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The Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: It would be an
awful amount if 1t did.

The Hon. C. E. GRIFFITHS: The fact of
the matter is—and I will deviate here—
that I do not care what it costs. I do not
belleve any obher members here should
care at all what it costs because, as I have
said before, as far as the Commonwealth
Bank is concerned it is money the State
has never had. I am quite sure, and I
believe the Minister is just as sure, that
the amount of money involved, as far as
the overall picture of the State’s finances
is concerned, is pretty insignificant indeed,
but as far as these organisations are con-
cerned it is most significant.

1 did not want to speak for very long
so0 I will quickly give members an idea
of some of those organisations which
qualify and a few of those which do not
qualify under section 49A of the Stamp
Act. Some of those which qualify are the
Y.M.C.A.; parents and citizens’ associa-
tions; most, and perhaps all, chureh youth
orgenisations; police and citizens’ youth
¢lubs; the Boy Scouts, and the Girl
Guides. Those are some of the organisa-
tions which do, in fact, qualify.

Some of those which do not qualify are
all the junior ericket clubs, football clubs,
soccer clubs, athletic clubs, baseball clubs,
basketball ¢lubs, hockey clubs, and so on.
These organisations, for some reason or
other, are not exempt from this burden,

Those which do qualify are in the maln
defined as community welfare or charitable
corganisations. I do not believe that any
member present today would argue with
me when I say that any organisation which
functions for the benefit of our young
people is most surely a community welfare
organisation if not, indeed, a chartitable
organisation.

Western Australia in recent years has
received a great deal of publicity because
of the great developmentis taking place in
our mining and industrial industries.
These developments are causing a great
number of people to hear about Western
Australia and are also responsible for &
big influx of tourists to Western Austra-
lia. As we would all agree, the tourish
business is a very good one. However, we
must not forget the goodwill and publicity
that is being created by our young
people, be they from sporting, cultural, or
other youth organisations, as they go
forth to other countries of the world repre-
senting and spreading the word about
Western Australia,

This is one of the best means of pub-
licity as far as this State is concerned, and
unless we allow these people every con-
c¢ession possible the progress they make in
their particular activities will surely be
curtailed and, as a result, they will be
less likely to go forth into these other
countries and represent Western Australia.
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I helieve the investments made in West-
ern Australia are magnificent and a credit
to the Western Australian Government;
but I also believe that the greatest invest-
ment of all is the investment in our young
people.

I realise that the Act now gives the
Premier power to waive these particular
charges; buf, for various reasons, I do not
believe the onus should be on the Premier
to do this. In my opinion it should be
clearly written into the Act in order that
every organisation might know where it
is going. I also realise that numerous
other veluntary organisations are doing
sterling work in our community and they
are alsn excluded from these exemptions
of which I speak. I would certainly sup-
port any move to make them eligible for
exemption.

I conclude by saying that I trust all
members in this House will share the con-
cern I have expressed on behalf of the
particular young people’s organisations to
which I heve referred and that therefore
the motion will be passed unanimously.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. A. F. Griffith (Minister for Mines).

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING
1. Inspection of Machinery Act Amend-
ment Bill.
2. Mines and Machinery Inspection Act
Repeal Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by The
Hon. A. F. Griffith (Minister for
Mines), and read a first time.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL
THE HON., A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan—Minister for Mines) [5.41
pm.]: I move—
That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday, the 1st April.
Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 542 p.m.

Tegislutine Asspmbly

Wednesday, the 26th March, 1969

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

QUESTIONS (55): ON NOTICE
HOUSING: HIGH-DENSITY
DEVELOPMENT
State Housing Commission's Plans

1. Mr. TOMS asked the Minister for

Housing:

(1) Has the State Housing Commis-
sion a plan to carry out high-
density development in any of the
existing commission’s developed
housing areas?
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2)

Mr.
(1}

(2)

[ASSEMBLY.)

If “Yes,” which are the areas in-
volved, what is the order of
priority for each area, and when
is it anticipated this will occur in
each of the localities?

O'NEIL replied:

Consideration is being given to re-
development of some of the older
metropolitan estates of the State
Housing Commission adjacent to
major work areas where the land
is capable of heing serviced to
permit of higher density and
where an adequate level of com-
munity and civic facilities is
avajlable.

As yet there are no firm redevel-
opment proposals as feasibillty
studies are still heing undertaken,
The honourable member may
rest assured that the interests of
the tenants will be safeguarded
when any firm decision is made.

SEWERAGE

Extensions in Belmont and Bayswater

2. Mr.

TOMS asked the Minister for

Water Supplies:

1)

(2)

Mr.
1)

1084-65 ..,
196566 ...
1966-67 ...

1867-88 ...
1068-60 ...

(2) Yea,

1969—10 -

What amount of sewerage exten-
sions have been. carried out in the
shire districts of—

(a) Belmont;
(b) Bayswater;
during each of the last five years?

Are any extensions proposed dur-
ing this or the next financial year
in either of the above shire coun-
cils; if so, to what extent?

ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
{n) Beémont. (b} Baysswnter

200,000 3,124
6,308 17,008
307,835 4,104
(Silt:'cludling
oppin
Cei!:{, .
251 843 0,701
85,000 X0l to date

320,000 120,000

posed nlberallons to Bayswater Rising Main

Note ;
for $118, 000 not Included in the ahove figures for the years
108860 and 1080-70.

3. This quesiion twas postponed.

LAND IN MAYLANDS
I'mprovement

4, Mr. HARMAN asked the Minister for
Lands:
(1> Will he supply me with a map

2)

showing the proposals for im-
improvement of land adjacent to
St. Annes Haspital, Mt. Lawley,
down to Fourth Avenue, Maylands,
submitted by the Shire of Perth?
Have all the proposals been ap-
proved?

5.

Mr.

(1)

(2)

BOVELL replied:

The plan showing proposals for
arees of land between Fouwrth
Avenue, Maylands and Ellesmere
Road, Mt. Lawley, was prepared
by the Shire of Perth. It is re-
quested the plan be tabled for
two days.

Consideration of these proposals
as they affect Crown land has not
vet been completed.

The plan was tabled for two days.

PUBLIC RELATIONS OFFICERS
Resignations from Premier's Department

Mr,

(1)

(2)

(3)

Mr.

(§))
(2}
(3)

JAMIESON asked the Premier:
Has Mr. W. W. Mitchell, the Pub-
lic Relations Officer of the Pre-
mier’s Department, tendered his
resignation, or is he about to
tender same?

What are the circumstances asso-
ciated with his resignation?

How many Government public
relations officers have resigned
since the 1st July, 1968?

BRAND replied:
Yes he has submitted his resig-
nation.

The circumstances are of a private
nature,

One.

STATE SHIPPING SERVICE

Mr.

Around Australia Cruises:
Discontinuance

HALL asked the Minister for

Transport:

89

(2)

(3}

(4)

My,

(1)
2)

Is it the intention of the State
Shipping Service to discontinue
around Australla cruises, as car-
rled out by the State ship
Hoolama?

If “Yes,” what are the reasons for
curtailment of the service?

How many passengers have travel-
led around Australis since the
inauguration of the service and
what was the number in each
year?

Was the service a pé,ylng pro-
pasition?

O'CONNOR replied:

Yes.

By concentrating Xoolame to
the Fremantle-North West-Dar-
win trade and speeding up the
schedules of the three larger
passenger cargo vessels, the ser-
vice at the present level of cargo
traffic will be able to dispose of
s.5. Dorrigo which is due for costly
special survey next year.
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At the same time this change In
schedule resulting in additional
voyages by the passenger vessels
will ensure greater reliability of
the weekly sallings because of the
priority granted at all ports.

3)—

4)

Full Around Fremantle to
Australia Eostern Siates
Yoygages Ports

154 45
240 51
108 87
186 Bl
166 168

27
991 413

No.

ATBANY HIGH SCHOOL OVAL

Mr.

Extension
HAILIL asked the Minister for

Works:

(1)

2)

(3)

89

2
3

Mr.

What was the year and date of the
purchase of properties adjacent to
Albany High School oval?

Has there been any expansion to
the school oval since the date of
purchase?

If the answer to (2) is “No,” when
is it expected that work will com-
mence on the expansion of the
school oval?

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

Properties for extenslon of the
high school site at Albany were
progressively purchased over a
number of years. The last pro-
perty, fronting Middleton Beach,
175'91165'»2 purchased on the 27th April,
1 R

No.

An overall scheme for the develop-
ment of hockey flelds and other
playing area has been developed
and work will be put In hand
when funds become available.

Water Supply
HALL asked the Minister for

Water Supplies:

Can he advise what progress has
been made to supply and reticulate
water to service the Albany High
School oval?

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

On advice from the Education
Department, development of a
scheme to supply water to the oval
has been deferred pending avail-
ability of loan funds.

It may be possible to give con-
singeratlon to a scheme in 1969-
1970.

9.
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ROE FREEWAY

Realignment through Canning Vale

Mr,

BATEMAN asked the Minister for

Works:

Has a decision yet been reached
by the Main Roads Depariment
with respect to the realignment of
the Roe Freeway through the
Canning Vale area?

. ROSBS HUTCHINSON replied:

The alignment of the Roe Free-
way in the Canning Vale area as
shown in the metropolitan region
plan is satisfactory to the Main
Roads Department.

SEWERAGE TREATMENT PLANT

Lynwood

10. Mr. BATEMAN asked the Minister for
Water Supplies:

11.

1)

2)

(1)
2)

Is it true that the proposed Lyn-
wood area sewerage treatment
plant and disposal site have been
relocated? -

When is the anticipated date of
opening of the scheme?

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

No.

The engineering consultants an-
ticipate that the scheme will be
in operation at the end of 1969.

FORESHORE ROAD, ALBANY

Mr.

Construction
HALL asked the Minister for

Works:

In view of the vast development of
primary industry and wool pro-
duction in the Albany region, will
he glve immediate consideration
to the building of a foreshore road
and the reclamation of land to
provide for woal store expansion?

., ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

A technical committee assisted by
e firm of engineering consuliants,
is investigating, as a matter of
urgency, the desirability of build-
ing a foreshore road at Albany.

Close lialson is belng maintained
with interested local bodies and a
report and recommendation will
be made available—that is, to me,
as Minister—as soon as possible.

Albany Wool Stores Pty, Ltd. plans
to erect an additional store during
1969 on land to be reclaimed by
the companhy on the harbour side
of the present wool store facilities,
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McLEAN SAWMILLS (1966) PTY. LTD.

Reduction of Royalty

12. Mr. HALL asked the Minister for

13.

Forests:

As hardship is being experienced
by McLean Sawmills (1966) Pty.
Ltd. of Narrikup respecting the
payment of royalties, and in view
of the changed circumstances af-
fecting the industry, will he agree
to a reduction of the royalty now
being paid by the company?

Mr, BOVELL replied:

These royaities were bid in close
competition at open auction and
in fairness to cther bidders cannot
be reduced.

EALGOORLIE COURTHOUSE
Rengvations and Heatling

Mr. T. D. EVANS asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:

(1) When will work commence on
renovation and alteration of the
existing courtroom facilities at
Kalgoorlie?

(2) Will air-conditioning operate with-
in the courtroom before the onset
of winter?

(3) If not, what arrangements will be .

made for heating purposes?

Mr. COURT replied:

(1) The date is not known as plans
and estimates are still under pre-
paration,

(2) No.

(3) The matter will be examined, hav-
ing regard to the proposals to
renovate and alter the facilities.

GENERAL L.OAN FUND EXPENDITURE
Interest and Capital Charges: Waiving

14,

Mr, TONKIN asked the Treasurer:

What is the explanation for his
action in directing that expendi-
ture from the General Loan Fund
amounting to $2,918,780, which
was included in the Fremantle
Port Authority’'s capital as at the
30th June, 1968, be free of interest
and other capital charges until
such time as the Cockburn Har-
bour is opened up for general mer-
chandise and cargo?

Mr. BRAND replied:

The direction referred to was given
before I assumed the office of
Treasurer in April, 1959. It oper-
ated from the 1st July, 1956.

SUPERPHOSPHATE

Manufacturers' Discounts: Retention by

Stock Firms

15. Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) Has he read the criticism made at
the Farmers’ Union annual con-
ference of stock firms which, In
distributing superphosphate, re-
tain manufacturers’ discounts for
cash when they finance a farmer’s
purchases?

(2) For how long has he been aware
of this practice?

(3) Has he taken any action in the
interests of farmers to have the
procedure discontinued?

(4) If “No,” what action does he pro-
pose to take and when will it be
initiated?

Mr. NALDER replied:

(1) to (4) The subject appears to
be one for determination between
the stock firms and their clients.

16. This question was postponed.

OVERSEAS INVESTMENT

Government Controls: Representation to

Prime Minister

17. Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister for

Industrial Development:

(1} Is he aware that at the annual
convention of young Liberals held
at Canberra in PFebruary last, a
motion which was carried by a
substantial majority called for
stringent government control on
all forms of overseas investment?

(2) Is he also aware that Prime Minis-
ter Gorton told the delegates their
views would be considered?

(3} He has communicated his views on
this subject to the Prime Minister
otherwise than by his reported
utterance in The West Australian
of the 1st February in which he
indicated most definitely that he
was opposed to all restraints on
investment capital?

(4} Was he expressing his own. per-
sonal views in the statement above
referred to or speaking on behalf
af the Government?

Mr. COURT replied:

(1) and (2) T am aware of the reso-
lution passed by the young Liber-
als at Canberra. Although I can-
not recall seeing the Prime Minis-
ter’'s comments referred to by the
Leader of the Opposition, I would
regard them as logical comments
for a leader of a Government to
make when any proposals of this
kind are put before him.
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My views on overseas investment
in Western Australia are well
known to the Prime Minister, his
colleagues, and the general public,
The Leader of the Opposition is
not, however, entitled to make the
statement in respect of my 1lst
February Press comment “in which
he indicated most definitely he
was copposed fp all restraints on
investment capital” I will seek
the concurrence of Mr, Speaker to
table a copy of the actual Press
statement I made.

The statement was made on my
own initiative, However, if the
Leader of the Opposition studies
it he will realise it is consistent
with the general policy followed
by the Waestern Australian Gov-
ernment which is directed at
achieving the maximum Ausiralian
participation in a practical and
sensible way with a realisation
that—

(a) we would have heen unable
to achieve our rate of growth
over the last five or six years
without a large influx of over-
seas capital, nor will we be
able to maintain our rate of
growth if we do not have sub-
stantial amounts of overseas
capital progressively fed into
our development programme;

(b) investors are entitled to know
the conditions under which
they make their investment,
especially where risk capital
is involved. Our aftitude In
this fleld 1s exemplified in the
agreement submitted for rati-
fication by the State Parlia-
ment in which obligations as
well as the entitlements of the
investors are clearly stated;

(¢} there are important differ-
ences between takeovers, port-
folio investment, and basic de-
velopment investment.

The Press statement was tabled.

FERTILISER DISTRIEUTORS’

ASSOCIATION

Withholding of Membership

Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister for
Industriali Development.

1)

2)

Has he been aware of the policy
being followed by the Fertiliser
Distributors’ Association in deny-
ing membership to distributors
who will not conform to the rule
that the 50c rebate for cash be
withheld from farmers financed
by them?

Has he received any complaints
from distributors who have heen

excluded from membership of the
Fertiliser Distributors’ Associa-
tion?

(3) What action has he taken to cor-

rect the attitude of the Fertiliser
Distributors’ Association which is
indirectly detrimental to some
farmers?

(4) If no action has been taken by

him, what action does he intend
to take?

Mr. COURT replied:
(1) to (4} 1 cannot recall any com-

plaints having been directed to
me from distributors who have
been excluded from membership
of the Fertiliser Distributors’ As-
sociation.

However, without knowing all the
facts of the case, I assume manu-
facturers and importers would
normally have the right to decide
who shall distribute their pro-
ducts.

FORREST STREET STATE SCHOOL
Crossing Guards.: Appointment

19. Mr. GRAYDEN asked the Minister for
Police:

In view of the traffic hazard
created by the hill (in Angelo
Street) adjacent to the Forrest
Street State School, South Perth,
will he give consideration to hav-
ing crossing guards stationed at
the school to supervise children
crossing Angelo Street on their
way to and from schools?

Mr. CRAIG replied:

The matter was reviewed by the
departmental committee represent-
ing the Police, Education, and Main
Roads departments in 1987, and
it was considered a crossing guard
was not warranted. However, I
will request the committee now to
review the position.

DOMESTIC WATER SUPPLIES

Extension in Geraldion Area

My, SEWELL asked the Minister for
Water Supplies:

When will the residents in the
Waggrakine and Glenfield areas
be supplied with domestic water
from the Geraldton reticulation
scheme?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

It is planned that water services
in the Waggrakine and Glenfield
areas will be progressively avail-
a&l}g between June and December,
1 .
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for
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OVERWAYS
Provigion near Schools

FLETCHER asked the Minister
Works:

As school children in Hobart are
provided with overways across
highways and Theavily traffic-
laden streets to schools In and
around the city, will he investigate
the possibility and availahility of
finance to provide similar life
saving amenities In appropriate
locations in this State?

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

The provision of pedestrian over-
ways in the metropolitan area has
been under investigation by the
Main Roads Department for some
time.

Providing the local authority is
prepared to make a contribution
towards the cost, the department
will consider the erection of
pedestrian overpasses at situations
where there is a warrant for such
a facility.

NATIVES

Inoculation against Hong Kong

22, Mr,

Influenza
T. D, EVANS asked the Minister

for Native Welfare:

What action is contemplated by
his department to make Hong
Kong influenza inoculations avail-
able for native people who are not
financially able to afford them-
selves this protection?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

This matier is still under con-
sideration,

EALGCORLIE-COOLGARDIE RAIL

23. Mr.

PICNIC
Retention
T. D. EVANS asked the Minister

for Railways:

Will he re-examine the question of
endeavouring to malntain the
tradition of the Kalgoorlle Rail-
way Institute—the Coolgardie rail
picnic—when the narrow gauge
service in the eastern goldfields
becomes isolated from the main
network?

. O'CONNOR replied:

As previously explained to the
honourable member, notwith-
standing the traditional atmos-
phere of the goldfields railway
picnie, the cost involved in main-
taining passenger carriage stock
for this purpose, free of charge,
once per annum, could not be
justified.

DENTAL CARIES

Redtuction by Fluoridation of Water

Supplies

24. Mr. HALL, asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:

(1}

2)

Mr.

(#])]

Has the introduction of fiuoride
into the metropolitan water
supply reduced the incidence of
dental caries?

If *“Yes,” would the proposed in-
crease in dental fees mean less
work and higher incomes for
dentists?

ROSS HUTCHINSON replied;

and (2) It is too early to estimate
the effect of metropolitan water
fluoridation on the incidence of
dental caries.

