2) Would he please provide me with the
results of any such studies?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) (a) and (b) A working group has

carried out studies and has
presented a draft report to the
Environmental Protection
Authority on marine and estuarine
water quality criteria for Western
Australian waters. The report
defines a range of 16 "beneficial
uses- covering every aspect of
coastal water use.
Appropriate beneficial use zones for
all areas off Cape Peron have been
proposed by the Water Board's
specialist consultants.

(2) The Member should approach the
Minister for Conservation and the
Environment.

HERBICIDE 2,4,5-T

Inquiry: Now South W ales

1780. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Health:

(I) Is it a fact that the New South Wales
Government is holding an open inquiry
into 2,4,5-T?

(2) Is he in receipc of any information from
this open inquiry and if so, will he
provide me with details?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) The New South Wales Government has
instituted a Government committee of
inquiry into certain aspects of 2,4,5-T.
Information to hand indicates that this
is not an open inquiry but seeks and
receives written submissions from
individuals and organisations.

(2) The terms of reference and constitution
of the committee are as follows-
Terms of Reference-

(i) To inquire, report upon and make
recommendations relating to the
use and safety of the herbicide
2,4,5-T.

(ii) To seek and receive written
submissions for consideration from
individuals and organisations
concerned with this herbicide.

Constitution of Committee-
Chairman-Mr. W. J. Lewer,

LL.M. (Hons.)
Retired Deputy Chairman of
the Bench of Stipendiary
Magistrates.

Members-Mr D. E. Weedman
Registrar of Pesticides,
Department of Agriculture.
Mr L. R. Greenup
Director of Pesticides and

Environmental Studies.
Department of Agriculture.
Mr R. M. Dash
Acting Co-ordinator of Public

Health Services.
Executive Officer-Ms D. L. Bell

Department of Agriculture.

Submissions should be forwarded to the
chairman of the inquiry, P0 Box K220,
H-aymarket. 2000. The closing date for
receipt of submissions is 10 July 1981.
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ALUMINIUM SMELTER

Environmental Review and Management
Programme

1781. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:
(1) Was Westal being asked earlier this

year to negotiate with the State Energy
Commission Car power, equivalent to an
announcement that it has the go ahead
to prepare an environmental review
management programme for the first
smelter in the south-west?

(2) IC not, why was Alcoa not also asked to
negotiate?

(3) The announcement as to which
company's proposal had been selected
was to be made in February. Why has
this not yet been made?

(4) When will the Government's choice of
smelter proposal be made public?

(5) When will the Government make public
on which site the environmental review
management programme is to be
prepared?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) No. Westal sought and was given an
opportunity to discuss the basis of a
possible power contract before seeking
approval to embark on detailed
feasibility studies, including
environmental studies.

(2) The Government, after considering the
original submissions by Westal and
Alcoa, offered Westal the first
opportunity for further studies and
discussions.

(3) A Press release was made, dated 9
March 1981.

(4) As indicated, the original proposals led
to Westal examining a basis Car power
supply. Discussions are continuing.

(5) At thc time the Government is satisfied
that there is an acceptable basis on
which the smelter project can proceed.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Fluoride Emissions

1782. Mr BARNETT', to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is it a fact that compensation has been

paid to vignerons who suffered damage
to their vines from the ambient fluoride

emitted by Midland Brick Co. in
Western Australia?

(2) What was the extent and nature of the
environmental damage and subsequent
loss of productivity and economic loss
which was incurred?

(3) How many vineyards were involved and
at what distance from the source of
fluoride?

(4) What was the rate of fluoride in
kilograms emitted?

(5) Who is paying compensation and at
what rate?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) This information is not available to my
department.

(2) Leaf damage to grape vines and native
eucalypt trees has been observed. The
damage would reduce vigour but
quantitative estimates of this type of
damage in the field are not possible.

(3) Observations of fluoride damage have
been made in three vineyards at
distances up to 1.5 km from the assumed
sou rce.

(4) Potential output from one source was
27 kg fluorine per hour as hydrogen
fluoride but scrubbing reduced levels by
80 per cent to 96 per cent. Higher
scrubbing efficiency is sought.

(5) See answer to (1).

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Canal Development

1783. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Relevant to the steering committee on
canal development, would the Minister
please provide me with the names of
each of the members of the committee?

(2) When was it formed?
(3) How often have they met?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) to (3) It is regretted that the member
has failed to recall his almost identical
question 515 of 9 April 198 1.

3512



[Wednesday, 9 September 1 98l1151

To bring him up to date on the answer,
provided on that day, a further member
was added to the committee in the
person of Mr P. J. Skitmore of the
Department oF Conservation and
Environment, and further meetings were
held on I8 April 1981, 28 April 1981
and 4 September 198 1.

HOSPITAL

Bentley

1784. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Are there any further additions
contemplated for the current and next
financial years for Bentley Hospital?

(2) What other long-term additions or
charges are contemplated for Bentley
Hospital?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) No additions in 1981-82. Early planning
is proceeding for possible additions to
accommodate some long-term care
patients. If this project proceeds, it is
anticipated that work will commence in
1982-83. In addition, subject to the
availablility of funds, a purpose built
physiotherapy and speech therapy
department will also be established in
198 2-83.

(2) At this time no other long-term
additions are contemplated. The day
ward facilities will be available this
financial year.

HEALTH: TRONADO MACHINE

NHMRC
1785. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that in a letter to the editor,
published in The West Australian of 9
March 1981, he stated that if the
National Health and Medical Research
Council did not, within three or four
months, show signs of making sufficient
progress regarding clinical trials of the
Tronado cancer therapy machine, some
alternative would be sought?

(2) Now that six months have elapsed since
he made the statement referred to
above, will he advise what progress has
been made towards the commencement
of clinical trials?

(3) Does his department regard progress
made towards clinical trials as
satisfactory and if not, what steps has he
taken towards an alternative to waiting
longer for the National Health and
Medical Research Council to act?

