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enough. I notice, however, that despite the
fact this section put out a newspaper and
spent a lot of money, the whole thing
fizzled out as, of course, it deserved to. The
campaign of the industrial wing of the
T.L.C. did not have any effect whatever.
Neither the union representatives nor the
members of Parliament did what they were
supposed to do under this campaign.

What I object to in this screed, however,
is the instruction given to the delegates
and to members of Parliament, one of
which is as follows-

It is vitally important that before
anything Is done we make ourselves
familiar with a member as a person:
what he did before he became a
member, his habits1 interests, etc. Any
background information will be useful,

When we find an organisation trying to
do that sort of thing to members of
Parliament it is high time we bucked.

I will make it easier for the T.L.C. by
saying that my background was printed In
The Geraldton Guardian last December,
so it is not necessary for that organisation
to ferret around to find out what MY
background might be.

Apart from what was written in Thze
Geraidton Guardian I would indicate that
I have been a member of Manchester
Unity for the past 49 years. I was Grand
Master in Western Australia in 1952-53. I
was also patron of the Victoria District
Tennis Association and have presented the
trophies at the Easter tournaments over
the last 15 years. I think this will give all
the background that is needed; and I will
not mention my Masonic career of which I
am very proud.

As I have said, I do not propose to deal
with the Rill clause by clause; this can be
done in the Committee stage. Some of the
clauses are satisfactory and I1 propose to
support them but there are others which
I cannot support.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. S. J. Dellar.

House adjourned at 5.09 p.m.

Thursday, the 15th November, 1973

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 11.00 a.mn. and read prayers.

UNSOLICITED GOODS AND SERVICES
BILL

introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.

Harman (minister for consumer Protec-
tion), and read a first time.

IRON ORE (CLEVELAND -CLIFFS)
AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Tabling of Plan
MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Mlnlter for

Development and Decentralisation) (11.03
a.m.:]l I seek leave to table a plan of the
temporary reserves in connection with this
Bill. Perhaps it would have been of greater
value had It been tabled at the time the
Bill was introduced but I hope it will
serve a useful purpose.

The plan was tabled (see paper No. 483).

HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT HILL
Second Reading

MR. DAVIES (Victoria Park-Minister
for Health) 111.05 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

I am pleased to introduce this legislation.
dealing, as it does, with aL number of
matters bearing on the health of the com-
munity and Introducing in some cases
new, desirable, and far-reaching changes.
The matters contained in this measure are
many and varied, and I will therefore
explain the clauses.

Clause 2: The Bill provides that its pro-
visions -shall take effect from a proclaimed
date. This is to enable certain necessary
administrative measures to be taken In
advance of the Bill becoming law.

Clause 3: Section 2 of the principal Act
sets out the divisions and parts Into which
the Act Is arranged. clause 3 alters the
title to part =II as the old title is no
longer appropriate. Members will app reel-
ate the need for this when dealing with
clauses 22 and 23 of the Bill.

Clause 4: This clause seeks to amend
the general definition section of the
Health Act-section 3-in two places as
follows--

(a) Firstly it alms to amend the
definition of "Midwife" by chang-
ing the reference to "this Act" -
meaning the Health Aet-to "the
Nurses Act, 1968".

Prior to 1944, midwifery nurses were
registered under the Health Act. From
1944 to 1968 registration was effected
under the Nurses Registration Act. That
Act was replaced by the Nurses Act In
1968.

The purpose of the amendment is to
adjust the reference to conform to current
legislation. Similar adjustments are re-
quired elsewhere in the Act, and these will
be dealt with when we come to clauses 24,
25, and 26 of the Bill. To continue-

Cb) The second amendment relates to
the definition of "Sewage". The
amendment is linked with Matters
dealt with in several other clauses
of the Bill, and It will no doubt
assist members if I couple all these
clauses In my explanation.
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I will refer to clauses 5 to 16 inclusive.
Mr. Hutchinson: Will you give a general-

isation of the reasons for each clause?
Mr. DAVIES: Yes. Members will note

that each of these clauses is concerned
with refuse or wastes of various kinds. The
several terms used to describe these diff-
erent wastes have been applied in the
Past to sets of circumstances which, in
recent times, have failed to withstand legal
challenge. AS an example I point to the
now common practice of having the cont-
ents of an overflowing septic tank pumped
out by a road tanker and taken away for
proper disposal at one of the sites Get
apart for this purpose. It is an offence for
any person to deposit nightsoil elsewhere
than in a prescribed area.

Argument has been advanced that septic
tank wastes so deposited are not nightsoil
in a legal sense. Where unscrupulous oper-
ators have deposited such wastes on public
or private land, without the knowledge of
the controlling authority or owner, court
action has failed.

The aim of the amendment Is to include
such wastes in the definition of "Sewage"
and to close the loophole in the law which
has enabled certain persons successfully to
defend action taken by health authorities.

A further Purpose of this group of am-
endments is to clarify the position of the
local authority which conducts a service
to collect and dispose of household rub-
bish.

Since 1911 local authorities have relied
on the provisions of section 108 of the
Act to fix charges based on the removal
of rubbish bins on a weekly or other reg-
ular basis. Legal argument has now been
advanced that the charges so permitted
relate only to Pans for the collection of
nightsoil, and similar containers.

While legal opinion tends to conflict on
the correct interpretation of the section,
it is of such importance that the position
should be made abundantly clear.

Local authorities are not Permitted to
make a profit out of the services which
they provide. Charges must be based on
estimates of cost, prepared at the begin-
ning of each financial year.

No local authority could undertake es-
sential refuse disposal services without a
guarantee that the cost would be matched
by revenue. The amendment, as proposed,
will clarify the position.

Clause 17: The standard of quality and
composition of food offered for sale is
specified in the Health Act and the food
and drug regulations.

It was discovered some years ago in the
United Kingdom that certain food articles
which did niot comply with prescribed stan-
dards were being given away as prizes or
samples. The United Kingdom has since
legislated against such practices. More re-
cently it has been revealed that similar
practices had been adopted in Western
Australia.

It is reasonable to claim that if a food is
not fit for sale, it is not fit to be used by
businesses engaged in promotional activi-
ties, even if no charge is made. The
amendment would make this practice
illegal.

The SPEAKER: Order! I must ask the
students in the gallery to be Seated and
not to wander around.

Mr. DAVIES: Clause 18: The proposals
embodied in clause 18 are presented fol-
lowing representations made-I think it
was in May of this year-by the Retail
Traders Association. The association con-
siders that the law relating to the sale of
food or drugs which are understandard.
reacts unfairly against retailers when the
defect is one which is introduced in manu-
facture by the supplier.

The law holds the retailer responsible,
even though, in the case of goods in sealed
containers, the retailer may have little
opportunity to check the contents. There
is provision for a retailer to recover the
cost of fines from a manufacturer, but this
does not compensate him for the damage
to his business reputation resulting from
publicity arising from court proceedings.

The Retail Traders Association has
pointed to a law of the State of Victoria
which offers retailers a means of protect-
Ing themselves against action where a
manufacturer is at fault. The amendment
now proposed is based upon the Victorian
legislation. I understand other States also
have similar legislation, but I have not
checked this yet.

Under the new proposal a retailer would
gain the right to demand a warranty from
the vendor. The warranty would certify
that the quality of the goods purchased
was in accordance with the standard re-
quired by law.

If, subsequently, the retailer was prose-
cuted for selling goods which were found
to be deficient, he could rely on the war-
ranty to secure discharge from the
Prosecution. Where this defence was suc-
cessfully claimed, prosecution could then
be initiated against the supplier. if this
was done within 28 days of the first hear-
ing.

In the case of imported food, a war-
ranty would not provide a defence unless
the retailer demonstrated that he had
good reason to believe that it could be
relied upon.

The amendment provides for the repeal
of section 232 of the Health Act and Its
re-enactment in the terms of clause 18 of
the Bill.

Clause 19: Section 232A of the Health
Act was inserted in 1952. Its aim was to
make clear that a local authority which
detected deficient, adulterated, or impro-
perly labelled food or drugs which were
manufactured at a place outside its dis-
trict, could take proceedings against the
manufacturer.
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In several court proceedings it has been
found that the wording of the section is
in itself deficient in that there is no
active wording which creates an offence.

The amendment seeks to make good the
defect in the section so that it may be ef-
fectively employed in appropriate circum-
stances.

Clause 20: In the northern portion of the
State leprosy is an endemic disease.
Modern treatment methods and new drugs
have greatly improved the prospects of
recovery of persons unfortunate enough to
become infected. This has changed the
form of controls which are necessary to
protect the public generally against the
spread of infection.

In past years. in the absence of any cer-
tain cure, it was as much as one could
do to confine patients behind a barrier
which kept them in and prevented others
from entering. While these restraints are
still required, more flexible controls are
called for to deal with patients whose
disease has been arrested1 but who require
surveillance after having been granted
leave or discharge.

The present regulatory power is also
lacking as it relates only to the safe cus-
tody of patients. Power is also needed to
control the actions of irresponsible per-
sons who supply alcohol and engage in
other forms of interchange with patients.
The authority now sought, as set out in
clause 19 of the Bill, is considered neces-
sary if concerted measures are to be taken
by health authorities to eliminate the risk
of this disease in our community.

Clause 21: The law requires that medical
practitioners give written notification to
the health authorities when they attend
Patients found or suspected to be suffering
from a number of serious infectious
diseases. This enables sources of infection
to be traced and patterns of spread to be
studied. It is an important source of in-
formation for epidemic control.

Medinal practitioners are entitled to be
paid a fee, which is currently 50c, for each
notification given.

Venereal diseases must also be notified.
but this is done anonymously unlessa
patient defaults on treatment.

This information has assumed great
importance in recent years, during which
there has been an upsurge of venereal
disease infection throughout the world.

Strangely there is no provision in the
law to make any payment for notifications.
As venereal disease control is greatly de-
pendent on reliable information, it is felt
that a reasonable fee should be paid to
medical practitioners for the expense in-
curred. If this is done one would hope
that statistics and other information would
be more accurate, and therefore of more
use in planning measures to control in-
fection in the community.

Clause 22: This clause seeks to amend
the heading to part XIfl of the Health Act
which embraces sections 331 to 340. A
perusal of these sections will indicate that
the current heading "Protection of Life" is
hardly descriptive of the range of sub-
jects covered. The proposed new title is
"Child Health and Preventive Medicine".

Clause 23: This clause is re-enacted to
adjust reference to the Nurses Act, which
I mentioned when dealing with clause 4.

It also makes Provision for a definition
of "school dental therapist". This refer-
ence will be explained when dealing with
following clauses of the Bill.

Clauses 24 to 26: References to the
Nurses Registration Board and the Mid-
wives Registration Board in sections 332,
334, and 335 of the Health Act are amend-
ed to refer to the Nurses Board which now
has jurisdiction in the matter of register-
ing midwives,

Clause 27 and 28: Earlier this year the
Australian Government put forward a plan
to Provide free dental treatment to all1
school children. State representatives at-
tended two meetings where the Common-
wealth offer was explained and developed.

The Commonwealth offer, which has
been accepted by all States, Is to provide
finance on the following basis--

100 per cent, of the capital cost of
school dental clinics.

'75 per cent. of the operating cost of
school dental clinics.

100 per cent. of the capital cost of
school dental therapy training
schools

100 per cent. of the maintenance cost
of school dental therapy clinics
including subsistence payments to
full-time students and living-
away-from-home allowances
where applicable.

Naturally the State Government took ad-
vantage of this offer, which represents
the greatest step towards community
dental health ever taken in our history

A dental therapy school Is under con-
struction on land adjacent to Mt. Henry
Hospital. This Is expected to be open to
receive the first intake of students early
In 1974.

The Commonwealth has attached two
conditions to its offer. It insists that the
scheme be administered by the State
Public Health Department. It also insists
that Its funds be used only to train thera-
pists for the school dental service. The
latter condition explains why It has been
necessary to develop a training scheme
outside of the course already operating
at the institute of Technology which
trains dental therapists for employment
in private practice. There will be mar-
ginal differences in the entrance standards
for students and in the curriculum.
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The Public Health Department will make
a special endeavour to train country girls
for employment In their home towns after
graduation. The school will cater for an
intake of 60 students in each of the two
years of the course.

Returning to the Hill, and particularly
to clause 27, the amendment extends the
right to make a dental examination of
school children to dental therapists.
Dentists employed In the school dental
service are already so authorised. The
power extends to examination only. There
is no suggestion that compulsory treat-
ment is contemplated or Proposed.

The next succeeding clause--clause 28
-provides that the school dental service
shall have statutory form.

Provision is made for the establishment
of the service, training facilities, and the
employment of essential staff. School
dental therapists will be required to possess
prescribed qualifications. A school dental
therapist will not be required to register
under the Dental Act, and the provisions
of that Act will not extend to acts of
dentistry carried out by the therapist in
the performance of her duty as a school
dental therapist.

There is provision for regulations to be
made to regulate the administration of
the new service.

Clause 29: From time to time toys appear
on the market which have inbuilt hazards.
In some cases these could cause permanent
and serious damage to the health and
well-being of children who may use the
toys.

In one case a kaleidoscope was marketed
in a highly dangerous condition. It con-
tained fine particles of glass which could
be deposited directly into the eye during
normal use of the appliance. Another
example is a percussion gun which
generated a noise level which could quite
conceivably cause permanent damage to
the hearing of a child.

In both cases, officers of the Public
Health Department prevailed on the dis-
tributors to withdraw stocks from sale.

However, this matter is too serious to
leave to the decision of business interests.
The clause proposes that in such cases the
Commissioner of Public Health will have
Power to prohibit the sale, distribution, or
Possession of toys which are demonstrably
hazards to health or life.

Mr. Hutchinson: Under that is there any
appeal?

Mr. DAVIES: No, but that very thought
was crossing my mind. I do not think there
is any appeal against the very wide powers
conferred on the commissioner.

Clause 30: Section 339 of the Health Act
is an example of past attitudes to our
Aboriginal people. Whilst it has not been

acted upon in many years, its discrimin-
atory character gives offence to many citi-
zens.

The section gives authority to the Com-
missioner of Native Welfare-a now de-
funct office-to authorise the compulsory
medical examination of a person of the
Aboriginal race. The clause provides for
the repeal of the section.

The Bill contains many amendments to
the Act. I am sure members appreciate
that from time to time we have to bring
forward a Bill of this nature. I believe all
the amendments it contains are important.
I commend the measure to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr.
Dadour.

SHEARERS' ACCOMMODATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR. HARMAN (Maylands-Minister for

Labour) [11.23 am.]: I move-
That the Hill be now read a second

time.
This is a Bill to amend and update the
Shearers' Accommodation Act. As mem-
bers may be aware, that Act was first in-
troduced in 1912, was amended in 1944,
and again in 1957. It has stood unchanged
since then, and as it is an Act to provide
for the Proper and sufficient accommoda-
tion of shearers and shed hands, it is not
unexpected to find a move being made to
provide improved accommodation and faci-
lities.

Mr. Gayfer: Is this to put roll bars
over their beds?

Mr. Nalder: When was the Act intro-
duced?

Mr. HARMAN: The Act was introduced
in 1912.

Mr. Nalder: When was it first amended?
Mr. HARMAN: In 1944. The Austra-

lian Workers' Union made formal rep-
resentations to the Department of Labour
in April, 1973, to Initiate proceedings to
review the Act. The A.W.U. indicated it
had suggested changes in the legislation
to the Pastoralists and Graziers Associa-
tion up to two Years beforehand. Also the
Shearing Contractors Association had
approached the Pastoralists and Graziers;
Association some time ago to consider im-
provements in conditions and had sug-
gested that it be done in conjunction with
the A.W.U. The views of that association
therefore were represented in the negoti-
ations.

The amendments submitted by the
A.W.U. were formally referred to the Pas-
toralists and Graziers Association and
the Farmers' Union by the Department of
Labour which subsequently arranged dis-
cussions between the Parties concerned.
The wool committees of the association
and the Farmers' Union, closely consid-
ered the position and the representatives
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of those bodies indicated considerable
agreement in the Proposals which would
make for better conditions on properties
throughout the State. The much in-
Proved economic conditions prevalent on
the wool market at Present, and the
healthy rural outlook, no doubt has as-
sisted towards a favourable reaction from
the woolgrowers, and, I hope, from the
Country Party.

Mr. Nalder: Ts that last remark in your
notes?

Mr. HARMAN: No.
Mr. Nalder: It should be.
Mr. HARMAN: It is with some confi-

dence therefore that I Present the Bill to
the House in the knowledge that those
who will be financially responsible to im-
plement the changes to enhance the lot
of this important section of workers in
this industry, acknowledge the need and
are Prepared to promote more attractive
conditions for these workers.

Indications are that shearers have al-
ready drifted out of the industry to less
arduous work, where equivalent or better
Pay could be obtained and more favour-
able working conditions would no doubt
be available in most eases than in the lot
of a shearer.

Changes envisaged in this Bill will re-
quire higher standards of ventilation of
sleeping quarters, kitchens and dining
rooms, equipment of kitchens, and up-
grading of sanitary and ablutionary faci-
lities, at least on similar lines to what is
required in construction camps under the
construction camp regulations made un-
der the Health Act in 1970. The owners
of Properties which do not meet these re-
quirements will then be faced with the
task of achieving the higher standards.

However, some discretion will need to
be exercised in the phasing-in process
where owners of Properties have recently
made improvements or Provided condi-
tions almost equivalent to the new re-
quirements. To allow any difficulty in
these matters to be determined in a rea-
sonable light, it has been deemed desirable
to allow the Minister to retain a preroga-
tive to grant exemptions under certain
conditions where circumstances warrant
this being done.

Inspectors of the department will be
organised to give reasonable surveillance
of accommodation requirements and com-
plaints without a need for increased in-
spectoral staff to Patrol the whole State
constantly. In the past, police officers
have acted in a limited way as statistical
collectors and inspectors so a changed
approach should relieve these officers from
one of the multifarious duties which, over
the Years, they have carried out for other
departments of the Government.

Recent amendments to the Federal pas-
toral industry award increased the basic
wage rates for shearers and this will in-

crease the basic earning rate of the shear-
er, without his having to rely on over-
award payments which have been preva-
lent In this industry following the reces-
sion in world wool prices some four or five
years ago. The changes proposed in the
Bill should also assist in presenting more
attractive conditions to Persons who are
to be engaged in this industry.

The long title of the Bill is being
amended in conjunction with a new sec-
tion to be inserted to make provision for
certain facilities at the shearing shed.
Previously the Act has not extended this
far. Employees involved in shearing, as
most members will realise, are covered
under a Federal pastoral industry award.
State Departments of Labour have com-
monly opposed the intrusion of the Fed-
eral awards into the areas of safety,
health, and welfare of workers where a
State has provided legislation in the same
area and where it is considered the State
is well able to assess the needs of the
workers and make Provision in the legis-
lation if it is warranted. Accordingly,
clause 9 of the Bill provides for certain
requirements at the shearing shed. If the
shearers are not accommodated on the
property, the requirements at the shed are
slightly more than otherwise.

I would like to make reference to the
various clauses in the Hill.

Clause 4 amends section 2 'which places
the number of shearers at five or more
before accommodation in the form of
buildings has to be provided. The altera-
tion means that accommodation must be
supplied in conformity with the require-
ments in this Bill unless-

(a) the
the
and

shearers have residences in
immediate neighbourhood

sleep at their own homes;

(b) the shearers are accommodated
in the residence of the employer
on the property;

(c) the shearing is done at proper-
ties in the Precincts of a city or
town where suitable accommoda-
tion is available.

Clause 5 deletes the definition of "district"
in section 3. Years ago It was normal for
inspectors to operate in a particular dis-
trict but transport and administrative ax-
rangemens have changed and inspectors
in the Department of Labour are appointed
on a State-wide basis so that they may
operate in any Part of the State at any
time. Where practicable, they are utilised
to perform diversified work for economic
reasons and to avoid multiplicity of visits
to the same areas. Clause 6 repeals
section 4 of the Act for a similar reason.

The definition of "employer" has been
widened to include not only those Persons
specified under the term in the current
Act but all other persons' who are employ-
ers in the true sense.
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The discrimination against an Abori-
ginal who is excluded from the definition
of "shearer" under this Act is being re-
moved. Aborigines are now subject to the
conditions of the Federal pastoral industry
award, similar to workers of any racial
denomination if engaged in this occupa-
tion.

Clause 7 repeals and re-enacts section
5, and updates the provisions for adminis-
tration of the Act and the appointment of
inspectors. In doing so, it incorporates the
relevant provisions concerning inspectors
which have been included in section 10 in
the Past. Clause 12 repeals section 10.

Clause 8 is the main amendment and
considerably alters section 6 dealing with
accommodation and associated facilities,
and it provides for improved conditions in
respect of the sleeping quarters, kitchen,
dining room, toilet, bathroom, and laundry.

Clause 9 repeals section 6A which had
application in 1044 but which is no longer
relevant. it then re-enacts section 6A and
adds section 6B, so as to specify facilities
to be placed at the shearing shed for the
first time, as previously mentioned. The
former section provides for a toilet1 hand-
basin, and cold water to be provided at
the shearing shed when other such accom-
modation for shearers is more than 100
metres from the shed. Section 6B provides
for toilets, showers, handbasin, and hot
and cold water in the circumstances where
there is no other accommodation for
shearers on the property.

Clause 10 provides for section 7 to be
amended so that in an emergency, when
the permanent accommodation has been
rendered useless by fire, storm, flood, or
other catastrophe, alternative accommoda-
tion should be to the satisfaction of an
inspector.

Clause 11 repeals section 8 which auth-
orises an employer to deduct up to $10
from the wages of a. shearer in recom-
pense for his failure to maintain accom-
modation in a clean and undamaged con-
dition which may, In turn, enable the em-
ployer to have it restored to clean condi-
tion and good order at his own cost. The
responsibility to assess whether the dam-
age was caused by shearers has in the past
been placed on the opinion of an inspector
which, in practice, is just not feasible.

This arbitrary Principle to determine an
off ence outside a court of law is not ac-
ceptable in this day and age, even though
employers claim it is difficult to get any
satisfaction once shearers leave the pro-
perty- They claim that in many cases it
would be almost impossible to locate these
persons to serve process papers and, of
course, the trouble and cost in doing so
is not worth while for the recompense in-
volved. On the other hand, employees see
injustice In an employer having authority
to deduct from their wages, without the
employees' authority, even though a neutral
inspection may have determined fault on
the shearer's Part.

Section 80 of the Police Act, 1892, makes
provision for recourse by any person who
suffers the damage referred to in the cur-
rent section 8 of this Act and deletion of
the section is proposed by this clause.

Clause 12 repeals section 9 which re-
quires an employer to deliver notice of
shearing to an inspector at least three
days before it commences. The procedure
has never operated in practice and, what
is more, it would be quite impracticable to
have it do so. With so many different
properties with flocks of sheep and more
than one shearing a year in many cases,
many thousands of notices would be re-
ceived and would cause concern adminis-
tratively. In addition, it would impose an
obligation on the employer which would
serve no particularly useful purpose.

Clause 13 repeals section 10 concerning
provisions related to an inspector, which
have been included in the re-enacted sec-
tion 5 referred to in clause 7.

Clause 14: The additional paragraph to
be inserted in section 13 by this clause
will allow an inspector or the Under-Sec-
retary for Labour to vary or revoke a direc-
tion given to an employer to comply with
requirements. This action is necessary
sometimes after the situation and circum-
stances involved have been reviewed by
senior officers of the department.

Clause 15 amends section 13 so as to
increase the penalty for failing to comply
with requirements under the Act from
"twenty dollars" to "one hundred dollars"
and for continuing default from "two dol-
lars" to "ten dollars" for every day thereof.

Clause 16: The amendment in this
clause raises the general penalty under
the Act, where no other special penalty Is
provided, from "ten dollars" to "one hun-
dred dollars". This figure is considered
to be justified in respect of this type of
legislation.

Clause 17: This amendment adds a new
section 14A so that no prosecution can be
commenced against a person for a breath
of this Act without the authority of the
Permanent head of the department; that
is, the Under-Secretary for Labour. This
applies in other legislation administered
by the department and is a desirable pro-
vision to centralise and control decisions
of this nature at the top level.

Clause 18 repeals and re-enacts section
15 which provides for the Minister wholly
or partly to exempt an employer from the
operations of the Act.

It was realised by all parties concerned
in the discussions leading to the forma-
tion of this Bill-that is, employers' re-
presentatives, union officials, and officers of
the Department of Labour-that some dis-
cretion will have to be exercised in phas-
ing-in new requirements. It was considered
that the Minister administering the Act
should retain a power to grant exemption
under conditions specified so that reason
and common sense will prevail In demands
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contained In the amending Bill and allow
for a more objective approach to the ques-
tion of exemption.

Clause 19: in common with other amend-
ments to increase the penalty for affences
under the Act, this clause will increase
the Penalty for obstructing an inspector
in the proper exercise of his powers under
the Act, from "forty dollars" to "one
hundred dollars".

Clause 20 amends section 11 to alter the
penalty for a breach of the regulations
from "forty dollars" to "one hundred dol-
lars".

Clause 21: Section 18 of the Act is re-
pealed by this clause. Section 18 contained
reference to publishing the regulations
made under the Act in the Government
Gazette and having them lay before Par-
liament. As these requirements are covered
in other Statutes they are no longer to be
included in this Act. I commend the Bill
to the House.

Mr. Gayfer: Before the Minister resumes
his seat, if we give shearers our own homes
in which to live, must there be an inspec-
tor to inspect the homes to see whether
they are suitable for them to live in?

Mr. Brady: Why don't you try to be
funny?

Mr. Gayfer: I anm not being funny.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr. W.

G. Young.

IRON ORE (CLEVELAND-CLIFFS)
AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 8th November.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) (11.38 a.m.1:
This Bill is one to amend the agreement
relating to an extremely important iron
ore project, which we normally know as
the Robe River project, although the main
party to it, so far as the Parliament Jim
been concerned, has been Cleveland-Cliffs.

The project bad a special significance in
the programme of iron ore development for
the Pilbara, because ft was the first of
the projects based on the mining, proces-
sing, and marketing of an ore which, on
the surface, appears to be a lower grade
than the higher grade hematites which
we have in other areas. The project, initi-
ally, was based on limonites. which have an
iron ore content in their natural state of
56. 57, or 58 per cent. and it is not until
the contained moisture is driven off by
heat that the grade is brought up to some-
thing in excess of 60 per cent. It has aL
redeeming feature; namely, it is low in
phosphorus and even after it has to he
upgraded to a merchantable grade of 62.5
per cent., or thereabouts, it still has a low
phosphorus content.

It was always believed by the previous
Government that this particular material
was worthy of special attention, not only
for the sake of developing this project but
also as a part of the total resources de-
velopment concept.