25. This question was postponed.

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH STATION

Gascoyne River Area

26. Mr, NORTON asked the Minister for
Agticulture:

217,

89

2)

)

Mr,

1)

(2}

(3>

Is it a fact that an area near
Rocky Peol on the Gascoyne River
has been or is being surveyed for
an agricultural research station?
If “Yes,” when will work start on
this new research station?

Will this station be run in con-
junction with the present research
station at Carnarvon or as a sep-
arate station with its own staff
and facilities?

NALDER replied:

No. An area of land near Rocky
Pool has been obtained for local
trials with some of the major crops
grown in the present plantation
area.

Fencing and installation of irriga-
tion facilities are under way, and
plantings could commence during
the spring of this year.

In conjunction with the present
Gascoyne Research Station.,

COURTHOUSE AT CARNARVON

Mr.

New Building
NORTON asked the Minister rep-

resenting the Minister for Justice:

When is it anticipated that a new
com;thouse will be built at Carnar-
von?

Mr, COURT replied:

Proposals for the erection of a new
courthouse are currently under in-
vestigation by the Public Works
Department., However, the date
of commencement of erection
would be subject to availability of
loan money,
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BANANAS FROM EASTERN

STATES

Carriage by Passenger Aircraft

28. Mr.

NORTON asked the Minister for

Agriculture:

1)

(&3]

)

n
2)

3)

Is it permissible for atreraft land-
ing at Carnarvon to carry Eastern
States bananas either as freight or
as part of passengers’ meals?

Is he aware that if Eastern States
bananas were supplied with a meal
prior to an aireraft landing at
Carnarvon portions of the fruit
could be off-loaded at Carnarvon
with other scraps left over from
such meal?

If it is not permissible for aircraft
landing at Carharvon to carry
Eastern States bananas either as
cargo or as part of passengers’
meals, will he take steps to see
that this regulation is adhered to?

. NALDER replied:

No.

Bananas and other fruit are not
served on normal passenger Hights
to Carnarvon. The air company
concerned advises that bananas,
which could include bananas of
Eastern States origin, are occa-
sionally served on charter flights.
Surplus and residues are returned
to Perth for disposal.

Necessary steps will be taken with
the alr company concerned to re-
affirm quarantine restrictions.

MAKESHIFT CLASSROOMS

29, Mr,

Number in Use
HARMAN asked the Minister for

Education:

In an advertisement appearing in
The West Augiralian dated the
25th January, 1969, over his sig-
nature, it was stated that only 26
makeshift classrooms were in use
at the end of last year. Was this
reference related to the primary
division only or did it refer to all
divisions?

., LEWIS replied:

The reference related to the prim-
ary division only.

WEEBO STATION

Gangaring Stones: Aboriginal Custodian

30. Mr.

HARMAN asked the Minister for

Native Welfare:

1

2)

{1p2*

Is he aware that an aboriginal
was appointed as custodian far the
sacred gangaring stones at a site
on Weebo Station?

Is he aware that this aboriginal
is to be physically punished be-
cause the site is now publicly
known and held as a mining tene-
ment by a non-aboriginal?

Mr. LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) No.

Mining Lease and Tonnages

31. Mr, HARMAN asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Mines:

(1) When did Mr. . Hoffman first
apply for a mining tenement of
land on Weebo Station, which also
has sacred significance to abor-
igines?

(2) What are the details of such tene-
ment?

(3) How many tons have been mined
50 far?

Mr. BOVELL replied:
(1) The 31st July, 1967.

(2) Prospecting area 2705C for build-
ing stone was granted to W. A,
Hoffman on the 15th August, 1967,
and expired on the 14th August.
1968. The area was reapplied for
on the 29th October, 1968, and
was granted by a warden’s court
on the 7th March, 1969.

(3) No production has heen reported
to the Mines Department.

COMMONWEALTH HOME SAVINGS
GRANT

Ceiling Price: Increase
32, Mr. HARMAN asked the Premier:

(1) Is he aware that the Common-
wealth home savings grant is not
pald where the cost of the land
and house exceeds $15,000?

(2) In view of the continued escala-
tion of land prices in this State,
has he made a request to the
Commonwealth Government to
lift the ceiling price for payment
of the home savings grant in this
State?

(3) If so, with what result?
(4) If not, will he do so?

Mr. BRAND replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) to (4) Various aspects of the
operation of the Commonwealth
Home Savings Grant Act have
been discussed at Housing Min-
isters’ Conferences. At present
there is no indication that the
Commonwealth is considering an
increase in the $15,000 limit cur-
rently applying. It would be
highly improbable that the Com-
monwealth would be prepared to
legislate differentially in a matter
such as this.
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DENMARK HOSPITAL
Treatments: Details
H. D. EVANS asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:

Mr.

Calendar Years
{a) Number of Operalions—
Mnjor .

Minor 14
(b) Number of Outpntients ....

Will he give the following figures

appertaining to the Denmark Hos-

pital for each of the last three
years—

(a) The number of operations
which necessitated use of the
operating theatre?

(b) The number of outpatients
treated?

(¢) The number of patients who
required use of the X-ray
facilities?

(d) The annual bed average?

ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

1966 1967 1068
15 15 10

oz 32

510 G606 703

(¢) Number of Paticnts usin,

X-ray
(d} ...

222
12.1

248
11.0

w220

focllities ...
. 10.6

NANNUP PINE PLANTATIONS

34. Mr.
for

(1)

2)

(&)

(80

Milling of Timber

H. D. EVANS asked the Minister
Forests:

Will he indicate—

(a) reasons why thinnings from
Nannup pine plantations are
being milled outside the dis-
trict of growth;

whether efforts were made to
have the milling of thinnings
from Nannup pine plantations
undertaken in that town?

I1f so, will he indicate the extent
of these efforts?

Will he indicate the polcy to be
adopted for the future milling of
pine grown at Nannup, when this
fndustry attalns greater signi-
fleance?

()

. BOVELL replied:

and (2) (a) and (b) (i) The “first
thinnings” from Nannup were
planned as part of the intake
of a special case plant estab-
lished in 1963 at Busselton,
drawing supplies of small logs
irom plantations at Ludlow,
Margaret River, and Nannup.
Of course, from the point of
view of the geographical situ-
ation of Ludlow, Margaret
River, and Nannup, Busselton
is the most convenient centre.

The case industry, which is
highly competitive, requires
specialised plant and equlp-
ment to compete economical-
ly, and a constant log intake

{11

35.

36.

&)

Mr,

greater than any one planta-
tation could maintain at this
stage.

Until Nannup plantation was
old enough teo yield first
thinnings, supplies were
drawn from a backlog of
overdue thinnings at Mar-
garet River and Ludlow,
which were not previously
salable.

With reduction of this back-
log, both Nannup and Grim-
wade plantations are now
contributing logs necessary
to maintain the intake of the
Busselton plant.

Future supply and demand will
determine whether second and
later thinnings grown at Nannup
will be milled there,.

(iii)

(iv)

TRANSMISSION LINES
South Perth
MAY asked the Minister for

Electricity:

1

)

(0 )
(2)

Mr.

'Will he advise the date the South
Perth City Council was advised of
the commission’s intention to erect
transmission lines along Thelmsa
Street and Labouchere Road,
South Perth?

Was any indication given to resi-
dents prior to the erection of the
power lines that this work would
be carried out in their streets?

. NALDER replied:

The 24th January, 1968,

The State Electricity Commission
does not advise individual resi-
dents of proposals to erect power
lines prior to the commencement
of work. However, where major
transmission lines are to be erec-
ted, the local authority concerned
is advised.

EDUCATION
Textbook Subsidies

MAY asked the Minister for Edu-

cation:

1

(2)

What is the total amount of text-
book subsidy paid by the Govern-
ment this year to students attend-
ing—

(a) State primary schools;

(b) private primary schools:
(¢) State secondary schools;
(d) private secondary schools?

What are the anticipated total
amounts to be paid in 1969?
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1)

2)
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LEWIS replied:

Textbook subsidies are paid to
secondary students only, whether
attending schools classified as
primary or secondary.

(a) $14,290.

(b)) No separate figures are kept.
{¢) $175,060.

(d) $31,930 (all private schools),
State—$265,000.

Private—$90,000.

POLICE

Buasis of Assessment of Representation

37. Mr.

MAY asked the Minister for

Police:

1)

@

L&)

(4)

1)

2)

(& ))

4)

What basis is adopted when as-
sessing police represeniation per
head of population?

What basis is adopted when as-
sessing requirements of a parti-
cular suburb or distriet in so far
as the provision of a new police
station is concerned?

Station at Clonterf

As there is only one police station
in the Clontarf electorate, would
he give consideration to the pro-
vision of a police station in the
Bentley-Wilson area?

Has a site for a police station
been acquired in the Clontarf
electorate and, 1f so, where is the
location?

. CRAIG replied:

There is no set formula for any
one particular area. State wide
for the year ended the 30th June,
1950, the ratio of police to esti-
mated State population was I to
690.8 and for the year ended
the 30th June, 1968, the ratio was
1 to 639.1.

The number of police per head of
population is a factor in assess-
ing the requirements of police pro-
tection. Other factors ineclude
area, crime and other offences,
coverage by existing stations, and
mobile patrols.

The factors referred to above, to-
gether with trends of population,
and industrial and commercial
growth.

Not at present. The Clontarf elec-
torate is served by four police
stations. The modern trend is
towards mobile patrols, equipped
with efficient c¢ommunications,
operating from fewer stations.

No.
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SWAN QUARRIES
Dust Control

38, Mr. BATEMAN asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:

39.

40.

Mr.

¢}

@

1)

@

Mr.

(1)

2

(3
(4)

In view of the effect on the health
of the people living in the Orange
Grove-Maddington area by silica
dust from Swan Quarries—

(1} Has the quarry been instruc-
ted to install equipment to
arrest and control the dust?
If “Yes,” are regular inspec-
tions made by the Public
Health Department inspectors
to ensure the equipment is
working satisfactorily?

Are there regulations which
control the hours of blasting
by quarrles?

(2)

(&)

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) There are no regulations, but
many local authorlties have
adopted a model by-law con-
trolling the hours of blasting
by quarries—including the
Gosnells Shire Council.

STAMP DUTY
Receipts

DAVIES asked the Treasurer:
What amounts of money have
been received from stamp duty on
receipts—
(a) for the financial years ended
the 30th June, 1967 and 1968;
(b) for the current financial year
to the 28th February, 1969?
What is the estimated amount for
the current financial year?

. BRAND replied:

(a) 1966-67—%$1,641,732.

1967-68—54,280,509.
(b)> $3,361,405.
$4,900,000.

CIVIL SERVANTS
Sick Leave Certificates

DAVIES asked the Premier:

Under what conditions does the
Public Service Commissioner re-
quire members of the Civil Service
to supply a doctor's certificate in
connection with sick leave?

Does he insist that the nature of
the illness be shown on such cer-
tificate?

If so, does this constitute a re-
latively recent change of policy?

Has there been any opposition
from doctors in regard to showing
the nature of illness on cer-
tificates?
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Mr.

(1)

2)

(3>
(4}

[ASSEMBLY.)

BRAND replied:

Members of the Public Service are
required to submit a doctor's cer-
tificate in connection with sick
leave in accordance with the fol-
lowing Public Service regulation—

83 (2) (2) An application for
leave of absence on the
grounds of illness shall be
supported by the certificate
of a duly gqualified medical
practitioner registered under
the Medical Act, 1894.

(b) The application and cer-
tificate shall be in the form
approved by the Commis-
sloner.

The prescribed certificate re-
quires the nature of illness to he
shown. In the case of illness of
a confidential nature, the Com-
missioner of Public Health is to
be advised by the practitioner in
writing forwarded under con-
fidential cover.

No.
There have been very few in-
stances of opposition by doctors.

ABORTICNS

Medical Practitioners: Charges and

Convictions

41. Mr. BERTRAM asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:

42,

During each of the 10 years ended
the 31st December, 1868, how
many duly qualified and register-
ed medical practitioners have
been—

(a) charged,

(b) convicted;

(i) of having procured or
attempted to procure an

abortion;
(i) of an offence arising
from an abortion or

attempted abortion?

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

This information is not available
within the department.

ANIMALS

Local Government By-laws, and

Mr.

Restrictions
BERTRAM asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:

)

(2}
(3)

Has he considered the proposal to
enable local government bodles to
make by-laws under the Health
Act restricting the keeplng of
hergls or animals of any particular
sex?

If “Yes,” with what result?
If “No,” when will he do so?

Mr.

(00
(2)

ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

May I preface my answer to this
question by saying that the hon-
ourable member who has asked
it has requested me to explain
that the word “herds” should read
“pirds.” I do not know whether
the change can he made in the
question, but the replies are as
follows:—

Yes.

and (3) The proposal is not con-
sidered desirable.

The SPEAKER: I think it should be
noted that the guestion has heen asked on
the basis that the word “herds” should
read “birds.”

43.

45.

MEAT INDUSTRY COMMITTEE

Mr,

Tabling of Report
GAYFER asked the Minister for

Agriculture:

When is it anticipated the report
of the committee appointed to in-
vestigate certain aspects of the
meat industry will be tabled?

. NALDER replied:

The report of the commitiee of
inquiry into the mutton and lamb
industry has been received and is
now being considered.

INDUSTRIAL FUMES: KWINANA
Inspections by Depariment of Labour

44, Mr. TAYLOR asked the Minister for
Labour:

1)

2

Mr.

1)

Is an inspector of the Depart-
ment of Labour regularly em-
pioyed in the Kwinaha area to
check on matters of work safety
where fumes and gas emissions
are involved?

If “No,” on how many occasions
since the lst October, 1968, has
a factories inspector visited the
Kwinana area $to carry out inspec-
tions?

O'NEIL replied:

and (2} An inspector of factories
regularly visits the Kwinana area
to check on safety, health, and
welfare matters in factories. In-
dustries classified as mines are
subject to Inspection by the Mines
Department.

Inspections under Clean Air Act

Mr.

TAYLOR asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:

On how many occasions since
the 1st October, 1968, have officers
of the committee set up under
the Clean Air Act investigated
the emission of fumes, dust, and/
or gas from industry in the Kwi-
nana area?

. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:

Twelve.
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BEACONSFIELD PRIMARY SCHOOL
Land Resumption

46. Mr. TAYLOR asked the Minister for

Education:

(1} Does the Education Department
plan to resume any property adja-
cent to, or in the vicinity of, the
Beaconsfield Primary School for
education purposes?

(2) If *“Yes,” what properties are
likely to be involved?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

(1> and (2) The Education Depart-
ment does not plan to resume pro-
perty, but land will be progress-
ivbeily acquired as it becomes avail-
able.

New Building

47. Mr. TAYLOR asked the Minister for

Education:

(1) Is a plan at present heing pre-
pared for the construction of a
new primary school to replace the
present  Beaconsfleld Primary
School?

(2) If “Yes,” is it anticipated that the
new school will be huilt on the
site of the present school?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

1) and {2} No replacement is con-
templated at present.

INDUSTRIAL FUMES: KWINANA
Stoppage of Work

Mr. O'CONNOR replied:

(1> and (2) A great deal of thought
is being given to ways and means
by which the W.A.G.R. can play
an inereasing role in urban trans-
portation. Meanwhile a good in-
dication of the Government’s
thinking is the Midland terminal
and the new stainless steel diesel
rail cars which, when combined to
produce an urban transport sys-
tem, have been very successful.
However a clase examination is
being made of uneconomic even-
ing and weekend services.

CARLISLE SCHOOL CHILDREN

Cost of Transporting to Lathlain School
50. Mr. JAMIESON asked the Minister for

Education:

(1) What is the daily cost of trans-
porting students from Carlisle
School to Lathlain School?

(2> How long is it anticipated that
this practice will continue?

(3) What are the future plans for
increasing accommodation at the
Carlisle School?

Mr. LEWIS replied:

(1) $3.80 per day.

(2) Until Easter.

(3) One room nhearing completion.
. Two rooms listed on the 1969-70
building estimates.

WEEBO STATION

Quarrying Rights: Protection of Natives
51. Mr. BRADY asked the Minister rep-

48, Mr. TAYLOR asked the Minister for
Labour:

(1> On how many cccasions since the
1st October, 1968, have construc-
tion workers at the Australian
Iron and Steel plant at Kwinana
been ordered to stop work because
of the suspected presence of gas
emissions?

(2) During the same period, and at
the same plant, how many con-
struction workers and/or employ-
ees have been treated for the
suspected effects of gas?

Mr. O’'NEIL replied:
(1) and (2) This is not & matter

which comes within the jurisdic-
tion of the Department of Labour.

SUBURBAN RAIL SERVICES
Restriction

49. Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister for

Raljlways:

(1) Are investigations taking place in
regard to limiting suburban rail
services?

(2) If so, what is the nature of the
investigations and to what limi-
tation or restriction of services
are they related?

resenting the Minister for Mines:

(1) At what stage is the granting of
quarry rights to promoters of
quarrying at Weebo Station?

(2) Will any action be taken to pro-
tect natives’ interest in the
quarrying site?

(3) Has any action been taken by the
Native Welfare Department with
the Mines Department to protect
natives’ interest in the area re-
ferred to above?

Mr. BOVELL replied:

(1) Prospecting area 2734C for bulld-
ing stone was granted to W. H.
Hoffman on Tth March, 1969, at
the warden’s court in Leonora.

(2) The warden granted prospecting
area 2734C subject to the natives
having the right to remove such
stone as they required to another
location within two months of the
date of granting.

(3) The Native Welfare Department
has had discussions with the
Mines Department and 1s still
examining the matter,

52. This question was postponed.
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53.

54.
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HOUSING FOR NATIVES

Commonwealth Assistance Scheme

Mr.

BRADY asked the Minister for

Native Welfare: .
(1) In what areas has housing heen

(2)

(&))]

(L

2)
(3)

arranged for aborigines under the
Commonwealth assistance scheme?
Are any new houses being built
under the Commeonwealth plan?
Is any preference given to families
with applications waiting under
the State Housing scheme?

. LEWIS replied:

Port Hedland.
Geraldton.
Metropolitan area.
Narrogin.
Bunbury.
Esperance.

Yes.

No.

LOTTERIES COMMISSION

Mr.

Commissions Paid
JAMIESON asked the Chief Sec-

retary:

ey

(2)

3

(1

(2)
(3}

What is the respective commission
paid per ticket for each of the
current lotteries being run by the
Lotteries Commission?

Have these commissions varied
since the inception of the commis-
sion’s activities?

If s0, what were the details of the
variations?

. CRAIG replied:

26c—2.5¢.
50c—A4c.
$1—8c.
$4—30c¢.
Yes.

Commission on 50c tickets in-
creased from 4d. to 5d. on the 17th
January, 1961.

JUNIOR UNIVERSITY EXAMINATION,
1

95.

Mr.