(4) Is it a fact that he received a letter dated
27 February 1981 and signed by over 20
doctors stating that the Oncology
Department of King Edward Memorial
Hospital is ready to carry out proper
clinical trials on the Tronado?

(5) Has he given consideration to agreeing
to the suggestion made by the doctors
regarding clinical trials at King Edward
Memorial Hospital?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The National Health and Medical
Research Council at its meeting in June
1981, agreed to a series of proposals for
the assessment of the microwave
treatment used in Perth to determine if
the treatment had achieved significant
beneficial results to date to warrant a
prospective trial. Details of the proposals
were published in The West Australian
on 9 June 1981. The proposals have
been discussed with representatives of
the radiotherapists involved and those
radiotherapists were not prepared to
provide the information in the form
requested by the National Health and
Medical Research Council. The reasons
for this refusal are considered by me to
be reasonable, and a report on the
discussions with the radiotherapists is
being prepared For representation to the
next meeting of the National Health and
Medical Research Council.

I would hope that the National Health
and Medical Research Council will be
able to progress to a prospective clinical
trial based on the information which the
radiotherapists will provide.
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(3) I believe progress is satisfactory
considering the difficulty of obtaining a
starting point and ideally a prospective
clinical trial should be conducted under
the auspices of the National Health and
Medical Research Council. However, as
I have indicated earlier, if for any reason
this is not possible. I will institute an
alternative study in Western Australia.

(4) and (5) No, I received two letters, one
signed by 10 doctors and one by three
doctors. The letters suggested that the
King Edward Memorial Hospital was
ready to carry out proper clinical trials
on the Tronado, but none of the doctors
represented that hospital or its staff and
no such proposal has been made by the
King Edward Memorial Hospital itself.

MENTAL HEALTH BILL

Intellectualfly Handicapped Persons

1786. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has his attention been drawn to remarks
attributed to Dr Bell in an article in the
Daily News of 2 September wherein he
stated that the legal provisions for
guardianship and custodianship of the
intellectually handicapped contained in
the Mental Health Bill 1981 were
deficient?

(2) Does his department agree with a
statement made by Dr Bell in the
abovemnentioned newspaper article that
new legislation in the form of a new Act
for the intellectually handicapped is
necessary and that things like
guardianship would have to be included
in the legislation?

(3) Since it now appears that the Director of
Mental Health Services is largely in
agreement with the points made about
the intellectually handicapped by the
Opposition during the debate on the
Mental Health Bill 1981, will he make a
clear statement on the Government's
policy in regard to-

(a) a new Act to provide for the needs
of the intellectually handicapped;

(b) the establishment of a separate
department for the intellectually
ha ndicapped,

(c) the establishment of a guardianship
board similar to that of South
Australia?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Dr Bell's comments were not directed
specifically to the Mental Health Bill
1981 or to the existing Mental Heald'
Act, but to inadequacies in legislation in.
general covering such issues as
guardianship and custodianship.

(2) 1 have referred these issues to the WA
Advisory Council for the Intellectually
Handicapped with a request that the
council consider all relevant issues and
report to me, following consultation With
all concerned agencies.

(3) (a) to (c) It would seem likely that the
issues raised in this question will be
dealt with in the advisory council's
deliberations. I believe it would be
improper at this stage to pre-empt
the council's recommendations or to
anticipate Government response to
possible recommendations.

HOSPITALS: FEES
Outpatients

1787. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Will public hospital accounts for out-
patient fees raised against chargeable
patients with hospital only insurance be
sent direct to the health insurance funds
for payment?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Where requested by the patient,
arrangements exist for this to occur at
all noni-teaching hospitals and at Royal
Perth and King Edward Memorial
Hospitals. This arrangement will be
extended to include the other teaching
hospitals as soon as possible.

(2) Not applicable.

HOSPITALS: FEES

Speech Therapy

1788. Mr H-ODGE, to the Minister for Health:

How muchi is the [ee for a consultation
with a speech therapist at a public
hospital?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
The fee for speech therapy and all other
forms of therapy is $8 per occasion of
ser[vice.

HOUSING: PENSIONERS

SEC Accounts

1789. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

(1) Can he confirm that the State Energy
Commission intends to install a master
meter to serve State Housing
Commission pensioner units at 3A, 5,
and 7 Markham Way. Balga?

(2) Can he also confirm that the metering of
these units was altered from one master
meter to three separate meters only 18
months ago?

(3) If"'Yes" to (1)and(2)-
(a) what was the cost of the former

conversion to separate meters;
(b) what is the anticipated cost of

reverting to a master meter?
(4) What is the reason for reverting to a

master meter in view of the expense
involved and in view of the fact that it
has not been requested by the tenants
who are happier to retain separate
meters?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) At the request of the State Housing

Commission, the State Ene-rgy
Commission will be installing a number
of master meters at various premises in
the Balga district to supply security
lights.

(2) Yes.
(3) and (4) This alteration was requested by

the State Housing Commission, and
costs are being met by the SHC. The
tenants will not be affected by the
change.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Accounts: Rebates

1790. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

Adverting to his answer to question 311
without notice on 6 August 1981 in
which he advised that a decision had
been made on a proposal for a rebate on
emergency bills for low income earners
and that copies were being prepared to

be sent to all those who had made
submissions prior to any public
announcement of the decision, can he
say-

(a) why those concerned have still not
received copies of the report or any
indication of the Government's
decision;

(b) when they may expect to receive
such information?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(a) and (b) I refer the member to my
answer to question 311 on 6 August
1981. I will follow up the matter, and
advise him directly.

HOUSING: PURCHASE

Assistance Scheme

1791. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) When was the home purchase assistance
scheme with loans provided through
terminating building societies first
introduced?

(2) How many buyers were assisted through
this scheme prior to 1978?

(3) How many home buyers have been
assisted through the scheme since 1978?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) 1956.
(2) The number of families assisted from

1956 to June 1978 is not readily
available. However, at present
approximately 4 000 purchasers have
pre-1978 loans.