If the Pilbara is ever to achieve its Pot-
ential it wrill achieve it only if there is a
concerted and co-ordinated plan for de-
velopment of the total reserve and not
just the selection of the higher grades of
iron of low phosphorus content. At one
stage an estimate was made that if the
minine operation were based on those
grades the Pilbara would have a life of
30 years; but with a co-ordinated pro-
gramme for total resource development we
would be thinking in terms of a province,
and the target of the previous Govern-
ment was 200,000,000 tons by 1985.

1 am not speaking only about the ex-
port of ore; I am speaking about 200,000,-
000 tons with export products, some of
which would be ore in its lumpy state,
some of which would be fines, some of
which would be coniglomerates, and some
of which would be metal either as iron or
steel,. Therefore, the mining operation
would be something in excess of 500,000,000
tons because of overburden, the amount of
ore which must be used to produce pre-
scribed tonnages of finished product, and
so on. It is therefore very important that
the area be thought of and planned as a
development of the total resource.

It was not an easy project to negotiate
for the reason that it did not have the
immediate easy cash flow which is assoc-
iated with high-grade, low phosphorus
hematites. However, at that time we were
put in touch with Cleveland -Cliffs, a com-
pany with over 100 years' experience in
the business, and which is regarded by the
finance institutions in America as one of
the most efficient operators, if not the
most efficient operator, in low-grade ores.
It operates in the Mesabe Range in
America in ores as low as 32 or 33 per
cent., and even below that.

When we initially made contact the
company was actually mining ore under-
ground, which made it all the more in-
teresting to us as to how a company with
the high-cost structure which prevails in
America could do this economically. How-
ever. it did so. One could only be im-
pressed by the housekeeping found at all
of the operations of the parent company
in America. It was therefore something
of a breakthrough to be able to attract
the company.

The other peculiarity of the company
was that it was not anxious to have in its
own right a controlling equity interest. It
was quite happy to bring in other interests,
and in fact it would have accepted al-
most any amount of Australian equity if
it could have been arranged. The history
of the Australian equity in this project is
important because it demonstrates some of
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the unrealities of the present Common-
wealth Government's policy and some of
the Practicalities of the matter.

Most members of Parliament know that
the Australian component is Robe River
Limited. In some respects this has caused
embarrassment because every time Robe
River Limited is mentioned, particularly
in view of the Minsec crash, people
are inclined to assume the problems of
that company are the problems of the
total project. That is not so. The whole
project has proceeded without let or hin-
drance right up to schedule and standard,
regardless of the travail being experienced
by the Australian component-Robe River
Limited-which is still the subject of some
contentious litigation and negotiation.
The total project has proceeded without
let or hindrance in a very efficient way,
and I would say In the recorded history of
the mining industry it is the first Project
of its kind to reach the stage of producing
pellets of a merchantable quality which
can go straight into the blast furnaces
and be acceptable to the buyer.

Most pellet plants which start UP Pro-
duce a minor mountain of pellets of all
kinds of distortions in shape as well as in
chemical content and with varying degrees
of hardness until the plant is properly
balanced. The main tests of a satis-
factory pellet are its shape, size, chemical
content, and hardness. To the company's
great credit, it proceeded straight into
production of pellets, and almost from the
beginning of production was able to send
pellets off as a merchantable Product
which was acceptable to the buyer.

The buyers regard the pellets being pro-
duced from the linonite coming from the
Mt. Enid area in the Robe River region
as probably the best pellets of their kind
produced in the world today-which is
consistent with the chemical and other
analyses made at the time of the
original negotiations. It is rather im-
portant that members understand the
significance of this because it was a pro-
ject which certain people criticised very
severely. They criticised the amount or
lack of drilling that was done. In point
of fact, the work being done was not only
satisfactory to the Mines Department but
it was also particularly satisfactory to the
Government and the Department of Indus-
trial Development of the day, because the
company's money was being spent where
we wanted it to be spent. It was being
spent in laboratories to prove conclusively,
the chemical qualities and the reactions of
this particular material under heat, and
how quickly, well, and cheaply it could be
made to give up its moisture content.

I was always wryly amused when I saw
limonites in the field. If anyone said they
had 10 or 12 per cent, contained moisture,
one would think that person was being
frivolous when one saw this dusty stuff.
However, from the chemist's point of view
they contain moisture and when the heat

drives it off the grade is improved. As the
moisture is driven off the grade rises from
50 or 57 per cent, to something like 62 per
cent. Initially, it loakes like problem ma-
terial. It was because of the high quality
work and the experience of the company in
the laboratory as well as in operations that
It was able to convince the Japanese this
was a project to back with large tonnage
orders,

It was also very important that the com-
pany have large tonnage orders, which
explains why it could start off with a pel-
let plant of 4,200,000 tons a year capacity
and very substantial tonnages of sales of
what was known as prepared fines; in other
words, natural ore which had been pre-
pared for shipment overseas for further
treatment but had not been converted into
either sinter or pellets.

When one has regard for that back-
ground, one will appreciate the significance
of this project in the total scheme of the
Pilbara development, taking its place with
Goldsworthy, Mt. Newman, and Hamers-
ley. Coincidental with this agreement,
Goldsworthy has now made advances with
area "C". When the initial work was being
done on that area, the company was not
very hopeful. I remember lengthy talks
which took place with the geologists, met-
allurgists, and other advisers from the
company, and they were not very happy
about area "C". However, the Government
of the day said, "You must press on and
persevere with area 'C'. We are committed
to ensuring that Goldsworthy has a long
life because it is the pioneer company. You
selected area 'C' so you must prove beyond
reasonable doubt that it either has or has
not got what You need." The history is
that the company Pressed on and came up
successfully with the Marra Mamaba area,
and It looks as though the ore will be suit-
able for pelletising and other special pur-
poses.

This will be the history of the Pilbara
because it has a great conglomeration of
grades, contaminations, physical charac-
teristics, and types of ore. It was the pre-
vious Government's policy-and I imagine
it would be the present Government's
policy-to ensure that progressively, and
not in an unrealistic way, all the com-
panies work towards this object of reach-
ing out to bring into their operations ores
of different types which need benieficiation
and processing to convert them into a
marketable product.

It would be a tragedy if we took the
best and left the rest, and trusted to luck
about the contaminated ores, the lower
grade and friable ores, and the otherwise
less attractive ores. We would finish up
with a field which would virtually have to
be sold at a discount. This must never
happen. Robe River has set the standard,
and I believe it has led the way in its
approach.
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Another aspect about this project is that
it is the first one to commence with a pro-
cessing operation. All of the others, be-
cause of the fact that they had a market-
able product in high grade ore, did not
commence with processing. Projects such
as Hamersley, Mt. Goldswarthy, Mt. New-
man-and the smaller operation around
Icoolanooka, based on Geraldton-had a
product which was marketable in its natu-
ral state. In most cases, the companies had
later Processing commitments.

Cleveland-Cliffs, because of the nature
of its product and the arrangement with
the Government, had to undertake pro-
cessing at the start. The previous Gov-
ernment, as the Minister will know, gave
Robe River an undertaking that in return
for its pioneering efforts with the Deep-
dale and Robe River type of limonite ore,
the company would be assured of ample
tonnage in due course, not only to allow
its operation to expand, but also to ensure
its long life. I gather from the Minister's
comments and those of his colleagues, that
the present Government accepts that as
being a commitment.

Mr. Taylor: A very realistic commitment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes. Some people
have asked why bigger areas were not allo-
cated at the start, and there is a reason
for this. Goldsworthy started off with a
very small area but with the knowledge
that negotiations 'would take place in the
future. From this start It expanded to
area "C" and other areas. In the case of
Robe River, we said, 'Let us see what you
can do with this particular deposit. You
have enough to start it on an economic
basis with this area plus access to addi-
tional ore from Deepdale reserves. We
guarantee you will get reserves on a sen-
sible basis that will enable You to expand."

The target set by the previous Govern-
ment-not in writing but by discussion and
negotiation with the company-was that
this particular project would get to a
production of 30,000,000 tons of pellets by
1985. Some ore was to be exported In addi-
tion as a sensible part of the mining opera-
tions, otherwise ore which was not needed
for pellets but for which there was a mar-
ket would be stockpiled. It would facilitate
the company's entry into processing to
generate returns from nonprocessed ores.
In this regard we told the company we
would like it to plan to reach a production
figure of 30,000,000 tons of pellets, In addi-
tion to any other products it sold, by 1985.
At the time this was regarded by some as
an unrealistic target, and it was question-
ed by many, including the company. How-
ever, I think it can be accepted today as a
realistic target.

The company is talking of a further
advance of 5,000,000 tons. I gather the
present plant, which has a nominal rate
of 4,200,000 tons, can produce 5,000,000

tons with the normal speeding up and
improved techniques which all plants de-
velop. A plant can usually develop at least
10 per cent., and often up to 20 per cent.,
over its original rated capacity. So in
this regard we can assume that the present
pellet plant will be able to produce 5,000,000
tons; we can then add another 5,000,000-
ton phase as now proposed. And we see
that by 1985 the company can achieve the
30,000,000 tons a year target.

The aim is to produce high grade pellets
of Lhe right size, hardness, and chemical
consistency to reduce blast furnace pol-
lution problems in the user countries.

We now find ourselves considering an
agreement which implements the first part
of the assurance given to the company.
In this regard I cannot find where the
Government has made any estimates or
announcement in its notes about it. I can-
not find that the company has made any
public statement as to the implied tonnage
in the reserves it now has. If the com-
pany achieves a capacity of 30,000,000
tons of pellets, with 20,000,000 tons of
other products by 1985, that is 50,000,000
tons a year. If we multiply this figure by
20, that would be 1,000.000,000 tons in a
20-year life, and no company could con-
template operations on such a short-term
basis.

These operations are conducted on an
integrated basis, especially where a wide
variety of different types of ore are con-
cerned. A company therefore must plan
for at least a 50-year life and preferably
beyond. My own guess is that if the
Pilbara is administered successfully by
successive generations, it will still be
operating on an economic basis in 200
years' time, handling 200,000,000 tons of
product a year. I do not think that is an
.extravagant estimate, especially as the
tendency will be to use more and more of
the natural product in a beneficlated and
processed form on the spot rather than ex-
port the natural raw materials. In other
words, I believe successive generations
will see a reduction in the amount of un-
processed ore going to other countries, and
an increase in the ore that is processed in
one form or another in the State. I do not
mean that it will all be processed to, say
the unfinished steel stage, but at least into
pellet and agglomerate form.

Before I turn to the provisions of the
Bill. I 'want to deal briefly with the pro-
blems confronting this and the Mt. Golds-
worthy project as well as other projects.
Here we have companies which are anxious
to go into the markets of thle world to ob-
tain contracts of suitable size. They are
then prepared not only to expand their
mining operations with all the benefits
which come from inland and port towns.
but also to process the ore. The objective of
everyone is to see more and more proces-
sing but on a sensible basis, and not on a
basis which will be uneconomic because of
an unrealistic demand.
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We now find ourselves in a very delicate
situation. Unless the Commonwealth
Government is Prepared virtually to
change its Policies, it is doubtful whether
any one of these projects will get off the
ground. A number of difficulties confront
these companies. They are confronted
with a loss of Australian goodwill, and this
is very real as I will demonstrate with a
number of short excerpts I propose to read
in a few minutes. Goodwill is vital when
one is trying to negotiate contracts which
run into hundreds of millions of dollars.

Goodwill involves more than the ques-
tion of money. The buyer countries are
vitally interested in the question of the
continuity of supply. So the companies
and the countries concerned find them-
selves confronted with a situation causing
great concern, and I refer to the very
abrasive attitude of the present Minister
for Minerals and Energy in Canberra. I
understood he was to be bridled a little
and brought back to the field by his col-
leagues as they realised he was doinig a
lot of harm. He does not make quite as
many abrasive comments as in the past,
but periodically he misbehaves. Some-
one presses a button and off he goes with
one of his very damaging statemnents. Ap-
parently he does not realise that people
outside Parliament read Hansard. One
of his colleagues ought to take himn aside
to explain that the intelligence in the
industrial and commercial field is much
greater and more efficient than any mili-
tary intelligence. The people involved in
this intelligence, as part of their Job,' read
what public men say in speeches made in
Parliament and at conferences, etc. So it is
very disturbing that he still makes these
outbursts.

Mr, Bertram: Many members of Parlia-
ment make outbursts.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I believe that
he is being quite truthful in what he says,
because he is saying aloud what some of
his colleagues are saying in private Cabi-
net consultations and discussions. So, as I
said at a public meeting not so long ago, let
us be thankful for Mr. Connor because at
least he does say aloud what the "smooth-
ie" say behind closed doors.

Mr. Taylor: He is saying what he would
like to see as the policy, but what as yet
has not become a firm Policy.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Prime Min-
ister has been challenged on a number of
occasions as to whether Mr. Connor is
saying things that are not Government
policy; and Mr. Whitlamn has made it clear
that whilst he does not like the way in
which Mr. Connor says things, he does not
object to what Mr. Connor says.

Mr. Taylor: But I think the Leader of
the Opposition would agree that both the
Government and Opposition have policies
which they may have had for 10, 20, 30,
or 40 years, but which they never really
carry out because circumstances do not

permit it. However, they are their aims.
It is another way of stating a policy. This
is Mr. Connor's approach to the situation,
and I think it is desirable in the long term.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That may be
so, but I think the Minister should take
him aside -and have a talk to him-

Mr. Taylor: I have had conversations
with Mr. Connor.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -because I
want to tell the Minister in all kindness
that Governments come and go, and each
has its policies; and In an Australian-type
community if a Government wishes to im-
plement a policy it does not bang people
on the head with it and say, "There have
been a mob of hill-billies running the
country before us. but there is a new man-
agement now and this is the new policy-
full stop."

Mr. Taylor: True, but at the same time
you do not want to conceal your ultimate
aim. At least Mr. Connor Is frank.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, but at least
the Government can disclose its policies
and at the same time assure people that
the policies will be implemented in a Sens-
ible way. Let us consider the situation
in Brazil. Five years ago money was being
taken out of Brazil so quickly that it
seemed as though the country would suf-
fer a total collapse. The rate of inflation
was so high that it was just not acceptable,
and it was driving people who were trying
to develop projects in that country-In-
cluding the Government-right up the wall.
Suddenly they got the message regarding
what must be done to attract capital, to
create confidence, and to obtain markets:
because they looked at Western Australia,
which had no iron ore exports at all on a
commercial basis in the mid-OG0s, and
saw Western Australia suddenly going
ahead in prodigious bounds and getting
into huge tonnages. So they had to ask
themselves why this was so.

it is to the credit of people such as Pro-
fessor Dleis Leite, Minister for Mines and
Energy, and others who studied the
position very objectively, that Brazil was
able completely to change its policy and
its basic philosophy.

Mr. Taylor: The military groups came
to terms on it and this was started; but
it was not done in the sense that we know
it in a democratic situation. Ours is a
long-term policy, theirs could well be
short term.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not advo-
cating the system adapted by Brazil, but
one thing the military regime has learnt is
how to have bloodless revolutions. The
military regime there has turned itself vir-
tually into a public auditor. I was there
when one of these incidents happened. It
was felt that a Minister and his depart-
ment were not performing well enough, and
although the military did not chop off his
head it said to him in effect, "You are not

5077



5078 ASSEISLY.3

doing too well so you had better move
over. We have a fellow who can do better
in this jab."

Mr. Taylor: I understand the end jus-
tifies the means in Brazil, but Heaven help
us if we ever have the same system here.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not saying
that the end justifies the means in
Brazil, I am saying that the people
of that country have got the message
and they are trying to change the
system. Not only have they made pro-
gress economically and financially, but
they have also made progress socially and
politically and have brought about a much
more acceptable system of political admin-
istration, as distinct from the old-time
order of a straightout military junta. I
think history will record that a most re-
markable job of transition was done in
Brazil. The country has gone from the
stage where no-one would have a bar of
it and people were taking money out by
any means they could to the stage where
now people are going back and investing
there.

Brazil has realised that it must attract
capital and expertise on the one band, and
on the other hand it must satisfy its cus-
tomers. I do not think enough people give
attention-and the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment does not give enough attention-
to the fact that the country must have the
confidence of Its customers. It is very
distressing to know that, in spite of the visit
of the Prime Minister and the contingent
of Ministers who accompanied him, as late
as last Sunday night the Japanese spokes-
men made a statement that as a matter of
policy they had decided to seek other mar-
kets in order to break down their propor-
tionate dependence upon Australia., They
made it clear that they will still import
a great deal of material from Australia,
but they want to reduce the proportion of
their total needs.

There is a good reason for this; it is due
to the attitude of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment and also to the industrial situa-
tion. Let us first consider the Common-
wealth Government. First of all it has
made it clear that it plans to implement
its policies as quickly as it can-and there
is no compromise in this at all. Secondly,
its policies involve what was formerly a 25
per cent. nonearning deposit and is now
a 33A per cent. nonearning deposit, which
is a crippling burden if 'we have to have
overseas funds. The third point is that
the Commonwealth Government is very
seriously opposed to-and it is committed
in this regard-overseas equity in Austra-
ia. It will tolerate it on a certain basis,
but I think that basis is unrealistic at this
stage in our history. We all want to see
the maximum component of Australian
ownership, and it can be achieved.

Mr. Taylor: But surely it requires some
pressure to ensure this. Words alone are
not going to bring greater Australian par-
ticipation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to demn-
onstrate this to the Minister because J1
think a great deal can be done better and,
faster than it is at present, and without
the pain that is being experienced at the
moment-with worse to come.

Mr. O'Neil: The Minister uses the word
"pressure"; we use the word "encourage-
ment".' That is the difference in our
philosophies.

Mr. Taylor: I wonder how much has been
achieved by encouragement in terms of
Australian equity over 'the last five to 10
years.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to record
my point on this because it is Important
that members on the other side of the
House understand the difference between
our techniques. The original Mt. New-
man project was intended to be 50 per cent.
Australian, and that was to be entirely
C.S.R. It proved completely imnpractic-
able, and we went through 21 years of
travail just trying to keep the project, re-
gardless of who owned It. When it even-
tually became quite obvious that the pro-
ject did not have a chance of going for-
ward on that basis we renegotiated it and
got B.H.P. interested. As a result of the
impact of B.H.P. and the assurances it
gave to the financial houses, and because
it is a great mining house with all the
expertise available to it, we were able to
negotiate a 80 per cent. Australian comn-
ponent.

In the case of Mt. Goldsworthy, origi-
nally there was no Australian component,
but we had an arrangement that at an
appronriate time when the market would
bear it an Australian component would be
introduced. Subsequently that was intro-
duced. There was a clear understanding
that it would be progressively increased.

If all of these companies tried to change
their structure tomorrow it would result in
disaster. If the Government wants to
really cruel the Australian market, It
should try to convert C.R.A. to 51 per cent.
Australian ownership tomorrow. That
would ruin Australia.

Mr. Taylor: That is not being attempted
or asked.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Wait a minute;
I am coming to my point. Such a transi-
tion can be made in a way which is bene-
ficial to all concerned, and if it is done
that way we will gain a great deal of good-
will and prestige out of it. Probably very
few members of this Chamber realise that
in the year I was born B.H.P., which is the
greatest of Australian industrial enter-
prises, was an English company. Western
Mining was started as an English company.
But today one cannot imagine any com-
panies more Australian than B.H.P. and
Western Mining. This is the way this sort
of thing happens. Western Mining had a
great man in W. S. Robinson-a great Aus-
tralian-who really set the pattern for this
type of development in Australia. He 'was
a tremendous inspiration to work with. in
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my early days as a Minister he made some
of his time available to me; and he and
Essington Lewis were always available for
counsel.

T found great profit in sitting down with
those gentlemen to gain some of their great
wisdom, inspiration, and their spirit of
dedication to the Australian cause. I believe
that because of the approach they made;
because of the way they worked to achieve
this Australian approach, we did it bet-
ter; we were able to do it more quickly
than otherwise would have been the case.
To both those men I owe a great debt be-
cause they were wise men and great Aus-
tralians and they had great faith in the
future of Australia; but they were real-
ists. They realised we had to go through
the various steps if we wanted to get to
the end of the road otherwise we would
crash at the first hurdle and get nowhere.
This is what will happen to Australia to-
day. because the Federal Government is
trying to jump too high a hurdle at the
one time and Putting all the horses over
the hurdle at the one time instead of
carrying out the programme with proper
phased steps.

If the Minister and his colleagues in
Canberra issue an edict about the pro-

. portion of Australian equity in these ven-
tures it will never be successful. Every
country that has issued an edict and has
said. 'No development will proceed except
on the basis of a specified proportion of
local equity" has failed. On the other hand,
nobody in the Commonwealth has said,
"This is our objective. Come and help us
achieve it." That has never been said.
iMr. Taylor: If they issued such an

edict-

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Common-
wealth has already virtually issued an
edict, and as far as fuel and energy are
concerned it has Issued an edict loud and
clear that is reverberating throughout the
world.

The other point Is the question of the
approach that is made to exports. We all
believe and understand that under the
Constitution the Commonwealth has cer-
tain control over the exports and the
imports. They are the international as-
pects of our trade and naturally they do
need control, but it was always intended
that the control should be used sensibly.
If there is an intrusion into normal, good,
sound commercial practice at that level
it will be doomed to disaster because it
was mainly intended to protect the secur-
ity of our country and was not intended
to be used just for party political ends.

Therefore the way in which the control
of exports and imports is being Imple-
mented and talked about by the Federal
Government at present is achieving
nothing except to rub people up the
wrong way and to create concern and lack
of confidence, and the sooner the Com-
monwealth stops talking like this the bet-
ter it will be.

Another blow which seriously affects
Australia and the Goldsworthy mining
company is the change in the income tax
laws in the last Federal Budget, particu-
larly in relation to special investment
allowances and the methods of deprecia-
tion.

These Projects need some incentive be-
cause. in the main, they are in remote
areas; they need incentive Much more
than a metropolitan industry, for
instance. As I have said, in the main
they are in remote areas; whether it be
the Perseverance nickel mine at Agnew, the
Mt. Keith nickel operation, the Golds-
worthy operation, or the Robe River opera-
tion-all these projects need incentives
much more than does a metropolitan in-
dustry, because they have this tremendous
burden of construction and operating costs.
Therefore when these allowances were
withdrawn, a tremendous incentive was
withdrawn from those companies; an in-
centive that is Partly Psychological as well
as real and material.

I do not think some of the advisers to
the Government in Canberra have a suffi-
cient understanding of the carrot that
one can hold out when we have invest-
ment incentives such as those which we
had. The Gorton Government withdrew
such an incentive and it had to restore It
quickly because that Government found
its move had an immediate impact on the
Productivity and the capacity of this
country. Tt is a fact that immediately
this type of investment is stopped, imme-
diately the type of project to generate ex-
port income and the offset of imports is
inhibited. As a result the Gorton Govern-
ment found that it had to restore this
incentive quickly.

Mr. Taylor: I understand that in one
fell swoop the Gorton Government oh3-
tained more real taxation in the one year
than we did from the royalties received
from all the companies.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is normal,
but the real complaint we have is that
the wrong yardstick is used in assessing
what the State should get in return. That
is why we have had Mr. Snedden commit
himself in public and in private that 'when
he gets into office we shall get our proper
share of Commonwealth funds as our just
right-especially when we consider what
the Commonwealth has gained from
Queensland and Western Australia in the
way of export income and other advant-
ages: especially when we consider the
amount we save the Commonwealth with
the receipt of royalties from these com-
panies, and especially after we made this
State independent and removed it from
among the claimant States. All of these
factors mean that we are entitled to mnuch
more than we are actually getting from
the Commonwealth.
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Mr. Taylor: I agree that the State
must remain vigilant to make certain that
it is not disadvantaged in its relationship
with the Australian Government.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister
does not support me in public with that
particular point of view; I wish he would
to a greater extent.

I now want to refer to another area in
which our position is being prejudiced and
the future of these projects is being in-
hibited; namely, that the Commonwealth
Government is making so much play on
the fact that, so far as it is concerned,
the States are finished. In a moment I
w~iill quote from the Federal Mansard of
the 23rd October, 1973. This quotation is
relevant to the agreement we have before
us because it has been read and reread
and redistributed in Japan to an amazing
degree. I am now having It returned
to me from many places. The quotation is
from what Mr. Conner said when speak-
ing in the House of Represenatives en the
23rd October, 1973, and his speech is re-
corded in the Federal Hansard at page
2513. He was talking about the peculiar
alliance between the honourable member
for Farrer-who to us is known as Mr.
F'airbairn, the former Minister for National
Development-and the South Australian
Premier (Mr. R. Dunstan). He went on
to say-

He has been told and he 'will stay
told.

He was referring to Mr. Dunstan, the Pre-
mier of South Australia. Continuing to
quote-

No longer will any State premier
usurp the functions of a national
government. No longer will any State
government be hieing itself off over-
seas and negotiating contracts in re-
spect of national assets. That will be
done through the Australian national
Government. it is being done and it
'will continue to be done.

If I were the Premier of South Australia
I would be terribly concerned about this
attitude, because this statement was re-
iterated again when these gentlemen from
the Federal Parliament were in Japan.

Mr, Hutchinson: It was an insult.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Not one single
export-producing project and not one
major income-producing project in a basic
industry-the primary industry or the
mining industry-has been generated by
initiative from Canberra-not one!

Mr. Bertram: That Is not surprising.
Sir CHARLES COURT: All the initiative

was generated by the State because it pos-
sessed local knowledge: local reasons; local
ambitions, and local loyalties that forced
its representatives to travel around the
world to introduce capital and expertise to
this State, and when we look at the pro-
jects that have been developed both in

Queensland and in Western Australia,
What do we find wrong with them? They
are all efficient and have gained world
standing because of their reputation for
Producing large quantities of ore and, in
the main, producing prodigious quantities
of income, with more to follow. If We
are to take heed of what the Federal
Minister has said-that is, "No, this will
not be done"-in my view he has issued
a note of warning to the Ministers con-
cerned, because his words about Mr.
Dlunstan are very ominous and typical of
the sort of "co-operation" we get from Mr.
Connor when he said, "He has been told
and he will stay told".

The Minister for Minerals and Energy
went on to say-

No longer will any State government
be hieing off overseas and negotiating
contracts in respect of national assets.
That will be done through the Aus-
tralian national Government.

I should point out these are the assets of
the State as well as the assets of the
nation. I am amazed that the present State
Government has not revolted about the
action by the Commonwealth Government.

Mr. Hartrey: You have to admit that the
Constitution gives the Commonwealth
Government the power to co-ordinate
these things.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course, we
acknowledge that matters of international
trade, both in and out, have to be co-
ordinated at the national level, but this
does not mean the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment should take over and deprive the
State of its initiative. The Commonwealth
was given that power for the purpose of
co-ordinating these exports and trade.

Mr. Taylor: The trouble is the States
are not co-ordinating, When the States
develop these things, perhaps there is a
loss of value and of natural resources.