Commerce Pgaper
LAPHAM asked the Minister for

Education:

8D,

Were the questions set for the
Commerce paper at the W.A. Uni-
versity Junior Commerce exami-
nation, 1968, taken from a text-
book entitled Social Studies in
Commerce, by P. Smith?

If so, was this textbook men-
tioned in the list of books recom-
mended in the 1968 Manual of
Public Examinations; if not, why
was it used?

(3) Was a protest lodged with the

Chairman of the Public Examina-
tions Board by the Commercial
Teachers’ Society concerning (1)
and (2) above; and, if so, what
was the result of such protest?

. LEWIS replied:

The Public Examinations Board
is not responsible to the Minister
for Education, but I have been
advised as follows:—

(1) The questions set in the 1968
Junior Commerce paper were
questions based on the sylla-
bus in the Manual of Public
Ezaeminations for 1968.

No single textbook is pre-
scribed as the one and only
textbook to be used. The
manual lists a number of
books as *“suggested text-

- books” and it is left to the

- teachers in the schools to
select the book or books
which they prefer.

There has mnot been, nor
could there be, an assumption
on the part of the chief
examiner that all candidates
are in fact using the same
book or books.

It is true that the informa-
tion required in some gques-
tions 1is available in the
recently-published book So-
cial Studies in Commerce by
P. J. Smith, but it is also
true that the same informa-
tion is given in other books
appearing in the list of sug-
gested textbooks and in other
supplementary material which
teachers have heen urged to
get.

(2) The book cited above was not
listed in the 1968 manual be-
cause, at the time of the pub-
lication of the manual, it had
not been printed and released
for sale. It is lsted in the
manual for 1969 as a result
of a recommendation from
the syllabus committee and
schools were advised of its
addition te the list of sug-
gested textbooks in a circular
sen{ out from the Public Ex-
aminations office on the 23rd
September, 1968.

(3) A letter from the Secretary
of the Commercial Teachers’
Society of W.A., was received
on the 10th March, 1969. The
letter will be presented to the
Fublic Examinations Board
at its next meeting on Friday,
the 28th March, 1969.
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WITHOUT NOTICE

NEWSFAFER TRAFFIC SURVEY
Ezamination of Suggestions Submitted

Mr.

CASH asked the Minister for

Traffie:

n

(2)

1}

Is he aware that the Daily News
has offered to make available for
examination by his department
the thousands of suggestions for
traffic reform that were submitted
in response to the recent traffic
survey conducted by that news-
paper?

Will he express his appreciation
of the strong public interest in
traffic problems by authorising
his departmental officers to
examine =all the suggestions put
forward in the survey?

. CRAIG replied:

and (2) Like the honourable
member, I feel the effort of the
newspaper and the contributions
made by members of the public,
generally, should not be wasted.
I appreciate the effort that has
been made; I think it is very
worth while. I have studied the
suggestions from time to time as
they have appeared in the Press,
as no doubt the various depart-
ments have also done, because
there are so many different
authorities involved in the sugges-
tions that have been made.

I know it will involve a lot of work
and take some time, but I would
like to say that some work has
been done progressively in order to
have gall the suggestions condensed
s0 that we can see the real, salient
features which are vital so far as
road safety is concerned. It is
the opinion of various depart-
ments, of myself, and, of course,
of the Government, that quite a
number of the suggestions that
have come forward are impractie-
able of implementation. Never-
theless there are many that
could possibly be adopted, bear-
ing in mind the consideration of
costs and other factors.

I hope I am not speaking at too
great a length. I think this is a
vital matter which concerns
evervone, I am not now speaking
to the Press, but I am replying
to the question of the honourable
member and at the same time
getting something out of my cons-
cience. I believe this is a very
worth-while effort. I would even
like to see something on these
lines continued. I do not think
that the public Is by any manner

2.
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or means fed up, or feels this
matter has become stale. The
question of road safety is upper-
most in the mind of the public
every day of the week; therefore
we should not ignore the contri-
bution that has been made. We
will endeavour to compile some
summary of the suggestions, and
determine whether they can, or
cannot be implemented.

PARLIAMENTARY STANDING

Mr.

COMMITTEES
Appointment

BICKERTON asked the Premier:
Would the Premier inform the
House what steps he has taken
to implement the decision to
appoint standing committees, as
was agreed to by a motion of this
House some time ag0?

. BRAND replied:

I nearly got up to answer the
question when I saw the hon-
ourable member rise! We have
been giving this matter consid-
eration but we have not reached
any finality. I hope that In respect
of the public accounis commitiee
we can make some progress dur-
ing this pericd of the Parliament-
ary session, or early in the next
session—but preferably during
this period of the present ses-
sion.

As for the other two committees—
the public works commitee, and
the subordinate legislation com-
mittee—I must admit that per-
sonally I am not enamoured of
the idea, as I have locked at the
situation in the other States. I
cannot envisage that the Gov-
ernment will propose any action
in the immediate future.

NATIVE WELFARE

Protection of Sacred Grounds.

Grievance

MR. HARMAN (Maylands) (5.3 p.m.]1:
I have & very serious grievance to place
before the Government. Unless some very
urgent Government action is taken, history

will record that on the 7th March, 1969, as
a result of a decision in a warden's court,
the Government of Wesiern Australia

commenced the rape of aboriginal culture

in the State. On that particular day in
the warden’s court in Perth a Mr., Hoff-
man of Leonara was granted a prospecting
area on Weebo Station, north of Leonora.

It was made despite an objection by the
Department of Native Welfare;

it was

made despite the fact that the aborigines
testified at the hearing that this particular
area had sacred significance; and it was
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made despite the fact that the warden
made the following comment in giving his
decision:—

Somebody digging in their tribal
grounds would be to the Aborigines
like someone knocking over the war
memorial would be to a staunch R.S.L.
supporter.

.t was made without the warden taking
svidence from a graduate anthropologist
who was present at the hearing and was
prepared to give evidence to the warden.

It has been said by the warden that the
stones have some significance, hut not the
area. I fAnd it difficult to reconcile this
view with my ownh experience over some
years and with my own knowledge of these
matters. In fact, the particular area is
closely tied to the Possum ancestorial
beings. As we all know, ahoriginal culture
is based partly on mythological stories
which are handed down over the years and
which are held sacred by the aborigines,
They are held in esteem by people who
have knowledge of aboriginal culture, and
I believe that the people of this State
should have some regard for aboriginal
culture.

The Possum people held large circum-
cision rites at this particular centre. The
story goes that the colouration on the
rocks was caused by the bhlood dropping
from circumcisions and from blood-letting
ceremonies. The stones and the sites are
secret and sacred, I was told as recently
as today by aborigines; and they are ah-
solutely dismayed that this decision has
been made.

In this case I am also told that a direct
patrilineal descendant is the custodian of
this area. I notice the Minister has no
knowledge of this. I am told also that this
particular custodian of the area will be
subject to punishment by his own peocple,
whether or not he revealed the location
of this site to Mr. Hoffman. The fact that
this site has now become known to non-
aborigines, and that it is now part of a
mining {enement, will mean that the cus-
todian will be punished by his own people.

This is not the first time that such a
thing has happened. I can remember a
case which occurred recently in which an
aboriginal, who was the custodian of an
area, was also subjected to punishment by
spearing, because that varticular site be-
came known to non-aborigines.

My reason for rising is to request the
Government, on behalf of the aborigines
of this area, on behalf of the sborigines
of this State, and on behalf of all people
who have some regard for aboriginal cul-
ture, to use every endeavour possible to
find some means of preserving the culture
of the aborigines, so that the stones and
this particular site remain the heritage of
aboriginal people and so that in the future
they will not be destroyed, broken up, or
violated in any fashion.

[ASSEMBLY.]

I hope, too, that the Government will
introduce legislation, as was promised in
the speech the Lieutenant-Governor and
Administrator delivered to this Parliament,
to protect important sites and objects of
aboriginal origin. I would ask the Govern-
ment to look into these matters. There is
not very much time left before the holder
of the mining tenement will he allowed to
remove stones from the site.

I have not examined the contents of the
answer given today by the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Mines, but it does
seem to me that if the prospecting rights of
an area had been granted previously it
would be difficult for similar prospecting
rights to be granted over the same area,
because my understanding of the Mining
Act is that it is not possible to grant to
the same person a prospecting right of an
area after the existing one has expired. At
that stage he has to do something about
taking out a mineral claim or a mineral
lease. I have not had a chance to study
this matter, but it is one which the Govern-
ment might look at.

Mr. Tonkin: In any event there is prece-
dent for Ministers not to accept a war-
den's decision.

MR. LEWIS (Moore—Minister for
Native Welfare) [5.11 p.m.]l: This griev-
ance, if it can be termed as such, is noted.
‘The honourable member might have gained
the impression from 2 reply given to a
question asked of the Minister for Lands
that this matter is still under active con-
sideration and investigation by at least the
Department of Native Welfare.

I tried to get the notes of evidence of the
hearing, and I have read the report of a
local officer who attended the warden's
court. From what I have learned I under-
stand his report indicated that half of the
aborigines whom he questioned had no
knowledge of, or interest in, this particular
area. My understanding is that many of
the others had their interest greatly stimu-
lated as a result of a display of the stones
from this area in a shop window in Leo-
nora, However, be that as it may, there may
be some justification for the action which
the honourable member has proposed. At
this stage I merely say that this matter is
under active consideration to ascertain
whether something in some form or other
can be done.

In regard to the last part of the remarks
of the honourable member in relation to
proposed legislation, I would point out that
this is wrapped up with other legislation
dealing with the Museum and similar
things. I doubt very much whether the
legislation will be ready for introduction
during this session; but it is certainly pro-
posed to have it ready for the first period
of the next session.
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MINING ACTIVITIES
Effect on Pastorel Leases: Grievance

MR. BURT (Murchison-Eyre) (5.13
pm.): I want to take this opportunity to
air a grievance which is very slightly re-
lated to that raised by the member for
Maylands. In this case it concerns the
unenviable position in which & number of
bastoralists throughout the eastern gold-
fields and the Murchison ares find them-
selves as a result of the tremendous up-
surge in mining activities which has taken
place during the last two years.

The matter came to my notice rather
forcibly when a pastoralist told me that in
order to carry out his shearing operations
unmolested by mineral investigators he
pegeged eight mineral claims in his awn
baddocks in the vicinity of his shearing
shed at a cost of something like $1,300. I
felt that was grossly unfair, but that is
the position under the Mining Act to-day.
The holder of a pastoral lease has no re-
course whatever against interference by
mining companies which desire to prospect
over his land.

Whilst every pastoralist realises that the
mining companies must be given first
preference, and that the minerals from g
few acres of land can produce far more
than can be produced from the activities of
pastoralists over, perhaps, 1,000,600 acres,
I do feel that at present the many pastoral
properties which are now being overrun by
prospectors, subcontractors acting for min-
ing companies, geologists, and the like,
should be given some protection by the
Government.

There are something like 550 pastoral
properties In Western Australia, and to
date I understand about 8,000 mineral
claims have been applied for—claims of an
average size of about 275 acres—and this
virtually ties up temporarily over 2,000,000
Acres.

The investigations which commenced
with the finding of nickel at Kambalda
have virtually ruined one pastoral pro-
perty. I refer to Woolibar Station on
which Kambalde is sitvated. As the
tempo moves further north a large num-
ber of pastoralists are going to be affected.
In many cases companies do respect the
rights of growers. They contact the pas-
toralists before sending men to prospect
on their leases. Those men are usually given
favourable consideration and work in very
well with the pastoralists, but in a number
of cases this is not s0. I regret to say
that university graduates, geologists, and
others, seem to think they can run onto a
pastoral lease without the courtesy of
talking to the owner and they ride rough-
shod over fences and watering places, thus
disturbing the sheep. They have no con-
sideration whatscever for the fact that a
particuiar lease might have been_held for
up to nearly 100 years by one family, or by
a number of graziers.
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Mining operations are carried out by
using modern earth-moving machinery
which makes tremendous scars on the
country. During these operations the
ground is flattened for roads, thus pre-
venting the growth of edible plants;
sheep are disturbed: everything is covered
with dust; pipelines are installed; and
paddocks are virtually cut in half. All
this, together with other operations, takes
Dlace merely in the search for minerals.
In many cases, nothing comes of this be-
cause the minerals concerned do not war-
rant an operating mine, and the mining
company moves further afield, the pastor-
alist being left to repair the damage to his
property. In many cases this damage
affects up to 25 per cent. of his holding,

Recently I attended a couple of meet-
Ings of pastoralists in my electorate and at
one of them, although it was not desired
that mining activities be cut down, it was
felt that the Mining Act could be amended
to make sure that pastoralists who are
likely to be adversely affected by mining
operations be given notice to this effect
by the mining companies that are apply-
ing for mining leases on their properties.

I think the way for this to be done is
to have the mining registrar in the distriet
concerned advise the pastoralist of the
fact that a number of mineral claims have
been pegged on his property. At pres-
ent I do not think the mining registrars
have any idea on whose properties these
mineral claims are being pegged. I think
it would at least be g courtesy if the
pastoralists concerned were advised. When
an operating mine is established, as has
happened already at Kambalds and will
happen on Mt. Vetters Station when the
Scotia Mine operates, and in other areas,
some compensation should be paid to the
pastoralists, and the relevant Act should
be amended to allow for this.

We know that pastoralists have only
grazing rights on these particular pro-
perties, but in past years many hundreds
of thousands of dollars have been spent
an them and, in many cases, they are a
heritage for the younger members of the
families concerned.

In the iron ore areas of the Pilbara,
most of the companies have treated the
bastoralists well. The companies have
often purchased the portion of the station
properties concerned and, in some cases,
they voluntarily erected fences on either
side of railways, etc. However, these
companies are in a bigger way than those
prospecting for nickel, They know how
much ore they have because their ore
deposits are on the surface, to be mined
by open-cut methods, and they can afford
to be generous. The companies that have
to investigate underground are not s0 for-
tunate.

I feel an amendment should be made to
the relevant Act—I do not know whether
it should be the Mining Act or the Land
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Act—to allow, at least, a pastoralist to be
compensated by the mining companies for
the area of land he loses on account of
mining operations coming into effect. The
value of this land varies accarding to the
district concerned, but roughly an amount
of 25¢ per acre would be a fair sum to
compensate for the areas taken, I feel
this is well worth consideration, as min-
ing activity will increase and it is moving
to the north.

A total of 470 mineral claims was lodged
at Leonora in one day guite recently, and
this pives some idea of what will happen
as the tempo of this huge search for
minerals moves into the Murchison and
the Gascoyne. Therefore I ask the Gov-
ernment to give every consideration to
amending the relevant Act so as to assist
the people who have provided a tremen-
dous amount of wealth for the State of
Western Australia.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse—Minister for
Lands) [5.21 pm.): I thank the member
for Murchison for his comments and, in
speeking to his grievance as Minister for
Lands and Minister in this Chamber 1ep-
resenting the Minister for Mines, I do
not know in which category I will he—
whether Dr. Jekyli or Mr. Hyde. As Min-
ister for Lands I am virtually the pro-
tector of the pastoralists and, through
representing the Minister for Mines, I am
guarding the interests of the Minister for
Mines in this Chamber.

I will bring to the notice of the Minis-
ter for Mines all that the member for
Murchison has said. Generally speaking,
the exfensive activities of mining com-
panies in Western Australia have been
orderly and in most cases there has been
co-operation and understanding between
the pastoralists and the mining com-
panies concerned. I appreciate that in
some instances where excavations are
made and no mining activities ave pro-
ceeded with, the pastoralist can suifer
handiecap.

In relation to the honourable member’s
reference to amendments to an Act, I
would point out to the House that the
Mining Act takes vprecedence over the
Land Act, and I do not know whether it
waould be possible to amend the Land Act.
There again, I will certainly discuss the
matter with the Minister for Mines to see
whether some scheme can be worked out
to compensate the pastoralists for any loss
they may have suffered.

INDIGENT PEOFPLE AT COLLIE

Appointment of Permanent Child Welfare
Officer: Grievance

MR. JONES (Collie) [5.23 p.m.]: I would
like to take this opportunity to bring
a matter to the notice of the Government
on behalf of the community of Collie. It
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is a well-known fact that due to the decline
of employment available in the Collie
district in the mining industry, the timber
industry, the railways, and owing to the
completion of the fourth unit at the Muja
generating station, a number of State
Housing Commission homes have become
vacant.

QOrganisations in the city have made
approaches for homes for people in the
category of widows, wives with husbands
in prison, and other people, and, due to the
number of houses vacant in Collie, people
in these categories are being sent to our
town.

A survey recently conducted shows some
48 people in the categories I have men-
tioned have been accommodated in State
Housing Commission homes in Collie. If
members will realise the effect that this
has on Collie, they will understand why
I am speaking today. It was found neces-
sary, through the thoughtfulness of the
Ministers’ Fraternal to form an organisa-
tion in Collie called the Welfare Council
comprising members of all church groups,
the Good Neighbour Council, and other
welfare groups to deal with this vexed
problem.

The situation is that widows, and even
wives with husbands in prison in Victoria,
are being sent to Collie and these people
have no means at their disposal. We had
a situation last Friday week where the
welfare officer at Collie was advised of
a lady coming to the town and that he
was to meet her. However, the welfare
officer was on business in the Warren area,
so the minister of the Congregational
Church (the Rev. Mr. Watts) met this
unfortunate lady, who had three children
and very little household equipment.

Then comes the problem of the Collie
community providing help for these un-
fortunate people. I realise it would be
foolish for me to suggest that people of
the metropolitan area who are in need
should not be housed in the vacant houses
at Collie, but I put it to the Government
that if Collie is to receive these types
of people then the Government should
meet its responsibilities.

I am not suggesting that the people of
Collie are not prepared to meet their
responsibilities, but the position is such
that it is becoming very difficult for the
Waelfare Council and welfare organisations
to care for these poor unfortunate people
and I appeal to the Government to send
somebody down to Collie to have a look at
the situation. I understand that the Good
Neighbour Council has already written to
the Premier on this question, and I further
understand that the Welfare Council has
drawn this matter to the notice of the
Premier,
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There is also the spectacle that irrespec-
tive of the number of the people whom
I have mentioned being brought to the
town, the child welfare officer is available
for perhaps only one or two days per
week. With such a large influx of these
people to the town a greater responsibility
is placed on his department and I would
suggest to the Government that if the
child welfare officer cannot remain eat
Collie for longer periods, then the office
be kept open to cater for these people.

It must be appreciated that the assist-
ance being given is making its impact felt
on the business community. A survey shows
that a lot of these people are running up
big accounts, and the business people in
Collie, according to representatives of the
church groups and other welfare organisa-
tions, have reached their limit and it is
time a good look was had at this question.