(3) Approximately I 000.

HOUSING: PURCHASE

Assistance Scheme

1792. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) What are the specific terms of the
variable clause in the mortgage
contracts signed by borrowers under the
home purchase assistance scheme prior
to 1978 on which the Government is
basing its action to increase the interest
on such loans?
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(2) What value, if any, does the
Government place on the undertaking
given in the letter of approval received
by such borrowers that the interest rate
was to be fixed for a period of 25 years?

(3) What figures can he quote to back up
his statement in the Press that many
people with these loans had almost paid
them off?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) The variable clause differs according to
each lending authority. A typical
example is-

THAT the Mortgagor will pay to
the Society interest on the said
advance or on so much thereof as
shall from time to time remain
outstanding at the rate in
accordance with the rules of the
Society or such rate of interest as
the Board of Directors of the
Society shall from time to time
determine.

(2) The decision to increase the interest rate
was taken reluctanly. It was felt that the
increase was necessary to free up funds
for present-day families in similar need
People helped by these cheap loans
before 1978 have received considerable
assistance, in some cases going back 25
years. In view of recent substantial
increases in interest rates, the
Government believes that new first-time
buyers should be given similar
opportunities.

(3) Some of the early loans presently have
outstanding balances as low as $1 000
with repayments less than $40 per
month.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Emergency Relief

1793. 'Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:

(1) What responsibility does the State
Government accept for funding
emergency relief?

(2) In what specific areas and with what
component of funds is the State
Government supporting emergency relief
programmes in the current year?

(3) (a) Is the State Government committed
to funding emergency relief in
Western Australia-, and

3516

(b) if "Yes", what is the rationale of
any short-term or long-term
commitment to funding of such
relief?

Mr HASSELL replied:.

(1) Under the Welfare and Assistance Act
the State Government through the
Department for Community Welfare
accepts responsibility for the provision of
emergency relief to individuals and
families who are destitute.
The Government also provides funds to
the distressed persons relief trust.

(2) The Department for Community
Welfare operates its programme with
Consolidated Revenue Funds through its
financial assistance to indigent persons
vote.
The source of Government funds for the
operations of the distressed persons
relief trust is the Miscellaneous Services
Division of the Estimates.
Allocations have not yet been finalised
for the current year.

(3) (a) Yes;
(b) emergency relief is applied

pursuant to the Welfare and
Assistance Act 1961 to destitute
persons or families who are
temporarily incapable of providing
for their day-to-day Sustenance, Or
where a person or family has a
basic and pressing material need
that they are unable to provide for
from their own resources.

HOUSING: SHC

Fencing

1794. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Has there been a delay in the issue of
job orders for fencing by the State
Housing Commission, in recent weeks?

(2) If "Yes", for what period of time have
job orders for fencing not been issued?

(3) For what reason has the commission
ceased to issue such job orders and when
is it anticipated that the situation will
return to normal?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) No.
(2) and (3) Answered by (1).
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SUPERANNUATION

Public Servants: aRired

1795. Mr WILSON, to the Treasurer:

(1) Has consideration ever been given to the
possibility of allowing ex-public servants
receiving superannuation the option at
regular intervals-say, every five
years-of taking their superannuation in
a lump sum in view of changes in
circumstances subsequent to their initial
choice at retirement?

(2) If "No", will he give consideration to
allow for such changes in circumstances
beyond retirement?

(3) I f not, why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) Normal age retirees are generally able
to exchange a part of their pension for a
lump-sum payment at the time of
retirement. However, the option is
limited to that portion of pension which
relates to members' contributions and an
election to commute must be made not
later than three months after retirement.
The amount paid is calculated on the
normal life expectancy of the person at
that time.
No part of the Government share of
pension may be taken as a lump sum.
It would be impracticable to extend the
present arrangements without seriously
disadvantaging the majority of fund
members because of the difficulty of
establishing an equitable basis of
determining the value of any commuted
sum for senior pensioners.

(2) In view of the foregoing, no changes to
the present commutation arrangements
are contemplated.

(3) A nswered by ( I) a nd (2).

TRANSPORT: BUSES

MTT: Concession

1796. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is he aware of the strict limitations on
the value or the two-hour concession for
people travelling on buses in cases where
the initial journey may use between one
quarter and one half of the time
allowed?

(2) What consideration, if any, has been
given to extending the limit beyond two
hours co allow for time for shopping,
medical or dental appointments, or even
an outing to the cinema?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) The member is obviously not
aware of the purpose of the two-hourly
transfer ticket. This is designed to allow
a passenger to complete a one-way
Forward journey transferring as
necessary between buses, trains, and for
Ferries within a two-hour period without
additional charge.
The concept was never intended to cover
a return journey and its use for a return
journey is a bonus rather than an
entitlement.

Any increase in the two-hour limit could
not be justified in the light of the present
economic climate.

ANIMALS

Bridgetown Area

1797. Mr EVANS, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

(1) Is he aware of a report in The West
Australian in which it is stated that a
practising veterinary surgeon thinks that
a large cat-like animal which he
estimates weighed between 30 kg and
40 kg is responsible for causing the
death of sheep in the Bridgetown area?

(2) (a) If "Yes", has any effort
by the Government to
the report, and if so,
result;

been made
investigate
with what

(b) if "No" does the Government
intend to do so?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) and (b) The property was visited
the next day by an Agriculture
Protection Board officer. Although
some of the lambs had obviously
been killed by a predator there was
no way of identifying the predator.
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RAILWAYS: STATION

Green bushes

1798. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:

(I) Is it proposed to downgrade the
Greenbushes railway station?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) what changes will be incurred in
any such downgrading;

(b) from when is it proposed that any
such downgrading will take effect;

(c) what are the reasons for such
action?