'The SPEAKER: I think the Leader of
the Opposition is getting a little away from
the Bill.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to get
back to this project which is in jeopardy,
because of the attitude of the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr. Taylor: I shall make a point which
I intended to make later. Why is the com-
pany prepared to spend a vast amount of
money, assuming Parliament passes this
Bill, if it does not have the confidence?
The Leader of the Opposition is going
around and around and not answering the
points outlined in the Bill at all.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Leader of
the Opposition has a responsibility in
dealing with a project which we want to
see get off the ground, Of course, the
company wants the written authority to
get on with the deal. I am sure the com-
pany hopes there will be a change here,
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and also a change in Canberra, before too
much damage is done. In the meantime
the company wishes the protection of an
understanding on some areas, Let me say
that we are all involved in the big issue
which is going on In the Commonwealth
sphere.

I assume the Minister has seen the com-
ments which were made by the Prime Min-
ister in Japan. I refer in particular to a
statement which appeared in the Austra-
lian Information Service, which is the
official service used by the Prime Minister
and his Ministers. The document entitled,
"Item 4-Resources Statement by R. F. X.
Connor, Australian Minister for Minerals
and Energy" bears examination.

This was distributed to all the Japanese
Government officers as well as the
Japanese Government Milnsters; of course,
in addition it was distributed to the Press.
This is an interesting comment which the
Prime Minister made in that official state-
ment-

Effective action has been taken to
ensure that the various State Govern-
ments do not exceed their functions
in relation to minerals and energy,
and usurp those of the Australian
Government.

The Prime Minister reiterated this state-
ment, and made it clear to the senior
Japanese officers that in future the Japan-
ese will be dealing with Canberra, and
not with us as a State, I take excep-
tion to this, because the State was com-
pletely bypassed by the Government inl
Canberra when matters of such vital con-
cern affecting minerals and fuel were
under consideration.

The Premier has made it clear in answer
to questions that he was told about the
visit by the Prime Minister, but that he
was not consulted about the deal. No
senior officer of the Western Australian
Government was present to advise the
Commonwealth Government, nor was any
Minister of the State Government present.

Even if a Liberal-Country Party Gov-
ernment in Canberra had started to talk
about the Western Australian resources
there would be "bcbbsie die" should it
attempt to bypass the State on an issue
like this. I am sure that we would say to
such a Government, "We will accept co-
ordination and collaboration, but you will
not take over our rightful responsibility.
We have a responsibility to develop these
resources within sensible national guide-
lines." There is a mighty difference
between co-ordination and direction, with
the usurping of these powers by Big
Brother at Canberra.

I am very worried about the way the
present Government in Canberra is
acting, to the detriment of Western Aus-
tralia more than any other State. and
masquerading this question of nationalism
as an excuse for it to socialise Australia.

I think we have to talk about this
attitude of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and we have to keep on reminding
the people about it, because that is the
objective of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

People normally fall for the idea of
greater Australian ownership of our
resources, and the claptrap about "buying
back" Australia, The fact is we have not
sold Australia; we still own it, We find
great developments in the north of the
State, where the ports and railways have
been established on a leasehold basis.
These facilities cannot be taken away
from this State; and once they are estab-
lished they are available to assist develop-
ment within the guidelines laid down by
this Parliament.

We want a greater Australian comnpon-
ent in our development, but we should
achieve this in a sensible and civilised way.
If we do not attain this objective in the
right way we will not get the development
that we desire. That is what confronts
Australia at the Present time.

I shall now deal with some points con-
tained ink the agreement that is attached
to the Bill. The Minister has explained
that the purpose of this agreement is to
give the company access to some addi-
tional areas which will have the protection
of an agreement, and will come in under
the umbrella of an agreement rather than
be left in an uncertain way as ordinary
temporary reserves on a non-negotiated
basis so far as their development is con-
cerned. We raise no objection to this.

The Minister also explained that the
opportunity has been taken to tidy up one
or two matters. one is in respect of
power, and the other in respect of water.
We raise no objection to this either, as
we assume the company is quite happy
with the proposals. The water require-
ments of the company have been divided
Into the water that is required for the
port or the industrial end of its operations,
and the water that Is required for the
mine site.

The port or Industrial end of the opera-
tions is in an entirely different situation
from the mining end. As I understand the
position, the company still has the right
to search for water to serve the mining
end; but so f ar as the port or industrial
end is concerned the company will now
come within the confines of a system
which will be negotiated by the company
with the Government, in most cases hope-
fully on a scheme basis.

Mr. Taylor:, In respect of the availability
of water the company has to negotiate
with the Government.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This aspect was
clear-cut in the original agreement. When
it came to water the company was vir-
tually "on its own". We could not tell
which of the companies would get off the
ground first, or whether all companies
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would get off the ground; therefore each
project had to be planned as a separate
entity. We as a Government did not want
to be committed to finding the water, and
therefore we left the company with cer-
tain exploration rights for water. The
revised aspects are being codified, and we
do not quarrel with the proposals in the
agreement before us. They seem to be
practical, and they provide for changed
conditions. We have developed a water
system, such as the Millstream system, at
the port end; and the mining operations
call for less water, so greater flexibility
has been allowed.

So far as power is concerned we have no
quarrel with the proposal at all. Here again
we assume the Proposal has been worked
out in conjunction with the company.

I want to raise a query with the Minis-
ter, so that he may be able to obtain
the answers by the time we reach the
third reading stage, although I hasten to
say I am not asking him to hold up the
passage of the Bill or the third reading
stage because if it is agreed to the matter
can be resolved when the Bill is being
dealt with in another place.

Mr. Taylor: I appreciate that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have made an
analysis of the areas referred to in the
agreement in the pro forma lease, and
also in the Minister's second reading
speech notes. Somewhere along the line
there seems to be an area, that has slipped
out of the system. I do not expect the
Minister to be able to get this information
today.

Mr. Taylor. I hope I will be able to
clarify this, because of the warning you
gave me yesterday.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am assuming
that plan "A" is unchanged. This was
the plan that was the basis of the original
agreement. Then in 1970 some additional
areas were added, these being 4269H1,
4270H*, 4271H*, 4272H*, and 4273H*. The Dill
changes those areas and incorporates
4269H, 4270H*, and 4273H,. but deletes
42711-1 and 4272H*. Although the Minister
did not specifically spell them out in his
notes, I gather these were the two sur-
rendered in the Millstream area shown on
the plan as now tabled. They were sur-
rendered because they conflicted with the
Millstream water area.

Mr. Taylor: That is so.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister

has confirmed this across the Chamber so
I can dismiss them.

The Bill then brought in a number of
other areas, these being 43221H, 4323H1,
4324H*, 4981H*, 4982H*, 4983H*, 5733H, and
5345H*, and the speech notes deal with all
those numbers. So we have no quarrel on
that point.

However, when we come to the pro
forma lease at the back of the Bill, 'we
find that some areas are listed which come
under the provisions of clauses 3 and 4 on
page 10 of the document. According to
my summary all the areas are accounted
for with one exception. To make it easier
I will for the record list all those which
are accounted for in the Minister's speech
and in the Bill. They are 4321H, 43231*.
4324H*, 4981H*, 498211, 4983 H, 5733H*, and
5845H*. However, clauses 3 and 4 of the
pro formna lease refer to 4 3221* which is
not mentioned in either the Bill or the
Minister's speech. I was trying to relate
this to the surrendered areas, but I gather
there is no relationship.

Mr. Taylor: There is an explanation
which I will give.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am assuming
that 4 9821* and 58451-1 were those areas
exchanged for the water catchment areas
4271H* and 4272H*. They seem to be the
related areas. There are two other areas
I want to deal with. In his speech notes
the Minister referred to areas 5733H* and
59845H*, but neither of those areas is men-
tioned in the 'pro forms, lease document.
I can only assume they were clean-skin
areas and did not relate to the others.
Could the Minister confirm that?

Mr. Taylor: Yes, I do confirm it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Those are clean-

skin areas and do not have to be referred
to in the pro forina lease?

Mr. Taylor: No.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Only 4322H* then

is in thin air somewhere at the moment.
I cannot imagine It has any legal status
being in the pro formna ]ease.

Mr. Taylor: It has been incorporated in
one of the others which was a point not
made clear to me until you raised the
matter yesterday. It should have been in-
cluded in the speech. It was cancelled and
the land was included in reserve 58451*
which was one of those exchanged in the
water lease.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I could not find
it on the map.

Mr. Taylor: An explanation should have
been given, but was omitted.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I wish to men-
tion briefly that the method of escalating
the royalties has been changed from the
old datum point we used to use of the
Adelaide price for B.H.P. pig iron to an
Australia-wide denominator which does not
affect the royalty structure, but does give
a more easily obtainable modern datum
point from which to start to regulate the
escalation of the royalties.

If I read the agreement correctly, no
leases have yet been issued, but the Gov-
ernment has now agreed with the com-
pany that the leases will all be issued with
a date as though they commenced on the
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31st October, 1970, and the first period
will be 21 years with successive periods of
21. Years. It is not unusual for a company
to function for so long and be in operation
without a lease because it has statutory
rights in respect of a lease, It is a matter
only of its making a selection and eventu-
ally agreeing on the final form of the doc-
ument, particularly as the pro forina IRS
been agreed. The new pro forma will take
over. The old one is being repealed, and
we will have the new one which is set out
on pages 8 to 11 in the document cur-
rently before the House.

Mr. Taylor. The process is a. little
unusual, but was followed for a purpose
which the Leader of the Opposition under-
stands,, that is, the need for the company
to have some greater feeling of security
when it seeks finance.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is not unusual
for companies to go into production with-
out an actual formal lease.

Mr. Taylor: That Is so.

Sir CHARLES COURT: They have no
lease because the documents Parliament
gives them set out their leasing rights, I
notice the company has agreed on a start-
ing date. Previously the lease had to be
read with the agreement and then the date
wvas related to the "commencing date".
The only point I raise with the Minister is
the question of the unusual paragraphs
wve now find in the Pro forma mineral
lease. On page 10 paragraph 3 read--

3. Cliffs shall if the Minister for
Mines determines during the term of
this lease (but not in respect of any
renewed term) Pay to the previously
'registered occupant of Temporary
Reserve 4321H1, 4322H1, 4323H1, 4324H,
4981H1, 4982H1, and 49831-1 such
amount as the Minister for Mines
may approve towards expenditure in-
curred by such occupant on the ex-
ploration of the said reserves.

It is understood that if exploration ex-
penses were incurred by the previous reg-
istered Proprietors they will have to be
recouped on a basis the Minister deter-
mines, presumably at his absolute discre-
tion. Paragraph 4 reads-

4. Cliffs shall if the Minister for
Mines so determines during the
term of this lease or any renewed
term pay to the previously reg-
istered occupant of Temporary
Reserves 4321H1, 4322H1, 432311,
4324H1, 4981H1, 498211 and 4983H1
a royalty at a rate of 0.25 per
centum per ton on the value of
iron ore (as determined by the
minister for Mines) shipped or
sold by Cliffs from the land
formerly comprised in the said
reserves during the first twenty-
one year production period but
no longer.

The queries I raise are, first of all: Why is
this particular provision incorporated?
Was it a condition under which the temp-
orary reserves were made available? My
second query is: Who were the previously
registered proprietors of these areas? It
would be interesting to note the procedures
by which they now become incorporated
in this agreement, in view of the con-
troversy which has taken place.

The final point I make is in regard to
paragraph 4 which sets out-

Cliffs shall if the Minister for Mines
so determines during the term of this
lease or any renewed term...

I repeat: "Or any renewed term". It will
be noticed that paragraph 3 sets out-

Cliffs shall if the Minister for Mines
determines during the term of this
lease (but not in respect of any re-
newed term)..

When it comes to the reimbursement of
expenses-and I do not question that, be-
cause obviously they can be reimbursed
once only-the Minister will determine
who is entitled to the reimbursement of
Xk number of dollars, and that will be the
end of It. It would not be a recurring cost.
In paragraph 4 we are referring to a
royalty, which is a recurring cost. Para-
grapih 4 sets out-

Cliff s shall if the Minister for Mines
so determines during the term of this
lease or any renewed term pay the
previously registered occupant...

And then at the end of the paragraph it
is stated-

'''during the first twenty-one
Year production Period but no longer.

A lease is usually for a period of 21 years,
and it is intended that this lease shall be
for 21 years. My interpretation of the
paragraph is that the production period
may be extended into a new lease. The
lease is for 21 years but production may
not start before two years, whicb would
mean that two years of the lease had ex-
pired. If that is the reason, we would not
quarrel with it.

Mr. Taylor: Yes, that is so.
Sir CHARLES COURT:. It did seem odd

to provide for the period to extend into
a new lease.

Mr. Taylor; The interpretation of the
Leader of the Opposition is correct-that
the former holders of the lease should be
recompensed over a fixed period.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I think it is
important that members should under-
stand, from a very rough calculation, that
the previous owners of these temporary
reserves will receive something like a mini-
mum of $300,000 a year for 21 years with
no capital investment at all.

Perhaps the Minister can supply the
information regarding the transfer from
one owner to the other because these
areas were allocated by the Government,
and not by way of assignment or transfer.
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That raised the query in our minds and
I ask the Minister to clarify the situation
for us.

Mr. Taylor: I suggest the Leader of the
Opposition may be able to guess the
reason, but I will cover the point.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No, I cannot
guess. If it were an assignment it would
be easy to understand but it is not an
assignment and the Minister specifically
stated that these areas were allocated by
the Government. The Minister's com-
ments appear at pages 6, 7, and 8 of nis
typewritten notes.

Mr. Taylor: I can recall the comments.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We support the
Bill.

Sitting suspended from 12.43 to 2.15 Pi.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Development and Decentralisation) [2.15
p.m.]: Just before the luncheon suspen-
sion the Leader of the opposition resumed
his seat after giving us a fairly long expo-
sition on a very short measure. I begin
by thanking him for his acceptance, in
principle, Of the Bill; for his agreemecnt
with the clauses within it; and for the
fact that the aim of the measure appears
to be in order and will be of benefit to
the company concerned and the State.

The Leader of the opposition asked one
or two questions which I hope to answer
later. with the indulgence of the Speaker,
I thought, he wandered a little away from
the legislation itself. I hope that YOU,
Sir, will grant me similar indulgence and
allow me to speak broadly on the subject
matter before coming back to the question
of the agreement and the details pertain-
ing to it.

The original expos6 by the Leader of
the opposition on the background to
Cleveland-Cliffs was of value to the House.
This information, generally, was known
to me but I must admit it has become
known to me Only since I have held, this
particular Portfolio. I would agree, virtu-
Daly completely, with the Leader of the
opposition when he spoke of the "house-
keeping" of this particular company. In
fact, the Leader of the opposition used
that word. He also spoke about its atti-
tude to the responsibilities which it has
inherited in the agreement it has taken
up. Certainly a term that came to mind
-and I used it to the State manager of
the project-was that his company ap-
peared to me to be "old fashioned". I
used the expression "old fashioned" and
the State manager accepted it In the way
in which it was meant: namely, to convey
a compliment that his company appeared
to have a very high degree of integrity;
that it had a substantial background and
tradition to draw upon; that it seemed to
be unhurried and unflustered; but that it
appeared to have adequate resources upon

which to draw, whether in a technological
or financial field. It is a long-established,
world-renowned company and the way it
has carried out its operations in the State
deserves commendation.

Therefore, that part of the expos6 of
the Leader of the Opposition had merit.
He was quite right in making the point
that the former Government-and this is
on record-was extremely keen that this
project should not only be established but
also have a long life. Certain guarantees
were given to the company that all would
be done, as far as possible, to ensure that
the company continued in operation and
prospered.

This Government has continued with
that attitude and this particular measure
is part of the virtually long-standing
agreement with the company that whatever
could be done by the Government of the
day would be done to facilitate the com-
pany in its activities in order that it may
have a long life; that it may be able to
utilise the investment it has made in
Western Australia; and receive adequate
recompense for it.

The Leader of the Opposition's general
comments on the technology of the com-
pany also warrant some remarks from my-
self. Certainly Cleveland-Cliffs did its
homework and came up with a type of
pellet-as the Leader of the Opposition
said-which was immediately acceptable to
the Japanese mills, unlike the experience
of some other major producers in this
State. The company appears to have the
inside running as far as future contracts
are concerned.

So confident is the company that, today
or tomorrow, a State representative of the
company is to leave for overseas to meet
representatives of companies which may
be purchasing pellets--and the hopes of
the company are extremely high. This visit
is one more reason why It is important to
the Government that the measure is before
the House and is being debated.

In fact, the company's hopes are so high
that it has already begun much of the
engineering work and planning design ne-
cessary to have the new pellet plant estab-
lished. I can say that the company, as far
as the present Government is concerned
and obviously from the point of view of
the former Government, is doing all that
could be expected of it, and more; and
its activities will help the State to prosper.

If that were all the Leader of the Oppo-
sition had said, this would be the point
for me to sum UP in regard to the one
or two questions he raised, and then allow
the matter to proceed to the vote. However.
the story the Leader of the Opposition
proceeded to tell is one we have heard in
this House before on a number of occa-
sions. We have read the story In the news-
paper and heard it on television from time
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to time. To my way of thinking, it had
anl been said before and no new point was
made.

Had there been justification for the points
made, repetition would be a valid way of
getting the message across; but most of
what the Leader of the Opposition said in
what he termed the second part of his
speech requires some comment because I
feel it is largely without substance. Had
it been a no confidence motion, I would
be raising my voice a little higher and
perhaps using superlatives. However, I
want to confine myself to comparatives be-
cause the message delivered to the House
earlier was delivered in a very placid and
matter-of-fact way and I will attempt to
reply to some of the points made in exactly
the same manner.

The Leader of the Opposition based part
of his speech on the proposition that there
was lack of confidence in the State or a
situation existed which would lead to lack
of confidence, that we would be in trouble
with competitors overseas, that we were
handing over to the Federal Government-
the old story-control of our resources, and
that the inexperience and irrascibility of
certain Ministers were d-oing this State and
the Commonwealth a lot of harm.

I do not see it that way at all, nor does
the Government; and I think no reason-
ing person who reads his newspaper-
whichever one it is-and knows what is
happening in the State could accept the
proposition that there is a lack of con-
fidence in this State or that any project
whatsoever is being held back at this par-
ticular time for any reason other than
what might he considered to be the public
Interest.

Mr. Grayden: What about Selcast?

Mr. TAYLOR: Let us look at this
matter. Not so long ago this House agreed
to a wood chipping industry agreement
which was accepted by the Common
wealth Government, and the industry is
now under way, We have a second project
in the alumina Bill which the Govern-
ment is quite hopeful will get through. To
date, there are no indications that the
project will not get off the ground. Cer-
tainly the venturers concerned are push-
ing& ahead as though It will get off the
ground. The State Government Is tackl-
ing the problem by getting on with the
job in hand and not complaining that
something might happen "if", "but", and
"however".

At the moment, this particular company
_-Cliffs-is proceeding overseas, fully con-
fident that it will be able to sell its pro-
ducts. It needs the approval of the Re-
serve Bank, and that is one of the reasons
the company has asked that the new
leases be incorporated under the umnbrella
of the Act. The company is quite confi-
dent: it believes the contract is within its
reach. It has already embarked on ex-

penditure of part of the $100,000,000 to-
wards the project to double the pelletisa-
tion capacity of its plant.

The Leader of the Opposition covered
the moves by Goldsworthy which are only
a matter of months old-in fact they were
announced less than a month ago, That
company is also spending large sums and
pressing ahead, which is the only way to
tackle the problems. It serves no good
purpose to look for artificial barriers and
stand back and wait.

Sir Charles Court: Galdsworthy has
been spending money on area "C" for
years.

Mr. TAYLOR: And it has reached a
stage where it is prepared to spend more.

Sir Charles Court: It must do so under
its agreement.

Mr. TAYLOR: It could postpone
development. The agreement contains a
force mnajeure clause and if the company
considered the development was beyond its
capacity at this time, or that there was no
market for its product, it could ask the
Government for a postponement, Golds-
worthy and other companies know the
world situation. They do not guess it, they
know it. A matter of weeks ago Golds-
worthy announced plans for a multi-
million dollar pelletisation plant at
Finucane Island.

A matter of two days ago Alcoa
indicated in the Press its plans for the
immediate future-all this despite the fact
that a Federal Labor Government has been
in office for 12 months and has at least
another two years to go. Each of those
companies is prepared to invest substantial
suns of money now, and to seek sales
overseas now. Not one of them shows the
lack of confidence in the State Govern-
ment which the Opposition is showing.

Sir Charles Court: You are fooling
yourself.

Mr. TAYLOR: I would say one would be
a fool if one did not listen to those wh o
come to one's office daily indicating their
confidence in this State. Whether they be
Japanese, American, or Australian busi-
nessmen, there is confidence and progress
continues.

Let me give two examples. Yesterday a
group of senior Japanese businessmen
were in my office. They had left Japan
subsequent to the departure of the Prime
Minister and his Party. The comment
conveyed to me through an interpreter was
that the company fully understood the
attitude of the Commonwealth Govern-
mnent, and its representatives were on their
way to Canberra, to have talks with the
Government which they were hopeful
would be successful. Here is a company
which is the largest producer in its field
in terms of chemicals. Its representatives
have passed through this State and are
on their way to Canberra. Would they be
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proceeding to Canberra to talk to the
Federal Government if they did not have
confidence in their chances of success?
I repeat that the group left Japan sub-
sequent to the talks that were held in that
country,

Mr. O'Neil: They understood the Com-
monwealth Government's attitude, and
will go over there to try to tell them how
stupid they are.

Mr. TAYLOR: Let us proceed a step
further. The Leader of the Opposition-
and I think rightly-drew attention to the
position of Brazil. He has made this point
from time to time. He isa well aware-as I
hope most of us are-that the Brazilian
product is a very good one. It is high in
iron and low in aluminium and phos,
and there are certain infrastructure
advantages in that country. The Leader
of the Opposition pointed to Brazil as
being a danger to Australia unless we are
very careful. I accept that point. But being
careful does not mean that we must corn-
pletely give: in to whatever trials are to
be faced.

Sir Charles Court: No-one said that.
Mr. TAYLOR: Well, i am making the

point clear. I was chided recently at a
function by a Person who is prominent in
the mining industry in this State and
who is very we]! respected-in fact I
understand he could be a member of the
Liberal Party's minerals policy committee
-questioning the reason that the Govern-
ment appeared to want to put so much in
the way of the Japanese market. He felt
there should be a greater emphasis on try-
ing to get iron as well as other minerals
into other market areas so that the State
could benefit from a balanced export
market rather than putting all our eggs
into one basket.

That is exactly what the Japanese are
doing. I felt his advice was very sound
indeed. This State can gain by attempt-
ing to sell its resources all over the world
rather than by selling them in one area.
If we accept that point, I do not think
we can blame the Japanese for looking
towards Brazil.

Sir Charles Court: I hope you are doing
that actively, because when we were in
Government we took an active interest in
European markets and, in fact, negotiated
sales to Belgium, France, Italy, Germany,
and Holland.

Mr. TAYLOR: I think there still Is.
It appears that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion agrees with my point. The point I
am making is that the fear of Brazil must
be regarded in perspective. it is in the
interests of Japan to deal with Brazil and
other countries of the world: and at the
same time any responsible Government in
Australia, should endeavour to maintain as
far as possible a balanced export Pro-
gramme to as many countries as possible
so that we may keep cur work force oc-

cupied and our resources continually
under development; but, as I say, this
must be done In balance, and we should
not throw away our initiatives because of
a suggested fear that someone else may
take the market from us.

Nothing has been conveyed to my de-
partment by the group from Japan or by
anyone from elsewhere to indicate that
companies in this State have any fears.
They expect their projects will continue to
expand and prosper in the immediate and
far-distant future.

Mr. Grayden: Obviously you didn't see
the Japanese statement of about two days
ago in which it was said they are going
to look to South Africa and South America.

Mr. TAYLOR: Perhaps they are. I
suggest to the honourable member-I have
already said this and I do not want to in-
dulge in repetition-that Japan would be
wise to do that. That is what the State
Go vernment is doing, and that is what the
Opposition will do if and when it becomes
the Government.

I think the remarks made about the atti-
tude of the Commonwealth Government
are worthy of comment.

Mr. A. A. Lewis: You are telling me.
Mr. TAYLOR: A lengthy debate ensued

in this House in respect of the
north-west shelf, what transpired in regard
to Woodside-Burmab, and the comments
made in a particular report. I hope the
Chamber learnt a lesson from that; that
is, there was no confiscation and, in fact,
the company is continuing and will con-
tinue its efforts. What the Australian
Government wants to do-and I hope it
is what we all want-is to achieve greater
participation and equity by Australian
groups. During that debate I interjected
when the Leader of the Opposition was
speaking and made that point. He
accepted it and said he as a former Min-
ister attempted to do likewise.

Sir Charles Court: We did achieve it.
Mr. TAYLOR: Fine;, then my point Is

that we should persist with this attitude.
The Federal Government is simply
attempting to upgrade or increase the rate
at which it Is done.

Let me give one or two examples of how
I think it is being done. The ODECO com-
pany which constructs offshore drilling
platforms and rigs was a wholly-owned
American enterprise as I understand the
situation. After policy announcements of
the Federal Government that company
decided that Perhaps it was in its interests
to have some Australian equity, and it has
done just that. Instead of making a public
issue whereby the subscriptions may be
taken up in bulk by large institutions such
as insurance groups. the company took on
as a partner Ampol Petroleum and A.I.D.C.
-the Country Party-planned Government
instrumentality. ODECO Australia is now
50 per cent. American owned and 50 per
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vent. Australian owned. Obviously the
company must gain substantially from that
move. It now has contact with the Aus-
tralian Government and with an Austra-
lian oil retailer; and It has all the tech-
nological know-how of a world-wide com-
pany. it made this decision since the pre-
sent Australian Government came to office.

As far as the refinery for the north-
west shelf is concerned, the State Govern-
ment was very Pleased when an approach
was made by a Japanese group to form a
consortium with Woodside-Hurrnah to es-
tablish a refinery in the Pilbara. This
would have been a great fillip to the State
and to the region.

Sir Charles Court: Except that Wood-
side-Burmab will be excluded by Common-
wealth decree.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is right. If we
take this point further, from what I have
been given to understand-and unfortun-
ately I cannot recall the reference although
I would like to be able to lay my hands
on it-the plan of the Federal Minister
is to establish an Australian-owned re-
finery in the Pilbara, rather than one
which is owned basically by overseas in-
terests. He claims to be somewhere near
to being able to fulfil his plan.

Sir Charles Court: And that Will COM-
pletely override the State Government.

Mr. TAYLOR: Let me make my point.
The refinery will be two-thirds owned by
two Australian oil companies, and one-
third owned by A.I.D.C.

Sir Charles Court: And no State involve-
ment.