Seeing that 48 families in this category
have been sent to Collie, surely it is not
unreasonable to suggest that the child
welfare officer be sent to Collie on a per-
manent basis so that he can go through
the homes of these people to ascertain the
plight they are in. I realise the people
must be housed and given some assistance,
but I do not think it is wrong for me to
suggest that the whole burden should not
fall on the shoulders of the Collie com-
munity. So, following the representations
being made to him, I hope the Premier
will send an officer down to talk with the
welfare groups and the church leaders who
will verify that the position is just as I
am stating it to be in this chamber tonight.

As far as I can see there is no immedi-
ate relief for the unemployment situation
that exists in Collie, and it will be aggra-
vated if more of these people are sent to
the town. I suggest that the time is right,
in view of the great efforts being made by
the people in the town to assist, for the
Government to have a good logk at the
question with a view to offering some re-
lief to the people concerned.

WEEBO STATION
Gangering Stone: Grievance

MR. GRAYDEN (Scuth Perth) [5.29
pm.]1: Like the member for Maylands my
grievance concerns the sacred stone on
Weebo Station, Recently it was said
that nothing could be done in respect of
this stone, but I suggest that under the
Mining Act quite a lot could be done to
overcome the position.

Before I get onto that aspect, I would
like to read & letter from Mrs. Cullen, who
is the mother of the owner of Weebho
Station. When this happened she imme-
diately got in touch with me and I had a
conversation with her, and subsequently
she wrote to me as follows:—

Thank you for listening to me this
morning and being able to understand
my distress at the thought of the
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sacred stones from an ancient tribal
ceremonial ground on Weebo Station
to be sold to decorate our fireplaces
and feature walls.

I lived on Weebo Station for nearly
20 years and during that time I came
to love and understand the ahorigines
and to appreciate their customs and
beliefs and way of life, My five chil-
dren grew up there until school age,
My eldest son, Robert Money, owns
the station now and speaks their
language.

It was only last year when visiting
the station that they honoured me by
taking me out to see this place, No
aboriginal women are allowed to see it.
I was most impressed, not only with
the site, but with their tremendous
pride and depth of feeling and their
steadfast belief that God created that
place especially for their people.

It was that day they discovered that
a lot of stones had been removed and
they were very upset and angry, as I
am today. The site consists of a line
of low hills of piled up flat blocks of
stone, yellowy cream and pinky mauve
in colour, with a pattern of fine lines
running through them. Every frag-
ment of this stone is precious to them,
and it would be quite impossible for
the natives to remove these stones in
two months from the site. It is just
as sacred and beautiful te them as
Westminster Abbey is to the world.

These people have so little and we
have so much. Please help the
natives keep these few acres with
their strange stony hills and their
ancient cultures intact. Regards,

Jean I, Cullen,

That, I repeat, is a letter from a woman
who lived on that station for 20 years.
Her views, of course, have been backed up
by the Professor of Anthropology at the
University of Western Australia, and also
by officers of the Department of Native
Welfare. The iatter is evident from the
fact that officers of that department
opposed the application for a prospecting
area when it was before the warden's court.
There is a clause in the Mining Act which
gives the Minister tremendous power.

Mr. Tonkin: There is a precedent for
the Minister reversing a warden's decision,
Warden Malley’'s decision was reversed.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have limited time at
my disposal. I would like to quote section
28 of the Mining Act, which reads as
follows:—

Notwithstanding any provisions to
the contrary, the Governor may at
any time, by notice in the Government
Guazelte, exempt from occupation or
further occupation by the holder of a
miner’s right any specified portions of
?ro;vn lands or any class of Crown
ands.
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So here is a situation where any mining
tenement or lease ar prospecting area can
be exempied from occupation by the simple
process of the Governor placing a notice
in the Government Guazetie. This can be
done notwithstanding the fact that the
individual concerned has a miner’s right.
That is one course of action open to the
Minister.

A second course of action is open to the
Minister because the prospecting area
permit does not entitle, or give any right,
to mine. That is not the intention at all.
A prospecting area covers 24 acres for one
dollar a year, and the whole object is to
allow the holder to see if there are any
mineral deposits on that claim. If there
are mineral deposits on the claim then
the prospecting area can he converted to
a mineral lease or 2 mineral claim. One
cannot have a prospecting area for more
than 18 months, It is issued for a period
of 12 months, and can be extended to 18
months, but not beyond that period. The
holder is entitled to take away 50 tons of
stone, and no more, without the permission
of the warden.

After the holder ascertains that what
he is looking for is actually on the site
he has then to convert the prospecting
area to g mineral ¢laim or lease. He has to
have the approval of the Governor to
obtain a lease and that approval is all-
embracing. The section of the Act reads as
follows:—

The granting of a lease shall be in
the absolute discretion of the Gover-
nor notwithstanding that the appli-
cant may or may not have in all
respects complied with the provisions
of this Act and the regulations.

So, when the holder of the prospecting
area applies to convert it into a lease, the
Minister has only to make a recommenda-
t.itgn to the Governor and that is the end
of it.

The same thing would apply if a person
tried to convert the prospecting area into
& mineral claim. Again, under the regula-
tions as a consequence of the Mining Act,
we have, in respect of mineral claims, the
following:—

Prior to the hearing before the
Warden, a report shall be obtained
from the Government Geologist or
other professicnal officer. The applica-
tion and objections (if any) shall be
heard in open Court by the Warden,
who shall as soon as convenient sub-
mit the application and report, to-

gether with his recommendation
thereon, for the consideration of the
Minister, and the Minister may,

notwithstanding anything contained
in this Regulation, refuse the applica-
tion or approve the application for
the whole or any portion of the area
applied for, and may impose such
conditions as to him may seem fit.
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S0 an applicant can be stopped by the
Governor in respect of a lease and by the
Minister in respeet of a tineral claim. It is
as simple as that. If on investigation the
Department of Native Welfare considers
this is of consequence to the natives—and
the Professor of Anthropology at the
University of Western Australia has said
it is—then the Minister has only to indi-
cate to the prospector that he will not
agree to his application to convert into
a claim or a lease.

In those circumstances there would be
no point in an individual continuing to
prospect. He might have a permit to
prospect the area but it is not designed
to allow him to mine the area. It is as
simple as that. In other words, action can
be taken if the will is there.

After reading that letter from a woman
who resided on the station; after talking
to individuals in that particular area; and
after taking into consideration that we
have a huge number of nomadic natives
in the area—I think that a few years ago
when a Select Committee was there the
natives between Kalgoorlie and the War-
burtons numbered about 1,800—I am can-
vinced thaf this is something which is of
considerable consequence. I do hope that
when the departments have considered this
matter, as has been indicated by the
Minister for Lands and the Minister for
Native Welfare, the decision will be to
protect the area. It can be done so simply
if the will is there.

Resolved: That grievances be noted.

BILLS (12): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING
1. Banana Industry Compensation Trust
Fund Act Amendment Bill.
2. Cattle Industry Compensation Act

Amendment Bill.

. Exotic Stock Diseases {(Eradication

Fund} Bill.

. Brands Act Amendment Bill,
. Poultry Industry (Trust Fund) Act

Amendment Bill.

. Noxious Weeds Act Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr.

Nalder (Minister for Agriculture),

and read a first time.

7. Alumina Refinery (Mitchell Plateau)
Agreement Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
Court {(Minister for Industrial De-
velopment), and read a first time.

8. Reserves Act Amendment Bill.
Bill intreduced, on motion by Mr.

I
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Bovell (Minister for Lands), and
read a first time.
9. Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewer-

age, and Drainage Act Amendment
Bill, 1969.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
Ross Hutchinson (Minister for
Water Supplies), and read a first
time.
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10. State Housing Act Amendment Bill,
1969.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
O'Neil (Minister for Housing), and
read a first time.

11, Trade Descriptions and False Adver-
tisements Act Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
O’Neil (Minister for Lahour), and
read a first time,

12. Motor Vehicle Insurance Pelicies Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
Tonkin (Leader of the Opposition),
and read a first time.

BILLS (6): REPORT

. Fisherles Act Amendment Bill.

. Criminal Code Amendment Bill.
Administration Act Amendment Bill.
. Plant Diseases Act Amendment Bill.
. Dividing Fences Act Amendment Bill.

. Offenders Probation and Parole Act
Amendment Bill.

Reports of Committees adopted.

L

PERTH RAILWAY STATION:
LOWERING

Parliamentary Approval of Any Agreement.
Motion

MR. TONKIN (Melville—Leader of the
Opposition) [5.50 p.m.1: I move—

That this House declares that the
Government should not enter into any
binding agreement with Western Aus-
tralia Development Corporation or any
other company for the lowering of the
Perth Railway Station until the pro-
posed terms are first approved by
Parliament.

Mr. Speaker, I propose to attempt to
establish that this motion is very necessary
and one which the House should not hesi-
tate to carry. It is well known that this
Government has a penchant for carrying
on negotiations in secret. When the nego-
tiations are completed then a Bill contain-
ing an agreement, in the form of a sched-
ule, is invariably brought to the House.
Members are given little option to effect
any alterations, hecause it is known that
one cannot amend a schedule to a Bill. As
the schedule contains the full agreement,
then it is a question of accepting the agree-
ment in tofo or rejecting it in foto. There
is no middle course.

In order to show that what I said about
the Government carrying on its negotia-
tions in secret is not an idle statement, I
propose to illustrate my words by what has
happened in connection with the Dilling-
ham Corporation and a feasibility study for
the construction of a dry dock.

Members will know that when the Gov-
ernment proposed to enter into an agree-
ment with Western Australia Development

2827

Corporation for a feasibility study for the
sinking of the railway, the Government was
prepared to make available—and actually
did make available—the letter of intent,
which indicated the terms and conditions
generally upon which the feasibility study
was to be undertaken.

Now, the Dillingham Corporation was
given what appears to be, on the face of
it, a somewhat similar assignment. The
corporation was to carry out a feasibility
study in connection with the construction
of a dry dock.

The other day I asked the Premier
whether he would make available a copy
of the agreement. As I have said, on the
face of it the sttuation was no different
from the situation with regard to the sink-
ing of the railway and the arrangement
with Western Australia Development Cor-
poration for a feasibility study. In both
cases they were feasibility studies. The sink-
ing of the railway is a proposition of much
greater magnitude and importance than
that of the feasibility study with regard to
the dry dock, because it is already known
that in connection with the dry dock there
have been two Government inquiries and
both of them said it was not feasible,
Acecordingly, I asked the Premier this
question—

Will he table a copy of the agree-
ment made with Dillingham Corpora-
tion of Australia Pty. Ltd. in 1967 for
a feasibility study of the building of a
dry dock in Cockburn Sound?

I was not asking for Dillingham's report
which the Government has had for some
time and has said nothing about. I was
only asking for a copy of the agreement
which enabled Dillinghams to go ahead
and make the study. The Government,
through the Premier, refused io make it
available in these terms—

It is not proposed to table the papers
which, as is to be expected in a matter
of this kind, include much <f o con-
fidential nature.

I am in a position to say, however,
that there is no formal agreement. The
arrangement with Dillinghams |is
cavered by a letter which authorised
them to undertake at their cost a feas-
ibility study to determine whether a
dry dock proposal was economically
and otherwise viable. Beyond that the
Government's commitment only
extends to an undertaking to be ready
and willinz to undertake negotiations
with Dillinghams if the feasibility
study indicates that a project would
be economically and otherwise viable.
This assurance they sought as a
firm indication that we would not
abandon our negotiations with them
when we saw the result of the feas-
ibility study and procecded to negotiate
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in another quarter without giving Dil-
linghams a fair and reasonable oppor-
tunity to arrive at an acceptable
proposition.
I say, without the slightest hesitation, if
that is all the letter of intent had in it
there was no justification for saying it
contained matters of a confidential nature
and therefore should not be disclosed, be-
cause the letter of intent given to W.A.D.C.
with regard to sinking the railway had
more particulars in it than those guoted
by the Premier.

When I asked for this information I
did not expect to get it, because I have
reason to believe that, although there is
no formal agreement—that is, one properly
signed and stamped and with all the re-
quirements made—there is an agreement
that Dillingharms are to be provided with a
location at Point Peron to establish ship-
building yards. If I had been able to get
a copy of that agreement I would have
been in a position to establish whether
what I said a few weeks ago about this
proposition was true or false. The Govern-
ment denied it.

Mr. Court: The position is exactly as the
Premier stated it yesterday.

Mr. TONKIN: What is, exactly?

Mr. Court: The position in respect of
Dillinghams. It does nof matter what you
might like to read into it.

Mr., TONKIN: That there is ho agree-
ment of any kind?

Mr. Court: The only agreement in res-
pect of the matter is to the extent that
the Premier told you yesterday. There is
no more than that, The company has
gone on to do its feasibility study in good
faith, and the only condition is that we at
least give it a chance to negotiate.

Mr. TONKIN: The Minister will forgive
me if I am not in a position to accept
that, because I recall a similar incident
when I adopted the same atlitude in regard
to Hamersley. Both the Minister for In-
dustrial Development and the Premier
should make no mistake about that,

Mr. Court: I am telling you the facts.

Mr. TONKIN: The Minister is telling me
all right! The Minister told me before
that he denied there was any proposal for
the development of iron ore resources at
Duck Creeck when Blake Pelly told his
shareholders there was.

Mr. Court: The Premier gave you the
proper answers on that one, too.

Mr. TONKIN: No, he did not because
subseguently when I twitted him about it
and read the Blake Pelly letter, his ques-
tion to me was, “What did they want in
return?” If there were no proposal, they
would not have been asking for anything.
The Premier’s next question, when I told
him what they wanted, was “How big?” If
there were no proposal the question was
completely irrelevant. So I think there is
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some justification for my accepting with
reserve assurances which I am given from
the front bench.

I cannot see that there is any more
reason to withhold a copy of the agreement
with Dillinghams if what it contains is
what the Premier told me yesterday,
which has now again been asserted hy the
Minjster for Industrial Development, than
there is to withhold the letter of intent
which was tabled in order to make avail-
able information regarding the W.AD.C.
feasibility study of the sinking of the rail-
way.

Why should the Government wish to
withhold this information? The answer
is because it wishes to carry on these
negotiations in secret, and to present the
House with a fait accompli. The question
is far too important to all members of this
Chamber—who represent a large number
of people—and far oo important for the
people, and far too important for the city,
for the Government to be in a position to
make a firm agreement without disclosing
the details, and then to bring here a
Bill for us to ratify the agreement. So
ge (sihould safeguard the position before-

and.

There is much disagreement in the com-
munity regarding the proposal to sink a
railway. I have heard very cogent argu-
ment for a proposal to place the railway
in the middle of the northern freeway—
as is done in many countries in the world
—and to utilise for the railway the land
in between the dual carriageways. If that
were done the railway would be removed
from the city and would not be the ob-
struction it now is. It would save land
and it would save money, and that is a
proposition which could be looked at.

Then there is much disagreement re-
garding the use te which the land can, or
shiould, be put. I do not want to see this
all tied up in an agreement which is ir-
revocable, and which members on the
Government side of the House will be
obliged to support because of party dis-
cipline, before the general public is made
g,wzctlre of what the Government proposes
o do.

Public opinion was so strong with regard
to the reclamation of the river that it
was not difficult to get this House to ac-
cept a proposition that not more than
three acres of the river could be reclaimed
without the approval of Parliament, If it
is considered it is reasonable that before
any work of that nature is undertaken
Parliament should be advised and should
give its approval, surely it is reasonable
that Parliament should he asked for its
approval of any proposition which involves
sinking the railway and, possibly, the
handing over of many acres of valuable
real estate to private people.

Mr. O'Connor: What do you mean by
“handing over*’?
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Mr. TONKIN: Just what I said. To give
it to private people in payment for the
work they are going to do. That was the
original proposition. I am aware of the
fact that more recently there is an indica-
tion that the Government is back-pedal-
iing a bit, and it is now considering a
ease.

Mr. O'Connor; You are trying to mislead
the people into thinking we are giving it
away.

Mr, TONKIN: I am not trying to mis-
lead people at all. The Minister's original
proposal was that in exchange for the
work to be done—and so that it would
not cost the Government anything in
terms of money—the persons concerned
would be given the freehold, and the air
rights as well, to a lot of land which would
become available. I am pleased to see the
Minister is so touchy on this question, be-
cause we might get down to real detail
on it.

Mr. O'Connor: You have never asked
me for any detail on it.

Mr. TONKIN: The Minister has changed
his ground so often it would have been im-
possible to follow.

Mr. Brand: Well, we know what to do in
future.

Mr. O'Connor: You have asked your
questions through other sources.

Mr. TONKIN: I do not know what was
meant by that interjection.

Mr. O'Connor: 1 think you do know.

Mr. TONKIN: I do not ask my questions
through other sources; I ask them myself.
But I might tell the Minister T do not
get the right answers.

Mr. Brand: It is only a repetition of
what has been happening for a long time.

Mr. TONKIN: The latest contfortion in
connection with this matter is to appoint
an expert to advise an expert. I had to
read the Press article which I have before
me a second time when I saw it, because 1
joust could not believe my eyes. Mr. Knox
was brought here to take control of trans-
port and to advise the Government on it,
and is paid one of the highest salaries the
Government pays to anybody. We also
have the Chief Planner of the Metropoli-
tan Region Planning Authority, and the
Chairman of the Town Planning Board—
two qualified men whose job it is, we sup-
pose, to advise the Government on these
matters.

We are now told the State is seeking
an expert, and I quote the following from
The Sunday Times of the 23rd March,
1969:—

The WA Government will soon be-

gin a nation-wide search for an ex-
pert “Mr. Transport” to compile a
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master plan for the future develop-
ment of metropolitan road and rail
services. ’

Mr. Speaker, would you not have thought
the Government would have requested
somebody to compile this master plan be-
fore it started on a feasibility study to
sink the railway? Surely this is back to
front! Before a Government should em-
bark upon specific proposals it should be
in possession of an overall plan, and the
separate proposals conforming with that
plan can then be put in hand and devel-
oped as oppertunity and funds permit,
But that has not been the procedure
adopted here! Instead, the Government
appoints as its adviser an organisation
which is a shareholder in a firm likely to
become the contractors. That is a most
unusual procedure, to say the least! The
firm that will advise the Government that
this work ought to be undertaken, and fo
show it is feasible, is to benefit from the
contract to do the work.

Mr. O'Connhor: To whom are you refer-
ring?

My, TONKIN: I am referring {o De Leuw
Cather.

Mr. O'Connor: Well, you are well behind
in your information.

Mr, TONKIN: Am I?

Mr. O’Connor: Yes.
a shareholder once.

Mr. TONKIN: Has it pulled out?
Mr. O’Connor: Yes.

Mr. TONKIN: Why did you not advise
the House when it did?

Mr. O’Connor: Why did you noit ask?