Mr RUJSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) Westrail had proposed to

withdraw the station master from
Greenbushes in March 1981, but due to
an anticipated increase in mineral
production in the area it was decided to
defer any decision on the proposal for 12
months, when the commissioner will
review the matter before making
recommendations to me. The member
may recall that I wrote and advised him
of this situation on 3 March 1981.

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS

L icences: Classes of Vehicles

1799. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Does a driver's licence incur a cost of
$20 for each class of vehicle recorded as
permissible for the holder to drive?

(2) If "Yes", what is the reason for the
multiple charging when only one actual
licence is involved?

Mr HASSELI replied-

(1) No. A cost of $20 is incurred when an
application is made for a licence or an
addition to a licence, if a test-written
or oral and practical-is undertaken. It
is not necessary to have all classes of
licence endorsed, as one class of licence
entitles the driver to a variety of vehicle
classes, for example-
Class "A"-Any motorcar equipped to
seat eight or less adult persons-except
when used as a taxi.
Includes:

Class "E"-motorcar
automatic transmission;

with

Class "H"-motorcar equipped to
carry more than eight adult persons
not being a taxi or omnibus;
Class "I"-any tractor-not prime
mover type-having a tare of
4 572 kg or less;
Class "N"-moped.

Class "B"-Any motorcar equipped to
carry more than eight adult persons
except when used for hire or reward.
Any motor wagon-not articulated.
Includes:

Class "A" licence and all licences
covered by Class "A".
Class "J"-Any tractor-not prime
mover type.

Class "C"-Any articulated vehicle.
Includes:

All classes of licence covered by
Classes "A" and "B".

(2) Answered by (I).

LAND: AGRICULTURAL

Release: Hay-Mitchell Area

1800. Mr EVANS, to the Millister representing
the Minister for Lands:

Adverting to his reply to question 1633
(1) of 20 August 1981, can the Minister
advise the size of the area in the north-
eastern corner of the land in the H-ay-
Mitchell River area, referred to in the
1980 forests report, which is intended to
be utilised by the rural adjustment
authority to assist farmers affected by
clearing bans?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

About 1 062 hectares.

HERBICIDES

Inspection and Control

1801. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) With what authority does the inspection
and control of the manufacturer and
quality control of dioxin containing
herbicides in Western Australia rest?
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(2) Was any of the consignment, the
balance of which was recalled by the
Western Australian Government
recently, used in Western Australia. and
if so, what amount?

Mr OLD replied:

(1)
(2)

Department of Public Health.
I am advised by the Department of
Public Health that none of the
consignment of herbicide referred to was
sold or used in Western Australia.

DAIRYING. MILK

Price

1802. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture;

What is the difference in retail price for
one-litre and two-litre quantities of milk
sold in-

(a) bottles, (1)
(b) cartons? (2)

Mr OLD replied: (3)

(a) and (b) Milk is sold in 600 ml bottles.
Metropolitan milk prices to consumers
are as follows-

600 ml bottle 34e
600 ml carton 36c
I-litre carton 60c
2-litre carton $1. 18.

RAILWAYS

Main genance

1803. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:

How many men are employed currently
on the maintenance of the following
sections of railway line-

(a) Katanning-Boyup Brook;
(b) Pemberton-Northcliffe,
(c) Wonnerup-Nannup?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:

(a) Five men-also part employed on the
Donnybrook- Boyup Brook section;

(b) seven men-also part employed on the
Manjimup-Pemberton section,

(e) five men-also part employed on the
Boya nup- Busse[lton section.

In addition, Westrail has other staff who
do additional maintenance work as
required from time to time on the
sections of railway mentioned.

WATER RESOURCES

Balingup and Greenbushes

1804, Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Has the study to determine in what way
the town water supplies of Greenbushes
and Balingup can be upgraded been
completed?

(2) If "Yes", what is the recommendation
and intention with regard to each of
these water supplies?

(3) If "No", when is it expected that such
study will be completed?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

No.
Answered by (1).
The implementation of any
improvements to the water supplies in
the Greenbuisles-Balingup area is
dependent, to a large degree, on the
future plans of the mining company
Greenbushes Tin NL. Although
negotiations are proceeding, the
company has not given any firm
commitment regarding towns in the area
in which its enlarged work force is likely
to be housed and, thus, no firm plan has
been formulated for the improvements
to the regional water supply.

FISHERIES

Albany. Cape Leeutwin, and Windy Harbour

1805. Mr EVANS, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife:

(1) Have there been any foreign owned
fishing boats operating off the south
coast between Cape Leeuwin and
Albany in the past four weeks?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) what nationality are such vessels;
(b) how many are involved;
(c) how close to the Western

Australian coast may they lawfully
catch fish?
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(3) (a) Is the Minister aware that at least
two reports from fishermen in the
Windy Harbour area in the past
four weeks indicate fishing vessels
long-line fishing within 20km of
the coast and if so, have these
reports been investigated, and with
what result;

(b) if the Minister is unaware of such
reports, will he have inquiries
carried out to ensure no breach of
the law is occurring?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No.

(2)

(3)

(a) to (c) See (I).
(a) No, not in the last four weeks; a

previous report a few weeks earlier
was investigated by the department,
including a special Rlight by an
Orion from South Australia, and
the officer concerned provided the
fisherman with his private
telephone number with a request
that any sighting reports be
communicated direct to the officer
so that investigations could
commence immediately;

(b) all reports received by the
department are investigated to
ensure that no breach of the law is
occurring.

WATER RESOURCES: IRRIGATION

Ord River: Sugar Cane

1806. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Following the release of the document
"Potential for a Sugar Cane Industry in
Western Australia"-Ord River
irrigation area-have any potential
investors responded, and if so. what
nlumber?

(2) Have the objections to the establishment
of a sugar industry in the Ord area by
the Queensland Canegrowers' Council
been overcome, and if not, will it be
necessary to obtain the agreement of
this body before a sugar industry can
proceed?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) The document "Potential for a Sugar

Cane Industry in Western Australia"
was released on 17 August and
circulated to sugar interests around the
world. To date there have been a
number of further inquiries, but no
significant responses are expected for
some time.