Mr. TAYLOR: I put it to the House:
Which is of greater value to this State
and to this country? I would like to take
up at two levels the point of the Leader
of the Opposition about the State not
being involved. I was interested in the
comments of the member for Darling
Range when he spoke on the Estimates
recently. I think he chose a very good
topic when he spoke on regionalism. I did
not agree with all his points, but I think
this is a subject which is deserving of
greater debate in this Chamber because
there is much to be learnt if we try to
understand just what the commonwealth
Government is attempting to do.

The member for Darling Range made
the point that he felt facilities in country
areas of Western Australia are as good
as those in the metropolitan area. I inter-
jected and said I would quote that point
back at him one day. I am accepting the
point: but I say this: Western Australia,
as a claimant State. relied on the other
States for many, many years to assist it
to maintain its standard of living and to
ensure that it did not fall behind in terms
of education, health, and In other areas:
although we did fall behind in terms of
trade and increased employment oppor-
tunities.

Mr. Hutchinson: Because we bought our
products from the Eastern States.

Mr. TAYLOR: True; but as far as ge-
neral services were concerned we remained
roughly on a par with other States. Educa-
tion and health remained much on a par
with the other States. My point is that
there is very little disparity between the
two.

The line that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion appears to be taking-and I have as
may source a television interview when he
was speaking on the possibility of secession
-is that Western Australia now for some
reason or other should obtain as much as
it can from the development of its resour-
ces; and I accept that point to a degree.

Sir Charles Court: So it should.
Mr. TAYLOR: But perhaps to the exclu-

sion of other States.
Sir Charles Court: No-one has said tbat.

either. You are misquoting me. I said
that we should have our fair share.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition Pointed out that Queensland and
Western Australia could, to their greater
advantage, have seceded.

Sir Charles Court: Even the part which
Your leader read out of context indicated
that I had Prefaced my remarks by saying
I was not advocating secession.

Mr. TAYLOR: Whether the Leader of
the Opposition agrees with me, or whether
I have taken his point wrongly, I do not
know; but I shall make my point. The
fact is that we are an Australian Govern-
ment, and the resources of this State
should not necessarily be the sole prero-
gative of this State. We are all in one boat.
and we swim or sink together. In the past
sometimes it was of advantage to this State
when the other States prospered.

Mr. Nalder: We will look after our In-
terests in this State.

Mr. TAYLOR: This could well be.
Sir Charles Court: You should not mis-

represent the Position. We were made a
mendicant State when we did not need to
be a mendicant State.

Mr. TAYLOR: We see nothing wrong
with the Australian Government taking
the lead in moves with regard to the export
and the selling price of resources from
within this State. We believe that certainly
this should be done by the Australa n
Government in consultation with the
State, and that we should play a part in
the move. We appreciate that the State
has a right to be irritated if it is getting an
unifair deal. However, the only adequate
group to protect the interests of the nation
as a whole is the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

Mr. Fletcher: The Australian Govern-
ment.

Mr. TAYLOR: I thank the honourable
member for that correction. I mean the
Australian Government.
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Sir Charles Court: This is a disciplined
party!

Mr. TAYLOR: The Leader of the OP-
Position made reference to a comment by
the Federal Minister for Minerals and
Energy which appeared to be rather abra-
sive, when the latter referred to the Prem-
ier of South Australia, his attitude, and
what should be the situation. In this re-
spect I recall a situation which developed
in the late 1940s and the early 1950s when
the country then known as Persia nation-
alised the BP oil refinery at Abadan, after
which one was established in Western Aus-
tralia. I recall the competition which took
place between South Australia and West-
ern Australia for the establishment of a
refinery. I recall what Western Australia
had to offer as an Inducement to the com-
pany to establish the refinery here, and a-%
a result of that we won the day. Credit
should be given where credit is due; that
was the basis of the industrial expansiOn
of this State.

Mr. W. A. Manning: That was State
initiative.

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes, but a price was paid
for the establishment of the refinery, and
today the price is still being paid, because
roughly $1,000,000 a year is lost in dues
and pilotage fees.

Sir Charles Court: Do you think that
should not have been done?

Mr. TAYLOR: Within a short time utter
that took place, another refinery was es-
tablished in South Australia. In fact, the
two States were competing against each
other in offering concessions, but neither
could afford to put a proportion of its
resources into such a venture. Both States
needed a refinery desperately, almost at
any price.

I agree there was State initiative, but
it was competition that decided which
State finally obtained the refinery. Today
where would we be if we had that type of
competition between States, in bidding
against South Australia in the sale of the
gas resources, or even in bidding against
Victoria in the sale of its gas resources?

Mr. Hutchinson: You do not believe in
Federation?

Mr. TAYLOR: I believe in Federation
and also In equality within the nation, but
not equality within a particular State.

Sir Charles Court:, On the question of
the establishment of the oil refinery, if
that matter had been left to the national
Government to negotiate the refinery
would not have been established in West-
ern Australia.

Mr. Rushton: Are you claiming credit
for the Labor Party for that?

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Dale has
just interjected and asked whether I am
claiming credit for the Labor Party. I
hope the House accepts the comment I

have made. I take it that no other mem-
ber opposite supports what the member
for Dale has said. It seems that he has
not listened to what I have said.

The second point made by the Leader
of the Opposition, was that South Aus-
tralia would have got the refinery if the
decision had been left to the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Sir Charles Court: It would not have
gone to South Australia, either.

Mr. TAYLOR: It would have gone to
the Eastern States.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I suggest the
Minister gets back to the Bill.

Mr. TAYLOR: There appear to be two
major initiatives which arose in this
country over the last 20 years, and cer-
tainly since World War II. The first is the
Snowy Mountains Authority, which oper-
ates over three States. The establishment
of the project was as a result of the co-
operation of three States, and those three
States are benefiting from it. This is a
national enterprise.

The second is the Ord River scheme
which again is a State initiative project
in which the Commonwealth Government
played a substantial part.

Sir Charles Court: And which the Coin-
rnonwealth resisted every inch of the way.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is the way these
things have to be- It is not a question
of the State having control; it is a ques-
tion of co-operation and co-ordination be-
tween the State and the commonwealth.

Sir Charles Court: You know what your
Federal leader has said.

Mr. TAYLOR: I listened to what the
Leader of the Opposition had to say for
one hour before lunch.

Mr. Pletcher: We listened to the remarks
of the Leader of the Opposition in silence.

Sir Charles Court: You did not.
Mr. TAYLOR: To get back to the

proposition on which the Leader
of the Opposition and I both agree. This
particular piece of legislation which will
substantially benefit the State is of value.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would ask
members on the back benches to keep
order.

Mr. TAYLOR: This Government is con-
tinuing the policy established by the pre-
vious Government:, it is hopeful that if
ever there is a change in the Treasury
bench the incoming Government will fol-
low the policy that is being followed by
the present Government. It should he
continued, because it brings benefits to
the State.

The Leader of the Opposition has sug-
gested that this Bill brings the leases
Under the Umbrella of the agreement, and
with that he had no objection.
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Regarding power and water, he indi-
cated that he has no objection to the Pro-
posals in the Bill. He explained to the
House, perhaps a little more clearly, that
an extra concession was in fact granted
to the company some years ago in con-
nection with water rights; that is, the
company was given permission to explore
and to drill for water. It was given the
right to utllse 4,500,000 gallons over a
particular period.

Then a pipeline was established from
Millstream, and a similar quantity of water
was made available to the company. How-
ever, the former concession was not taken
from it. So, at the moment the company
is able to utilise double the amount of
water which other companies are able to
utilise. The company agrees this is an
anomaly which has existed for some time,
and as far as it is concerned there is no
opposition to the position reverting to the
status quo. The Leader of the Opposition
raises no objection to this.

The second point mentioned by the
Leader of the Opposition relates to the
apparent loss of a mining area. A number
of temporary reserves were quoted, and he
said one appeared to be missing. The
honourable member raised this matter
with me yesterday. I realise that no ex-
Planation of this matter was Included in
my second reading speech notes, and
therefore there could be some confusion.

I am able to state now that this is one
of the things which happens in mining,
although I am not an expert in this field.
The lost area 4322H1 was cancelled, 'and the
land was included in a new reserve, it
being 584511. So, virtually two areas have
become an enlarged area.

Sir David Brand: What was the reason
for that?

Mr. TAYLOR: I am not certain. It may
be the area was of an irregular shape or
something like that. In any case area
4322H is one of the two areas which have
now been taken back by the State for
water purposes because they are in the
catobment area of the Portescue River.

I agree that my second reading notes
might cause confusion, and there appears
to he this lost area 4322H. In actual fact
it has been incorporated In a larger area,
and comprises part of one which is to be
exchanged as it is part of the water
catchment.

The Leader of the Opposition then asked
about areas 573311 and 5845H1 which he
assumed were, in his words, clean-skin
areas. Again, he is quite right. To go a
little further, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition asked whether I would indicate to
the House just who held the rights of
occupancy in connection with these re-
serves. I would advise as follows: Tem-
porary reserve 4231H1, D.F.D. Rhodes Pty.
Ltd.; 4322H1, which has been Incorporated

into 5845H, previously held by
J. D. Nicholas, W. G. Nicholas, and D.F.D,
Rhodes Pty. Ltd.; 4323H, W. G. Nicholas;
4324H1, W. G. Nicholas; 4981H1, D.F.D.
Rhodes Pty. Ltd.: 4928H1, D.P.D. Rhodes
Pty. Ltd.; and 4983H1, D.F.D. Rhodes Pty.
Ltd. That left the two temporary reserves
5733H- and 5845H1 as individual temporary
reserves granted to Cliffs which will
became reserves for their use.

That explains the former ownership. It
might be a little clearer to the Leader of
the Opposition, and to members generally,
to point out why paragraphs 3 and 4
on page 10 were written in their present
form, At the time these temporary re-
serves were held by the former occupants
they were, in fact, the subject of legisla-
tion within this House and the Premier,
at that time, made a statement. I will
quote from the Press release as follows--

Mr. Tonkin added that in the allo-
cation of rights of occupancy to re-
serves, the Government would require
any new holder who developed the de-
posit to compensate the former hold-
ers or their nominees for exploration
expenditure to an amount approved
by the Government and in addition a
royalty, again to he approved by the
Government, per ton of ore shipped
or sold.

The contents of that Press release were,
virtually, a guarantee although not a legal
one in the sense of an agreement. Never-
theless, a guarantee was given by the
Premier at that time; hence the need for
paragraphs 3 and 4.

While the Leader of the Opposition has
pointed out that these two paragraphs
give considerable power to the Minister,
who has to be able to determine certain
terms in connection with this matter, they
relate to the obligation given in connection
with these temporary reserves at the time.
Cliffs will compensate the farmer occup-
ants for the work done on the reserves
over a certain time, and under the pro-
visions of paragraph 4 royalties will be
paid at a certain rate f or a prescribed
period, The question was raised that para-
graph 4 states-

Cliffs shall if the Minister for Mines
so determines during the term of this
lease or any renewed terma pay..

And the last lines of that paragraph con-
tinue-

. .. during the first twenty-one year
production period but no longer.

I think I cleared up that point by inter-
jection. The royalties will be paid for a
period of 21 years at the rate set out In
the Bill.

Sir Charles Court: You are re ferring to
the overlapping period?

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes, it could be overlapp-
ing in terms of this particular deposit,
bearing in mind that some six of the eight
reserves were held by Nicholas and Rhodes
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at various times in the past, and the,
company will move progressively into those
areas.

This would be a matter of negotiation
between the former holders of the leases
and Cliffs, but subject to determinations
by the Minister. Certainly the guidelines
are laid down here in paragraphs 3 and
4, and they are acceptable to Cliffs.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister real-
ises that under the terms of that royalty
the amount will be something like $300,000
to $350,000 per year for 21 years?

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes, the Leader of the
Opposition made that point and I took
note of it. It Is a substantial sum of
money.

Sir Charles Court: That was estimated
on 10.000,000 tonnes.

Mr, TAYLOR: I agree, without knowing
the size of the deposit, that it is a, sub-
stantial sum. However, this agreement has
been negotiated with the company and the
company apparently believes that the sit-
uation is fair and equitable, bearing in
mind the fact that the former companies
did carry out work on the leases and that
they were "transferred" from Nicholas
and Rhodes in their capacity as the hold-
ers of the temporary reserves. The fact
that the compensation is substantial ap-
pears to be quite satisfactory as far as
the company is concerned.

The Leader of the Opposition asked
whether I was able to estimate the ton-
neages avaliable in these temporary res-
erves. I am afraid I am unable to supply
those figures but I will refer hack to my
speech and endeavour to supply the figures
in writing.

This is not a large Bill, and the Gov-
ernment did not intend to bring it forward
at this time. It was introduced at the
request of the company which felt It could
gain substantially if this variation agree-
ment came before Parliament. it has been
the desire of this Government, and the
former Government, to see the project
vrosper, and it was felt an effort should
be made to introduce the legislation. I
must say the principals of the company
were most appreciative of the fact that
the Bill has reached this stage just prior
to officials going overseas in an effort to
sign contracts for pellets. I commend the
Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees

(Mr. A. R. Tonkin) in the Chair: Mr.
Taylor (Minister for Development and
Decentralisation) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 6 put and passed.
Clause '7: Third schedule added-
Sir CHARLES COURT: I will take the

items seriatim. At page 5 there annears
a change In the definition of "mining

areas". We have discussed at same length
the breakup of these areas and we have
now accounted for the missing area. A
problem which I see concerning this par-
ticular area which is now incorporated
into 58'I5H is the fact that 5845Hf is repre-
sented as a clean-skin area but, in paint
of fact, presumably part of it IS involved.
in 4322Hf.

However, that is an administrative mat-
ter and I will not he pedantic about it. I
can visualise some argument developing
later if the Government does not clarify
the position because, if my understanding
is correct, the Rhodes and Nicholas
interests were more or less acquired by
Hanwri-ht, and so we would have the
same vicious circle again.

Mr. Taylor: Yes, although I am not
quite sure. There still seem to be some
problems.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Anyhow, the
Committee should understand that $300,000
a year for 21 years for doing nothing Is
not a bad recompense for anybody-re-
gardless of who it is.

I know the Government made these con-
ditions when it called for new applications;
but, in passing. I cannot resist the tempta-
tion to remind the Premier, who is always
talking about us and our alleged confisca-
tion, that his Government has blandly
brought these areas to the Parliament and
put them into another agreement when
there is very little relationship to the
normal action which takes place when
there is a direct assignment. the question
arises as to how real was the original title
and work on it.

we have mnade our point and we hope it
is understood by the Parliament. The per-
centage-one-quarter of 1 per cent.-
looks insignificant enough, but, when it is
a question of 10,000,000 tonnes a year for
21 years, it is a nice sum of money.

Mr. Taylor: It makes me want to get
out of politics.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We slave and
battle on in the Parliament and often our
constituents maintain that we receive ex-
cessive pay, but some of us think our
parliamentary salaries are a pittance com-
pared with what we could earn outside.
For this reason, 31 often wonder!

My main purpose is not only to men-
tion the complications which can arise
through area No. 4322H now being incor-
porated into area 5845ff. I wonder whether
the Minister can amplify for the Commit-
tee, without going into great detail, the
relationship of the new areas which are
now being incorporated. I refer to the
areas marked in blue on the plan that
was tabled. I would like to know the
relationship of the new areas to area "C".
which Is the Goldsworthy area. I have
been trying to Pick It un from the map.
Many of the reserves of other operators
are marked and some are identified with
their agreements.
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It would be as well, when the plan goes
to another place, for the Minister's officers
to identify the relationship of these new
areas-areas marked blue which are
brought under the umbrella of the 1973
Bill-to other areas, because they are sur-
rounded by many other areas.

Mr. Taylor: Yes, that is so.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I mention this
because some of us are rather intrigued
as to how this area will be developed in
relationship to existing Cliffs' areas and to
the Potential development of other areas, to
say nothing of the existing operations at
Paraburdoc, Tom Price, and Mt. Newman.
We now have area "C" superimposed.

I was Pleased to hear that operations in
regard to area "C" are to be based at
Port Hedland when developed by Golds-
worthy. The Minister will recall that when
the Government brought out its much
Publicised Pilbara, Plan-

Mr. Taylor: Concept.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Call it what one
will. I will not argue about it today. How-
ever, the Government, in bringing out that
plan, completely forgot Port Hedland and
this caused a good deal of feeling in the
Pilbara, because Port Hedland was not only
the key to the original Pilbara develop-
ment but was destined to have a very sub-
stantial future, no matter what took Place
at Karratha, Dampier, and Cape Lambert,
Port. Hedland was to be treated as a se-
parate entity. It was part of the previous
Government's plan that there would be
two major developments; and for good
reason. The first was security so far as
the elements were concerned and the
second that there could be a degree of local
loyalties developed in the separate areas
which, we believed, would be valuable to
the projects themselves.

I would like the Minister to ascertain,
before the plan goes to another place, who
are the neighbours of the new Cliffs' areas
that are marked in blue on the plan. If
the Minister will amplify this, it will help
both myself and my colleagues in another
Place to assess how we can anticipate that
this project will be developed.-

No statement was made by the Minister
as to how he thought this area would be
developed. He did not say whether it would
be in conjunction with others or whether
it would have its own railway line to link
up with the Mt. Enid project. If we look
at the map, we see there is a relationship
between the new areas and the Mt. Enid
area. In between, there. is Tom Price and,
to the south-west, Paraburdoo. Also, in
the general area, there is Mt. Newman.
Soon there will be area "C", the Golds-
worthy development. I do not know
whether the Minister can tell us now who
the near neighbours are.

Mr. Taylor: I cannot.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister
does not have a copy of the plan in front
of him. I have an idea that areas 4285H1.
4284H1, and 4283H1 have been the subject
of an agreement in the Parliament, but I
could not locate them in the time available.

Mr. TAYLOR: I think I understand the
first point raised by the Leader of the
Opposition. He pointed out that the Gov-
ernment of the day is likely to experience
some minor problems because area 4322H1
has now been incorporated in area 5845H1.
Area 4322H1 was previously occupied by the
Rhodes-Nicholas group but this is now in
a watershed area. As far as I can deter-
mine, it will be kept that way indefinitely.
Since water is such an important com-
modity the two reserves are required and
will be maintained as part of the water
catchment area in the Hamersley.

Hopefully, there will be no need to discuss
with the former occupants of that area
what should or should not be done with
regard to royalties and other matters.

I am unable to make any general com-
ments in respect of the neighbours to the
particular leases that have been allocated
to Cliffs) I will obtain a map and make
it available directly to the Leader of the
Opposition. I will also table one in another
place when the Bill is presented to the
Legislative Council.

However, from my discussions with the
company I have been given to understand
that Cliffs believes it will be able to link
up these deposits and handle them
through its present establishment. The
company wants to get its material to the
pellet plant and to Its shipping area. This
would really mean railways crossing each
other to get across to the coast.

Something I have learnt in the few
months I have been involved with this
portfolio is that companies have their eyes
open at all times as to how they may be
able to co-operate, one with the other,
provided they do not give an advantage to
their competitors.

Even at this stage with the Newman
and Rhodes Ridge agreement, and the area
"C" development, there are some behind-
the-scenes talks on what may be possible
and what may be done with regard to
railway and Port facilities.

I am not able to give any accurate
information at this stage to the Leader
of the Opposition. My understanding is
that the company believes it can develop
these deposits and link them up by rail
with the present areas of development.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would like to
tidy up one point. I do not want any mis-
understanding so far as area 4322H is con-
cerned. Area 4322H has now become part
of area 5845H1. which has nothing to do
with the water area.

The areas which were relinquished and
presumably cancelled for all time in
Gregory Gorge and Millstream areas were
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Nos. 4271H and 42721-but they are a
long way from the areas we are talking
about. They are in the general region of
the Mt. Enid deposit and are partly on the
Gregory Gorge and partly on the Mill-
stream locations on the map that was
tabled. These are out for all time I
gather; no-one else will be granted them
because of their importance as a water
catchment area.

The Problem arises in connection with
reserve No. 4322H1 which has now been
incorporated with reserve No. 5845H1. I
thought this was a clean-skin area.

Mr. Taylor: Yes, we have a problem.
Sir CHARLES COURT: However, now it

is only a Partly clean-skin area. I do not
want to hold up the Committee on this as
long as we know It has nothing to do with
the areas cancelled for water conserva-
tion purposes,

The next Point I want to raise is the
proposed new schedule-the pro formna
mineral lease on pages 8, 9, 10, and 11, The
Minister has explained the situation which
developed as a result of the conditions
under which these temporary reserves
were granted. I just want to make sure I
have it clearly in my mind that when the
Government advertised the reserves and
Cleveland-Cliffs applied for them, it was
advertised that the new applicant, if suc-
cessful, would have to meet some costs
incurred by the original owner, virtually
at the discretion of the Minister.

Mr. Taylor: Yes.
Sir CHARLES COURT: In addition to

that, the company would have to pay this
royalty, which is one-quarter of 1 per cent.
of the sale value of the ore. Could the
Minister tell us how he believes this will
be interpreted, because I understand it is
not a matter of negotiation between the
Parties at all but Purely a matter for the
Minister to determine after hearing sub-
missions put forward by the various
parties?

The Minister may decide that the work
done by the original holder was so
superficial that although he should be
recouped for his outgoings, he should
receive no more recompense. On the other
hand, the Minister may decide that some
sort of recompense is necessary by way of
royalty. No doubt the Government knows
enough about the ore, Its potential de-
velopment, and the work already per-
formed to make an assessment of how it
Proposes to handle the Problem.

I gather this could be a forerunner of
similar leases with the same conditions to
be entered into later, and it would be a
good thing to establish the principle and
to set a precedent. The Minister may be
able to tell us whether a substantial sum
of money will be repaid to the original
owner, whether the royalties will be Paid,
or whether the Government is in sonme

doubt about it. I still believe from the
writing of the pro forma mineral lease
that this matter is entirely at the discre-
tion of the Minister, and could not be the
subject of an appeal.

Mr ' TAYLOR: The point made by the
Leader of the Opposition is clear to me,
but I think he will appreciate that both
these matters are at the discretion of the
Minister for Mines. A decision will be
made as to what the Minister, his depart-
ment. and advisers think is a fair deal in
regard to the exploration costs on a par-
ticular reserve up to a, certain time. I
have no way to guess or assess what this
figure will be, and I certainly have not
discussed it with the Minister for Mines
to find out whether he has any formula
in mind. In connection with both the
royalties and the recompense for money
spent on development, the only guide we
have is the statement of the Premier at
the time that there will be compensation
to former holders. I believe the Mines De-
partment will assist and guide the Minister
to some determination. In the absence of
the Minister for Mines, I can only say that
some general attitude must have been
reached after discussion between the Gov-
ernment and Cleveland-Cliffs prior to the
inclusion of the clauses. I am sure the
company would not have agreed to this
particular variation agreement unless it
had a rough idea of the guidelines. If such
guidelines are available I will give this
information to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and/or have it tabled in another
place, whichever is more convenient.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister's
problem is appreciated. I wish to emphasise
one point: the Bill does say, "as the Min-
ister for Mines so determines", and there-
fore it is not mandatory that recompense
be paid. This is the point I was trying
to make. Has the Minister for Mines
studied it, and if so, what does he intend
to do?

I have a final question to ask the Minis-
ter, Can be indicate the nature of the ore
in the temporary reserves which have been
added and are coloured blue on the map?
My reason for asking this is that if they
are near area "C'. it is reasonable to
assume it will be the same type of ore as
is in that area; namely, the Marra Mamba
ore, which has special qualities for pei-
letising and sintering, rather than for
direct feed.' I understand it has very
severe limitations for direct feed. It would
be music to my ears to hear this because
Cleveland-Cliffs are the masters of the
benieficating processes. The more limonite,
magnetite, and other types of ore to be
processed before shipment, the better. I
wonder whether the Minister has know-
ledge of the nature of the ore because it
does not follow that because the reserves
are near area "C" that it will be Marra
Mamba ore.
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Mr. TAYLOR: I am unable to convey
this information to the Leader of the 0p-
pasition. I will approach the Minister for
Mines about this point as soon as possible.
MY recollection is that it is Marra, Mamba
ore, but rather than make a final state-
ment for the record. I will seek a reply
from the Minister for Mines.

Clause put and Passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

Third Reading
MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for

Development and Decentralisation) [3.17
p.mfl: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) (3.1
p.m.]: I would like to take the opportunity
on the third reading of the measure to
make a few contients in respect of some
remarks made by the Minister for Develop-
ment and Decentralisation in his reply to
the second reading debate. The Minister
was extremely provocative, and I believe
his reply should have been made at the
introduction of the Bil Had we heard this
speech at that time, I am certain members
on this side of the House would have
examined it very closely and we would
have taken the opportunity to refute many
of the things he said. As far as I am con-
cerned, almost everything he said could
have been refuted.

Before I come to his specific comments,
I would like to say that X find the Aus-
tralian Goverrnent's attitude to minerals
and particularly iron ore is a puzzle of
some consequence. The Minister today
talked in terms of maximum Australian
ownership of our minerals as well as ob-
taining the maximum price for them, and
in Particular for iron are. And yet,' the
Australian Government's policy will have
exactly the opposite effect.

Let us just consider the situation in
respect of Iron ore. Last year about
50,000,000 tons of Iron ore was shipped out
of this country- This year the figure will
be in the vicinity of 76.000,000 tons. Un-
doubtedly next year the figure will in-
crease again. But the -salient point that
emerges Is that although huge additional
quantities of iron ore are being shipped
out of the country, the companies are
receiving considerably less in the way of
profit, and as a consequence the revenue
of both the State and the Federal Gov-
ernments decreases.

It is many years since the net profit
of the iron ore companies was In the
vicinity of $3 a ton, much of which came
back to the Commonwealth and State
Governments. Now the net profit Is not

much more than $1 a ton. We can see
what is happening. Huge additional quant-
ities of Australian iron ore are being ship-
ped out of the country and we are getting
very little in return. We have only to con-
sider the way in which the State and the
Federal Governments benefit from taxation
and royalties on iron ore to realise what
this country is losing. We know that every
iron ore producer In the north has to pay
a royalty. If it is lump ore the royalty is
in the vicinity of 60c a ton. As I mentioned
earlier the profit Is now not much in
excess of $1 a ton, but 60ce is returned to
the Commonwealth and State Govern-
ments by way of royalty.

Mr. Taylor: In addition to the dollar or
included in the dollar?

Mr. GRAYDEN: The companies are re-
ceiving not much more than $1 a ton
profit and the State and Federal Govern-
ments are receiving 60c a ton by way of
royalty. However anything the company
makes in the way of a profit Is again re-
duced because 47J per cent. of it goes to
the Commonwealth Government.