Mr. TONKIN: Why did I not ask? If
one wants an indication of the secret
workings of the Government, where would
one look for it? The Minister was aware
of this information. He is aware that the
article from which I have quoted had been
published in a newspaper, but he said
nothing because he was not asked; that
is his attitude! Now, I will ask the Minis-
ter this question, through you, Mr.
Speaker: Has De Leuw Cather & Co. ever
been a shareholder in WAD.C.?

Mr. O’Connor: I will give my answers in
due course.

Mr. TONKIN: I see. Here is an instance
where the Minister has been asked and
he does not give an answer.

Mr. Graham: He does not know and he
has to find out during the tea suspension.

Mr. Brand: He would not be the first
Minister who has had to do that, either.

Mr. TONKIN: Until evidence to the
contrary is produced to me, I am entitled
to rely on the published list of share-
holders in the W.AD.C., and De Leuw
Cather & Co. is listed as one of them.

I agree that it was
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Mr, O’Connor: That is correct, but it is
not sny longer.

Mr, Graham: Who is subbing for them?

Mr. TONKIN: I think this is a most
remarkable situationt! XHaving embarked
upon a proposition of such magnitude, the
Government then decides to look for an
expert. Let us examine this statement.
The Government will first look for an
expert in Australia on a two-year assign-
ment only. If there is such an expert in
this State there is no need to put him on
the salary that is mentioned here. He
can be seconded from his present job and
paid an additional allowance,

Mr. O'Connor: Where did you get fhe
information about the fwo-year assign-
ment only?

Mr. TONKIN: That is what was said in
the Press report,

Mr. O'Connor: Did it say it could be on
contract?

Mr. TONKIN: It said he would complete
the assignment which could take up to
two years.

Mr. O'Connor: Take up to two years;
but it might take only 12 or 18 months.

Mr. TONKIN: That makes it worse.
Where does the Government think it will
get a top man and a fArst-class authority
to drop his present job and come to us for
less than two years?

Mr. O'Connor: I said it might be on a
contract basis.

Mr. TONKIN: It might he a lot of things!
We have to guess because the Government
will not tell us.

Mr. O'Connor: You are making g guess.

Mr. TONKIN: I am nof making any
guesses; I am dealing only with the reali-
ties of the situation.

Mr. O'Connor: You are telling only parf
of the story.

Mr. TONKIN: The Minister will have
the opportunity to tell all the story, if
he is prepared to, and that will be a
change! I am reiterating that it is ex-
tremely unlikely the Government will get
a top man in Ausiralia who can advise
it on this question; a man who is pre-
pared to drop out of the job he at present
occupies and eome to this State for two
years or less with no guarantee from any-
body of subsequent re-employment.

Further, I think it is less likely the
Government will get such an expert abroad
on this basis. I have discussed the matter
with men who are more knowledgeable on
the subject than I am, and I am informed
it will take at least 12 months for an
expert who may be obtained to learn
enough about the question to be able to
speak on it intelligently. So that means a
delay of at least 12 months, and surely
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the Government does not propose to pro-

ceed with the sinking of the railway whilst

the feasibility study is being carried on to

gsc%rtair} whether or not the work should
e done!

S0 these are very disturbing features,
and I think the Government’s thinking
has been very woolly right from the
start, because its first proposition was
nothing like the one that is now hefore
the W.A D.C.—nothing like it! Origin-
ally there would not have been more than
five and a half acres available to the
developers, and that is what caused me to
say—on the advice of people who came
here to examine the proposal-—that it was
not economically viable.

Mr. O'Connor: You have done a dis-
service to the State if you have sent them
away with that viewpoint.

Mr. TONKIN: I 'did not send them
%lz.re:;y with that viewpoini; they told me

at.

Mr. O'Connor: You sald there were only
five and a half acres avallable.

Mr. TONKIN: They told me that.

Mr. Court: They were not very careful
with thejr examination.

Mr. TONKIN: Were they not? I think
the Minister for Industrial Development
was present on that occasion; and was it
not he who arranged a cocktall party at
the Weld Club?

Mr. Court: No, he was a guest like you
were.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. TONKIN: Before the tea suspen-
sion I was making some reference to a
little party which had been arranged at
the Weld Club. 1 did this in order to give
credence to a claim which I made that I
had been told by several persons present
that the Governmeni’s proposal was not
economically viable, because the costs
were such that they would exceed the re-
turn to be expected from the area of land
to be made availahle.

It was a very convivial evening; it was
most enjoyable, and I consider that very
important information was volunteered to
me. X did not seek this Informaiion; it
was volunteered, and 1t was along the
lines I have said.

I said before the tea suspension that I
understood, or believed, that the area of
land to be made available was about five
and a half acres. As both the Minister for
Railways and the Minister for Industrial
Development disputed that, I took advan-
tage of the tea interval to check up from
two sources. I have been advised by two
engineers, acting quite separately, the one
without the knowledge of the other.

Mr. O'Connor: Will you name them?
Mr. TONKIN: No.

Mr. O'Connor: You are being secretive
again.
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Mr. TONKIN: Well, I like that! After
the Government refuses to table the letter
of intent to Dillingham's, the Minister has
the temerity to suggest that I am obliged
to disclose to this House the names of the
people who are advising me. Will the
Minister disclose to the House the names
of the people from whom he obtains advice
{rﬂ;n time to time? What rubbish he

alks.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson;
secretive about it.

Mr. TONKIN: 1 will tell the Minister
that both these people are engineers of
considerable standing and experience, with
experience both overseas and within Aus-
tralia.

One of these engineers said to me in
written form that the central city block
was bounded by Roe Street, Wellington
Street, Barrack Street, and William
Street. This was at preseni occupied by
the central railway station at ground level
and it would continue to be occupied by
that station, but with an open depresston
of 13 feet in the ground not more than
one-third of this biock would be released
for redevelopment.

A calculation was made from the De
Leuw Cather report which the Minister
made available to me upon request, and
that calculation asppears to give a figure
of between six and seven aecres.

The other man who advised me said
that he had been consulted by two of the
overseas firms who were here to tender,
and he had been asked to give his opinion
on the value of the land which was to be
offered in exchange for the putting of the
railway underground. He saild that the
original invitation offered something of
the order of seven acres, which was ex-
pected to cost about $5,500,000, and that
the Government had agreed that the basis
of valuation was about $800,000 per acre.

It was on the basls of that information
that I made the statement I previously
made. If the original area was consider-
ably in excess of that, then the Minister
canh say s0 and I shall be prepared to ac-
cept it, because he is in the position to
have it scaled accurately, whereas I have
to rely on the expert advice tendered to
me by people who are directly concerned
with the tendering,

It should be remembered that the De
Leuw Cather report was put out in 1963
and that the original proposal—plan 3—
was modified by a working party in 19686.
It was on the basis of that altered pro-
posal that the Government then invited
tenders.

Although this motion must necessarily
traverse the proposals of the sinking of
the railway, it Is not a motion for or
against the De Leuw Cather recommenda-
tion, or the basis upon which the Govern-
ment invited tenders; or the plan which
W.ADJC. is required to submit by the end
of May. This does not pass judement upon

You are heing
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the proposition at all. I have my views
about it, and for a number of reasons
which I previously stated, I disagree with
what the Government proposes to do; but
that is not under consideration at ithe
moment.

The question here is whether the Gov-
ernment ought to feel that in a proposi-
tion of this magnitude and of this import-
ance to the people and to the City of
Perth, it is entitled to proceed and com-
pletely sew up the proposition so that when
eventually it comes to Parliament, if it
does, it is irrevocable and we find ourselves
in the position, as we have so often, that
the agreement forms the schedule to the
Bill, and we have no opportunity to amend
it in any shape or form.

I want to avoid that situation. All the
motion will do if it is carried will be to
indicate to the Government that before
it arrives at any agreement on this matter,
Parliament shall be informed-—the people
of Western Australia shall ke informed
and have an opportunity to express their
opinions about it; because you will very
well know, Mr. Speaker, that there are
many people in this community—some very
highly qualified—who have ideas which
are very different indeed from those which
the Government entertains.

It is therefore only right that an op-
portunity should be -afforded for those
views to be expressed. You will recall, Sir,
that the Government was very firm in its
determination at one time to build the
southern leg of the freeway. It was not
going to brook any interference; but be-
cause of public opinion, which was very
strongly expressed, the Government asked
De Leuw Cather to go into the question,
and subsequently it was announced that,
for the time being, it was not intended to
proceed with the building of the southern
leg of the freeway. If no opportunity had
been afforded, however, to object to the
proposition and there had been no scope
for the expression of public opinion, I have
no doubt the Government would have
proceeded with the work.

Here we have a repetition with regard
to the interchange. Again, the Govern-
ment was determined to build the complete
interchange with all bridges, and I from
my place in this House advocated, as
did other people outside the House, that
the Government could save a substantial
sum of money by not proceeding with the
top bridge of the interchange; but at the
time we raised this question the attitude
of the Government was that it would be
built. In recent days, however, it has been
announced it will not be built.

So we see the value of providing an
opportunity for the people interested—
those qualified and with knowledge—to ex-
press their views on what the Government
proposes to do; and surely that is to be
expected in a democracy. This is not a
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dictatorship, although I have seen evidence
from time to time that the Government
believes it is a dictatorship. ‘This is a
democratic country where the people have
the right to express their voice. What
opportunity is there to do so when an
agreement is signed, sealed, and delivered
before it comes to Parliament, and we are
told—as we have so0 often been told—that
we have to take it or leave it, because the
the agreement is invariably included in
the schedule to the Bill, a schedule which
we cannot amend?

I am endeavouring to establish a posi-
tion where that cannot happen with regard
to the proposition before us. However
much the Government might want to rush
ahead and tie it up irrevocably—I know
the Minister for Railways is a5 keen as
- mustard to do this—I feel that the Parlia-
ment and the people should have ample
time to know what the Government pro-
poses to do. Then it will be left to the
members to decide whether or not the
Government is to be authorised to go ahead
and enter into such an agreement. Surely
there is nothing unreasonable in such a
proposition!

I repeat that we have already agreed in
principle to this with regard to the Swan
River, in respect of which the Government
yielded to public opinion eventually,
although the Minister for Works charact-
erised the people who were advocating
some control as those who regarded the
Swan River as a sacred cow. If the Swan
River is a sacred cow, so is this part of
Perih under discussion. This part of
Perth provides the State of Western
Australia with one of those rare oppor-
tunities which seldom arises.

Mr. Ross Huichinson: Only if something
is done about it.

Mr. TONKIN: What does the Minister
want to do behind the backs of members
of Parliament?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Not what you
want to do. That is for sure.

Mr. TONKIN: I am not advocating that
we do anything other than tell Parlia-
ment what the Government proposes to
do. Apparently that is what the Minister
does not want to do. This is In no way
a decision on the merits of the case. I
want a further opportunity to argue that,
I do not want to be deprived of my oppor-
tunity, nor do I want any other member
who is represenfing the citizens of this
State to be deprived of his opportunity to
express on behalf of those whom he repre-
sents what he thinks about the Govern-
ment’s proposal. ‘That is the sole purpose
of this motion: to say to the Government
that it can proceed so far, but that before
it enters into any agreement of this nature
which is binding it shall bring the pro-
position to Parliament for scrutiny, for
consideration, and for argument.

[ASSEMBLY.]

There are many people in the commun-
ity who believe that the Government’s
ideas on this question are not generally
acceptable. I am aware, Mr. Speaker, as
you are, that the Minister prevailed on
the Liberal Party to provide funds to en-
able him to go out and sell this proposal.
There should be no need to sell it if it
is a good proposal. If it is right. proper,
and good, it will not have to be sold: it
will be readily acceptable. But we do not
want it to be sold; we want the oppor-
tunity to express our opinion on it, and
to get expert opinion on it.

The Government's most recent move in
deciding to appoint an overall expert to
draw up a plan suggests the Government
itself is uncertain, and as there must be
at least 12 months’ delay, the bringing
of this matter to Parliament will not be
disadvantageous to the Government. It
ought to be perfectly obvious to members
that this motion is one which preserves
the rights of members of this Assembly,
not one which makes them ciphers so that
when they get here they are oblired to
accept what the Government brings for-
ward whether they like it or not. 'This
motion will allow them to act as they are
intended to act, to decide the guestion on
its merits, and to obtain such expert ad-
vice as is available to them. ‘This would
be quite useless if the Government enter-
ed into an agreement beforehand and
simply brought it here for ratification,

For those reasons I think this is a pro-
position which should commend itself to
evervbody but a party hack, and to every-
body who believes that members of Parlia-
ment are not the beginning and end of all
opinion but that they represent the
people, and that they should take every
opportunity to ensure that they are per-
mitted—without being fettered—to 1epre-
sent the people. That is all this proposal
is; that just as any proposition for the
reclamation of an ares of the river ex-
ceeding three acres has to be brought to
Parliament before the Government can
embark on it or let a contract for it, sao
shougd this proposition of the Govern-
ment.

Thus, when the Western Australia De-
velopment Corporation’s proposal is sub-
mitted te the Government, if it is a pro-
posal which the Government is disposed to
accept and act upon, before it does any-
thing in that direction Parliament will be
informed and given full opportunity to
consider every aspect of what the Govern-
ment proposes to do, and will be permitted
to suggest alterations which might be im-
provements. It is unthinkable that a pro-
position ean be brought here in such a
way that despite our ability to suegest
improvements there is no way of giving
effect to such improvements. It is in
order to safeguard that situation that the
motion is being moved.
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In conclusion I want to remind members
that this in no way is & vote upon whether
the railway ought to be completely under-
ground or sunken a certain distance; it
in no way deals with the merits of any
propasal or any refinements; it is =a
straightout proposition that whatever the
Government is thinking about doing in
connection with this, the proposal shall
first of all be brought to Parliament be-
fore the Government binds the State in
any shape or form.

Mr, Court: Before you finish, I did not
get the sequence of your comments when
you carried on after tea from before tea
in regard to the five and a half acres. The
representative at the function you and I
were at apparently told you five and a half
acres was not an economic proposition.
The same gentleman saw me and that was
not his argument at all. He was not talk-
ing about only five and a half acres, he
was talking about the fact they could not
develop the full acreage quickly enough at
that time to make it economic in the
immediate future. His firm subsequently
changed its mind.

Mr. TONKIN: You, Mr. Speaker, will ap-
preciate I will have no more idea of what
this gentleman told the Minister than he
would have of what the gentleman told
me, so I am not attempting in any way to
indicate what the gentleman told the
Minjster., What I am saying is that the
information he conveyed to me was that
they would not be going on with this be-
cause it was not economically viable. Then
he proceeded to give me some reasohs,
some of which I have quoted. I do not
know where that gets us actually as I
would not consider myself competent to
express an opinion as to how much land
in the original proposition was to be made
available.

I have had a logk at the plates behind
this report and I have searched carefully
through the report to see whether any
figure is mentioned, and there is not,
which I think is somewhat strange. How-
ever, I have no doubt an engineer or a
surveyor using his instruments would be
able to measure up from these plates, hav-
ing regard to the land to be taken up by
the stations, the bridges, the equipment
for pumping, roadwidening, and the like,
and arrive at a reasonable estimate of the
land to be available.

One engineer told me, as I have read
out, that about one-third of the total area
shown in the plan would be available for
redevelopment, The other engineer went
further and mentioned seven acres. Pre-
viously in conversation with me the same
gentleman said between six and seven
acres, but in the written report—and I
have checked with him tonight—he says
it would be of the order of seven acres,

I notice that deLeuw Cather & Co. ex-
pressed the opinion that the entire cost
of the undertaking would be repaid in the
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next 20 years by the indirect benefits. So
if it is to get the land in fee simple, it
is going to be well repaid for the outlay
seeing that the area now proposed to
he given to it is well abhove seven
acres—I am told more than three times
above it. So if it is going to be repaid in
indirect benefits in 20 years, it ought to
be a pretity handsome proposition to get
this land in fee simple.

I acknowledge that in receni{ days an
announcement has been made that the
Government is now thinking about lease-
hold, and then it resclves itself into the
question of leasehold for how long, in
order to determine whether fair recom-
pense or unfair recompense is being
offered. But again, that is not the question
we are determining now; what we are de-
termining now is that we shall have fthe
right, as representatives of the people, to
pass judgment on any praoposition before
the Government enters into an irrevocable
agreement in connhection with it. I repeat:
In my view that is not an unreasonable
stand to take and I hope the House wiil
agree to the motion.

MR. O’CONNOR (Mt, Lawley—Minister
for Railways) [7.56 p.n.]l: In moving his
motion this evening, the Leader of the
Opposition covered quite a lot of ground.
He has alse, in my opinion, shifted a
lot of ground. I want to make it quite
clear that from my point of view I oppose
the motion.

Mr. Jamieson: You will shift a lot of
ground to sink the railway.

Mr. O’CONNOR: Recently there was a
large ground movement at EKellerberrvin,
but that was minor when compared with
the shifting of ground that has been made
by some people regarding this project.

Mr. Graham: I think you have your
geography mixed.

Mr. O'CONNOR.: I wish to make it quite
clear that I oppose the motion. For one
thing, if we were to agree to it, it would
be something new since I have been in
Parliament in regard to agreements of this
nature. It would take us back to the days
when the present Opposition was in power,
and prior to that when Governments had
no agreements to sign. We would not put
ourselves in that position, hecause if these
agreements came before Parliament and
were discussed before they were signed we
would never get them through. If that
were the case, we would still be discussing
the first agreement in connection with the
iron ore companies and getting nowhere as
far as Western Australia, was concerned,

Mr. Jamieson: There was an interesting
letter about that in the Press recently.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It all depends on who
writes the letters in some cases, and what
sort of reception they get at the gther end,
The Opposition has used this matter as
a political football. I am sincere when



2834

1 say that I believe the railway should he
sunk. I believe it will be for the benefit
of Western Australia generally.

Mr. Graham: How many tracks?

Mr. O'CONNOR: This is being discussed
ail this moment, as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition probably knows, Af present
there is no agreement signed.

Mr. Graham: Bui your experts might
suggest no tracks.

Mr. O'CONNOR: 1 do not know how the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition can think
that, because we have not received that
suggestion.

Mr. Graham: You have not appointed
your experts vet.

Mr. O’CONNOR: Do not be foolish! We
have had a study te investigate this
completely. There have been sugpestions
of four tracks and six tracks. This matter
is being investigated by the Chief DMech-
anical Engineer and his staff to ascertain
whether a track should go the back way
ico connect with Kewdale and the Kwinana
ine.

It is no good my saying socmething when
I do not know. I am not going to tell
Parliament something of which I am not
sure. However, I do say that I believe this
matter has heen used as a political foot-
ball. I can go hack as far as the last
election when the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, in Forrest Place, stated before the
public that the Government had shelved
the railway sinking project. This could
have heen for no other reason than politi-
cal purposes, because the Leader of the
Opposttion had no such information. The
Government had never shelved the railway
sinking project, but had endeavoured to
proceed with jt. We did this because we,
as a Government, believe it is the right
way to give a free traffic flow to the north
and the south of the line, to clean up the
city and, from our point of view, make
Perth a better city.