(2) Discussions between the Premiers of
Western Australia and Queensland on
29 July established that whilst there
were some reservations from within the
Queensland industry there were no
serious objections from Government or
industry to the establishment of a sugar
industry in Western Australia, provided
that sugar produced in Western
Australia was marketed within the
Australian marketing system.
The Premier of Queensland has offered
to arrange for more detailed discussions
with industry at an early date.

FISHERIES

Shark

1807. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Health:

Referring to the inspection and testing
of shark for mercury content, is he
aware of allegations that-
(a) sharks have been hidden fromn

inspectors to avoid examination;
(b) buyers have been told publicly by

sellers that they buy shark on their
own responsibility should it
subsequently be found that the
shark contains an excess level of
mercury?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(a) Yes and the inspection staff is also

aware of allegations of this nature;
(b) no.

WATER RESOURCES: MWB

Chairman: Travel Expenses

1808. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) When did the Metropolitan Water
Board approve travelling expenses
and/or an allowance to be paid to the
chairman of the board?
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(2) How much did the board approve?
(3) On what basis was the approval

granted?
(4) What are the details of the trip being

undertaken by Mr Batty?
(5) (a) When was any allowance paid 10

Mr Batty:, and
(b) how much was paid to him?

(6) When did he learn of the decision to
approve this allowance?

(7) What action did he take?
(8) What was the result of such action?
(9) When did Mr Batty leave on his trip

and when will he return?
(10) Has he communicated with Mr Batty

about his allowance since he left on his
trip?

(11) If "Yes". what was the purpose of such
cornmun ication?

Mr MENSAROS replied;
(1) 24 July 198 1.
(2) $8000.
(3) Subsidise costs incurred in connection

with business on behalf of the board.
(4) Discussions with major authorities in

UK and Europe focussing in particular
on actual practice in plants handling
liquid wastes-especially septage, in
view of the board's current interest in
the care of groundwater resources.

(5) (a) and (b) $8OO0on 5 August 198 1.
(6) 7 August 198 1.
(7) 1 then referred it to the Premier for

consideration.
(8) The Deputy Premier approved $4 000

and stated that further amounts were to
be paid only after the submission of
supporting documents.

(9) 14 August 198 1-approximately nine
weeks from that date.

(10) No.
(11) Not applicable.

HOUSING: INTEREST RATES

Mortgage Relief and Assessment Commit tee

1809. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Referring to the plan to impose higher
interest rates on purchasers who entered
into "low interest" mortgages prior to
1978, how many people are affected?

(2) In which years were the mortgages
signed?

till)

(3) What is the range of interest rates
applying to these mortgages?

(4) Through how many-
(a) terminating societies;
(b) permanent societies;
(c) others:

were these loans provided?
(5) What are the names of the societies?
(6) Will any effort be made to determine

whether the mortgagees are in a position
to meet the increased interest charges or
will morigagors be requested to pay and
be relied upon to object if they expect to
experience hardship?

(7) What efforts were made prior to the
decision to determine the ability of
mortgagees to pay the increases?

(8) How does he justify this scheme which
forces people on very moderate incomes
to subsidise assistance to others who are,
in fact, financially better off?

(9) Was any attention given to the
possibility of permitting mortgagees to
shorten the term of their loan?

(10) Will he please table the guidelines to be
applied to applicants for hardship relief?

(11) Is he aware that some building societies
are reluctant to refer people to the
Government's hardship committee on
the basis that prospective assistance is
not worth while?

(12) What criteria do people have to meet to
qualify for referral from a building
society to the Government's committee?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(t)
(2)
(3)

Approximately 4 000 purchasers.
1956 to 1978.
5.5 per cent to 6.25 per cent, the
majority being at 5.75 per cent.

(4) (a) 72 terminating societies;
(b) nine permanent societies;
(c) two others.

(5) Terminating societies-
ABC Staff
AEK-amagamated with Albany
Albany
Allied
Allstate
Ascot
Australian Netherlands
Bickley Valley
Carnarvon Districts
Casa
Central
Civic
Commercial
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Cornmuni ty
Cull Island
Cygnet
Dominion
Eastern & Northern Districts
Eclipse-amalagamated

Albany
with

Empire
Equitable
Esperance & Districts
Esperia
Family
Fremantle City
Ceraldton & Northern Districts-

amalgamated with East & North
Districts

Jurien Bay
Kalgoorlie Lakeview
Kim berley
Kwinana New Town
Laverton
Merredin & Eastern Districts-

amalgamated with East & North
Districts

Metropolitan
Migrant-amalgamated with

Metropolitan
Modern-amalgamated with

Metropolitan
Mosman
Narrogin & Districts
National
Northern
Oceanic
PBS Terminating
Police Union
Port Hedland & Districts
Postal Employees
Premier
Provincial
1(51
Railway Employees
Renown
Roebourne
Samson
Security
Sentinel
Settlers
South West Co-Operative
Sicelworkers-AJS Kwinana
Town & Country Terminating
Teachers
Terrace
Thistle
TLC
TLC-Carcoola
United

Victoria Park-amalgamated with
Metropolitan

WA Terminating
WA Carpenters
Waratab
Western
WVestland
West miner
Wongan Ballidu
Yugostral

Permanent Societies-
British
First Federal
Home
The Permanent Investment
Perth
Statewide Savings and
Swan
Town and Country Permanent
The West Australian

Others-
Rural & Industries Bank of WA
Rural Housing Authority.

(6) As already announced, mortgagors; who
do not have the capacity to meet the
higher interest rates may make
application for relief to their lending
authorities.

(7) A study of increases in the average
weekly earnings was made. From June
1978 to the March 1981 quarter the
average wage had increased by 30 per
cent. The-'earlier years naturally reflect
an even larger increase: for instance
since June 1974 the increase is 130 per
Cent.