Mr. Taylor: And always has.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes. So it should be
seen that when the iron ore companies
are making a substantial profit a huge
amount Is being returned to the State and
Federal Governments, and when the profit
of the companies is reduced to $1 a ton
the revenue received by the State and
Federal Governments Is reduced according-
ly. In addition the companies have to pay
4 per cent. pay-roll tax to the State Gov-
ernment; and when the -dividends are
distributed, If it is an overseas company,
up to 30 per cent, is taken out by way of a
withholding tax; and if the dividends are
distributed In Australia, of an amount of
$20,000 nearly $9,000 is paid out in the
way of income tax. On any amounts over
$20.000 the individual pays 66.7 per cent.,
or two-thirds of his dividends In taxation.

So it can be seen that these companies
are paying tremendous sums of money In
taxation. There is company tax, income
tax, and pay-roll tax, and in addition, a
royalty is imposed on every ton of ore pro-
duced. We now find that huge additional
quantities of iron ore from the north are
being sent out of Australia because the
companies have to increase their produc-
tion in order to survive, and, as a conse-
quence. the Commonwealth and State
Governments are not benefiting to the
same extent as they were before. Although
these iron ore companies are producing
greater additional quantities of ore the
State and Federal Governments are receiv-
ing less in taxation. This Is in marked
contrast to the avowed policy of the Labor
Party to preserve maximum Australian
ownership in these projects and to keep
Australian minerals In this country for as
long as possible, but, when it is necessary
to export them overseas, ensure that the
best possible price is obtained for them.
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What is happening is diametrically op-
posed to what the various Labor Govern-
ments say they want to do in respect or
our iron ore, and the situation is extremely
serious. Recently we had many strikes in
the north which crippled the iron ore
industry. The stage was reached where
there were 28 great iron ore carriers wait-
ing outside Port Hedland for the strike to
end. When It did end one iron ore com-
pany said the strike had meant a loss to
it of S14,00~0,O00.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would point
out to the honourable member that he is
getting away from the Bill.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I appreciate that. Mr.
Deputy Speaker, but I wish to say that
these strikes have a tremendous effect on
any existing iron ore agreements, and we
are now talking about the extension of an
existing agreement. As I said, the com-
pany in question stated that the strike
had caused it to lose $14,000,000 and the
Australian people lost a great deal more.
If that iron ore company cannot make up
its tonnages, then 47J per cent. of the
$14,000,000 it has lost as a result of strikes
will represent a direct loss to the taxpay-
ers of this country. Also there will be
further losses in respect of dividends, pay-
roll tax, and royalties. Therefore, when
the men employed by the iron ore com-
panies in the north went on strike recently
they struck a grievous blow not only to
the companies themselves but to the
country In general.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
honourable member is getting right away
from the import of the Bill.

Mr. Bickerton: The company would not
be paying that much in taxation; you are
all wrong.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am not wrong. The
company in question stated that the
strike meant a loss of $14,000,000 to it.
If it cannot make up its tonnages the loss
of $14.000,000 will definitely affect its net
profit, and the revenue that will come to
the State and Federal Governments will
be affected in the way I have mentioned.

One of the reasons I wanted to say a
few words on the Bill was that when the
Minister was replying he actually made
what should have been the Initial second
reading speech, because he introduced all
sorts of new matter.

Mr. Taylor: I was replying to the points
that had been raised.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The speech by the
Minister should have been the speech made
to introduce the second reading of the Bill
and then members on this side of the House
would have had an opportunity to refute
what was said.

Mr. Taylor: I would not have made those
points unless I was led into them by state-
ments made by those on the other side of
the House.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It was a second reading
speech that the Deputy Premier made;
not a reply. In the circumstances I hope
that at least I will be given an oppor-
tunity on the third reading of the Bill
briefly to comment on some of the state-
ments that were made.

One statement by the Minister was that
Western Australian companies were not in
mothballs as a consequence of what the
State or Federal Government is doing.
That, of course, is just not so. For in-
stance, we could say that when there was
a change of Government many projects
were in the pipeline. To quote a few
examples, these were Alwest, Pacmlnex,
Yeelirrie, and the $1,600,000,000 jumbo
steel works at Kwinana. All these projects
were connected with our economic policy
and they have since been put into Moth-
balls.

We could go further and talk in terms
of Selcast at Agnew, and so it is idle
for the Minister to say that everything
is proceeding as it was formerly, because
that is simply not so. We are talking in
terms of iron ore.

Mr. Hartrey: We are not talking at all
-we are just putting up with it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We could talk in
terms of great iron ore deposits that
are not being developed. The Minister
mentioned Goldsworthy and the
$400,000,000 pelletising plant, about which
we have heard so much in the last few
days. That is something which came
about as a consequence of the policy imple-
mented by the previous Government. In
the natural course of events this was bound
to happen. As a consequence of all these
iron-ore agreements, processing of various
kinds must take place at prescribed times
in the future.

I would like to say a great deal in respect
of the comments of the Minister, hut in
view of your ruling, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
and because I appreciate that we are get-
ting away from the Bill, I will refrain,
purely out of deference to you, from
replying to those allegations. I deplore
them; and virtually every statement the
Deputy Premier made could be flatly
refuted.

I protest that a speech of that nature
has been made in reply to a debate instead
of during the introduction of the Bill be-
cause in these circumstances we are de-
prived of the opportunity to refute the
alleg-ations made. However, no doubt we
will have an opportunity to do so on the
Appropriation Bills some time in the near
future, and in those circumstances I will
conclude now by thanking you, Sir, for
your tolerance.

sm CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) t3.31 p.m.]: I
shall be brief on the one or two points I
wish to make as a result of the comments
made by the Minister for Development and
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Decentralisation. During my second read-
ing speech I thought I let the Government
down rather lightly because I did not want
to transgress Standing Orders. But we
were dealing with an iron-ore agreement
and the prospects of its ever getting to
fruition, so far as the next phase of de-
velopment is concerned, is important to
us all and to State. I was highlighting
the impediment to the steady progress of
the Particular project,

I admire the Minister's loyalty to the
AL.P. Philosophies, and I must admit that
of all the Ministers he is the only one who
s~ems to be at home when defending the
Commonwealth's centralist attitude.

Mr. Taylor: I try to be unemotional
because you are, but you will agree I was
answering your points.

Sir CHARLES COURT: During the
debate on the censure motion the Premier
and the Minister for Mines were Ill at ease
when speaking. Those on this side of the
House often see more than can those on
the other side of the House, and it seems
to me that the Minister for Development
and Decentralisation took it in his stride
on that occasion, and today he did the
same.

Mr. Taylor: When you are honest you
have nothing to fear.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The man who
has the key responsibility in the Govern-
ment to handle this type of project is
obviously accepting without question
what the Commonwealth wants to do.

Mr. Bickerton: You are sugaring the
pill; when are you going to give it to him?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I warn the
Minister that Mr. Connor has said there
will be no perambulating by Ministers and
Premiers in an endeavour to negotiate
developments for their States.

Mr. Taylor: He Is wrong.
Sir CHARLES COURT: He has said

It, and, by the way, the Prime Minister
has confirmed it. The Minister tells us
that what the Commonwealth is trying to
do is good because it makes us all "big Aus-
tralians".

Mr. Taylor: It is good in the national
interest.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We are better
Australians by being jolly good Western
Australians. I have no faith in Canberra,
regardless of which party is in power. Mem-
bers know my views on this subject.

Mr. Bickerton: You have no faith in any-
one.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask
the Leader of the Opposition to stick to
the Bill.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will, with
pleasure. One of the great problems which
besets us-and this was not canvassed suf-
ficiently during the second reading debate

-is the Problem of industrial strife
touched on by the member for South
Perth.

Mr. Taylor: I hope you are touching
on it only briefly because it has nothing
to do with the Bill.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It has more to
do with the Hill than the Minister reallses.
I want to stress to him that none of these
projects will get off the ground unless he
and his colleagues move in quickly and
put a stop to the industrial anarchy and
nonsense going on in our State.

Mr. H ickerton: What did you do?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Plenty.
Mr. Bickerton: What?
Sir CHARLES COURT: We did not have

the experience which the State is at present
facing. Never at any time did we have as
many ships tied up as are tied up now, and
this is not the first occasion it has oc-
curred.

Mr. Hickerton: Tell us what you did?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: The unions know

that we wviil not stand by and do nothing
like this Government has done.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! This
has nothing to do with the Hill.

Mr. Bickerton: What did you do?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. CHARLES COURT: With all due

respect to you, Sir, it has a lot to do with
it. At one stage-and this is vital to this
Particular project because if it does not
get the full value it needs for its product.
it cannot get off the ground-Mr. Connor
was very critical and cynical about the
American dollar. He went so far as to
say that the American dollar would con-
tinue to lose value just as certainly as the
sun would rise in the morning. Some of
us at the time-and I recorded it in the
House-said that in the near future one
of the bard currencies of the world would
again be the American dollar, and this is
being proved. Already their balance of
payments is running more favourably than
before, and it is predicted that next year It
will be a very heavy favourable balance.
Already the Japanese yen has been de-
valued effectively by 5.6 per cent, in the
last few days and more is to come because
the Japanese have done what the world
asked them to do; namely, to get rid of
overseas surpluses which are now falling
at an alarming rate.

Mr. Moiler: You must jag one once in a
while.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the member
for Toodyay wants to get up one day during
the debate on the Estimates and tell me
when I have been wrong, I will be very
interested to hear him. We cannot always
be right, but I have been more often right
than wrong.
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Mr. Mailer: I will as soon as I get a
chance.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am right more
times than the Government has been. I
'want to tell the Minister that although -we
admire his loyalty to his cause and party,
we do not accept for one second the argu-
ments he submitted and, least of all, the
one about the refinery. I will be interested
to hear the answers to the questions I have
on today's notice paper.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Development and Decentralisation) 13.37
p~m.): I have reason to comment, but I
will make my points briefly. I do not wish
to sum up the particular points made, but
merely to reiterate one or two. I and the
Government believe that the Common-
wealth has a place in an examination of
the mineral resources of this and other
States, and we have a right to benefit from
the mineral resources and wealth of other
States the same as the other States have
the right to benefit from our mineral re-
sources and wealth. All plans must, of
course, be made in consultation with one
another.

The Leader of the Opposition made the
point that he has no faith in Canberra.
I have a substantial amount of faith in it
no matter which party is in office. Despite
what some of my colleagues may say this
applies also to the former Government in
Canberra because when it came to alloca-
tions for roads and other essential areas
the Commonwealth was able to assist, and
I think that more credit is due to the
central Government than is given to it.

Sir Charles Court: That is different.
That is our right.

Mr. TAYLOR: I do agree as an indivi-
dual that this State must look after its
own rights and must protect them at all
costs against all Governments in Can-
berra; but, at the same time, there must
be a maximum amount of credit given
where it Is due. The Australian Govern-
ment does bavid more facilities available at
its fingertips to direct the ultimate 'wealth
of the country. Hence i believe in a form
of centralism in that particular sense.

I wish to make a comment in connection
with strikes. I deplore them as much as
anyone else does. They occur f or various
reasons and I could give examples of com-
panies and not the men being at fault,
and these would make interesting reading.
I want to correct a wrong impression that
has been given. r would not like It to be
thought that $ 14,000,000 was lost to the
company- The amount would be lost if
the company does not make up its ship-
ments. I think that the word "if" 'was the
key word used by the member for South
Perth. If the shipments are not made up,
then that amount will be lost. Obviously
on some days no ships are in Port Hedland

or Damnpier, but in those circumstances
the company is not necessarily losing
money.

It has a contract for a certain quantity
per year and provided the company meets
that contract its profit is whole. When de-
lays occur on certain days, or there are
periods of no production, and then there
are periods of excess production, as long
as it balances out at the end of the year,
that is all that is important.

I am not supporting strikes and I admit
that as a result of these losses can occur
to the Commonwealth, the State, share-
holders, and the men themselves. I
accept this; but I do not believe we can
take one figure like $14,000,000 and say
that because of a week's lack of activity In
a particular port, a consequential figure
will be the loss. If the statement Is
qualified, I will accept it, but it would be
a very large qualification.

I again thank members who supported
the Bill and commend it to the House, de-
spite the brutal attitude adopted by some
members,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted

to the Council.
Sitting suspended from 3.40 to 4.03 p.m.

QUESTIONS (39): ON NOTICE
1. OCEAN MUSEUM

Warnbro Sound

Mr. RUISHTON, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Fauna:
(1) On what date did his department

receive a proposal for establish-
ment of an ocean museum in
Warnbro Sound?

(2) What progress has been made to-
wards gaze ital of the museum?

(3) Will he please advise me of the
site of the ocean museum and the
conditions to apply?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) 19th August, 1972.
(2) It is not possible to gazette a

marine or aquatic reserve under
existing legislation.

(3) Proposed amendments to the Fish-
eries Act to empower setting up
such reserves and provide for
their classification, control and
management are at present being
drafted by the Parliamentary
Counsel's office. Until such time
as these amendments become law
it is not possible to make any deci-
sions regarding areas to be de-
clared as reserves or conditions
which will apply thereto.

2. This question was postponed.
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3. APPLES
Exports: Shipping Space and Charges

Mr. JONES, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) What is the expected apple crop

for the forthcoming season?
(2) What amount of shipping space

has been arranged for the export
of the crop?

(3) (a) Has there been any Increase
in shipping freights for the
1974 crop;

(b) if so, what will the new
freight rate be. and what per-
centage increase does this rep-
resent?

(4) Are there any other increases in
charges for services associated
with the export of apples or for
materials associated with the
preparation of apples for export
in 1974, and If so, what are they,
and how much Is the particular
increase?

(5) Is it expected that there will be
any surplus of export apples un-
shipped in 1974 and, if so, what
amount?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) A firm apple crop estimate is not

Possible at this stage but will be
assessed as usual at the end of
November. An indication from
blossoming is that the crop will
be slightly above last year's figure
of 2.96 million bushels.

(2) and (3) Freight negotiations are
handled by the Australian Apple
and Pear Board and it is under-
stood that negotiations have not
yet been completed. Until these
negotiations are completed, freight
increases cannot be fully assessed.

(4) Costs associated with apple ex-
port have not yet been advised
to the industry.

(5) It is not possible to forecast the
position at this time.

4. REMIANTLE HOSPITAL
Cost per Bed

Dr. DADOUR, to the minister for
Health:

What was the cost per occupied
bed at the Fremantle Hospital
and its annexes for October, 1973?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
This information is not available.
Casts are not worked out on a
monthly basis.

5. CIVIL EMERGENCY SERVICE
Assistance and Equipment

Mr. W. G. YOUNG. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) When an emergency occurs who

makes the decision to alert the
Civil Emergency Service for as-
sistance?

(2) Where speclalised rescue equip-
ment is needed (which is at the
disposal of the Civil Emergency
Service) is it automatic that its
services will be called upon?

(3) Axe all members of the Polle
Force instructed in the assistance
that is available to them through
the Civil Emergency Service?

Mr, BICKERTON replied:
(1) The senior police officer on duty

in the area concerned where
police officers are first on the
scene.

(2) Yes.
(3) Yes. All members now receive

basic training in civil defence pro-
cedures. Selected officers have ad-
vanced training In administrative
procedures and direction of re-
sources.

6. WHEAT
Over-quota Production and Seed Needs

Mr. W. 0. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) When will he be in a position to

inform Western Australian wheat-
growers of the position regarding
payment for their over-quota
wheat?

(2) 11 Western Australia's share of
the 20 million bushel special pool
does not cover our over-quota
wheat, will he make representa-
tions to the Minister for Primary
Industry to have this pool in-
creased?

(3) As harvesting Is under way can he
give any Indication of 'what might
be the situation regarding the de-
livery position for 1974-75 so that
farmers will be in a position to
assess their needs for seed?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) Western Australia's quota

is 112.6 million bushels. As no
other State will exceed its quota
it can be assumed that the 20
million bushel special Pool will be
available to Western Australian
growers. It is expected that this
will provide sufficient funds to
allow all wheat in Western Auls-
tralia to be received and Paid for.
The position has already been
discussed with the Commonwealth
Minister for Primary Industry and
with officials. In the event of
deliveries exceeding the funds
available from both sources,
further urgent representations will
be made. It is confidently antici-
pated that any difficulties which
arise will be negotiable.

(3) Present indications of world sup-
Plies, coupled with action taken
by the United States to remove
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restrictions on grain production,
indicate that there is little basis
for the imposition of restrictions
on wheat production in 1974-15
provided sufficient funds are avail-
able to enable the Australian
Wheat Board to meet the first ad-
vance payment on all wheat deli-
vered in that season.

This question was postponed.

TOWN PLANNING
North Fremantle: Vehicle sales yard
Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
for Town Planning:

Is he yet able to advise the result
of the appeal to him against the
Fremantle Council's decision to
allow a vehicle salesyard at 77
Quarry Street, North Fremantle?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
Representations have been made
by residents concerning the deci-
sion by Fremantle City Council.
However the legislation does not
provide for an appeal to me by
persons aggrieved at a local auth-
ority's decision to permit develop-
ment. The residents will be advised
accordingly.

TOWN PLANNING
North Fremantle: Sheetmetal and

Plumbing Works hop
Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:

Is he yet able to advise the result
of the appeal to him against the
Fremantle Council's decision to al-
low the building of a sheet-
metal and plumbing workshop in
Christina Parade, North Fre-
mantle?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
Representations have been made
by residents concerning the deci-
sion by Fremantle City Council.
However the legislation does not
provide for an appeal to me by
persons aggrieved at a local auth-
ority's decision to permit develop-
ment. The residents will be ad-
vised accordingly.

DONKEYS
Kfimberley Area

Mr. RIDGE, to the Minister f or
Agriculture:
(1) What is the estimated number of

donkeys killed in Kimberleyt each
year by pastoralists and vermin
control officers?

(2) Are the careases or hides put to
any use?

(3) If any, what restrictions are there
on the movement by truck of'don-
keys from the Kimberley region
to points east and south?

(4) (a) What conditions and super-
vision exist on the nature
transport facilities;

(b) did the recent controversial
shipment to South Australia
comply with those conditions
and supervision?

(5) (a) Is he aware of any plans for
the provision of abattoir faci-
lities in Kimberley and the
Processing of donkey and
other suitable meats into pet
food;

(b) if "Yes" will he provide de-
tails?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Approximately 4,000 are destroyed

each year.
(2) A small percentage is processed for

Pet meat.
(3) Wild donkeys are declared vermin

and landholders require a permit
under the Vermin Act to keep
them in custody and during trans-
portation.

(4) (a). and (b) No permit was sought
or issued for this shipment and no
supervision was therefore exer-
cised by vermin control officers.
The Royal Society for the Preven-
tion of Cruelty to Animals is con-
cerned where methods of trans-
porting livestock may result in
cruelty.

(5) (a) and (b) I have been given to
understand that a pet meat pro-
cessor is contemplating the estab-
lishment of facilities at Derby to
obtain pet meat from donkeys.
At this stage Precise details of the
project are ndt available.

11. FRIENDLY SOCIETIES
PHARMACIES

Number and Location

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many friendly society dis-

pensaries are there* in Western
Australia?

(2) Where are they located?
(3) How many qualified and regis-

tered chemists are employed by
the friendly society dispensary
movement within Western Austra-
lia?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) Ten.
(2) Fremantle, Willagee, Bunbury,

Perth, Leederville, Sublaco, Clare-
mont, Applecross. Victoria Park,
Boulder.

(3) Fourteen.

10.
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12. TRA*T[C
Training of Trotters: Macao Road
Mr. MOILER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Police:
(1) Further to my question 26 of

Thursday, 8th November, did the
Midland traffic branch receive a
report or complaint of a near ac-
cident, claimed to have been
caused by the training of trotters
along Macao Ro-ad, High Wycombe,
on Wednesday, 14th November?

(2) Has his department requested the
local authority concerned to take
action to abate the hazard caused
by the training of trotters along
Macao Road?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), on what dates did
his department approach the local
authority?

(4) If the exercising of trotters on
the incorrect side of Macao Road
continues and in the absence of
action by the local authority, will
he direct his department to take
appropriate action to correct the
position?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The file on this matter was for-

warded to the Officer in Charge,
Kalamunda Police, on Monday,
12th November and was received
by him this morning.

(3) The matter is to be discussed with
the shire officers today.

(4) The matter will receive considera-
tion when information has been
received from the shire council.

13. METROPOLITAN MARKET
TRUST

Interests of Members
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minis-
ter for Agriculture:
(1) Who are the members of the Met-

ropolitan Market Trust wider the
Metropolitan Market Act?

(2) By whom is each of these members
appointed and what interests do.
they represent?

(3) -Which of the members have inter-
ests related to companies, co-
operatives, or others active with-
in the metropolitan markets, and
what is the nature of those inter-
ests?

(4) (a) What is the position in trust
meetings if questions of rent-
als, tenancy, space allocation,
etc ., are Involved and any of
the trust members are direc-
tors, employees, shareholders
or otherwise involved in the
operations of one of the ten-
ants whose rental, tenancy,
space, etc., is under considera-
tion:

(bi) does such a person have to
declare his interest; and/or
(I) refrain from voting;

(11 leave the meeting for the
duration of the particp-
lar item concerned?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) J. H. Arbuckle;

A. Marcon, W. R. Stevens;
A. E. Brindal;
Miss J. Watters.

(2) All members arc appointed by the
the Governor. They are as fol-
lows--
J. H. Arbuckle-Chairmnan-,
A. Marcon-Government repre-

sentative;
W. R. Stevens--Growers' repre-

sentative;
A. E. Brindal-Conswners' repre-

sentative;
Miss J. Watters--Perth City Coun-

cil.
(3) A. Marcon-Chairinan of Direc-

tors, United Fruit and Vegetable
Growers' Co-operative.

W. Rt. Stevens--Director, Produ-
cers' Markets Co-operative.

A. E. Brindal-General Manager,
United Fruit and Vegetable
Growers' Co-operative.

(4) The trust advises that-
(a) Members are accorded normal

rights.
(b) (1) No.

(ii) No.

14. COMMONWEALTH
DELEGATION To JAPAN

Natural Gas and Oil: Report
Sir CHARLES COURT, to tihe
Premier:
(1) (a) Has he or his ministerial col-

leagues received a report from
the Prime Minister and/or
any of the ministerial party
which accombpanued the Prime
Minister to Japan recently on
the talks held with the Jap-
anese by the Prime Minister
and/or other members of the
Prime Minister's Party about
Western Australian resources
(including oil and natural
gas) ;

(b) If so, will he table this report?
(2) (a) Has he any information other

than what has appeared in
the Western Australian Press
on the discussions that took
place between the Prime Min-
ister and/or members of the
Prime Minister's party and
the Japanese in Japan re-
cently on the end uses of Aus-
tralia's oil and natural gas
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and, in particular, any pro-
posed limitations on the use
of oil and natural gas for
mineral reduction and steel
making;

(b) if he has not received such
a report, will he seek one from
the Prime Minister and/or ap-
propriate ministerial mem-
bers of the Prime Minister's
party;

(a) If he has received such a re-
port, will he make this infor-
mation available to Parlia-
mnent?

(3) (a) Does he agree with the pro-
posals put forward by the
Prime Minister and/or his col-
leagues on this subject;

(b) if there are to be restrictions
on the use of oil and natural
gas for mineral reduction and
steel making, does this mean
that the Commonwealth and/
or the Western Australian
Government is contemplating
examination of the proposals
originally put forward by the
previous State Liberal/Coun-
try Party Government and
since advocated by the Oppo-
sition, to develop a two-way
deal for large tonnage export
steel making on both sides of
Australia using Eastern States
coal as the main source of
fuel, energy and carbon for
reducing Western Australian
iron ore into metal?

Mr. T. D. Evans (for Mr. J. T.
TONKIN) replied:

(1> (a) No.
(b) Answered by (a).

(2) (a) No.
(b) and (c) The Prime Minister

has agreed to forward copies
of statements made, and rela-
five documents tabled in Par-
liament, and these will be
tabled in this House follow-
ing receipt.

(3) (a) and (b) As the details of the
proposals put forward by the
Prime Minister are not known, It
is not possible to indicate either
agreement or disaigreement, but it
may be of interest to the Leader
of the Opposition to know that
three groups of Japanese business
men, who were in Japan at the
time of the Prime Minister's visit,
have told me that what the Prime
Minister said was well received.

Sir Charles Court: I think they are
fooling the Premier. That is not
what they are saying in Japan.

15. FRIENDLY SOCIETIES
PHARMACIES

Annual Reports, and Finance

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Will he please table the annual re-

ports of the friendly society
pharmacies for each of the Past
ten years?

(2) How many friendly society phar-
macies are there in Western Aus-
tralia?

(3) How are their profits utilised?
(4) Is there any-

(a) financial;
(b) administratianal,
connection between the friendly
society lodges and the friendly
society pharmacies?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes. Photocopies herewith, with

the exception of the Boulder
dispensary return for 1972-13,
which has not yet been lodged.

(2) Ten.
(3) Information not available.
(4) (a) No.

I have given the answer as
"No" because there is some
uncertainty regarding the
meaning of the question, but
I believe the friendly societies
pharmacies collect $2.60
from each member of which
$1.20 is retained by the
friendly societies and $1.40
goes to one of the Grand
Lodges. I do not know on
what basis the money is
allocated.

(b) Boards of management are
delegates of friendly society
branches affiliated therewith.

The papers were tabled (see paper No.
484).

16. MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS

Registrations and Turnover

Mr. SICBSON, to the Minister for
Consumer Protection:
(1) How many registered new and/or

used car dealers are there In West-
ern Australia?

(2) Does he know how many of these
registered dealers are members
Of-
(a) the Western Australian Auto-

mobile Chamber of Comn-
merce;

(b) Chamber of Automotive In-
dustries?-
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(3) What is the total number of
vehicles in Western Australia that
will come under the proposed
vehicle Act?

(4) What is the number of registered
vehicles usually held in stock by
motor vehicle dealers?

(5) Does he know the total member-
ship of the Royal Automobile
Club of W.A.; if so, will he give
the figure?

Mr. HARMAN replied:
(1) There was a total of '776 regis-

tered used car yards at '7th Sep-
tember, 1973. Of these, 441 are in
the metropolitan area and 335 in
the country. There were 630
independent dealers registered.
350 in the metropolitan area and
280 in the country. These figures
include some firms selling only
motor cycles and caravans. I be-
lieve there are 75 franchise dealers
in Western Australia f or new cars,
but the number of distributors is
not known.

(2) (a) At the end of July, 1973, the
W.A. Automobile Chamber of
Commerce's membership in-
cluded 170 new car dealers
and 292 used car dealers.
There is certain duplication in
these figures, as a dealer
handling new vehicles and
used vehicles would be in-
cluded in both categories.

(b) The Chamber of Automotive
Industries' membership in-
cludes 75 franchise dealers
which covers all franchise
dealers in Western Australia.
Between them, they handle
approximately 90% of new car
sales in this State.
A large number of firms are
members of both commerces.