Mr. Graham: We are all agreed with
you there, It is just a matter of what you
will do with the land.

Mr. O'CONNOR: In connection with
this we do not know entirely, because we
have not agreed to anything put forward
hy the organisation concerned. This is
again the reason I object to the Leader
of the Opposition saying I have been
secretive. No-one has been more forth-
right in connection with giving informa-
tion on agreements than I have been
concerning this project. I say this because
I had the model displayed. We brought
it here and let members have a lack at it.
We gave them information. We showed
the letter of intent to the Leader of the
Opposition and it was available to the
publie if it was required. I have addressed
noe fewer than 50 meetings, giving details
cf the project.

Mr. Graham: Do you think you are in
front?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: He has certainly
not been secretive, anyway!

Mr. O'CONNOR: I believe that I am
right and that what I am doing is in the
best interests of the people of Perth. 1
do not believe for one moment that while
the Government needs housing—and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is one
who agrees with that—

Mr. Graham: You can say that again!

Mr. O'CONNOR: —we should put
$8,000,000 or 510,000,000 into 24-acre
park in the centre of Perth. I believe
that as far as Government funds are con-
cerned, we should put them into housing,
education, health, and so on.

A number of people have stated that
there is no park within half a mile of the
G.P.O. Recently I requested certain in-
formation from my colleague the Minister
for Police and received a minute in reply.
I asked him how many convictions were
recorded and how many arrests made for
offences in parks within half a mile of the
G.P.O. I was informed there had bheen
634 in two years. Unfortunately, this is
what oceurs in connection with a lot of
parks in the metropolitan area and as a
consequence women, and a lot of men,
are afraid to go through them at night.

I am not saying I oppose the establish-
ment of parks. I believe they are very
necessary and I would want them included
in any proposal such as this one involving
the centre of Perth.

Mr. Lapham: That is not a reflection
on the parks, but on the administration
of those who control them.

Mr. Q'CONNOR: What administration
does the honourable member think will
be responsible for controlling the particu-
lar park under discussion? It will be the
same administration that controls the
others. If he wants to reflect on the City
of Perth, fair enough. He can do that.
But what I am saving is factual and is
my belief in connection with this project.

Mr. Graham: Have you the figure con-
cerning the number of erimes which took
place away from the parks?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I asked for the figures
only in connection with the parks. The
Leader of the Opposition says that I have
heen secretive! Even in this House I
have done all I could to make members
aware of the facts. One night last year
or the year before—I think it was last
year—I asked your permission, Sir, to
display the model here and answer any
questions which might be asked. The per-
mission was granted, but until approxi-
mately five minutes before the House was
due to sit, not one Opposition member was
present to avail himself of the opportunity
I had afforded. This is the great interest—

Mr. Jamieson: That is quite unfair!
Mr. O'CONNOR: It is quite true.
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Mr. Jamieson: You know the reason for
that! We had a meeting on at the same
time.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for
Railways will continue!

Mr. Jamieson: That is ridiculous! Fancy
saying a thing like that!

Mr. ’CONNOR: The information I give
is quite true.

Mr. Jamieson: Give the truth! Don't tell
such half truths.

Mr. O’CONNOR: The Opnposition did
not have one member here.

Mr. Graham: Tell the truth.

Mr. O'CONNOR.: It is completely the
truth and the member for Balcatta cannot
say otherwise,

Mr. Jamieson: Tell the truth!

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am telling the truth!
I can see this is cutting in.

Mr. Jamieson: Yes, it is!

Mr. O'CONNOR: But it is true, If it was
of such huge importance why was not
someone here to look at the model and—

Mr. Jamieson: You know very well why!
You are just being stupid! You knew
there was a meeting on at the time!

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Belmont will not make speeches under
the guise of interjections!

Mr. Graham: The Minister for Indus-
trial Development made s decent one a
bit earler!

Mr. Court: I was only trying to be help-
ful.

Mr Graham: Your interjection went on
for about five minutes.

Mr, O'CONNOR: I say there was no-
one present despite the fact that the op-
portunity was glven,

Mr. Jamieson: I again say you are being
stupid!

The SPEAKER: Order! 'The member
for Belmont will remain silent.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We are used to the
member for Belmont getting into the
gutter,

Mr, Jamieson: I will get out of the
gutter very quickly with you, don't worry
about that!

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will be very pleased to
hear the honourable member’s views about
that.

Mr. Jamieson: You will hear them.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am hearing them
now, but I hope for something helpfut
later on! It is a pity that so many false
statements have been made about the pro-
ject.

Mr. Jamieson: You just made one.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I say that, because
from my point of view there has been no
secrecy. Information has been given from
the very beginning. We came along with
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the model and dispiayed it and have also
shown it to anyone who has been interes-
ted, and have answered questions about it.
I have not had a request from Opposition
members for information.

Mr. Jamieson: You discussed it with me
in front of the model. What are you talk-
ing about.

Mr, Q'CONNCR:; I have not had a
request for information in letter form.
During this year I have not had, from On-
position members, any requests for in-
formation in connection with the project.
1 do not know whether Opposition
members are in agreement or not
with the sinking of the railway. This is
apart from the point brought forward by
the Leader of the Opposition tonight.
Quite frankly, I think it is something we
should proceed with in the best interests
of the people of Perth.

We could disagree one way or another
with the situation concerning the land.
We could have a number of disagreements
and not know what we were talking about,
because there is no agreement at all in
connection with what we are prepared to
accept from the company. It will probably
be the 31st May before the final pro-
posals are submitted and, as members
know, the Government is not committed
to accept them even at that stage.

The Leader of the Opposition went on
to say that if a Bill were submitted those
on this side of the House wowld be dis-
ciplined. I take it by that remark he
means his members won't be. It would
be rather unusual if this position did
occur, because I believe members on that
side are diseiplined to a much greater
extent than members on this side.

Mr. Graham: You are completely wrong.

Mr. Jamieson: Turn the radio off
Federal Parliament for a while!

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, Bickerton: You are so hot, you are
singein’.

Mr. O°CONNOR: I will pay that one.
It is very good. In connection with the
statement of the Leader of the Opposition
that I have been secretive, I have had no
intention of being secretive. I have been
prepared to give infarmation on this pro-
ject as I have been on every other pro-
ject with which I have been involved.
However, surely we cannot be expected to
give information we do not have! We can-
not be expected to make guesses and say
that this is what we think, and then let
people argue about it and later on find
out that it was only a guess!

As I pointed out, the Leader of the
Opposition has not reguested any in-
formation at all from me recently in con-
nection with this project. I have said he
shifted his ground, and in that connec-
tion I would like to read a couple of
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extracts from Hansard. At pages 2578
and 2579 of Hansard No. 3 of 1967, the
Leader ¢of the Opposition said —

I have spoken to qualified men,
some from abroad, and without
exception they have told me there is
no possibility of this proposition, as
it has been put up, being undertaken
by anybody at all without a sub-
stantial subsidy.

Recently the Leader of the Opposition
stated that by allowing an organisation to
proceed with this project we are giving
away 4 tremendous amount of money to
an overseas organisation. Later on, the
Leader of the Opnosition said—

In view of the forthcoming election
and the magnitude of this proposal, I
hope the Government will make no
firm decision on this issue—no deci-
sion which would irrevocably tie the
position up so that nothing could be
done in the event of a change of Gov-
ernment. In view of the fact that
this matter has been under considera-
tion for practically the whole of the
year, a delay of another three or four
months will not make much difference,
Before the Government enters into
any firm contracts or undertakings it
showld await the result of a general
election, and if it is still in office
it would then be fair enough for it to
make a decision.

I think that is quite clear and indicates
that at that stage the Leader of the Oppo-
sition himself felt that if we were re-
elected to Government, it would be up to
us to decide, or if the Opposition were
elected it would be up to it to decide. He
stated that in those circumstances it
would be fair enough for us to make a
decision.

I believe this is correet and that the
Government should make a decision in
connection with this project and submit
a Bill to Parliament for ratification or
rejection, as is normal with other similar
types of Bill.

There has been a lot of airy-fairy talk
on this at a much earlier stage
than was necessary, because a lot has
heen guesswork. People have come for-
ward and made statements in connection
with the value of the land. Some have
stated it was worth $30,000,000 and then
within six months those same people
have raised that figure to $100,000,000.
Yet, I have had valuations made—I have
had three made—and the highest was
$8,500,000, and some of those valuations
were made by very reputable peaple. Un-
like the Leader of the Opposition, I am
prepared to name them if requested to
do so.

Mr. Bickerton: Would you answer me
a question? On the night you had the
model displayed in this Chamber, did you
not receive a message in the form of an
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apology from the Leader of the Opposi-
tion indicating that the Opposition party
was having a meeting and weould attend
as soon as possible?

Mr. O’CONNOR: I received advice after
we were ready. I think after the tea
break someone—

Mr. Jamieson: The meeting was not on
until after the tea break.

Mr. O'CONNOR,; The fact remains that
no representative was sent here in con-
nection with what the Opposition claims
is a very important subject.

Mr. Bickerton: You received an apology
explaining the absence of members of the
Opposition,

Mr. O'CONNOR: 1 do net know whether
I received it from the Leader of the Op-
position; he might remember whether or
not he sent one. I did get some informa-
tion that an AL.P. meeting was on.

Mr. Lapham: Did you make the model
available to be discussed with Opposition
members after that?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Have they ever asked?

Mr. Lapham: You made the suggestion.
Did anyone ask you to come along in the
first instance?

Mr. O'CONNOR: No; I reguested the
Speaker’s permission to come along, and I
thought members would be interested
enough to come along, too. I thought it
was most important as far as Parliament
and the City of Perth were concerned, and
for that reason I brought this matter for-
ward. I might add I have had no fewer
than 50 organisations request details, and
I have given them those details.

In connection with the evening I have
mentioned, not only did I take the
trouble to come along myself, but I also
brought representatives from the Town
Planning Department and the Railways
Depariment so that any information
required could be made available.

Getting back to the point of the motion
introduced by the Leader of the Opposl-
tion, as I said when I commenced speak-
ing, I do not propose to agree to the
motion put forward. If an agreement is
reached—and I do not know that it will
be—it will be brought to Parliament in
the normal way either for ratification or
rejection,

Dehate
Jamieson.

adjourned, on motion by Mr.

COMMONWEALTH AID ROADS FUNDS
Protest against Change in Formule: Motion

ME. TONKIN (Melville—Leader of the
Opposition) [8.13 pm.]l. I move—

That in the opinion of this House
& most emphatic protest shouid be re-
corded and forwarded to the Prime
Minister against the decision of the
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Commeonwealth to change the formuila
for the allocation of Commonwealth
Aid Roads Funds to the States from
one which was deliberately intended
by successive governments to favour
those States with heavy develop-
mental responsibilities and the coun-
try areas in those States, to a new
formula which deprives unclassified
rural roeds of thetr hitherto privileged
position, places emphasis on central-
ism and accords priority of aid to the
most populous and wealthy States of
Australia.

Mr. Speaker, the allocation of roads funds
from the Commonwealth is of tremendous
importance to the States because the
States depend so very largely for their
road works, metropolitan and country,
upon these funds which become available
each year.

This Commonwealth money has been
coming to the States for very many years,
and when the formula was originally
agreed upon it was only after full consuli-
ation and discussion between the Ministers
representing the various States—or the
Premiers of those States—and representa-
tives of the Commonwealth Governmens.

The point I want to emphasise here is
that in the early stages there was no sug-
gestion that the Commonwealth should
decide the matter and then hand it over
to the States and say. “There it is; you
accept what was decided,” as was done
on this occasion. Over the years it has
been the practice to have a consultation in
connection with the formula and for
agreement 1o be reached amongst the
Premiers.

In the very early stages it was recog-
nised that the less populous Statess were
in the greatest diffieuliy. Although more
revenue was obtained from the more popu-
lous States, the greatest problem was in
those where the population was of low
density; and there was no argument when
it was decided to give a very heavy weight-
ing to the area of the State and to its
population, and then to the amount of
license fees heing collected.

Although in more recent times there has
been agitation in New South Wales and
Victoria, and to a much Jless extent in
Queensland, the Commonwealth, under
sucecessive Governments, turned a deaf ear
to the requests for an alteration to the
formula.

I can remember the Premier of Victoria,
at the time we were building the Narrows
Bridee, stating that the people of Victoria
were paying for the Narrows Bridge.

Mr. Brand: He said that on several oc-
casions.

Mr. TONKIN: He complained about it
but that did not induce the Commonwealth
Government to change the formula. Prime
Minister after Prime Minister has refused
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to disadvantage the less populous States
by changing the formula in the way the
Commonwealth Government has now done,

Now there is a very good explanation as
to how Mr. Askin, the Premier of New
South Wales, obtained the lion's share on
this ocecasion. More than 12 months ago
Mr. Askin set himself out, to get this
result. According to his own words he
sent officers all over the Commonwealth
collecting and collating information in
order that a case could be presented to the
Commonwealth before the decision was
made. According to Premier Askin he
spent no less a sum than $750,000 in doing
it. Now there was an investment which
paid off! He deliberately invested $750,000
to prepare a case to influence the Com-
monwealth and provide the grounds for
change.

Well, what did we do? I would like to
know and I invite the Premier to tell us.
Surely he must have been aware of what
New South Wales was up to and what it
was likely to lead to. He should have
taken steps to counter that action. Pos-
sibly he did; I would like to hear about
any such steps.

The fact of the matter is that a drastic
alteration has heen made to the formula
in such a way that we are now placed at
a very considerable disadvantage in the
whole matter. I have in front of me &
cutting from The Sydney Morning Herald
of the 14th of this month and it is very
interesting to read the comments of this
journal. The heading to the article is,
“Switeh in Government Road Aid: $600m
for cities,” and it reads as follows: —

NS W. will get the major henefits
from a  |historic change in the
emphasis of Commonwealth road aid
from country to city.

Commonwealth aid to the States for
road development will be increased by
more than $500m to $1,252m over the
next five years and greatly increased
priority will be given to interstate
highways and major roads in the great
cities.

N.SW. will receive $380.4m of the
$1,252m, an increase of $171.3m or
81 per cent. over the $209.1m it re-
ceived from the Commonwealth dur-
ing the last five years.

N.S.W. will receive $57Tm in 1969-70,
compared with $47.3m in 1968-69.

The Prime Minister, Mr. Gorton,
announced the decisions yesterday at
a meeting with all the Premiers in
Canberra.

The only strong protests came from
the Premier of Tasmania, Mr. E, E,
Reece, and the Premier of South Aus-
tralia, Mr. R. S. Hall.

The decision means that priority in
road aid will be given to the most
populous States, N8 W. and Victoria,
at the expense of the other States.
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The Commonwealth will spend
$600.69m in aid for urban roads over
the next five years—nearly 50 per
cent of the aid total. Of this N.S.W.
will get $201m.

One wonders why our Premier did not join
with the Premiers of South Australia and
Tasmania in expressing his dissatisfaction
very loudly; or was he not dissatisfied?

Mr. Dunn: What was the name of the
paper which contained that report?

Mr. TONKIN: It was The Sydney Morn-

ing Herald. It was not the Mukinbudin
Times.

Mr. Bickerton: Or the Widgiemooltha
Weekly.

Mr. TONKIN: A similar reference was
made in the Canberra Times and in The
Australian. One paper characterised it as
a mixture of centralism and political
slelght of hand.

I do not know whether members who
represent country districts have a full
appreciation of what the transfer of funds
from unclassified rural roads to express-
ways and freeways in the city will mean.
Premier Askin has already announced
what he is going to do with the express-
ways and freeways in Sydney.

However, Premier Askin was put in that
position. Very strong protests were made
to him from his own country districts and,
in order to appease country members and
country people, he undertook to take from
his own State funds enough money to
make up the difference bhetween what
would be received under the new formula
and what would have been received if the
formula had not been changed.

The Commonwealth is not being very
generous in this matter, because it is only
giving away to the States about half the
money which it raises from taxation on
petrol sales. What the Commonwealth
has done, and why it has done it, 1s quite
clear: because of the strong representa-
tion from New South Wales and Victoria
the Commonwealth has changed the
emphasis from country roads to city roads.
Of course, that suits the people in the
large cities.

Let us look at Western Australia’'s pos-
ition. We have one-third of the continent
to develop. Hitherto, there has not been
a great deal of activity in the far-flung
parts of the State and so there has not
been a great call for road making. How-
ever, with the mineral development in
various parts of the State, there is now a
strong call for more roads into areas
which previously had not been opened up
by roads.

Even with the favourable treatment for
unclassified rural roads, I can well recall
having to say to people well out in the
farming districts, when answering requests
that they should be given black roads,
that, as soon as funds became available,
I would do my best to provide them with
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black roads. Even despite the fact that
the bulk of the money was available for
country roads, there was not enough
money to do all of the work required. If
we were unable to do full justice to
country roads under that generous allo-
cation, how much more difficult is it going
to be under the new allocation?

Mr, Gayfer: What percentage of the
basic grant under the new formula is to go
to rural roads?

Mr, TONKIN: It is 42 per cent.

Mr. Gayfer: What was it ynder the old
formula?

Mr. TONKIN: It was 50 per cent. Mr.
Speaker, I wisk to correct that last figure
as I have just found where I have written
it down. Under the old basis it was 40 per
cent, and it will now drop to 32.8 per cent.

Mr. Gayfer: What about the main trunk
roads? They would have to be added to
the 32.8 per cent.

Mr. TONKIN: That was not the question
the honourable member asked me.

Mr, Cash: Well done!

Mr. TONKIN: Look at it whatever way
we may wish, we cannot conclude any other
way than that it is a major switch of
emphasis from the country to the city, and
it is an acknowledgement on the part of
the Commonwealth that the more populous
States must be given priority of aid.

Apart from our present situation, what
disturbs me greatly about this is that, in
making this change, the Commonwealth is
serving notice on the States that after 1974,
when a new agreement will be drawn up,
it proposes to go even further in the direc-
tion upon which it has now started. I
make that forecast quite deliberately
having read carefully the statements and
reports set out in connection with the
matter, This decision unquestionably
serves notice on the States of worse to
come.

Under those circumstances, Mr. Speaker,
would you not have expected the Premier
of this State to have joined with the
Premiers of South Australia and Tasmania
in being most vocal on the question? For
some reason or other the Premier of West-
ern Australia sald very little, if anything.
It was left to his Minister for Industrial
Development, who apparently felt pretty
strongly about it, to say quite a deal. He
said that the States had been given a raw
deal. I agree, but I think it is an under-
statement. We were given a shocking deal
in this State in view of the fact that for
more than thirty years our special position
has been recognised by Governments, irres-
pective of colour.