(8) Interest rates have risen substantially
since 1978. People given assistance prior
to that date have received considerable
benefit, and the State Government
believes they should now, in recognition
of this assistance, be prepared to pay
higher interest rates to assist others to
receive a similar beiiefit.
There is no evidence to suggest that
people on moderate incomes will be
subsiding people who are financially
better off.

(9) Purchasers may at any time repay their
loans.

(10) The basic guidelines for .nortgage relief
were attached to the reply to question
1728, of 8 September 1981.

(HI) If (his is so, such an attitude is difficult
to understand. Assistance will be geared
to help the particular need of individual
applicants facing genuine hardship.
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(12) The basic guidelines to lending
authorities set out in the Criteria: viz.,
"Recommendations to the committee for
relief should be made where repayment
to income ratio exceeds that the time the
loan was taken out or where genuine
hardship exists outside of the original
ratio".

STATE FINANCE

Borrowings Programme: SEC
1810. Mr H-ARMAN, to the Treasurer:

(1) Adverting to question 71 of 1981 and in
particular to a loan of $30.2 million
raised by the State Energy Commission,
will he advise if the interest is calculated
on the original amount in years 13, 14,
and 15, or is it on the diminished
balance for those years?

(2) If the former applies, what then is the
effective annual average interest rate on
the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Interest is calculated on the diminished

balance for the years concerned.
(2) Answered by (i).

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North-West Sheik- Pilbara
1811. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Fuel

and Energy:

How much North-West Shelf gas will be
made available to industries in the
Pilbara?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

Under the terms of the existing gas
purchase agreement with the North-
West Shelf joint venture partners, the
State Energy -Commission will be
purchasing two million cubic metres of
natural gas per day over a 20-year
period for use in the Pilbara region.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

EXPLOSIVES

Vanchep- Two Rocks Area

450. Mr NANOVICI-, to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Is it correct that an old bombing range
has been found in the Yanchep-Two
Rocks area?

(2) If so, is action being taken to ensure the
safety of the residents in the area?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) Yes, an area in the Yanchep-
Two Rocks region was used after World
War 11 as a bombing range. The SF5 is
carrying out an investigation at the
moment and it is not considered that the
area is of any significant danger, or that
the problem is of the same proportion as
the problem in the Warnbro area.
The position is being kept under review,
but it is considered that there is no
immediate danger to anyone in the area.

WATER RESOURCES: MWB

Chairman: Travel Expenses

451. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for

Water Resources:

My question follows question 1808 on

today's notice paper. I ask the
Minister-

(1) Does he have the power to prevent a
situation reoccurring in which the
chairman of the board can be
granted and paid expenses which
exceed the limit the Government
believes is realistic?

(2) If that is so, is that power newly
acquired or did it exist when the
case involving Mr Batty occurred?

(3) if he had the power, then why was
Mr Batty paid the amount the
Government thought unrealistic?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) to (3) 1 am quite happy to discuss this
legal question which the member for
lialcatta has obviously thought about,
prepared, but of which he has not given
notice.
According to the Metropolitan Water
Board Act, the Minister has as many
powers as the interpretation will allow
him through the provision of the Act
which says that the board is subject to
the Minister; that is, the general
provision of the Act. At different times
it is variously interpreted by legal
authorities and lawyers.
Having said that, and supposing that the
interpretation of the Act is that the
Minister can instruct the board to do
whatever he wishes it to do within the
Act, the answer will not be "Yes"
because the question is a negative one.
One cannot prevent anything from
happening by issuing an instruction even
if one has the right to issue such
instruction. How can there be an
instruction for one not to do one thing or
another if something should happen?
Therefore, one can only exercise one's
power of instruction in positive cases.
Unless one has certain knowledge of
something about to happen it would be
quite impossible to prevent a range of
real or imaginary actions which the
board normally has the right to take, but
about which it does not inform the
Minister.

TRANSPORT: AIR

North-west

452. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is the Transport Commission currently
evaluating alternative operators for the
Fitzroy Crossing-Halls Creek regular
passenger transport service?

(2) Is the Minister aware that the sector
traffic for Derby- Fitzroy- Halls Creek-
Derby regular passenger transport
service demands an aircraft with a
minimum passenger capacity of I5
seats?

(3) If "Yes", will he ensure that the
operator who is successful in gaining the
contract is able to meet that
requirement?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (3) I understand that the

Commissioner for Transport is reviewing
the matter of the services rendered to
the communities mentioned by the
member for Kimberley. I will inform the
commissioner of the member's question
to ensure that those matters are taken
into consideration.

STATE FINANCE: STAMP ACT

Exemptions

453. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:

I refer the Treasurer to his answer to
question 1771 on the subject of the cost
of stamp duty exemptions granted to
mining companies under various
agreement Acts. My question is as
follows-
(1) Does he consider that it is a

complete abrogation of the
Government's financial
responsibilities to be either unaware
or unwilling to be aware of the
revenue the State must forego in
granting these stamp duty
exemptions?

(2) Would he agree that the costs over
the past decade would be in the
vicinity of tens of millions of
dollars?

(3) If not, would he check with his
Treasury officers to make
absolutely sure that they do not
have available some estimate of the
revenue foregone?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (3) I do not agree with the statement

that we are talking about tens of
millions of dollars. I am surprised that
the member has used such extravagant
language, especially when we consider
his background.
I remind the member that when these
exemptions are granted-and granted
not only by this Government; and by the
way these agreements are submitted to
the Parliament-it is a decision of the
Parliament that it recognises that stamp
duty does not apply in certain cases.
In my experience the exemption is fixed
for a certain time. It may be that when
the original agreement was negotiated
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one company or even three or more
partics were involved. However, the
agreement is entered into on the clear
understanding that when the actual
implementation of the agreement takes
place, there may be a reorganisatiion of
the joint venturers who are to operate
the project, as well as construct it.
For this reason a time limit is fixed so
that there can be a reorganisation-and
I emphasise the word "reorganisation".
In other words the enterprise is allowed
to sort itself out so that it can determine
finally the best type of joint venture,
partnership, or corporate type of
arrangement. When the reorganisation
is undertaken and the time limit expires.
then from that point on the stamp duty
applies.
The member will know, because of his
background, that some of these original
agreements would have been subject
to only nominal stamp duty-had it
applied-because of the nature and
conditions under which they were
entered into. Also, it is not unusual for
people properly to arrange a matter so
that they are not subject to stamp duty.
Provision has been made by successive
Governments to grant exemption
provisions which form part of the
agreement ratified by Parliament. I
think it is a sensible action.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Don't you think it is
important we be aware of what it is
actually costing?