(3) All vehicles sold to consumers in
Western Australia will come under
the Proposed motor vehicle dealers
legislation, except for private
sales between individuals. These
are estimated at less than 3% of
total sales. For the 12 months
ended 30th June, 1973, 47,629 new
cars were sold in this State. Ap-
Proximately 192,000 vehicles were
transferred through the Police
Department last year and the vast
majority of these would be sales
through dealers to consumers.
Figures of transfers registered by
shires are not known.

(4) This information is not available.
(5) The total membership of the

Royal Automobile Club of West-
em Australia at the end of Octo-
ber, 1973 was 197,682.

17. WATER SUPPIESh
Survey at Needs

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Has a report been submitted by

the Director of Agriculture re-
sulting from a survey being done
by officers appointed by the de-
partment to inquire Into the
water supplies needed in areas
outside the Comprehensive Water
Supply Scheme?

(2) If so, will he make the report
available?

Mr. H. D. Evans (for Mr. JAMISON)
replied:
(1) No.
(2) The release of the document will

be a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture.
As soon as the report is to hand,
full consideration will be given to
its release.

18. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Talc Plant at Leighton

Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
for Environmental Protection:
(1) Will he explain how far the con-

struction or proposed construc-
tion of a talc plant at Leighton
has progressed and whether such
plant if proceeded with Is in-
tended to be only temporarily
used?

(2) If it is Intended to be used only
temporarily will he explain f or
how long the plant is intended
to be used?

(3) Will he further explain bow long
it will take for the promised re-
port on the zoning and suitability
of the site?

(4) In so f ar as most factors are con-
cerned, would not this plant be
better sited away from residential
areas?

Mr. DAVIES repied:
(1) and (2) Construction of the pro-

Posed Plant has not yet comimenc-
ed. It is the Intention of the com-
pany to establish its major opera-
tion at Oeraldton in the future.
This is likely to be within 3 to 5
years, at which time a decision as
to the future of the Leighton mill
will be made. At this stage it Is
not known how long the mill at
Leighton will operate.

(3) 1 am currently reviewing the sit-
uation and will communicate with
the Member at an appropriate
time.
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(4) The need for ready access to rail 22. BYFORD SCHOOL
and the established shipping facd-
Ilties at Fremantle in order to
test the market with limited quan-
tity Production has dictated the
choice of the site.

19. This question was vosivoned.

20. LAND TENURE
Commonwealth Inquiry:

Recommendations
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) Have the Government's recom-

mendations to the Commonwealth
Inquiry Into land tenure been sub-
mitted?

(2) If "Yes" will he table a copy?
(3) If "No" why are we taking so long

when other States appear to have
lodged their recommendations and
the report Is due shortly?

(4) When will the Government make
our submission?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) No. The committee of officers ap-

pointed by the Government have
completed their studies and will
shortly submit their report.

(2) As I have previously advised, a
copy of the Government's submis-
sion will be tabled when it is made.

(3) The scope of the inquiry was wid-
ened and the officers concerned
can only devote limited time to
extra-curricular activities. I do
not consider there is any disad-
vantage in the State making its
submission towards the end of the
inquiry.

(4) As soon as it is practicable to do
SO.

TOWN PLANNING
Westfield Park

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:

Adverting to question 21 on 8th
November regarding his decision
to rationalise the development of
Westfield Park, Kelmscott and his
Promise to advise me his decision
by 30th October, 1973, and as de-
cisions for establishing a kinder-
garten, local shopping, drainage,
recreational ground, road upgrad-
ing, civic facilities, etc. have been
held up for two years, while Min-
isters have deliberated, will he ad-
vise me his decision within one
week?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
yes.

(c) special,
educational fields shown
ately for the-
(I) metropolitan area;

(11) country areas?
Mr. T., D. EVANS replied:

(a) Primary-

separ-

Metropolitan area-2,092,OO
Country areas-$3,3 12,000
Totai-$5,404,000.

Toilets
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Has his department received com-

plaints during 1973 as to the un-
satisfactory toilets at Byford pi-
mary schools?

(2) What action Is being taken to im-
prove the toilets?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Public Works Department has

been asked to investigate the con-
dition and adequacy of the exist-
ing toilet facilities. Work has
been completed to provide separ-
ate facilities for female staff with-
in the existing block.

23. NON-GOVERNMlENT "A"-CLASS
SCHOOLS

Withdrawal of Commonwealth Aid
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Considering the Federal Parlia-
mentary Labor Party decision to
cut out all commonwealth aid to
class "A"l private schools and In
view of his previous attitude to this
matter, will he now make strong
representation to the Federal Gov-
ernment to reverse this decision?

Mr. T. fl. Evans (for Mr. J. T. TON-
KIN) replied:

The views of my Government on
this question are already known to
the Australian Government. Fur-
ther representations to the Aus-
tralian Government would be use-
less reiteration, and of no avail in
the existing circumstances.

24. SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS
New Buildings and Additions:

Contracts
Mr. MENSAROS. to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Education:

What is the estimated total
amount of contracts to be let and
started for new buildings and ad-
ditions until the end of March
1974 In-
(a) primary;
(b) secondary; and
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(b) Secondary-
Metropolitan area-$1855,000
Country areas-2262,000
Total-4,117,000.

(c) Special-
Metropolitan area-885,000
Country areas-125,000
Total-$,010,OO.

Estimated total amount of all con-
tracts to be let is $10,531,000.

25. SCHOOLS
Combined Classes

Mr, MENSAROS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister -for Education:
(1) Which are the primary schools

reported to take part in an d x-periment next year to combine
classes in an open area?

(2) Which grades In these schools will
be thus affected?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) It is believed that the

Member might be referring to a
report in the Education Circular
on which a recent Press article
was based. The experiment is being
conducted by two officers of the
Education Department on a
national scale under a grant from
the Commonwealth Advisory Corn-
nmittee for Research and Develop-
ment in Education.
The experiment will sp rvey some
120 primary schools throughout
Australia and of these 28 will be in
Western Australia. Detailed
planning for the experiment is still
in Process and the actual schools
have not yet been- finalized. Al-
though the experiment will range
over the whole of the primary
school, the major emphasis will be
at the grade 5 level.

26. STATE HOUSING COMMISSION
New Works: Value

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:

Could he please advise as to what
estimated value of new works will
be commenced for the State Hous-
ing Commission within the next
four months, i.e.. until 31st March,
1974 in-
(a) cottages;
(b) duplexes and town houses;
(c) flats;
(d) any other buildings?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
The estimated value of works to
be commenced on State Housing
Commission projects within the

next four months until the 31st
March, 1974, is as follows-

(a) cottages ... .. 4,164,000
(b) duplexes and town

houses ...... 2,616,000
(c) flats -. .. 510,000
(d) other ... -.. 170,000

$7,460,000

27. NORTHAM SCHOOL
Use of Old Building, and

Sports Ground
Mr. McIVER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) As confusion exists regarding the

future of the old Northam school
building In the grounds of the
Northam primary school, would
the Minister advise If this build-
ing is to be handed over to the
town council who are keen to re-
tain it as an historical building,
or will It be removed to give
greater recreation area to the
pupils attending Northam prim-
ary school?

(2) When will the school ground be
grassed?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) At the present time the building

is required for school use. The
historical significance is appreci-
ated and planned ground improve-
ments will not interfere with the
building.

(2) Grassing Improvements are now in
progress.

28. - DEPARTMENT FOR
COMMUNITY WELFARE

Northam Office
Mr. McIVER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Community
Welfare:
(1) What was the total cost of renov-

ating the building now occupied
by the Department of Community
Welfare in Duke Street, Northam?

(2) What will be the situation If the
Education Department who owns
the building requires it next year
for additions to the Northam pri-
mary school and the present build-
Ing is demolished?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) $4,539.
(2) The property in question which

encompasses the land on which
this department's office is situ-
ated was purchased by the Crown
for future additions to the primary
school.
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The Public Works Department has
confirmed that present proposals
Planned for the school extensions
will not interfere with the office
or land on which it Is situated.

This question was postponed.

LAND
Sussex Locations 2569 and 2570

Mr. ELAIKIE, to the Minister for
Lands!
(1) Has his department received in-

quiries for Sussex location Nos.
2569 and 2570 to be made avail-
able for selection for agricultural
Purposes?

(2) As the above locations comprise
Part of an area. of land investi-
gated by the Crown Lands Trib-
unal has any decision been made
regarding future utilisation of this
land?

(3) Would he advise the recommend-
ation of the Crown Lands Tib-
unal?

(4) If "No" to (2), would he please
advise when a decision will be
made?

(5) Can he advise whether any Gov-
ernment department has requested
this area of land and, If so. which
department Cs)?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(i) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) Following my predecessor's ex-

ample-No.
(4) No.
(5) Forests Department has requested

that these locations and adjoining
Crown land be dedicated as State
Forest.

RUIT
Quarantine Laws

Mr. ELAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What publicity has been under-

taken to inform Interstate visitors
of Western Australia's quarantine
laws and regulations relating to
the Importation of fruit?

(2) Are all stone and citrus fruits en-
tering the State legally Inspected,
and is inspection of all lines now
a mandatory requirement?

(3) Does locally Produced fruit have
any restriction of movement and/
or fumigation prior to transport-
ation to certain areas of the
State?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), would he give
detail of restrictions?

32.

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Brochures containing informa-

tion on Western Australia's plant
quarantine regulations are pro-
vided for use by Interstate trav-
ellers at Tourist Bureaux, railways
and airline offices and Depart-
ments of Agriculture In all States.

(2) and (3) Yes.
(4) Except for lemons, tomatoes, ban-

anas, pineapples, passionfnzit and
melons, all fruit transported from
zone 1 and zone 2 as defined In
the Plant Diseases Act regulations
must first be fumigated or pre-
cooled.

HOSPITALS
Eunbury, Vasse, Blacktwood, and

Warren Electorates: Staff Changes
Mr.' BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Health:

Would he table correspondence
relative to his department's pro-
posed staff changes at those Gov-
ernment hospitals in the Bunbury.
Vasse, Blackwood and Warren
Assembly electorate areas?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
No, but if the Member would con-
tact the Director of Administra-
tion, Medical and Health Services,
arrangements will be made for the
files to be available In his office
and he would be pleased to dis-
cuss any aspects with the Mem-
ber.

33. POINT PERON RESERVE
Use by Public, and Marina

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Recreation:
(1) Is he aware the Shire of Rocking-

ham, the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and the Town
Planning Department supported
Point Peron being available main-
ly for recreational purposes by the
general public?

(2) Is he aware the Shire of Rocking-
ham, and the Minister for Town
Planning support the oceanariumn
being established at Point Peron as
proposed by Marineland of Aus-
tralia?

(3) Why did the Government dis-
regard the wishes and recreational
Interest of the general public of
Rockinghanm and Safety Bay and
Western Australia and extend the
leases of social clubs on Point
Peron?

(4) Has he and/or the Minister for
Lands the administrative power
to grant a lease to Marineland of
Australia In accord with the wishes
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of the Shire of Rockingham sup-
ported by the Minister for Town
Planning?

(5) If "Yes" to (4), will he recommend
the lease be given and ask the
responsible Minister to grant the
lease?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The Rockingham Shire Council

through its representatives on the
Greater Peron Development Com-
mittee, some time ago expressed
the opinion that the general pub-
lic should be given greater access
to the land on Point Peron.
Accordingly when in February
1973, the Town Planning Depart-
ment re-designed the reduced lease
area, provision was made for in-
creased access by the general pub-
lic.
I am not aware of any correspond-
ence from the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority on the
matter.

(2) Yes.
(3) The development of this worth-

while holiday scheme has been
carried out over many years by
the Greater Peron Development
Committee. This committee con-
sisted of members of the National
Fitness Council. representatives of
the sub lessees of organisations on
the Point, representatives of some
Government departments, and
representatives of the Rocking-
ham Shire Council. I emphasise
that the general public had access
to the beaches and considerable
access to the land on the Point
and that thousands of youth and
family groups enjoy holidays on
the Point each year. I do not con-
sider that the recreational inter-
ests of the general public have
been disregarded.

(4) and (5) No. The land is vested
in the Community Recreation
Council as the body corporate and
it is this body that has power to
sub-lease.

34. TRANSPORT WORKERS'
UNION

Disallowance of Question
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Speaker:

Will he advise under what Stand-
ing Orders he did not permit my
question of the Premier asking
what action the Government in-
tended to take on rebellious and
Inflammatory statement by the
Secretary of the T.W.U.. as Stand-
Ig Order 108 appears to permit
Questions to the Leader of the
Government on matters pertaining
to general Government policy?

35.

The Deputy Speaker (for the
SPEAKER) replied:

The question made no reference
to general Government poicy on
law and order and In my opinion
did not come within Standing
Order 106. The question cer-
tainly did not ask for information
within the administrative respon-
sibility of the Premier or relate
to public affairs with which he is
officially connected. Further, the
question was hypothetical and
expressed an opinion.
I have attached a copy of Speaker
Guthrie's procedure on questions
for the Member's information. The
summary was taken from "May's"
Parliamentary Practice.

RECREATIONAL
PROJECTS

Financial Assistance

Mr. B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Recreation:

Can he please detail successful
submissions for financial assist-
ance prepared and submitted by
his officers for projects at-
(a) Roebourne;
(b) Balga and Osborne Park;
(c) Marmion and Sorrento;
(d) Broome?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(a) A grant will be made avail-

able to the Roebourne Shire
Council for a sports complex,
pavilion, and community
centre with separate youth
facilities, football oval, cricket
pitch, three tennis courts, two
basket ball courts and one
bowling green.

(b) A grant will be given to the
Stirling City Council for two
community centres at Ealga
and Osborne Park. both In-
corporating a hall, ancilliarY
buildings and youth facilities
sited adjacent to the playing
fields.

(c) A grant will be given to the
Wanneroo Shire for a com-
munity centre serving Mar-
mion and Sorrento and con-
sisting of a hall/gymnasium,
youth centre. coffee lounge and
ancilliary rooms Plus two out-
door courts.

(d) A grant will be given to the
Broome Shire Council for a
sports ground and change
room facilities, lighting and
reticulation at Eroome.
Further details and plans of
these proposals are available
for perusal at the offices of
the Community Recreation
Council In James Street.
Pethl.
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36. TRAFFIC HAZARD
Edgehill Street, Scarborough&

Mr. B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Traffic Safety:
(1) Is he aware- of the traffic hazard

caused by the gradient of Edge-
hill Street In Scarborough near
the junction of Southbourne
Street?

(2) Are there any plans to alter the
traffic flow at present determined
by the nature of Edgehill Street
and Its Intersection with South-
bourne Street?

(3) If "Yes" when will these plans be
implemented?

Mr. H. D. Evans (for Mr. JAMIESON)
replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Stirling City Council has ad-

vised the Main Roads Department
that it is intended to physically
close a section of Edgehifl Street
at the crest of the hill between
Andrew Street and Southbourne
Street so that the road will be a
cul-de-sac from Andrew Street and
also from Southbourne Street.

(3) The Council did not advise when
the closure would be implemented.

37. OVER-QUOTA WHEAT
Receivals byt Co-operative Bulk

Handling
Mr. BROWN, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) Has Co-operative Bulk Handling

Limited been instructed in writ-
Ing by the Minister to receive non-
quota wheat?

(2) If "Yes" what is the amount esti-
mated to be received?

(3) If "No" what action is proposed?
Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) This is estimated by the Wheat

Quota Commnittee to be in the
order of 1,500 tonnes.

(3) Answered by (2).

38. W/HEAT
Stabilisation Proposals

Mr. BROWN, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) When will the Australian Agri-

cultural Council discuss wheat
stabilisation proposals for the next
quinquenniuni?

(2) Have final-proposals been received
from the Australian Wheatgrow-
ers' Federation?

(3) Will he outline the context of
wheat proposals so far discussed?

(4) Is he enabled to supply price pro-
posals for export and home con-
sumption wheat from the 1973-74
harvest?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 7th December.
(2) The .Australian Wheatgrowers'

Federation submitted formal pro-
posals to the Minister for Primary
Industry In September.

(3) No details of the Commonwealth
proposals have yet been received
by State Ministers.

(4) It is anticipated that this inform-
ation will be available in the com-
ing week.

39. TRANSPORT WORKERS' UNION
State Secretary: Television Interview

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
In view of the disturbing inter-
view an Channel 2 on Tuesday,
13th November, 1973 and details
of which were repeated on radio
when the secretary of the T.W.U.
Mr. Cowles, stated that if an in-
coming Government next year
tried to make his union abide by
the law there would be bloodshed
in the streets, will he advise the
general Government policy on this
rebellious and inflamatory state-
ment in view of widespread public
concern?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The
Speaker has asked me to inform
the member for Mt. Lawley that
this questibn is based on supposi-
tion and Is therefore hypothetical,
and also expresses an opinion, on
both counts it is inadmissible.

Points of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Deputy

Speaker, I know you are at a dis-
advantage because you made that
statement on behalf of the
Speaker. However, on what
grounds does the Speaker base
his reply that the question is
based on supposition when the
matter referred to is actual, posi-
tive fact, and is a matter of Gov-
eminment policy as provided for in
Standing Orders?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: With
respect, I would ask the Leader
of the Opposition to put his ques-
tion on the notice paper. It Is
difficult for me to answer him,
as this is a ruling of the Speaker.

Sir CHARLES COURT: On a further
point of order, what is the posi-
tion if we wish to disagree with
the Speaker's ruling? Will we be
ruled out of order when we again
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raise the matter, or do you regard
it as being suspended until the
Speaker is in the Chair?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I regard the
matter as being suspended until
the Speaker returns on Tuesday.

QUESTIONS (7): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. OVER-QUOTA WHEAT

Receivals byD Co-operative Bulk Handling
Mr. GAYPER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

My question without notice arises
from the answer given by the
Minister to question 37. The
member for Merredin-Yilgarn
asked whether Co-operative Bulk
Handling Limited had been
instructed in writing by the Min-
ister to receive nonquota wheat.
The reply was, "Yes."
Under which section of the Wheat
Delivery Quotas Act does the
Minister have Power to instruct
C... to receive nonquota wheat?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
In the interests of complete
accuracy and clarity, I would ask
the member for Avon to place the
question on the notice paper.

2. TOWN PLANNING
Lesmurdie: Hotel Site

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) Further to his reply to question

2'7 on Yesterday's notice paper in
which he stated that he was not
acting at the request of the
Kalamunda Shire Council when
he recently granted preliminary
approval for a hotel in Lesmurdle,
will he advise-
(a) who were the "various

parties' referred to in his
reply:

(b,) which of the reasons ad-
vanced by those parties
influenced him to change the
opinion he held in December,
1972, when preliminary
approval was refused?

(2) Does he not consider that by
virtually directing the council to
include the Project in its town
planning scheme-presumably at
the sole request of a developer-
he is going outside the normal
requirements of his ministerial
position?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
Although the question contains
some assumptions which are com-
pletely false. I will answer it as
follows-

(1) (a) Local residents and the
Prospective developers.

(b) The Prospective developers
claimed there was a body of
support for a hotel on this
site.

(2) In view of the fact that the pro-
posal had not formally been the
subject of advertisement and to a
period when representations could
be made, I requested the council
to include this site in its town
planning scheme to enable public
reaction both for and against the
Proposal to be assessed.

Representations will be con-
sidered by the council when the
period for lodging objections and
representations closes on the '7th
December, 1973, and by me when
the council's recommendations
are submitted.

Far from being outside normal
requirements, it could be con-
sidered almost normal practice
for the Minister to give directions
to councils regarding town plan-
ning schemes, both at the pre-
liminary approval and final ap-
proval stages.

3. METROPOLITAN MARKET TRUST

Interests of Members

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Agriculture:

Arising out of the answer the Min-
ister gave to question 13 on today's
notice paper, and in particular to
part (4) relating to the Metro-
politan Market Trust I seek some
clarification. In his answer the
Minister said-

The Trust advises that
(a) Members are accorded nor-

mal rights.
(b) (t) No.

0ii) No.

In other words, he was giving the
advice of the trust, and not his
own opinion as Minister. Does he
agree with the answer given by
the trust, in view of the fact that
members who have a direct Vested
interest in a matter under con-
sideration are permitted to vote?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:

I can only assume that the meet-
ings of the trust are held Under
its rules, are conducted properly,
and are in accord with 1W 'con-
stitution. I presume the meetings
would be conducted in all prop-
riety. To alleviate the fears of the
Leader of the Opposition I will
verify that point.
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4. CROP DAMAGE
Fits gerold-Jacup Area

Mr. W. GI. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Minister received any

advice as to the extent of damage
to crops in the Fitzgerald-Jacup
area as a result of the storms of
the 14th November?

(2) Have any requests for financial
assistance been made?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) Although the honourable

member did not give me notice
of this question I anticipated It.
As I am aware of his interest in
this area, I am able to give him
some generalisation of the situa-
tion, although perhaps it is not
as specific as he would like it to
be. Generally, damage has been
restricted to a few areas. No prob-
lemns have been reported to me by
officers of the Department of
Agriculture In the wheatbelt.
Heavy rain has been experienced
in a number of areas including
Narrogin 1 in.; Merredin 40 points
to 2 in.; Lake Grace 3 in. with
hail; Jerramungup, about six
properties have reported falls Of
between 5 to 6Bin.
Borne damage to crops has been
reported in some of these dist-
ricts but should. in the main, be
covered by crop insurance. Dam;age
seems to be Isolated to various
properties in each district.
The Newdegate Research Station
was fairly hard hit with the result
that about half the crop was lost.

5. OVER-QUOTA WHEAT

Receivals by Co-operative Bulk Handling

Mr. H4. D. EVANS (Minister for Agri-
culture):-

The member for Avon asked me a
question earlier about over-quota
wheat, it being question 1 without
notice. I amn now able to give
him a reply. I would refer the
honourable member to the Wheat
Delivery Quotas Act. At the
moment I cannot find the particu-
lar section which has reference to
that matter, and he might be able
to find it quicker than I can.

Mr. GAYFER: In anticipation of te
question without notice by the
Minister for Agriculture, because
I am aware of his interest in this
matter and I felt that he would
ask me the question, I have ob-
tained the Information which he
is looking for. Section 31 of the

Wheat Delivery Quotas Act is the
relevant section. It is as follows--

31. Notwithstanding any-
thing to the contrary con-
tained in the provisions of the
Bulk Handling Act, 1967-

(a) the Company shall
not receive non-quota
wheat except with
the consent in writ-
Ing of the minister;
and

(b) the Company may
refuse to receive any
grain, other than
quota wheat, ten-
dered to It during a
quota season If It
considers it necessary
or desirable so to do
In order 'to ensure
that It will be able to
receive all quota
wheat of that season
or of any subsequent
quota season that is
tendered to It.

I make the point that harmony
exists between the company and
the Minister under whose port-
folio this Act comes, and I am
sure he appreciates the use of the
word "consent" in the section
rather than the word "instruc-
tion".

6. METROPOLITAN MARKET TRUST
Interests of Members

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Agriculture:

Arising from the answer to ques-
tion 3 without notice, and to seek
clarification of the answer to part
(4) of question 13 on today's
notice paper, I would like the
Minister to clarify this point so
that there Is no misunderstanding
on may part. Will the minister
clarify whether he intends to seek
the opinion of the Crown Law De-
partmient, and not an expression
of opinion from the trust becaase
the trust has already expressed its
view?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
I will take this matter up with
my senior officers. If It appears
that Crown Law opinion is neces-
sary I will obtain it.

7. HOLLYWOOD CATERERS
PTY. LTD.

Action by Hotel, Club, Caterers' Union
Mr. THOMPSON. to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) Is he aware of any action to be

taken by the Hotel, Club, Caterers'
Union against the locally-owned
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Hollywood Caterers fly. Ltd. that
may place that firm at a disad-
vantage to its principal competi-
tor, which is a Partially foreign
and Eastern States-owned com-
pany?

(2) Will he institute inquiries with a
view to ensuring that any pro-
posed discriminatory action will
not place the Western Australian-
owned firm at a disadvantage?

Mr. HARMAN replied:
(1) and (2) In anticipation of this

question I have caused inquiries
to be made. As a result of these
inquiries I am informed that four
complaints have been lodged by
the Hotel, Club, Caterers' Union
with the Industrial Court against
Hollywood Caterers Pty. Ltd. As
these cases will not be heard until
the 18th January, I do not think
I should comment any further on
them.

LAND CONTROL BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 22nd May.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) [4.39 pm.]: It
was last May that the Mlinister intro-
duced this Hill. That was in the first
part of this session. When the Minister
brought the Bill forward he did so with
a great deal of pride. Actually the three
land Bills give expression to the policy
of the Labor Party on urban development.

Many People consider it to be legisla-
tion based on supposition; and many con-
sider it to be downright dishonest
legislation in view of the way it has been
presented. Because the Minister dealt with
the three Bills in one group, I propose to
do the same. I intend to deal with It In
three respects--a general review of it, re-
action to It, and specific points in the
Minister's Presentation. Overall my con-
tribution wilt be a general review.

if we believe that the freedom of choice
is unimportant then I advocate members
of this Chamber should support the legisla-
tion; if we believe that the security of
ownership of one's home is not worth-
while, then I advocate that members of this
Assembly should support the legislation.

However, if we believe that people should
own their homes, free of debt, and without
the loading of large land rentals when
they retire, then they should vote against
the three Emls that have been introduced.
Similarly, if people believe in their un-
restricted right to manage their homes--
that is, to buy, to own, to sell, or to
mortgage their homes to assist in the
education of their children or for a thou-
sand and one other purposes which are Im-
portant and which they treasure-then
the shoud throw these three Pieces of
legislation out of the window.

This land legislation intrudes into the
personal freedom of the individual. Each
aspect of Intrusion needs to be dealt with
in detail and in depth. I believe that
my colleagues will do this when they make
their contributions to the debate.

This legislation will allow the national-
isation of all land in Western Australia to
take place, and that is why I emphasise
the seriousness of it. It espouses the
socialist concept that Big Brother knows
best. Bureaucratic control is provided for
throughout the three Bills. It is obvious
that the centralist-appointed bureaucrats
will be the bosses, and the average small
home owners will be the servants. I con-
tend that whoever might be big and strong
now will not suffer at all, but the sufferer
under this legislation will be the small or
prospective home owner. If the legislation
is passed a person's home will no longer
be his castle.

Point of Order
Mr. BERTRAM: On a point of order,

I have watched the honourable member
rather closely, and it appears that he Is
just about reading his speech, word for
word.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no
point of order.

Debate Resumed
Sir Charles Court: Did the member for

Mt. Hawthorn not see his Minister intro-
duce the Bill?

Mr. RUSHTON: Some of the most con-
troversial legislation that has been placed
before this House is now to be debated
after a delay of some six months.

Mr. Bertram: The speech is being read.
Sir Charles Court: Who read the intro-

ductory speech?
Mr. RUSHTON: All the points I intended

to raise I wrote down. If members op-
posite want to keep me here until next
week they can prolong this.

Mr. Bertram: You know the rules.
Mr. RUSHTON: I know what they are.