Money has been provided to enable the
under-developed States to catch up and
become developed; and if there was a time
in the history of Western Australia when
more money was needed for roads in the



[Wednesday, 26 March, 1569.]

country, it is now, when there is more
activity in the country. But in spite of
having more money, we are getting less,
with worse to follow in 1974,

So we cannot let this opportunity go
without making a protest. The Premier
should have made a protest, but he did not,
and when his Minister for Industrial
Development made it the Premlier said he
should not have done so. I would like to
know on what basis he arrived at that con-
clusion because the Minister most definitely
should have made a protest, or somebody
should have made one, on behalf of the
Government of the State, Were we to
accept this without a protest of any kind
at all? Take anything the Commonwealth
hands out? On this oceasion the Prime
Minister came to the conference and said,
“This is it In order to ensure that the
formula to be adopted would not appear in
its true light, the Prime Minister agreed to
provide an additional sum to ensure that
no State received less than a 50 per cent.
increase.

Mr. Rushton: How much less actual
money will we have in the country now,
than we had before?

Mr, TONKIN: I think I can give the
honourable member the information,

Mr. Bovell: It will he more.

Mr. Bickerton: He should put his gues-
tion on the notice paper.

Mr. TONKIN: The member for Dale is
reasonably good at arithmetic, I assume,
%0 he can calculate this. There has been a
50 per cent. increase in the allowance to
the State and the amount for rural roads
has been reduced from 40 per cent. to 32.8
per cent.

Mr. Gayfer: The main trunk roads are
free disbursement, and so is the disburse-
ment—the $52,000,000, of which we get
$42,000,000. That is free disbursement;
there are no strings attached to it.

Mr., TONKIN: For very many years the
unclassified rural roads—and they are dis-
tinet from the roads to which the honour-
able member who has just interjected re-
ferred—by common consent have enjoyed
a privileged position, as indeed they shauld,
particularly in this State. Under the new
agreement the unclassified rural roads are
to be lumped with the main roads in the
country. I do not know whether the hon-
ourable member knew that no more than
32.88 per cent. is to be spent on hoth
categories.

The Premier of New South Wales—and,
in my opinion, rightly, from his point of
view—regards the result as a vindication
of the time and money New South Wales
spent in making a total road needs survey
and presenting it to the Commonwealth.
In the face of such determination, we in
this State should have been very wide-
awake and ensured that the best possible

. case was presented to the Commonwealth
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to counter the very definite thrusts which
we have to expect to be made by New
South Wales and Victoria.

When we come to consider it, those
States have been at this for years, previ-
ously without any success. But this time
New South Wales, at least, set out to make
a certainty of it, and invested $750,000 for
the purpose.

1 wonder what we in this State were
doing when the officers from New South
Wales were poking around in Western
Australia getting information. Did we
assist them and give them all they wanted
to know in order to spike our guns? That
is a question I would like answered.

Mr. Bickerton: We took them fo a
C.P.A, dinner.

Mr. TONKIN: It should have heen
realised at the outset that those officers
were up to no good as far as we were con-
cerned; and I hope we did not facilitate
the task they set out upon.

In the absence of any protest, so far as
I am aware, having been made by the
Government—certainly no effective pro-
test; that by the Minister for Industrial
Development having been disowned by the
Premier—I1 think Parliament should do
something about the matter. This motion
gives Parliament the opportunity to express
its displeasure at what has been done—
not that it will alter the present situation,
but it could assist the State in 1974 when
the agreement again comes up for con-
sideration. There is already an indication
that the trend which has been started will
be continued.

I regret very much that our Premier con-
sidered this an occasion upon which to re-
main silent. He has plenty to say on other
matters from time to time, but for reasons
best known to himself on this ocecasion he
had nothing, or very little, to say—cer-
tainly nothing that has been reported.
That is something we must regref, of
course, and try to remedy in the best way
we can. So far as I can see this is the
only right and sensible way open to us,
and I hope the House will agree to the
moticn.

MR. BRAND (Greencugh—Premier)
[8.38 p.m.]1: I listened with interest to what
the Leader of the Opposition had to say,
and I feel I ought to put him on the right
track in respect of a number of his state-
ments. Before I do so I think it is well to
remind the House that changes in this
formula have been taking place over a
number of years. To listen to the Leader
of the Oppcsition, one would tizink that
there had not been any changes, and
certainly there have not been any since, I
think, 1859—or it might have been a little
earlier.

Originally—{rom about 1926, I think—
the formula of {wo-fifths area and three-
fifths population applied to the distribu-
tion of such moneys as were available. As
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the Leader of the Opposition would know,
a decision was made to change the formula
from two-fifths area and three-fifths
population to one-third, one-third, one-
third. I am not sure whether the Leader
of the Opposition was at the conference in
question, but I know he was the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Works at the
time. I am not so sure that he made any
protest, but I know Mr, Hawke expressed
his opinion in opposition to any change,
but I do not think he was very successful
in making any impact on the decision that
was made.

The result was that Western Australia
was to get a sum of money for those five
vears during which, in the first year, 1
think, it was to get the same money under
the new agreement that it got for the last
vear of the old agreement, and it was done
under the same method that is used today;
by a supplementary grant. This is the
trend the Leader of the Opposition was
talking about. This was the trend that
took place when he was in office as Deputy
Premier and it shows how effective he was
in preventing a change which I think
all of us recognised as one of those funda-
mental changes which must take place
from time to time.

Since then all the Prime Ministers have
stood by us and, only because of the Com-
monwealth vote at the last discussion on
the new agreement, we in Western Aus-
tralia enjoy a continuance of the advan-
tage of the formula of one-third area,
one-third number of vehicles, and one-
third population. This, of course, has been
the formula which certainly has benefited
us because of Western Australia being one-
third the size of the whole of the Com-
monwealth.

I would like to mention that Western
Australia, before the first change, when
the formula was two-fifths and three-
fifths, enjoyed something like 19 per cent.
of the fund. Incidentally, I do not want
to be held to these figures. The percentage
was reduced te 175 or 17.6, a very sub-
stantial reduction. But I am quite sure, if
we are all honest with ourselves—in-
cluding the then Minister for Works and
the then Premier—that we would come to
the conclusion that the supplementary
grant at least helped us in the transition
period of that agreement, which was one
of those things that had to be. Of course
there was pressure from Vietoria and
great pressure from New South Wales, but
not so much from Tasmania because that
State has always enjoyed a straightout
advantage inasmuch as it received 5 per
cent. of the total money available. It was
very clear to everyone at one point of time
that 5 per cent. of the total grant increase
represented a very large sum that would
go to Tasmania, and perhaps a larger sum
than would be reasonable in any distribu-
tion which we grrived at.
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I would like to emphasise that although
the Leader of the Opposition has talked
about the New South Wales committee
wandering around this place, I, as Premier,
did not know of this and I do not think
the Minister for Works knew, but let me
offer an explanation. After the last agree-
ment of five years was decided upon, the
Commonwealth Government set up a
burean of roads which was a committee
established to ascertain the overall needs
of every State and the needs of the Com-
monweaalth, I think the Leader of the
Opposition will find that it cost New South
Wales $750,000 to contribute information
to the bureau, and I think it cost Western
Australin something like $400,000 to sub-
mit its case. All of this information was
gathered by the bureau and puft through
computers to subject it to the closest
examination, following which & report was
produced; something which has been re-
leased to the Press, but not a great deal
has been said about it.

I would advise members to read this
document hecause it will explain the rea-
sons for the change in the formula that
taok place just recently, and to cut a long
story short, every State contributed to
the cost of obtaining this information.
Whilst Western Australia was receiving
17.95 per cent.—almost 18 per cent. of the
moneys made available under the old
agreement—our needs were ascertained at
8.6 per cent. Whether this was because
we were getting substantial sums of money
which enabled us to keep our roads up to
a standard, I am not sure, but that was
the finding of the bureau: and it would
seem to me it is noft very hard to appre-
ciate that, as we went forward to the
Premier’'s conference to decide on a new
agreement in that knowledge, this bureau
which had been set up for this purpose—
costing $2,000,000 a year for 24 years—had
decided that Western Australia’s road
needs were 8.6 of the total.

Mr, Jamieson: Where was the bureau
centred?

Mr. BRAND: As far as I know the bureau
was centred in Canberra, but it gathered
this information from all the States, so
it would not matter whether it was
centred in Darwin or Perth, because it
was doing a national job; a job for which
it had been set up. It decided that 8.6
per cent. of the funds should go to West-
ern Australia, and 8.6 per cent. to South
Australin. I do not know the percentage
allocation to other States, hut all the in-
formation is contained in this report.

Having reached that decision it recom-
mended a certain formula to the Common-
wealth Government. It was a majority
formula which gave to this State 13.7 per
cent. of the money available. However,
the Commonwealth Cabinet decided it .
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would accept the minority recommenda-
tion which, in_itself, would have given
13.3 per cent. of the {otal to this State.
I want members to appreciate that these
figures were backed up by volumes of in-
formation supplied by all the States which
clearly indicated that Western Australia's
probability of maintaining 18 per cent.
pfdth:a:l tofal funds available was very poor
indeed.

The Commonwealth Government realised
the problem so it decided it would add
$52,000,000-0dd as a supplementary grant
to ensure that the States—as the Leader
of the Opposition has said—received 50
per cent. more money than they pre-
viouusly received under the old formula.
To me, this seems to be a very substantial
increase, but we must not overlook the
faet that the Commonwesith had decided
to provide $1,200,000,000 over the five
vears for distribution among the States.
The recommendation of the bureau was
$1,280,000,000, and allowing for something
over 350,000,000, it left $30,000,000 which
the States did not get, and although an
effort was made by the Premiers, the Com-
monwealth deeided it would go no further
than the $1,200,000,000.

It was quite clear from these reports
and the findings of the road bureau, that
the time had come to give to the cities
of this country, including Perth, additional
sums of money for road works. In view
of the road problems confronting the city
and the suburbs I would he amazed if
city members censured a Government for
making the first realistic attempt to
grapple with the problem in the city as
well as that in the ecountry. It would be
rather strange if this were done because
every one of us knows the problems of a
growing city, and the Commonwealth de-
cided it would alter the formula, but i%
made more money available—I think an
increase from $750,000,000 to $1,200,000.000
—for this purpose.

So not only do the cities get an increased
percentage, or a firm amount, for the first
time, but the country also enjoys a greater
amount of money; and in spite of what
the Leader of the Opposition has said,
under all categories of roads, and what I
call main roads, rural roads, and other
such roads in the country, the total was a
greater percentage than was required
under the old formula.

Let me add here that the Commonwealth
has looked very closely at the problem fac-
ing the States, and it has decided fo
provide $1,200.000,000 over five years. I
cannot see how we can be very critical of
the central Government for having
provided the States with 50 per cent. more
than they had under the old arrangement.

The Leader of the Opposition has em-
phasised the fact that I did not speak up
for the State. I am not one of those
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who get up and rant and rave and feel
I have done a great job of work. Having
learnt from the Prime Minister that
instead of getting the 18 per cent that we
thought we might expect we were going to
get only 16 per cent., I pointed out to him
that I was very disappointed that the per-
centage had dropped from 18 per cent. to
16 per cent.

I further made the point of asking him
to include in the arrangements the
$40,000,000 which we got as a supplement-
ary grant realising, of course, that this
had to be a consideration at the end of
the next five years. The Prime Minister
said, “I cannot give you that undertaking.”
He was pressed by Queensland to do the
same thing. Queensland did not get a
mention either, in the Press as far as I
know. It must be obviocus to members that
it was most important that the $40,000,000
in our case should at least be considered
as part of our financial arrangements
under the new arrangement to be con-
sidered in five years' time. The amount
of $1,200,000,000 is divided up info
$600,000,000 under the old formula and
$600,000,000 under the new formula, in
which emphasis is placed on money for
the cities,

It would seem to me, therefore, that
although Western Australia got 2 per cent,
less, and was unable to obtain an under-
taking from the Prime Minister that the
supplementary grants would be considered
when we next reviewed the formula, we
did at least get $200,400,000 as against
South Australia’s $129,000,000, which ac-
counted for the outburst by the Premier of
South Australia. He argued, with some
justifieation, that although the bureau had
found that his State’s needs were the same
as those of Western Australia, we finished
up with $200,400,000, while he received
$129,000,000.

He spoke before I did, because the States
speak in order of seniority, and we come
after South Australia. He referred to the
large amount that Western Australia had
received as compared with his lot, and it
seemed to me that in fact the big States
were more or less satisfied; that Queens-
land was satisfied; but that South Aus-
tralia was being critical of the amount
we received. It did not suggest that the
amount was foo much, but it was eritical
of the amount that we received as against
what the Premier of South Australia had
hoped tc receive. Had I infervened on
South Australia’s behalf it could quite
easily have upset the applecart and the
Commonwealth Government could have
said, “If you do nof think South Australia
has enough, you had better give it some
of your funds.”

We must not lose sight of the fact that
the Commonwealth faces a real problem,
and because of this a national committee
was set up to consider the road needs of
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each State and of the Commonwealth. For
this reason I must admit I was somewhat
relieved at the proposals of the Prime Min-
ister and of the Commonwealth, even
though it turned out to he that our fotal
percentage was down 2 per cent.

I emphasise that we have come out of
all this with an agreement which will
provide something for the cities. It is
high time we considered the problems
which confront them and which we know
they have. I am sure it will not be sug-
gested thet we should tax the city people
more to find the money needed. The
country still has its percentage, and more;
and we must not lose sight of the fact that
Western Australia and Queensland share
very liberaily under the beef road schemne;
and we have not only been getting dirt
roads but sealed roads, which are & great
asset to the State.

Mr. Jamieson: Queensland is getting the
lioin's share and that is why it is keeping
quiet.

Mr. BRAND: It has been receiving a
greater amount of that money over the
years, just as Victoria has claimed that
we were getting the lion’s share of the
funds, percentagewise., We have lost our
percentage, which was considered by the
people who brought down these findings to
be too much when compared with the
proven road needs of Western Australia.

Mr. Lapham: Western Australia has
one-third of the continent to look after.

Mr. BRAND: The Commonwealth is
aware of that; its officers have been over
these roads and obtained all the informa-
tion they could.

Although I do not agree that it will be
the right percentage, these facts were
placed before us, As Premier of the
State I was in a difficult position, but I
felt that in coming home with $200,400,000
at least for five years our situation was
adequately covered, and that we could
continue with an extended road pro-
gramme in both the city and the country.

While we might have wished fo retain
our percentage, we could not have asked
for more. I took advantage of the oppor-
tunity to put several other matters to the
Prime Minister, because under this for-
mula we will lose a relatively small
amount of money which has been avail-
able to us under the heading, “Works
other than rosds”; money which origin-
ally came from petrol used in boats,
launches, and so on. We have used this
money from time to time in the erection
of small jettles and similar facllities,

Under the new formula, however, this
has been pushed aside, and we no longer
enjoy that rather small privilege. Queens-
land supported this point of view, but it
too was rejected by the Prime Minister
and Treasurer, I was successful in point-
ing out to the Prime Minister that a
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great amount of money was spent on
plant and on plant replacement, and I am
rleased to say that while he did not have
the immediate answer, I do not think it
was intended to include this aspect. He
conceded the point and I am hopeful that
plant replacement will be considered as
cne of those items under which we can
spend Commonwealth money.

I should point out to the House that the
Prime Minister emphasised time and time
again that we could spend our money an
whatever we wished, and that the condi-
tions which were lajd down by the Com-
monwealth would apply only to the
moeneys which the Commonwealth found.
S0, whilst regretting very much we were
not able to maintain our place, percent-
agewise, in the field, I think we have to
admit there had to he some changes, There
was no prospect—shout or argue as one
cared around the Premiers’ Conference
table-—of getting anywhere at all,

The Premier of South Australia did not
get anywhere. The Premier of Tasmania
raised the poin$ that he was down by 1 per
cent.; of course, he had an argument that
he was down that much. He put up his
argument, but again it did not make any
impact and it did not create any change
of attitude by the Commonweaith in this
respect.

I was somewhat relieved that Western
Australia's monetary reguirements, or
part of the total grant made available,
was not in any way related to the findings
of the committee mentioned: that our
roads required 8.6 per cent. of the total
grant of the Commonwealth.

Mr. McPharlin: In the bureau's report
was it claimed the finding for such a low
figure as 8.6 per cent, was brought about
by the ease of construction of roads in
Western Australia as compared with the
other States?

Mr. BRAND: I could not say. It was
not based on that argument at all. The
bureau simply Getermined that our road
needs required 8.6 per cent. of any amount
that was made available. We realise that
in this State we have bheen able to make
our money go further in this respect, be-
cause in the main we have readily avail-
able good road-making materials, good flaé
stretches of country, and few ravines or
rivers. We do not have to build many
bridges. The fact remains that it was
assessing the road needs. No doubt, we
ourselves could have put that information
forward, but it might have been informa-
tion which would cause a smaller percent-
age to be made available to us; so we did
not do that.

Mr. Lapham: Was the committee's
assessment made available to you before
you went to the Premiers’ Conference?

Mr. BRAND: The committee’s assess-
ment arrived a couple of days before we
went. I understand each State received
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a copy. The night before the conference
was held a copy was given to the Press.
However, we could not study it, but I do
not think there would be any great value
in raising the argument because the Com-
monwealth had pretty well wiped the
others off. We went over there believing
that we might have to accept the recom-
mendations of the bureau. We knew
nothing of what was intended by the
Commonwealth until it was given to us
af the Premiers’ Conference table. That
has always been the position, as the Leader
of the Opposition would know, If there
are any propositions by the Commonwealth
they are put forward at what it considers
to be the appropriate time.

That is the position. I can assure mem-
bers that the Minister for Works and the
Commissioner of Main Roads are mindful
that in the next five years a plan will
have to be formulated to provide all the
information possible, and to ensure that
when another survey is made—which I am
sure will be made before the consideration
of the next five-year agreement—we will
be in a position at least to claim that 8.6
per cent, is too little for a growing and
expanding State, and to point out that the
future requirements of Western Australia
demand a great deal more money than
we have been able to spend up to the
present time.

The Premier of South Australia laid
emphasis on the need to seal the balance
of the Eyre Highway. This was one of
his claims for more money, and I supported
him. I felt this was a2 national road, and
1 told the Prime Minister it was a national
responsibility and not the responsibility of
either State. I told him that because
money had been made available to us
as a result of the area segment of the
formula we had done the right thing by
the people and spent it on a national road
through an area which is not populated.
Of course, this was the intention of the
framers of the formula when they included
the area segment. We are all interested
in having a national road to the Eastern
States. I think it is incumbent on the
Federal Government to find some way of
providing annually financial support to
South Australin until such time as the
road is sealed.

I cannot support the motion of the
Leader of the Opposition. I do not believe
it is justified in the light of events. It is
all very well to pass some motion of
censure which, after all is said and done,
verges on the political.