Sir CHARLES COURT; I think I have
explained to the House that it would be
well nigh impossible to assess the stamp
duty involved. There is no unauthorised
loss of revenue to the Government and
there is no failure on the part of the
commissioner to collect revenue because
the Parliament has decided that for a
particular time and for a particular set
of circumstances there are to be
exemptions of stamp duty for the
matters specified in the agreement.
The Parliament makes those decisions;
they are not made only by the
Government or by the Treasurer using
his discretion. I would have thought that
the member would accept that the
commissioner could not and would not
waste his time making an assessment of
something that does not exist.

WATER RESOURCES: MWB

Chairman: Travel Expenses

454. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

My question follows on from my
question to the Minister for Water
Resources. It is as follows-
(I) Does the Premier concede that it is

undesirable for authorities such as
the Metropolitan Water Board to
be paying expenses that exceed the.
allowance considered reasonable,
according to Government policy, to
members of the board when they
travel overseas?

(2) If he does concede that it is
tnappropriate, will be please assure
the House that steps will be taken
to ensure that it does not occur
again?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) and (2) I believe the Minister for Water
Resources and the Deputy Premier have
adequately and correctly explained
publicly the situation which existed. My
understanding is that an amount was
approved and any excess over the $4 000
is subject to accountability. That is quite
a different thing from someone being
provided with $8 000 without
accountability.
In view of the tremendous concern
shown by the member, does be wish to
be consistent and say that the amounts
of money to be drawn by members of
Parliament for their travel allowances,
as well as electoral allowances should be
accountable?

Mr Brian Burke: I would not object to that at
all.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If it is right and
proper for such accountability-

Mr Brian Burke: Do you pay twice for
something and get it back later?

The SPEAKER: Order! I warn the member
for Balcatta that if he interjects whilst
questions without notice are being taken
I will have the very unpleasant task of
terminating questions without notice.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I was emphasising
the fact that if there is such concern
about the expenses of the Chairman of
the Metropolitan Water Board having to
be accountable-and I am not
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suggesting they should not be-then of
course the same thing prevails in respect
of those who receive certain allowances
such as travel and electoral allowances.
To the best of my knowledge members
of Parliament have not been made to
demonstrate to this House, to the
Auditor-General, or to the Treasurer
that they had in fact spent the money in
the way it was intended.

Mr Hodge: We are accountable to the
people.

Sir CHARLES COURT: With regard to the
remark about Mr Batty receiving
double, I can say only that to the best of
miy knowledge the authorised amount is
the only amount that may be assumed
by Mr Batty to be available to him.
Anything beyond that amount has to be
4ccounted for to the Minister, and, if
necessary. the Treasurer.

WATER RESOURCES: IRRIGATION
Ord River: Federal Government's Commitments

455. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

With reference to the Fraser
Government's razor gang report
published on 30 April which states in
the section on national development-

Expenditure under the Ord River
Irrigation Act to be terminated
after existing commitments have
been met.

-1 ask: What are the existing
commitments-in particular do they
include the $20 million provided for in
the 1968 Western Australian Agreement
(Ord River Irrigation) Act?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
As far as the Western Australian
Government is concerned, we just do not
accept at face value what was included
in the Lynch committee report, We have
made that very clear to the
Commonwealth Government.
As far as we are concerned there is a
Statute which I know successive
Commonwealth Governments have not

* been very keen to implement. Mr
Whitlam was very enthusiastic when he
visited the Ord while he was Leader of
the Opposition, but as soon as he
became Prime Minister he stated
publicly he had changed his mind.

In fact, he said publicly that he
regretted he had committed himself so
enthusiastically to the project. This
same attitude has continued. The
present Commonwealth Government has
shown a reluctance to become involved.
To the credit of the Prime Minister, he
did set up the Young committee, under
the chairmanship of Sir Norman Young.
The study carried out by this committee
on the Ord project was a very good one,
and its recommendations were much
better than most people expected, in
view of pressure from the Eastern States
to kill off the scheme. Members will
know of Bruce Davidson-if he is
opened up after his death, I am sure the
letters "O-r-d" will appear on his heart
because he has such an obsession about
it. The Press always rushes in to him
whenever the Ord River scheme is
mentioned.
The Government does not accept the
findings of the Lynch committee as the
be-all and end-all of the Commonwealth
Government's Ord responsibility. We
will carry on in the same way that we
did after the Young committee brought
down its findings.

RAILWAYS: CROSSING
A rmadale-Kelrnscott

456. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

Can the Minister advise the House what
moves he or the Main Roads
Department is making to construct a
railway crossing between the crossing at
Kclmscott and the crossing at Jull Street
and Third Road, Armadale? The
Minister will be aware that one side of
the railway line is in his electorate and
one side is in my electorate, and this is a
three-mile stretch without a crossing.
Very soon it will all be in my electorate,
and I am concerned about what action is
being taken to construct a railway
crossing. Has the delay been caused
because the Government will not finance
the crossing?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Firstly, I would like to make the
member aware that he does not want to
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be too sure that the electorate will be
his.

Mr Pearce: You are not running for it.
Mr Bryce: You are running away from it.

Mr RUSHTON: My colleague, the Minister
fo r Industrial Development and
Commerce. and I have held many
discussions with the Chamber of
Commerce in Armadale about the
construction of a crossing between
Armadale and Kelmscott. I am fully
aware of the interest expressed by those
in the industrial area and by the council.
The scheme was put forward at first on
the basis that the costs should be shared.