I have a very serious matter to bring
before the House. and I intend to do so
with the help of the Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Harman: You know you should not
read your speech.

Sir Charles Court: 'The Minister should
keep quiet, because he is one of the worst
offenders.

Mr. Taylor: He is entitled to read his as
the Minister introducing a Bill.

Sir Charles Court: The member for Dale
is the one who is handling these Bills for
the Opposition.

Mr. RUSHTON: The first curious issue
which comes forward is that all the objec-
tives could be achieved without this land
grab legislation.
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If one reads the Bills again after this The ACTING SPEAKER: That Is not
long delay one will see that the Minister
on many occasions referred to the success
of the Previous Administration and the
methods it used. This is recorded in the
speeches of the Commissioner for Town
Planning when he attended seminars and
meetings in the Eastern States, and
eulogised the effectiveness of the methods
used in this State.

Mr. Taylor: Are you referring to Orelia?
Mr. RUTSHTON: No. Orelia was another

instance of incorporating the State Hous-
ing Commission. I was referring to Whit-
fords. An examination of this land grab
legislation will show that it begins
to spell out the answer. Its objective,
and its real purpose, is to open the door
to Federal control and to transfer State
rights to the Federal Government. In
fact, it is part of a Federal plan for the
seizure of similar control in every State.

That has been made clear in statements
by the Prime Minister, and by the Federal
Minister for Urban and Regional Develop-
merit, on a number of occasions.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): Order! Is that a quotation?

Mr. RUSHTON: I am using my notes.
as best I can.

The ACTING SPEAKER: It is not a
quotation?

Mr. RUSHTON: No. it is part of my
remarks.

The ACTING SPEAKER: You are read -
ing your speech?

Mr. RUSHTON: No, I am using copious
notes. The purpose of the legislation is to
make sure of unfettered control of land
by the Federal Government. Members
might well ask why such extreme conitrols
should be sought.

Point of Order
Mr. BRADY: On a point of order, Mr.

Acting Speaker I understand that no mem-
ber. unless he is a Minister. is permitted
to read his speech.

Mr. O'Neil: Which is the Standing order?
Mr. BRADY: Wvho is asking the question?

Do not be so rude.
Sir Charles Court: The member for Swan

interrupted the member who was speaking.
Mr. BRADY: I have heard a previous

Speaker give a ruling that private members
cannot read speeches. However, we are
seeing this done before our very eyes' Is
this a sample of what will happen in the
future? I would like to know.

M~r. Hutchinson: The member can con-
sult his notes.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order I I will
have to order the member for Dale to sit
down.

Mr. O'Neil: The only way to do that is
by the Acting Speaker standing up.

so. I will not have the situation when I
am speaking of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition showing such lack of courtesy
to the Chair by interrupting in any way.

Mr. O'Neil: I suggest you stand up; you
are not in school. The way the Speaker
should call order in the House is by stand-
ing up.

Acting Speaker's Ruling

The AC71NG SPEAKER: The member
for Dale will not continue to read his
speech. He may proceed.

Point of Order
Mr. O'NEIL: I rise on a Point of order.

Will the Acting Speaker quote to me the
Standing Order which prevents the mem-
ber for Dale from referring to his copious
notes?

Mr. Hartrey: He is not ref erring to notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!I I am

not required to quote the Standing Order.
I will give the ruling and the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has the remedy.
I call on the member for Dale.

Dissent from Acting Speaker's Ruling
Mr. O'NEIL: I move-I

That the Acting Speaker's ruling be
disagreed with.

I disagree with your ruling that the mem-
ber for Dale is not entitled to read his
speech, if you, Sir, want to be so precise.
You, as Acting Speaker, gave an order that
the member for Dale would cease reading
his speech.

Mr. Bertram: H-ear, hear!

Mr. O'NEIL: You also indicated you
were not required to refer to any Standing
Order of this Chamber. In other words,
the ruling was given of your own volition.

Mr. Bertram: He did not say that at all.
Mr. O'NEIL: We on this side of the

House disagree with the ruling of the Act-
ing Speaker that he is not required to refer
to or read the relevant Standing Order;
and, secondly, that he is empowered to
order the member for Dale, or any other
member for that matter, to cease reading
his speech.

The AC77NG SPEAKER: Is there a
seconder to the motion?

Mr. HUTrCHINSON: Yes, I second the
motion. It is regrettable that this situation
has risen because you, Sir, having just
assumed the Chair as Acting Speaker, im-
mediately took issue with the member for
Dale for reading his speech, and ordered
him not to continue to do so. I very much
regret the situation because the position
of Speaker should be that of a man who
should endeavour, while upholding the
Standing Orders, to protect the members
of Parliament as much as Possible. It is
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Is bounden duty to use as much courtesy
and wisdom as is within his capacity. Over
the centuries the role of Speaker has been
a mast important one and I suggest to you,
Sir, that in assuming the Chair and, within
a period of two minutes, calling upon the
member for Dale was an arrogant abro-
gation of a member's rights.

Mr. TAYLOR: I agree with the member
for Cottesloe-that it is regrettable that
this matter has come before the House. I
think same comment is necessary before
you. Mr Acting Speaker, reply, as no doubt
you would want to do.

As I understand the ruling which You
gave, Sir, it reflected what I have under-
stood to be the position in this place since
I have been a member over the last 51
years. If it is not a regulation contained
in Standing Orders--and I have been at-
tempting to find it without success--at
least It has been the practice. Certainly it
was followed when I was a member of the
Opposition.

Mr. Hutchinson: With great flexibility.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Hutchinson: I am allowed to inter-
ject.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The
Deputy Premier will resume his seat. When
I called for order the member for Cottesloe
said he was permitted to interject. That
is a gross discourtesy to the Chair. Stand-
ing orders do not permit any interjections.
I know that there are interjections, but
when I ask for order so that the Deputy
Premier may continue, it is highly im-
proper for the member for Cottesloe to
show such a lack of courtesy to the House
by Interjecting on my ruling.

Mr. Bertram: Hear, hear!
The ACTING SPEAKER: I call on the

Deputy Premier.
Mr. TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr. Acting

Speaker, I repeat: It has been my under-
standing that this has been the practice
in this House. In actual fact, if my memory
serves me correctly, there is no Standing
Order setting out that a member may
not read his speech. In actual fact, some
20 years ago Ministers delivered their
second reading speeches from memory.

Mr. O'Neil: This will happen in the
future if this man's ruling is upheld.
Every time a Minister gets up to reada
speech objection will be raised.

Mr. TAYLOR: I ask the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition to allow me to make
Mny statement. He is not picking on me:
obviously he agrees with what I have said.
The provision is not contained in a Stand-
ing Order. However, the practice has grown
up. it began in the early 1960s when Min-
isters began reading their speeches. That
is my understanding.

Mr. O'Neil: It occurred long before that.
It has been the practice in this House
for a number of years,

-The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. TAYLOR: I am subject to correc-

tion, but it has been my understanding
that it is the practice for Ministers to read
second reading speeches, and that practice
has grown up since the early 1960s. How-
ever, it appears that the practice was fol-
lowed before then.

The point remains that this House has
accepted the situation whereby a member
does not read his speech. Certainly Speak-
er Guthrie was very forthright on occas-
ions when members were reading extracts
from newspapers and other articles, I am
relying completely on memory, and I am
not able to produce evidence, but it was
a fairly touchy subject with Speaker
Guthrie.

Certainly, we must abide by Standing
Orders and I -will come back to that point
in a moment. However, we also have reg-
ular practices or attitudes in this Chamber
Which members tend to follow.

The member for Swan, when he rose
to his feet, raised the point relating to
the practices and attitudes which operated
in this House.

To cover the points again, I do not know
that there is a Standing Order to cover
the situation but, indeed, I understand
it has been the practice that members
should not read speeches. That has been
accepted by members on both sides. I
would like to lower the tone of my remarks
by one or two decibles and come back to
the point made by the member for Cottes-
loe that it is regrettable the situation has
reached this stage. It Is regrettable that
the matter has become one of issue
between the Acting Speaker and some
members in the House.

For my own part, Sir-and I say this
choosing my words very carefully-it does
not worry me one iota whether or not
the member for Date reads his speech, or
delivers it in any other form. The content
Is still to receive the same consideration
and I doubt very much whether it will
impress me.

Mr. Hutchinson: Does the Deputy Prem-
ier not think that a member should be able
to consult his notes very closely on occas-
Ions?

Mr. TAYLOR: I think I1 have covered
that question by giving my personal op-
inion. It does not worry me. The fact
that he is the only member, to my know-
ledge for a considerable time, to read his
speech does not worry me.

Mr. RUSHTON: On a Point of order,
Sir, I take umbrage at that remark-that
I am the only member who has read his
speech.

The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no
point of order.

Mr. Rushton: Well, do not let the Deputy
Premier make false statements.
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The ACTING SPEAKER: The member
for Dale is attempting to debate the issue.

Mr. TAYLOR: Returning to the point,
I, Personally, have no objection to the
member for Dale reading his speech. I
suggest-and I do so humbly-to you, Sir,
that In your capacity the proceedings of
the Howse are more important than the
difference between our regulations and
practices. I suggest that the House proceed
with Its business as quickly as possible by
means of some form of conclusion with-
out the need to disagree on the situa-
tion which has delevoped.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I want to say I sup-
port this motion to disagree with your
ruling, Sir, and in doing so I want to say
that what annoys me most about the
incident is the fact that one member has
been singled out for an attack of this kind,
and that has given rise to this issue'

When speaking, the Deputy Premier
emphasised something which I consider to
be completely and utterly untrue-that the
member for Dale was the only member
who has, for some considerable time, read
his speech.

Mr. Taylor: In my experience.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Nothing could be
further from the truth and I defy any
member in the House to contradict that
statement. As far as I am aware I have
known the member for Dale for many
years and I have never seen him read a
speech.

Mr. Hutchinson: A full speech.
Mr. ORAYDEN: In any instance! In

this Particular case he had just com-
menced his speech and he was referring to
one or two Points.

Mr. Hutchinson: Which he had written
down.

Mr. GRAYDEN: He was referring to one
or two Points until he was able to act
under way.

I understand he intends to speak for
possibly 45 minutes and at the outset he
made one or two references to his notes.
However, he was immediately singled out
by the Chair and told to stop reading his
speech.

Mr. Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr. GRAYDEN: He was not reading his

speech in the first place.
Mr. Bertram: He was.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Prove it.
Mr. Bertram: I watched him.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The member for Mt.

Hawthorn is a lawyer. I would not like to
see him in court trying to obtain justice
for any person.

Mr. O'Neil: I watched him! What
nonsense I

Mr. Bryce; The member for South Perth
was not even in the Chamber when the
member for Dale was speaking.

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is the sort of non-
sense we hear from that side of the House.
I emphasise that under no circumstances
can anyone justly level this accusation
at the member for Dale.

In the first place, you, Sir, told the
member for Dale to stop reading his
speech. Are members to be told to stop
reading speeches each time they glance
down to refresh their memories? That will
be the situation because we will be placed
in the position of breaking your ruling
over and over again. Government members
read their speeches. I have actually
watched them and there has never been
any attempt to Pull them up, provided the
speech was delivered in a reasonable
manner, and provided the members used
the notes as copious notes and glanced at
them from time to time to refresh their
memories. But in no circumstances have
they been pulled up.

Over and over again, on every occasion,
Ministers rise to their feet and read their
speeches word for word. There is nothing
in Standing Orders to permit them to do
this. There is nothing in Standing Orders
to say that a member, other than a Min-
ister, cannot read his speech anywhere
along the line.

In these circumstances, it is grossly un-
fair for an Acting Speaker, in the first
place, to single out a member and make
an untrue accusation against him, and it
is an abuse of this House for the Deputy
Premier to rise to his feet and make a
statement which, again, was completely un-
true in every aspect. No member of the
House can justly make that accusation
against the member for Dale.

Mr. Taylor: It is the only time I have
ever actually seen any member read his
speech.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Are members of the
Government suggesting that no-one else
has ever read a speech?

Mr. Hutchinson: I have read out some
parts of mine.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I take strong exception
to the fact that the member for Dale was
singled out and I take equally strong ex-
ception to the action of the Deputy Premier
in repeating the statement and attempting
to give some truth or substance to it. He
was attempting to create in the public
mind that, in fact, this is something that
Possibly does take place. Having said that
I emphasise once again that I support the
motion to disagree with the ruling.

Mr. BRADY: As the member who was
responsible for having raised this question.
I feel I should speak to the question before
the Chair.

At the outset, I would like to say that,
together with the Deputy Premier, r could
not care less whether or not the member
for Dale reads his speech-or any other
member for that matter. However, I took
the Point because I have always understood

5112



[Thursday, 15 November, 1973] 11

it has been usage and custom in this House
for a member, who is not a Minister, not
to read his speech. I once had occasion
to raise the matter with a former Speaker
(The Hon. H. N. Giuthrie) during the debate
on an abortion Bill which was before the
House. The then member for BunburY,
Mr. Williams, attempted to read a speech
in support of abortion law reform. I raised
the question and, If I remember correctly,
the Speaker gave the ruling that a member
could not read his speech.

It is for this reason that I felt I should
raise the matter. If every member is to
be allowed to read prepared speeches, I say
that we should go forward accordingly.
However, Sir, if the ruling is as it has been
in the past-namely, only Ministers can
read speeches-the member for Dale was,
in my opinion, out of order in continuing
to read his speech for some considerable
time, even though the member for Mt.
Hawthorn had issued a warning four or
five minutes earlier that he objected to the
member for Dale looking down and reading
what he was trying to impart to the House.

More to uphold the Standing Orders of
the House and to uphold the usages and
customs of the past, I felt I should raise
the matter so that we would all be in the
same position. At least we would then
know whether every member would be al-
lowed to read speeches.

Sir CHARLES COURT:, I think It is a
most regrettable situation which has de-
veloped and the Government is asking for
real trouble.

Government members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: order! The

Leader of the opposition will resume his
seat. I will not have this kind of inter-
jection. The Leader of the Opposition has
a right to speak.

Mr. Hartrey: Does he have a right to
threaten the House?

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. Hartrey: I asked a question: Does

he have a right to threaten the House?
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is not a ques-

tion of threatening the House. It is a
question of plain good sense, especially for
a Government with a majority of one.

Mr. Bickerton: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition will not bluff us.

Mr. Taylor: it is a question of good
sense. I hoped the Opposition would co-
operate through the remarks I made.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Govern-
ment has a great deal to be thankful for.
The Opposition could have played the
game tough, had it wanted to, as the
present Government did when in Oppo-
sition.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The
Leader of the Opposition should be debat-
ing the motion.

t 172)

Mr. Bickerton: Play it tough!
Sir CHARLES COURT: It Is most re-

grettable that we find ourselves in this
situation and I say this for a number of
reasons. First of all, the Deputy Speaker
gave a ruling that, in his judgment, there
was no point of order. However, a sup-
porter of the Government persisted in
raising the matter when the present Act-
ing Speaker took the Chair. I do not
know. Sir, whether you were aware of
this but the gentleman who occupied the
Chair before you had given a ruling on
precisely the same point.

Mr. Hutchinson: He showed great sense.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I think the

Deputy Speaker demonstrated a great de-
gree of good sense for a reason which I
will demonstrate. It is the prerogative of
the Leader of the Opposition to nominate
somebody to act as the lead speaker for
the Opposition on any Particular measure.
When that member is given his right to
be heard, first of all he has unlimited time.
because he is representing the Opposition.
He alone, on the Opposition side, has un-
limited time, just like the Minister who
has introduced a measure-or, for that
matter, a private member who has intro-
duced a measure.

Mr. Bickerton: Which Standing Order
can you quote which gives a person nomi-
nated by you to represent the Opposition
the right to read from notes?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Whoever Is
nominated to act on behalf of the Oppo-
sition as the lead speaker on any matter
is given unlimited time.

Mr. Bickerton: I did not say he was not
given unlimited time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I suggest that
the Minister for Housing should direct
his remarks to the Acting Speaker.

Mr. Bickerton: You are wrong, and you
know it.

The ACTING SPEAKER: order! The
Minister for Housing will cease interject-
ing.

Mr. R. L. Young: It is Standing Order
164.

Mr. Biekerton: That is the time limit.
Sir CHARLES COURT: During the time

I have been a member of this House-and
that goes back to 1953-no-one has ever
objected to a Minister reading a speech,
mainly on the ground that he Is often
introducing matters of a technical nature.

Mr. Bickerton: We are not talking about
Ministers but about back- benchers.

Mr. O'Neil: We are all the same in this
Chamber.

Mr. Bickerton: No we are not-not ac-
cording to you.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The
Minister for Housing will keep order.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: It has been ac-
cepted, during the whale of the period that
I have been a member of this House, that
a Minister may read his speech when
introducing a measure. This has applied
regardless of which political party has
been in office. The reason, in the main,
is that a Minister may be introducing a
matter of a highly complex and technical
nature. _

Of course, not all matters are highly
complex and technical, but many are. For
instance, today the Minister for Health
introduced a long and complicated Bill and
naturally he presented it in sequence in
accordance with the prepared text. No-one
objected to that.

Surely It is a question of plain good sense
that when the lead speaker for the Opposi-
tion replies, on an unlimited basis as to
time, some degree of tolerance should be
shown in connection with any references
he might make. That member is estab-
lishing a case on behalf of the Opposition.
He is not dealing with a point, but with
the whole case.

In my experience some members on both
sides of the House more than others must,
of necessity, use notes. Some have good
memories, can absorb the subject matter,
and can talk about it without let or hind-
rance, but others cannot.

In the past a great deal of good sense has
been shown by the person occupying the
Chair to make sure that no member is
embarrassed. I know, in the final analysis,
Standing Orders must be referred to and
abided by. However, the secret of success
of any Speaker. Chairman of Committees,
or another who may occupy the Chair, is
dependent on plain good sense. Incident-
ally, the good humour of the House is also
dependent on the good sense shown by
the person occupying the Chair. It is
members who want to interpret Standing
Orders to the last comma and full stop
who cause anger and uneasiness. It makes
one person try to take a point against an-
other.

During most of the time I have been
a member of Parliament the person who
has occupied the Chair-whether it be the
Speaker, the Chairman of Committees, or
someone acting on their behalf-has taken
a fairly tolerant view. if the person occu-
pying the Chair has found that a member
consistently transgresses, as a matter of
good .5ense, the Speaker or the Chairman
of Committees squeezes down upon that
member. Eventually he is disciplined or
conforms. I believe the whole secet of
success in the running of the House lies in
the decorum of the Speaker himself. Once
a Speaker adopts an arrogant, unreason-
able, or uncompromising attitude, or does
not show any tolerance, everyone starts to
bristle. It is human nature.

I believe the incident we have seen today
is most regrettable. The member for Dale
is handling- three major measures. He is

a member who traditionally does his homne-
work. He does not transgress Standing
Orders and I believe he tries to put for-
ward his case in a constructive way. He
does this when he speaks on our behalf
and puts forward our point of view. If
he is to be inhibited from quoting from
important notes-copious though they may
be-he will not be able to do his job in this
Parliament,

1. for one, could not deal with these
three Bills unless I were able to Quote from
copious notes. It is quite Unfair if the
member for Dale is to be denied that
opportunity. The Government cannot ex-
pect the opposition to accept this ruling.
Do not forget it can apply to somebody on
the other side tomorrow. 1, for one, would
not take a tolerant attitude towards
Ministers reading their speeches If this
ruling is to be applied to the person who is
leading for the Opposition.

I was watching the member for Dale
after the point of order was taken by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn. it Is true
he was consulting his notes but it could
not be said he was reading his speech
because he was doing what many members
do here; namely, using his notes to en-
sure he had the sequence, and in some
cases actually quoting phrases, for good
reason-so that he could accurately repre-
sent to the House what he was trying to
get across from the opposition's point of
view.

Mr. Bickerton: That applies only to one
member.

Sir CHARLES COURT; I would not
restrict it to one member. I have seen
members on the Government side strugg-
ling to make speeches, and they are the
last people to whom I take exception-

Mr. Bickerton; And I have seen your
Speaker sit them down, too.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -because good
sense has prevailed and I have been pre-
pared to go along with Speakers who have
shown a good deal of tolerance in this
matter. I therefore hope members* will
support this motion because if it is not
carried we will finish up with an intolerable
situation in this House. I sincerely hope
the House lets the motion go through so
that we can clear up this point and return
to some good sense.

Mr. BICKERTON: The Leader of
the Opposition has been in this House for
a long time and he knows every rule in
the book. One cannot pull the wool over
his eyes one bit.

Sir Charles Court: You rarely hear me
quoting Standing Orders.

Mr. BICKERTON: He realises it has
been the practice in this House over the
years-ever since I have been here, which
is a much shorter time than he has been
here.-that Ministers or members may read
their notes for the purpose of introducing
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a measure, but it has always been recog-
nised that there is what I think Erskine
May calls the cut and thrust of debate,
and if people just read their notes-

Mr. Rushton: Give us some time and
we will give you a bit of cut and thrust.

Mr. BICKERTON: The Opposition is not
introducing a measure. This is the point-
a point which the Leader of the Opposition
well and truly understands. The purpose in
reading notes is to enable the House to
be well acquainted with the measure that
is coming before it, and other members
then take the debate on from there. I can
recall instances concerning previous
Speakers--not necessarily only members
from the Opposition side. I can remem-_
ber Speaker Hearman pulling up the
member for South Perth because he was
reading from notes, even though he said-

Mr. O'Neil, He did not give a rulinEz.

Points of Order

Mr. GRAYDEN: That remark is offen-
sive to me and I ask that it be withdrawn.

The ACTING SPEAKER: What was the
remark?

Mr. GRAYDEN: The remark was that
a previous Speaker (The Hon. J. M. Hear-
man) asked me to desist from reading
notes. He may well have asked me to
cease Quoting, but not to cease reading
from notes. I ask that the statement be
withdrawn,

The ACTING SPEAKER: That is not an
offensive statement.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is an offensive state-
ment as far as I am concerned and I ask
that it be withdrawn.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I am
not going to ask that it be withdrawn. it
is a question of fact, not a point of order.

Mr. Grayden: It is an offensive state-
ment- -

The ACTING SPEAKER: It Is not an
unparliamentary statement to say that a
Speaker asked a member to desist-

Mr. Grayden: That is not true and it is
offansive-

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Grayden: -and the suggestion is-
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! If the

member for South Perth looks at pre-
cedents he will find it is not regarded as
an offensive remark.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The suggestion is that
I have read my speeches. That is an
offensive remark and I ask that it be
withdrawn.

Mr. O'NEIL: I rise to clarify a point. It
has always been my understanding that
the Person who determines what is an
offensive remark is the person about
whom it is made, and if anybody says any
remark at all is offensive to him Personally

it is incumbent upon the member who
made the remark to withdraw it. It is not
a matter for the Speaker to determine
whether or not a remark is offensive. Ir-
respective of what was said-although it
may not appear to me or any other
member to be offensive-if an individual
member says. "That remark is offensive to
me", there is no point the Speaker can
take other than to request the member
who made the remark to withdraw it.

Acting Speaker's Further Ruling
The ACTING SPEAKER: As regards

that Point of order, the Speaker deter-
mines what is an offensive remark. The
Minister for Housing.

Mr. BICKERTON: As I was saying-
Points of Order

Mr. O'NEIL: I want to rise again. We
have a motion before the Chair and it was
moved by me. It is a motion of dissent
from your ruling, Mr. Acting Speaker. I
want to know whether it is competent for
me to disagree with your further ruling
which has been given at this time.

Mr. Brady: Would you like a Parliament
of Your own to play with?

Mr. O'NEIL: No. I have been told to
refer to Standing Order 144. The situation
-and I think every member of this Assem-
bly knows it--is that if any member feels
a remark made by another member is
offensive to him, that is all that is neces-
sary. It does not need to appear to the
Speaker to be offensive; it does not need
to be unparliamentary; it does not need
to be offensive to the caretaker. If in the
opinion of a member a remark is offensive
to him no action is available other than
for the person who made the remark to
withdraw it. I refer you, Mr. Acting
Speaker, to the Standing Order, and ask
You to have a look at it.

The ACTING SPEAKER: I shall read
Standing Order 144. It states--

When any Member objects to words
used in debate by another Member.
the Speaker, or Chairman of Commit-
tees shall, if either considers the words
to be objectionable, or unparliaxnen-
tan', order them to be withdrawn;
and, if necessary, an apology made.

My ruling was that the Speaker is the
Person to decide whether a matter is un-
parliamentary. Otherwise, we would have
the ludicrous situation that members could
order any part of any speech to be with-
drawn. The Minister for Housing.

Mr, GRAYDEN: On a Point of order, I
talk in terms of Standing Order 144, and
It reads,-

When any Member objects to words
used in debate by another Member,
the Speaker, or Chairman of Commit-
tees shall, if either considers the words
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to be objectionable, or unparliamen-
tary, order them to be withdrawn;
and, if necessary, an apology made.

I consider the remarks that were made to
be objectionable because I have never been
asked by any Speaker to desist from read-
ing notes.

The ACTING SPEAKER:, Order! Re-
sume your seat. I have already given a
ruling. The Standing order is quite clear.
It states that if the Chairman of Commit-
tees or the Speaker believes the wards to
be unparliamentary he shall order them
to be withdrawn. The Minister for
Housing.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: On a point of order,
I do not think it is as simple as that be-
cause it is incumbent upon the Speaker
or the Chairman of Committees-

The ACTING SPEAKER; Order!I Re-
sume your seat. The honourable member
cannot debate the Speaker's ruling. He
can move to dissent from the Speaker's
ruling but he cannot debate it.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If that is the only
course open to me, I with to move that
the House dissent from the Acting
Speaker's ruling. I put it to you, Mr.
Acting Speaker, that under Standing
Order 144-

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Re-
sumne your seat, The question is whether
another dissent motion can be moved
while one is already being debated. This
is something I shall have to consider. I
will leave the Chair.

Sitting suspended from 5.20 to 5.27 p.m.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The motion to

dissent from my ruling which the member
for Wembley desires to move would be
in order.

Dissent from Acting Speaker's Further
Ruling

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I move-
That the Acting Speaker's further

ruling be disagreed with.
I take this stand for a number of reasons,
the first of which is that under the Stand-
ing Order which has been quoted, in my
opinion it is not quite as simple as you, Mr.
Acting Speaker, put it. It may appear to
be within the absolute discretion of the
Speaker, the Acting Speaker, or the Chair-
man of Committees, as to whether or not,
under this Standing Order, a statement
is objectionable or unparliamentary. How-
ever, I believe we must go behind the
words "objectionable" and "unparliamnen-
tary" to discover what the real issue is.
The real issue is that we cannot call some-
body else on the other side of the House
a liar because it is objectionable and un-
pTarlientary. We cannot call a person's
character into ill-repute; that is objection-
able and unparliamentary.

It has long been held in the Parliaments
of the British Commonwealth that when
someone makes a statement that is un-
true, and a member then claims it is uni-
true, it is quite clear that If it is untrue
it should be withdrawn because it is un-
Parliamentary and objectionable to the
member who raised the point.

We are not discussing now the question
of whether or not the member for Dale
was reading his speech. We are not dis-
cussing whether or not the Speaker, the
Acting Speaker, or the Chairman of Com-
mittees found a statement to be objec-
tionable. We are discussing now whether
or not a statement made by somebody is,
in fact, objectionable. Therefore, if the
statement is objectionable to the person
to whom It referred, he has a perfectly
good right to move, on a point of order,
that the statement be withdrawn.

The question then hinges on whether or
not the Speaker, the Acting Speaker, or
the Chairman of Committees, considers the
statement to be objectionable. I put it to
you, Mr. Acting Speaker, that the question
really is whether or not the statement
wade by the Minister for Housing is true.
If it is untrue, then the member for South
Perth has a perfectly good right to find
it objectionable. I believe you are bound
by tradition, Mr. Acting Speaker, to find
it objectionable and to ask for it to be
withdrawn. I think the situation is as
simple as that. I do not think the ques-
tion should be whether or not you find the
statement to be objectionable within the
verbiage of Standing Order 144.

Of course, I am not going to deny that
I think you are totally partial when you
are in your seat. However, Mr. Acting
Speaker, I think you are totally impartial
wvhen you are in the chair. With respect
to you, and with respect to the Speaker,
there have been times-and I do not say
this in derogation of your position when
you are in the Chair-when I have seen
the Speaker, on a completely arbitrary
basis, stand up and ask for a Quite in-
nocuous statement to be withdrawn, and
it has never caused this brouhaha. On
many occasions I thought it was unfair
that a member was asked, on an arbitrary
decision, to withdraw a statement. Albeit
that has occurred in the past, but for the
edification of members on this side of the
House, that is not what we are talking
about here. We have simply the situation
where the Minister for Housing has said
that on one occasion Speaker Hearman
asked the member for South Perth to de-
sist from reading his speech. The mem-
ber for South Perth claims that the state-
ment is absolutely untrue and that this
never happened.

I was not here at that time, and I would
say most of the members present were not
here-certainly you were not here, Mr.
Acting Speaker. Therefore, you do not
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know whether or not it is true. It seems
to me that if the member for South Perth
says it is untrue it would be fair-and
probably more in line with the spirit and
principle of all the things I have seen
the Minister for Housing do and the
stances taken by him-for the Minister to
withdraw it if he thinks that the member
for South Perth is right in the belief that
Speaker Hearinan did not say that; and
that in fact perhaps Speaker Hearman
may have said to him that he was quoting
too much from newspapers, Hansard. and
the like.

However, if the member for South Perth
says that Speaker Hrearman never asked
him to desist from reading his speech then.
in the light of the fact that the Minister
for Housing has not denied that to be so,
I think this Chamber must accept the
statement of the member for South Perth.
In that situation obviously the comment
is objectionable. So then it does not be-
come a matter of your Interpretation of
what is objectionable; it becomes a fact
and you must follow the tradition and find
the comment objectionable and ask the
Minister to withdraw it. AS you have not
done so, Mr. Acting Speaker, I dissent
from your ruling.

Mr. MENSAROS: I second the motion.
The argument of the member for Wembley
is perfectly logical. The only point I
would like to make In addition to those
made by the member for Wembley is that
if you, Mr. Acting Speaker, are not in a
position to recall whether the fact is true
or untrue, then you have the recourse of
consutlting Hansard. I Submit that unless
you find the passage In Hansard wherein
Speaker Hearman warned or ruled against
the member for South Perth in regard to
reading his speech, it would be illogical-
and furthermore perhaps it would be dis-
courteous-to presume that the stated fact
is true, in view of the fact that the mem-
ber for South Perth, who ought to remem-
ber what happened in the first instance,
declares to the contrary. Therefore, if you
cannot produce to the House the relevant
passage in Hansard, I submit you should
give the benefit of the doubt to the member
for South Perth and assume he is right.

I think you should withdraw your ruling
because, as the member for Wembley
pointed out, under Standing Order 144, the
remarks made are objectionable to the
member for South Perth.

I would like to refer also to Standing
Orders 128 and 129 which have a bearing
upon this question. They reaffirm the
stand taken by the member for Wembley.
Standing Order 129 states that all impu-
tations of Improper motives, and all per-
sonal reflections on members, shall be con-
sidered highly disorderly. That Standing
Order does not refer to withdrawal of re-
marks, but it reminds us of the intention

of the Standing Orders; and its verbiage
is even nearer to the point. I support the
motion.

Mr. HARTREY: The proposition of the
member for Wembley, which was supported
and seconded by the member for Floreat,
has no possible grounds in support of it.
It is an objection dealing with Standing
Order 144 and the Acting Speaker's in-
terpretation of it. The words are clear
beyond any doubt, and the only way that
the high court of Parliament- gnd that is
wbat we are; we are sitting in judgement
on this matter-can determine the mean-
ing of words is by. reading the words, and
not by listening to some sort of glossary
or interpretation of the words by anybody
else. The words are as follows-

144. When arty Member objects to
words used in debate by another Mem-
ber, the Speaker, or Chairman of Com-
mittees shall, if either considers the
words to be objectionable, or unparlia-
mentary, order them to be withdrawn;
and, if necessary, an apology made.

What are the words about which the
member for South Perth complais? He
complains about a statement made by
the Minister for Housing that the Minister
recalls an episode in this House in which
the Speaker told the member for South
Perth to desist from reading his speech.

Mr. Grayden: That is untrue.
Mr. HARTREY: Wait a minute. The

member for South Perth protested and
said that is untrue. Whether or Dot the
statement is untrue, there are no words in
it which are objectionable or unparlia-
mentary.

Mr. Grayden: It is a personal reflection.
Mr. HARTHEY: No it is not. The mnem-

ber for South Perth has made a personal
reflection on the Minister for Housing
because he has said that the Minister
mnade a false statement in this House.

Mr. Grayden:, It Is false.
Mr. HARTREY: When did It ever be-

come a rule of English justice that a man
has only to say something to prove he is
right, and then everybody who previously
disagreed must apologise to him for having
said so? If somebody says of any member
of this House that he is dishonest or disre-
vutable then, of course, those words would
be objectionable and any Speaker would so
rule. But if a member merely says that a
certain episode which was not in any way
dishonourable or discreditable occurred in
this House in his hearing, and another
member says it did not, how can those
words be described as objectionable?

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis: Supposing somebody
said that you were asleep all day?

Mr. HARTHEY: If somebody said I was
asleep yesterday it might possibly be
true if I 'was in this House and listening
to members opposite.

Mr. W. G. Young: I-lw could you listen
if you were asleep?
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Mr. HARTREY: if somebody said I was
asleep all of the day he would not be
right, but if he said I was asleep for part
of the day he could be right. I will not
argue about that.

A member; What action would you take?
Mr. HARTHEY: I would not take any

action. There are three elements in this
matter which are quite contrary to all
principles of law and justice. The first is
that instead of interpreting the words of
Standing Order 144, we allow the members
for Wembley and Floreat to tell us what
those words ought to mean. We do not
have to be told what words ought to mean.
I know the English language; I can speak
it and so can all other members. We can
all read the English language; the mem-
ber for Dale has shown he is particularly
adept at that. When one reads the words
of Standing Order 144 one finds they
simply say that if the Speaker considers
the words used by a member to be ob-
jectionable or unparliamentary, he may
order them to be withdrawn, and he! may
even order an apology to be made.

However, the Acting Speaker has said
there is nothing objectionable in what has
been said, and there is not. A member has
the right to ask for words which he con-
siders to be objectionable to be written
down, and if they are objectionable action
may be taken. In this case no-one has
asked for anything to be written down.
As I recall the circumstances, the only
thing the Minister for Housing said was
that on an occasion In his hearing Speak-
er Hearman requested the member for
South Perth to desist from reading his
speech. There is nothing whatsoever ob-
jectionable in those words. We will not
let the member for South Perth try his
own case. The first principle of law is that
no man shall be the judge of his own
case.

If a person keeps that Principle in mind
and has any sense of decency at all, it is
not good enough for him to rise to his feet
and say, "I asked the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to make a statement. He said so
and so, and I say it is untrue and demand
that he withdraw that statement." How
ridiculous can we get? I at least should
be able to prove, by stating something
specific, that my charge was well founded
before I asked hinm to withdraw. That is
justice.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. RARTREY: It is quite obvious that

two principles of law are at stake. I have
already outlined the first principle to the
House and the second one is that no man
has the right to get up in this House and
say. "I Say You told a lie, and therefore
you must apologise for telling a lie." What
rot!

Mr. BICKERTON: Let us get this matter
into its right perspetive. I was replying
to matters raised by the Leader of the Op-
position, when another honourable member
took a point of order on the statement I

had made. From then on "King George
III went against the spick -and -span"'.
From then on the question was whether
your ruling was correct, Sir; that is,
whether or not a speaker had the right to
say that an honourable member should
withdraw the statement he had made-
and with that ruling made by you, Mr.
Acting Speaker, I agree.

The member for Wembley then raised
the point that he would disagree with your
ruling. That was when it was decided you
should have a second look at your ruling,
and you agreed that the member for Wem-
bley should be able to take the action he
sought. That is the point we have now
reached.

The point of order was raised on the
question of whether or not I had offended
the member for South Perth by telling him
that certain action had been taken at a
certain time by Speaker Hearman, and I
can assure you, Mr. Acting Speaker, that
we will get together on that later in a
friendly manner. I quite agreed with him
and I not only apologise to him if what I
have said has hurt him-but I cannot think
of anything in what I have said that could
possibly hurt anyone with half the hide
1 have: and I will not say that the mem-
ber for South Perth and I are not par-
ticularly unalike in a certain fashion-but
I also make my apology unequivocally. I
regret any inconvenience that has been
caused to the honourable member.

I, Sir, am prepared, with television
cameras focused upon me if necessary, to
get down on my bended knees and say that
anything I have said which may have
caused some little inconvenience to the
honourable member I regret very much,
and I hope he will be able to read what
I have said in M-ansard.

I return now to the matter I was discus-
sing before these various points of order
were raised, and when I was replying to
the Leader of the Opposition in general
terms.

Sir Charles Court: Which motion are
you talking on now?

Mr. BICKERTON: The one I was
talking on before the Leader of the
Opposition raised the kerfuffle.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The
Alinister will have a call when this matter
is resolved.

Mr. BICKERTON: Could You advise
n ',Sir, of the matter that is before the

Chair? I had no chance to withdraw until
now. I have now withdrawn the remark I
made, and therefore the debate returns-

The ACTING SPEAKER:- There is a
motion before the House and it will have
to be put unless someone asks for leave to
withdraw it.

Mr. R. L, YOUNG: Mr. Acting Speaker-
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member

for Wembley has already spoken to the
motion.
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Mr. A. L. YOUNTG: I understood that I
had the right of reply.

The ACTING SPEAKER: No, the hon-
curable member has no right of reply.

Mr. GRAYDEN: There are one or two
comments I want to make. Firstly. I take
exception to the statement that was made
concerning me, because I consider it is a
personal reflection In accordance with
Standing Order 129 which reads-

All imputations of improper motives,
and all personal reflections on Mem-
bers, shall be considered highly dis-
orderly.

It is as clear as that, and all the clap-
trap we have heard from the member for
Boulder-Dundas means absolutely
nothing.

Several members interjected.
Mr. Brown: How insulting can you get!
Mr. GRAYDEN: As a consequence of

the completely untrue statement made by
the Minister I now stand accused of read-
ing my speeches. The Minister said that a
Speaker once Pulled me up for this reason.
That is completely untrue and is a reflec-
tion on me, and has obviously been said
on the basis that if one throws enough
mud some will stick, If there is any men-
tion in the Press about this debate the
implication will be that I read my
speeches.

Mr. Bickerton: If ycu read them you
would not utter some of them.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Knowing the statement
to be completely untrue, I took exception
to It and you, Mr. Acting Speaker,' re-
garded the statement as not being a per-
sonal reflection or objectionable; and to
me that is partisan in the extreme.

I do not know whether or not you heard
what I was saying Mr. Acting Speaker, so
I will again draw your attention to Stand-
ing Order 129 which reads-

All imputations of improper motives,
and all personal reflections on Mem-
bers, shall be considered highly dis-
orderly.

As far as I am concerned I have been
accused of reading my speeches and that
is a reflection ont any boniourable member

i n any circumstances. I have been accused
of this quite falsely. There is no Justifica-
ulion for it. Should anyone read the record
of this debate in Hansard the inference
that will be drawn is that this could be so,
but of course it is not so.

You may recall, Sir, that previous
Speakers have always taken the view that
they would allow an honourable member
to read quotations. That is completely
different from reading one's speech. In
quoting, an honourable member will read
frcm a book, a magazine, or some state-
ment that has been made by some other
person. That Is perfectly legitimate. You
yourself, Mr. Acting Speaker, when the

member for Dale was speaking, asked that
honourable member whether he was quot-
ing or reading from bis notes. When he
replied that he was not quoting you took
exception to what he was doing and
accused him of reading his speech.

Previous Speakers have always taken the
stand that they will permit an honourable
member to read a quotation, but that is
not reading one's speech. I have been
falsely accused of reading my speeches.
The statement is completely untrue and I
ask that it be withdrawn because it was
objectionable and was a. personal reflection
in accordance with Standing Order 129.
Under that Standing Order a personal re-
flection is regarded as being highly dis-
orderly,

As I have said, in a situation such as this
apparently the view is taken that if enough
mud is thrown at someone some of it must
stick. If sufficient publicity is given to
this debate undoubtedly someone will take
the view that a particular member reads
his speeches. 1 have been accused of doing
that and it is absolute nonsense. A little
earlier the member for Boulder-Dundas
said that everything said by members on
this side of the House was completely con-
trary to British justice, or something of
that kind. He was giving the impression
that It was quite legitimate to make alle-
gations of the kind to which I take ex-
ception even though they are not true.

If the Minister accuses me of reading
my speeches in this House, or that I have
been pulled up by the Speaker for so doing,
when we are outside of the Chamber, his
statement would be slanderous or libellous.
It would be libellous if it is printed;, and I
would be able to take some action.

If I went to Boulder and told the people
there that the member for Boulder-Dundas
read his speeches in this House, it would be
a slanderous statement if uttered, and it
would be a libellous statement if printed.
Such a statement would be defamatory in
the extreme.

if we permit this situation to exist then
we on this side of the House could say
anything we wanted to, whether or not it
was substantiated, about members of the
Government. Of course, we will not do that.
When allegations of this kind are made
one expects them to be substantiated. If
they cannot be substantiated then one
would expect the person making the state-
ment to withdraw it and apologise for
making it.

The Minister for Housing does not know
whether the statement has been made.
That is a fine state of affairs. He could
check on the Hansard records back to 1947,
to find out whether his statement can be
substantiated, What is to be the situation
until that is done? I remain accused of
reading my speeches in this House. I
have never done so, and nobody can accuse
me of it. However, the Minister has tried
to give the impression that I have done
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this. The Minister should therefore check
through the Hansard records--and it is
easy for him to do this--ta find out
whether the statement I am alleged to have
made can be substantiated. I am sure he
cannot.

We now have the situation where the
Minister is completely free to make un-
substantiated charges and malign mem-
bers on this side of the House, although
his statement cannot be proved. That is
an extraordinary state of affairs. In those
circumstances I must support the motion
to dissent from the Acting Speaker's
ruling.

Mr. TAYLOR: The motion before the
Chair is that the Acting Speaker's ruling
be disagreed with, when the Acting
Speaker ruled that the statement made by
the Minister for Housing was not def am-
atory.

Mr. Brady: Not objectionable.

Mr. TAYLOR: I should say was not ob-
jectionable. There has been some debate
on this motion by members from both
sides of the House. Their contributions
have been Interesting, but they have not
cleared this matter one way or the other.

What we have to assist us is a statement
by the Minister for Housing, -who was the
member concerned originally. Rising to
his feet on your call, Mr. Acting Speaker,
the Minister for Housing made a state-
ment withdrawing any imputation in con-
nection with his remarks. To his credit
he did this without reservation. Certainly
he qualified his statement by saying that
at a later date he would find the report in
the Hansard records. However, he did
withdraw the remark, and it was without
qualification. This is what raised the
problem we have at the moment.

It appears to me to be futile for us to
continue with the motion. I would hope
that both the mover and the seconder
would be prepared to seek leave to with-
draw the motion, because I believe it has
achieved the desired purpose. If the
motion is not withdrawn we will have to
take this matter to a vote.

Mr. Thompson: The Acting Speaker's
ruling is still there.

Mr. TAYLOR: I take the point that they
are objecting to the ruling of the Acting
Speaker. We will continue to debate and
vote on the Acting Speaker's ruling when
the matter has been resolved. Perhaps
under the parliamentary procedures and
our Standing Orders this is the logical way
to go about the matter, but it is about
time we applied some common sense.

Mr. Rushton: Tell me when I can con-
tinue my speech. That is what I am in-
terested in.

Mr. TAYLOR: The sooner the honour-
able member gets to the point of con-
tinuing his speech the better for all. That
is the reason I am on my feet-in anl
effort to have this matter resolved.

Sir Charles Court: The matter has niot
been resolved.

Mr, TAYLOR: The cause for the ruling
has been resolved. I would ask the mover
and the seconder of the motion to with-
draw It if they consider that Justice has
been done. Though they may feel that the
ruling of the Acting Speaker is not in
order, the purpose of the motion which was
designed to protect the honour-for want
of a better term--of the member for South
Perth has been achieved. As that is the
prime purpose of the motion the mover
and seconder may decide to seek leave to
withdraw the motion to enable the busi-
ness of the House to proceed.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I desire to say
something on this motion, because with all
due respect the Deputy Premier has lost
the real significance of what has been de-
bated. No matter what the Mnister for
Housing and the Acting Speaker have
said, another matter has intruded itself.
The Speaker or his deputies are the cus-
todians of the rights and privileges of
members, and they are appointed to those
positions to protect the interests of mem-
bers, irrespective of the side on which they
sit. In the interpretation of Standing
Order 144 the Speaker or his deputies has
a very onerous responsibility.

Point of Order
Mr. BRADY: On a point of order, is the

Leader of the Opposition in order In dis-
cussing your ruling on this motion, Mr.
Acting Speaker? We are dealing with the
motion moved by the member for Wem-
bley. and not the matter of your ruling,
because that is another subject.

The ACTING SPEAKER: The motion
before the Chair is to dissent from my
second ruling. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion is in order-

Debate (dissent from Acting Speaker's
further ruling) Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT:, The Speaker of
the day is the custodian of the rights and
privileges of members, and he has to pro-
tect their interests. That is provided for
under Standing Order 144. If he lightly
rejects a request for a withdrawal to be
made we could have a situation which
could be catastrophic, where a member
claims that he has been defamed, and
raises an objection. We expect the Speak-
er's ruling to be made with a view to pro-
tecting the rights and privileges of mem-
bers. Where do we get to if the Speaker
does not do that?

If we look at Standing Orders 128 and
129 we will find a clue to some of the
factors which must be taken into account.
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Had the Acting Speaker said, "I do not
know the incident to which the Minister
for Housing refers, and I want to have
time to do some research to find out
whether I am right or wrong" that would
be the sensible way to approach the matter.

For the Acting Speaker to say out of
hand that the Minister had not said some-
thing untrue--something to which the
member for South Perth took exception-
is not in accordance with rulings given in
the Past.

I remember an occasion when Speaker
Hearman was having a "blitz" on mem-
bers reading long passages from news-
Papers and made a ruling on this question.

The member for South Perth is about
the last member in this House who needs
notes to make a speech, and there was
good reason for him to take exception to
the statement by the Minister for Housing.
It was an affront to his professional pride
in his capacity as a member of Parliament.

if you. Sir, are prepared to reconsider
the matter In order to resolve the problem
that has arisen In view of the vital prin-
ciple that is at stake, so that members may
retain their confidence in the Speaker, then
the Government should seek an adjourn-
ment of the debate on the motion so that
you, Sir, can satisfy yourself as to whether
or not the member for South Perth is right.
I believe he is right. Contrary to what the
Deputy Premier has said the member for
Pilbara has not withdrawn his statement
unconditionally. At the conclusion he
made a qualification about doing some
research.

Mr. Hartrey: Quite right, too. So he
should.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That Is not an
unconditional withdrawal. I sincerely hope
that, if the Government cannot confer with
the Speaker to resolve the situation in a
way which will restore the confidence of
the House in the interpretation by Speak-
ers of Standing Order 144, the matter will
be adjourned until some research can be
done on it and a report made back to the
House.

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. R.
Tonkin): It is quite in order for the
person in the chair to comment on a
motion to disagree with his ruling. I men-
tion this in order to obviate the necessity
for points of order to be taken. I wish now
to make a few comments before putting
the motion.

I do not think we can doubt that Stand-
ing order 1.44 is very explicit, It gives the
Speaker or the Chairman the right to de-
cide whether something is unparliamen-
tary, and the member for Wembley made
that point very well. He then said it was
really a question of whether or not what
the Minister for Housing said about the
member for South Perth was true. I think
it Is correct to say that this matter cotild
have been resolved by research. However,
according to Standing Orders, points of

(173)

order and requests for withdrawal of
objectionable statements must be dealt
with at the time they are raised.

As I have only recently been elected to
the House, I am not an expert on Stand-
lag orders or parliamentary practice, but
I consider it would be a contravention of
Standing orders if I were to leave the
Chair or the House were to go on with
other business while I decided whether
or not the Minister for Housing should
withdraw the remark under discussion,, be-
cause, as I have just said, points of order
and withdrawals of remarks must be dealt
with at the time the matter Is raised.

The Leader of the Opposition stated that
a situation could arise whereby unparlia-
mentary remarks could be made, but the
Speaker would not insist they be with-
drawn. What the Leader of the Opposi-
tion Is saying In effect Is that the Speaker
would not be doing his Job and a chaotic
situation would arise. That is true.

If the Leader of the Opposition Will
cast his mind back he will recall that I
have on occasions asked members to with-
draw remarks before being requested to
do so by the member against whom the
imputation was made. I have done this
because the Standing Orders are quite ex-
plicit in that the House will intervene in a
quarrel between members. Consequently
I do not have to wait for an objection
to be raised before requesting a Person to
withdraw a remark; so the suggestion that
I would allow unparliamentary remarks to
go without taking proper action is not
borne out by my past practice.

The point at issue is not whether or not
I agree that a remark is unparliamentary.
I know that since I have been here very
often a member has asked for the with-
drawal of a statement I have considered
to be perfectly innocuous. Such a with-
drawal In my opinion would not be tradi-
tional parliamentary practice or in con-
formity with Standing order 144. There-
fore I believe-and have done so for some
time-that if I1 were asked to order the
withdrawal of a remark which, to my way
of thinking, did not justify withdrawal,
I should not so order.

The question as to whether the matter
is true is really a question of debate. We
cannot decide this. It is not for the
Speaker to decide what is a matter of fact
in debate, and therefore I judge that it
was not for me to decide whether or not,
in fact, Speaker Hearman had asked the
member for South Perth to cease reading
his speech. I may be in error. I am
quite conscious of the fact that I am in-
experienced. However, I do not think
that to perform the duties of Acting
Speaker means that I must merely sit here
and allow anything to occur. I believe that
I must do the job to the best of my
ability. Therefore I made the decision.
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Having thought about it, I realise that
decision could quite easily have been
wrong.

Motion (dissent troin Acting Speaker's
further ruling) put and negatived.

Debate (dissent from Acting Speaker's
ruling) Resumed

Mr. BICKERLTON: The original remarks
I was making when exception was taken to
comments I had made was that the Leader
of the Opposition, when he raised his point
of order, realised beyond doubt that the
practice which was being adopted at the
time-namely, the Speaker giving a ruling
on certain things-has been adopted in
this House over the years.

As far as I know a point of order should
be a point of order which is raised against
a Standing Order under which we operate.
In other words, my idea is that a member
w ould rise to his feet-in conformity with
a certain Standing Order-and indicate to
the Speaker that a member is contraven-
Ing our Standing Orders. However, it is
fashionable now, as has been displayed by
the Leader of the Opposition, for members
to rise simply to question the Speaker
about what he should do on a certain
matter.

The custodians of the Standing Orders
of this House are the members of the
House. It has been pointed out by previous
Speakers that if a member Is not Prepared
to quote the number of the Standing
Order in regard to which the objection is
raised, there is no point of order.

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis: Did not the mem-
ber for Swan raise a point of order about
a speech being read?

Mr. BICKERTON: Over the last three or
four weeks in connection with a matter
the Leader of the opposition raised, it has
become fashionable for members to rise
on points of order when they have no
Point to make against one of our Standing
Orders.

I think that if a member raises a point
of order he should, first of all, find out
which Standing Order is being contra-
vened by the member who is speaking.

Mr, E. H. M. Lewis: That was the origin
of the trouble this afternoon.

Mr. BICKERTON: Otherwise, we will
reach the situation where we will not need
Standing Orders. A member will be able
to get up on a point of order against
almost anything.

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis: As did the member
for Swan.

Mr, BICKERTON: A point of order has
to be taken against something which is
considered to be contravening Standing
Orders.

Mr. Rushton- That Is what I am doing.
Mr. BICKERTON: That is the main

point and when we return to the situa-
tion which existed many years ago, when

members knew their Standing Orders suf-
ficiently to be able to draw the Speaker's
attention to any breach, we will be getting
somewhere.

.Mr. Hutchinson: What is the Standing
Order which has been contravened?

Mr. BICKERTON: The Leader of the
-Opposition has pointed out that this was
a point of order raised by another member.

Sir Charles Court: The member for
Swan.

Mr. BICKERTON: I am not responsible
for what someone else has said in this
Chamber. I am speaking against the point
raised by the Leader of the Opposition in
reply to the member for Swan.

Mr. Hutchinson: But the member for
Pilbara knows all about Standing Orders.
He knew jolly well at the time he was
covering up, and in no way helping the
member for Dale.

Debate (on dissent f romn Acting
Speaker's ruling) adjourned, on motion by
Mr. T. D. Evans (Attorney-General.)

MUSEUM ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 6.09 p.m.

i~ci*4tii OQwuntril
Tuesday, the 20th November, 1973

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

BILLS (8): ASSENT
Message from the Lieutenant-Governor

received and read notifying assent to the
following Bills-

1. Church of England (Diocesan
Trustees) Act Amendment Bill.

2. Legal Practitioners Act Amendment
Bill.

3. Aerial Spraying Control Act Amend-
ment Bill.

4. University of Western Australia Act
Amendment Bill.

5. Education Act Amendment Bill (No.
4).

6. Censorship of Films Act Amendment
Bill.

7. Co-operative and Provident Societies
Act Amendment Bill.

8. Mine Workers' Relief Act Amendment
Bill.
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