Mr Pearce: Shared by whom?
Mr RUSHTON: The costs were to be shared

between Westrail and the owners of
property in the industrial area and the
council. I understand that the proposal
was put to the industrial firms in the
area by the Chamber of Commerce.
However, those business people feel that
they pay their rates and they do not
want to be involved in extra expense. I
understand that the scheme is being
considered presently by the council, and
I hope that it will come forward with
another proposal if the present one is not
satisfactory. Obviously Westrail does

n ot wish to create a precedent by
accepting the construction costs.
Westrail does not need the crossing; in
fact, it does not think a crossing should
be there, but it is prepared to contribute
to the cost.

I am fully aware of the circumstances of
this ease, and I know what the crossing
will mean to the community. It -woufld
relieve the pressure at Den'ffy Avenue
and increase considerably the
communication between the
communities on either side of the line.

HEALTH: RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL

Storage: Kamnbaida

457. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is the Minister aware that 100 drums of
radioactive scrap metal is to be returned
from Singapore to be stored in a shed in
the industrial area of Kambalda?

(2) Is the Minister aware that this shed is
only 100 metres or so from the
residential area?

(3) Has his department made inquiries and
investigations to ensure that the
proposed storage does not represent a
health hazard?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) If so, what inquiries and investigations

have been made?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) to (5) The member's question deals with
a shipment of radioactive material that
left Kambalda originally, went to
Singapore, and has now returned to
Kambalda.

Mr Pearce: What a holiday.

Mr YOUNG: I do not think it even paid
departure tax! The radiological council,
the Public Health Department, and the
Mines Department have all examined
the storage situation at Kambalda. The
information I have is that these
departments are satisfied-

Mr Grill: Which departments?

Mr YOUNG: Officials of the Public Health
Department, the Mines Department,
and of the radiological council were the
ones concerned. I understand that the
waste has a very minor radioactive
content.

Mr Grill: It was not acceptabjo irSingapore
though, was it?

Mr YOUNG: If the member for Yilgarn-
Dundas wants to ask a subsequent
question, perhaps he should put it on the
notice paper, I am trying to answer the
first one.

Mr Pearce: And not doing a very good job of
it.

Mr YOUNG: It is rather difficult when one
cannot get a word in edgeways. These
departments have informed me they are
satisfied there is no danger in the
storage of the material at Kambalda in
the circumstances they have
investigated. I understand that the
matter will be kept under review to
ensure that no danger arises.
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FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Accounts: Rebates
458. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Fuel and

Energy:

MY question 1790 on today's notice
paper, referred to the Minister's reply to
question 311 without notice on 6 August
198 1. At that stage he said a decision
had been made on the proposal for a
rebate on energy accounts for low
income earners, and that copies of such
a notice were being prepared and would
be sent to all those who had made
submissions prior to any public
announcement of the decision. In reply
to my question today the Minister in
turn referred me to questiont 311 without
notice. I want to ask the Minister the
following question-

Does his reply indicate that in the
interim period of one month
nothing has been done about this
matter?

I would have assumed that the proposed
actions he referred to a month ago
would have been taken by now.

The people waiting for this information
are very concerned at the continued
delay.

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
I referred the member to the previous
answer for the very reason he has
indicated: that is, because that answer
said that a decision had been made and
that the necessary notices were being
prepared. Today I have undertaken to
fallow the matter up and to find out
what has happened. I did that because it
is no longer within my responsibility; the
notices are being prepared, not by me,
for circulation to the various parties
referred to. I will do what I have said I
will do; that is, I will find out whether
the notices have been completed, and if
not why not.

Mr Pearce: Whose responsibility is it?

Mr P. V. JONES: As the member will know,
others are involved in the preparation of
the notices. I will let the member know
the result of my inquiries.

RAILWAYS

Fremande-Perrh and Armadalk-Perth

459. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) As it is now nearly two years since the
closure of the Fremantle-Perth railway
line, is he in a position to indicate
whether a decision has been made about
the actual railway lines between the
Perth cencral station and the Fremantle
station?

(2) Can the Minister give the House an
unequivocal assurance that the
Armadale-Perch line will not be closed
aliso?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(I) It is quite a strange interest that the
member for Gosnells is now taking. He
has heard the answers to his questions
many times; however, I will restate them
for him. The matter of the Perth-
Fremantle railway is under review for a
period of three years during which time
the alternative-namely, the complete
bus service, as against a duplication with
the rail service-will be assessed. That
period will end in September 1982. at
which time a decision will be made. The
matter will be further understood when
the report titled "Perth 2000" is brought
down, as this report will relate to the
total metropolitan area. In addition, the
consultants will give the Government
advice and report on the future of the
Perth- Fremantle railway reserve.

(2) As to the question of the Perth-
Armadale line, the member for Gosnells
should be a little more conscious of his
obligations in this respect. Earlier, he
made the rather lighthearted remark
that the Armadale area would be his
future electorate. I assure him there is
every likelihood he will not be the
member for that electorate after the
next election because there will be
people who will know the area better
than he who will put him to the test.

Mr Pearce: It will not be you, will it?

Mr RUSHTON: It could be; one never
knows.
During the last election, people of the
member's own political persuasion were
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making statements that the line would
be closed. However, there is nothing
anybody can point to at ibis time to
support a closure or the line. The
expectations for population growth in
that corridor are higher than for any of
the corridors which have rail. Indeed, in
due course I expect the line will be
extended to Mundijong.
From my reviewing of' the report "Perth
2000' to date an extensive growth factor

is predicted in the Perth-Armadale

corridor and in the Perth-Wanneroo
corridor. It would be my hope that if the

rail technology proves economical and

feasible, a light rail type of service may

be introduced to that line. I can assure
him that from my observations, the line
will remain open as long as people

continue to use it.
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