Before resuming my seat I might say
that the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment did express his disappointment with
the overall situation of the Commonwealth,
as he has done from time to time. If I
came home a little tired and became hasty
in what I said it was because I had seen
the picture myself, and I felt we came away
better than we had expected, having regard
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to the findings of this national commit-
tee. I have already explained in the Press
the situation which occurred, and every-
one understands it. I can assure members
that I have every confidence in the Min-
ister and in the honesty of his statements
and what he was getfing at. I did not
see his statement completely before I
made the aside which caused some con-
sternaticn, However, that is now history.
It is for us to ensure that we maintain
the percentage we have obtained when the
next agreement is signed for the five
years following this agreement. I coppose
the motion.

MR. JAMIESON (Belmont) [9.7 p.m.]:
After listening to the speech of the Prem-
ier, one might describe it as a “half a loaf
is better than none” speech. This is mainly
what we are complaining about. He did
say that he was frightened by the statis-
tiecs put up by this bureau. Although I
have not had a chance to examine them,
the bureau seems to have based its argu-
ment entirely on vehicle registrations. It
is very difficult to imagine otherwise, when
we compare the vehicle registrations of
South Australia with those of Western
Australia, Although the population of
that State is a little above the population
of Western Australia, our registrations are
preater than theirs; yet the bureau has
come out with the same basis of alloca-
tion of funds. That is why I ask how the
figures have been compiled. It seems to
me, after considering all other aspects,
the bureau decided to deal with these mat-
ters in the easy way: where the most
vehicles are registered the most money is
required. In this lles the reason for the
motion before the House.

I am glad the Premier mentioned that
he knew about the position beforehand,
because one of the things that shocked me
was the fact that he did not protest. It
is all very well to say that Hall or some-
one else ranted and raved—

Mr. Brand: I did not say that.

Mr. JAMIESON: —and that he would
not get anywhere by doing that. The
Premler said that 1f he had indulged in
the same thing something might be taken
away from Western Australia. I thoueht
that the Premier of Queensland might
have been influenced into saying more
than he did, but our Premier seemed to
be somewhat satisfied. I interjected and
pointed out that Queensland had the lion's
share of the beef roads funds, but those
beef roads serve many more than the beef
producers.

Mr. Brand: So do ours.

Mr. JAMIESON: The money from that
fund is very handy to this State. So far
the beef roads here have not been of any
great use to anyone except those in the
beef industry itself, but perhaps in recent
times they have been used a little by other
industries.
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Mr. Brand: Anybody who uses the roads.

Mr. JAMIESON: I could admit this, and
due to the more decentralised nature of
Queensland, this fund is of greater use to
that State in areas where the population is
reasonably large and requires some form
of roads.

It is good to know that these things are
decided before the date of the conferences
and that the decisions are made available
to the Press prior to the conferences
being held! One might say that it is a
waste of our Premier’s time and the fin-
ance of the State in having to send the
Premier to such a conference, because we
find that before the conference started, a
headline appeared in The Australion
which read, “Western Australia will be
the loser at finance conference.” That
paper had a very clear indication of what
would happen and surely it was up to the
Premier to put up some outward sort of
fight in regard to the issue.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I do not think the
paper gave any figures, did it? It was just
a bit of guesswork.

Mr., JAMIESON: I think the paper
would have received a copy of the figures,
because they were released o the Press the
day before. The paper would have had a
fair indication because it was known the
day hefore that a total of $1,250,000,000
for the Federal road grant was to be pro-
vided. It would not have been possible to
work out the total unless the paper had
some idea.

The funny part is that the Premier
seems to think it is a problem for the
Commonwealth to provide these funds.
However, it has heen clearly indicated by
my leader that the Commonwealth is ob-
taining this money relatively easily and
is not distributing it all. In fact, it keeps
what one might call the lion’s share for
its own purposes. I think my leader said
approximately 50 per cent. of the money
was involved in this handout, as it were,
to the States.

In a developing State we certainly can-
not afford to drop 2 per cent. This may
seem g smalil figure, but when one applies
it to millions, it is not a small amount
that is involved. This 2 per cent. over
the five years would provide the money
necessary for several large arterial roads
and would improve the position appreci-
ably.

I have seen the sitvuation in regard to
the other States and, according to the
Victorian Press, I think Sir Henry Boite
was jubilant because he was able to see
from where he would obtain the finance
for his western gateway, or his western
bridge, or whatever he calls it—this tre-
mendous by-pass road that he envisages
over the port area. We have all seen
futuristic looking plans of it in our local
papers.
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I would say that in this State we have
managed fairly well as a result of the
system that was used to provide funds
for roads, particularly when one realises
the amounts that are owing on major pro-
jects and the amounts we have sunk into
things that will not be able to be used for
some years! We are in the position where
we are ahead of our actual requirements.
With the freeway complex we are miles
ahead. Because we will not obtain full
use of this complex for several years of its
life the iron and other metal used will be
rusting away. The complex will lie there
as an ornament.

To my knowledge, no other State is in
a position to do this. The roads envisaged
at the present time by the Metropolitan
Adelaide Transport System are a long way
behind those in this State, We have the
satisfaction of knowing we are ahead of
the other capitals. There has always heen
a problem in Melbourne because of finance
anhd, to some degree, because of the city’s
layout and the problems encountered
earlier when the troubles in connection
with King's Bridge had to be sorted out.
In addition, in Melbourne, it has been
necessary to use a considerable amount of
loan funds—to & much greater degree
thag in this State—in order to develop
roads.

As a result of road funds granted to
this State, projects such as the Narrows
Bridge have virtually been paid for in
cash and there has not been the burden
of finding a considerable amount of
interest. We have not heen pui in a posi-
tion similar to that in which the New
South Wales Government found itself in
connection with the Sydney Harbour
Bridge, as it seems to be no closer to
being payed for in this day and age than
when it was built initially.

The community seems to think it needs
the motorcar more than anything else;
and vehicles are responsible for the Com-
monwealth Government receiving a tre-
mendous income. Everything is bound
up with the motor vehicle, so surely it is
up to the Commonwealth to make sure
there is no cutting back on the percent-
ages allocated to the States for the pur-
pose of providing roads. The only excep-
tion would be when a State was saturated
with efficient roads. The Commonwealth
would then have some justification for
cutting back the allocation, but no-one
could claim that that situation exists in
any of the States at the present time.

I would say that because the Premier
of this State was not prepared on this
occasion to be outspoken against the Com-
monwealth he will find it hard to get on-
side at a later stage. The Premier of
South Australia expected $2,000,000,000 as
a grant over the period of the agreement,
because he made that statement in The
Aduvertiser the day before he went to the
conference. He finished down a lot more
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than we did; and, in comparison, probably
he had to scream a lot more. However,
that is no reason why we should have
backed down in any way.

er. Brand: We did not back down at
all,

Mr. JAMIESON: As I understand it the
conference was to devise a means for the
allocation of these funds. However that
was not the case; the allocation was
devised beforehand.

Mr. Brand: That is the case with every
conference we have been to.

Mr. JAMIESON: Then we had better
stop attending so many conferences, as
they are futile. We should say, “send
what you like and we will be satisfied.”
That is what the Premier is telling us.

Mr. Brand: No I am not.

Mr. JAMIESON: Premizsrs have {o be
prepared to fight a case to the nth
degree and, on this oceasion, the only two
Premiers who appeared to be prepared to
do this were Sir Henry PBolte and Mr,
Askin; but they were silenced because of
the rather generous handout they received.
It is said that politics are being brought
into the matter. Yes they are. I watched
an interview recently with one of the
Federal leaders on a local TV station and
I would say his comment was symbolic of
the times, the times being prior o a
Federal election. It is in the minds of the
Federal leaders that the largest population
in Australia resides around the Sydney and
Melbourne complexes and therefore they
would have an eye to the future when
making any decisions or statements.

My leader has indicated that the State of
New South Wales spent a considerable
amount of money in putting up a case to
defeat the other States on this issue and
that State evidently carried the day.

Mr. Brand: That was that State’s con-
tribution to the finding.

Mr. JAMIESON: It seems a high figure
to produce the little blue bogk. New South
Wales seems to have been in a position
where its case meant more to the Com-
monwealth's change of formula than did
the case of Western Australia.

As a consequence it appeared to people
here—as it probadbly appeared to the Min-
ister for Industrial Development—that we
had not done all we might have done in
connection with our case to the Common-
wealth, However, we have had this ex-
plained. We know what can occur. When
it was first suggested to me that there had
been some sort of skirmish, I was old
enough in the head to realise what Press
men can do with a word or two which
might be a mere expression of an opinion
on a situation at the time. As a conse-
quence we cannot take very much notice
of such reports.

On the other hand I think this was an
expression on the part of the Minister
for Industrial Development as to what all
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the people were thinking at the time—at
least those who had any knowledge of road
funds or have been concerned in any way
with road funds in this State. As a conse-
quence my leader was duty bound to have
something to say—and very soon—on the
matter when this Parliament resumed.
Rightly, he submitted this motion.

I do not think there would be anything
wrong with the Government of the day and
its members supporting it. It would do no
harm to them. It is merely telling the
Commonwealth that we do not agree this
was the best possible formula which could
have been arrived at as & consequence of
the conference. Therefore I support the
motion.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe—
Minister for Works) (9.22 pm.1: I would
like to make a contribution to this debate.
I know the field has been very adequately
covered by the Premier, but I do want to
add a few remarks of my own.

Firstly I would like to say that there is
a little bit of Oliver Twist in all of us
and this particular feature of humans is
not confined to members of the Opposition
only. Those in the Government feel very
much the same way. However, as mem-
bers will have heard from the Premier's
remarks, we must be completely practical
about what has happened and we must
analyse what occurred prior to the meet-
ing, what Ied up to the meeting, and what
occurred at the meeting itself,

Secondly I would like to say that all
the States of Australia have for years
been trying to get the Commonwealth
Government to give more money for Aus-
tralia's road needs and have pressed for a
body to he set up which would make a
vital contribution upon sound economic
lines to the States’ requirements in this
regard. It is largely because of the in-
fluence of the States at officer level, apart
from the influence at ministerial level,
which led the Commonwealth to set up the
bureau which submitted its findings.

However, those findings were cold and
analytical and, as the Premier has pointed
out, the allocation this State was to have
received was 8.6 per cent. However, a
minority report in the bureau suggested
that 13 per cent. would be a better figure
for this State. This percentage was gained
merely by adding the 8.6 per cent. under
the bureau’s categorisation formula to the
almost 18 per cent. the State was receiv-
ing before, and arriving at 13 per cent.—
the 8 per cent. plus the 18 per cent. equals
26 per cent, and half of that is 13 per
cent, in round figures. However, Instead
of receiving this, we recelved 16 per cent.

Mr. Lapham: We received 124 per cent.
We received a supplementary grant of
$40,000,000. If you add that it gives you
16 per cent. In effect our formula is 12%
per cent,
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Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: What the
honourable member is saying is, to a very
great extent, true. In fact, it is true gen-
erally, but I am taking in overall figures
for this next quinguennium, and we wil
get 16 per cent. over this period.

It was on the point just raised by the
honourable member that the Premier en-
deavoured to get the Prime Minister to
give an assurance that this supplementary
grant in some form or other would be
written into the next alteration to the
formula in five years’ time. This was the
vital part of the whole thing; and, in any
case, I will have something to say about
the supplementary grant a little later,

The bureau’s overall efforts are of great
value and what it has produced makes a
firm basis on which to work, but it is
only a basis on which to work, It has be-
come history now because its final con-
elusions and recommendations have been
departed from to quite a marked extent.
However, that basis has heen arrived at
after a great deal of exhaustive work, As
a result, virtually, of the bureau’s work the
Commonwealth has given all the States
half a billion doilars more than in the
previous quinguennium. ‘This samount
represents 67 per cent. more than the
States received previously,

This State has received 50 per cent, more
than it received Ilast quinguennium,
jumping from $133,500,000 over the last
five years to $200,400,000 in this next five
vears. That is not bad, particularly when
we had the fear—knowing what was in the
bureau's report—that we would not fare
very well.

Mr. Jamieson: It seems as though you
were very shocked. You dropped your
guard when you saw that blue book.

‘Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: The honour-
able member might be forgiven for saying
that. As I have said, we are not satisfied
either. I am not satisfied, but we Just
come back to the fact that there is a little
bit of Oliver Twist in me too.

Mr. Lapham: Just because they are in
a little blue book does not mean they are
accurate. The principle of analysis could
be questionable.

Mr. Graham: They spent enough on it!
That money should have been spent on
roads.

Mr. Jamieson: The Premier of New South
‘Wales spent $750,000 having a lock at this
question and he seems to have done pretty
well from his expenditure.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The honour-
able member does not quite appreciate how
tkis money was spent. Each of the States
agreed to contribute a proportion, on the
basis of the old formula, to the expenses of
the bureau to obtain this factual analy-
tical data which will be a basis for a
number of years to come. This is the
point. Do not ask me to recommend to the
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Commonwealth Government that it should
have tanother inquiry into the bureau's
report.

Mr. Lapham: Are you happy with the
report?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: No.
Mr. Lapham: Neither am I.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: But I have
been trying to show how it has already
become history, how already it is the basis
and provides fundamentals upon which to
work. Indeed, very quick representations
were made to the Commonwealth and this
leg.d to a change from the recommendations
made,

Mr. Lapham: Apparently the Common-
wealth was not so keen about it either.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The one
feature I want to stress, and it causes me
more concern fthan anything else, is the
lack of flexibility inherent in the categori-
sation of roads and the rather strict
formulae which are laid down concerning
the spending in each category.

Had we not had the supplementary grant
given to us there is no doubt we would
have been in a great deal of trouble in
trying to overcome the various problems
associated with trying to spend the money
where we felt it should be spent. This is
a feature that none of us likes. I do not
think the Opposition likes it and I do not
think the Government likes it but the sup-
plementary grant is given without strings.
Admittedly, it is only for five years but it is
without strings and can be used for the
construction and reconstruction of roads
or the maintenance of roads.

In all probability I will be speaking to
the House on other occasions, because it
may well be necessary for legislation on
road matters to be introduced before the
end of this session. However, I did want
to point out—this is one matter on which
I feel there has not been enough thought—
the strict categorisation of some of the
points that are laid down in the formula
under which money can be spent. In some
of the categories money can be spent only
on construction and reconstruction and not
on maintenance, This inhibits the Com-
missioner of Main Roads and his officers
in trying to disburse moneys, perhaps
where they should be placed.

Mr, Bickerton: In other words, vyou have
not discussed a formula for dividing that
money; so much for rural and se much
elsewhere.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: A great deal
of work has to be done. Members may have
noticed that the Premier said that haif the
money was given under the old formula,
and would be spent under the cld formula.
This will help in the transition period when
going from one era into another.
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As the Minister having jurisdiction over
main roads for the time being, I do feel it
would have been better to retain our 17.87
per cent.—or a figure in that vicinity—
instead of dropping to 16 per c¢ent. and
gaining about $66,000,000 over the next
period.

I believe we must now make do with this
and we must ensure—and I have no doubt
the Premier will follow the role already
adopted in regard to the supplementary
grant—that we continue to work on the
Commonwealth burean and on the Com-
monwealth decision in regard to having
something of this kind written into future
formulae in order that we can have flex-
ibility in the use of our funds.

MR. FLETCHER (Fremantle) (934
pm.]: I just need a few minutes on this
matter to demonstrate to the Minister for
Transport, before he leaves, that we are
sincere when we move & motion from this
side of the House; and this, despite his as-
sertions earlier in the evening, when speak-
ing to a previous motion, that we demon-
strated a lack of interest. However, I have
not heard any reference to the motion
from the other side of the House and I
assume that those members concerned
have not even analysed it. To refresh
their memories on the subject we are dis-
cussing, I will read it again and then
analyse it in part very briefly. It reads as
follows:—

That in the opinion of this House
8 most emphatic protest should be
recorded and forwarded to the Prime
Minister against the decision of the
Commonwealth to change the formula
for the allocation of Commonwesalth
Aid Roads Funds to the States from
one which was deliberately intended
by successive governments to favour
those Btates with heavy developmental
responsibilities and the country areas
in those States, to a new formula
which deprives unclassified rural roads
of their hitherto privileged position,
places emphasis on centralism and
accords priority of aid to the most
populous and wealthy States of Aus-
tralia.

Now, can those members on the Govern-
ment side of the House conscientiously
deny the substance of that motion? We
feel that the motion is justified. I regret
the Premier is not in the House at the
moment, but he did emphasise the fact
that he protested; that the Premier of
South Australia protested; and that the
Premier of Tasmania protested. If the
other side of the House does not support
this motion then the Opposition of this
State is denied equal rights with those
who protested. We, the Opposition, would
also like to protest and protest in the
manner inherent in the motion.
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There 15 nothing unreasonable about
that. I would ask members on the other
side of the House {f they are appreciative
of the fact that there is very little dif-
ference in the last election figures recorded
in favour of the coalition and those re-
corded for the Opposition, There was &
difference of something like 300 votes in the
whole of Western Australia and that diff-
erence separates the Opposition from the
benches at present occupied by the
coalition.

Are we not justified in wishing to re-
cord a protest? This is the only method
open to us. Members from the other side
of the House might assume that this is
just some plot hatched i che mind of the
Leader of the Opposition, but I want to
disabuse the minds of those opposite in
that respect. The fact that the Leader
of the Opposition is responsible for the
three motions does not imply that he will
not get the support of this side of the
House on the matters concerned.

As I said, if the Premier does not wish
to deny the Opposition the right to pro-
test as did the Premier of South Australia
and as did the Premier of Tasmania, then
he will let us join with him in protesting
in the manner we attempt in the motion
before the House. The motion states that
a most emphatic protest against the de-
cision of the Commonwealth {o change
the formuia for the allocation of Com-
monwealth Aid Roads Funds should be
recorded and forwarded to the Prime
Minister. The Premier has admitted fhat
there has been a change in the formula,
50 we have a perfect right {o protest.

There are many aspects with which I
could deal, but I will deal with only one
at the moment. Members are very much
aware of the concern at the escalating
accident rate within Western Australia, in
particular, and also throughout the whole
of Australia. With the indulgence of the
House I will read briefly from an article
which appeared in The West Australian
of the 25th March, 1969, as follows:—

It looks as though the Common-
wealth is to spend a little of its petrol
tax income on vehicle safety research.

Australia has the world's worst road
death toll with a rate of 283 in
100,000, according to the World Health
Qrganisation.

The article says, “Australia” and we, I
am ashamed to say, contribute to those
flgures.

Mr. Gayfer: We are the third highest,
New South Wales is the highest, with the
most meney to spend.
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Mr. FLETCHER.: I anticipate the mem-
ber for Avon will support me. The
article continues—

Our constitution leaves the re-
sponsibility for road construction to
the States, For this work the Com-
monwealth allocates about two-thirds
of the sum it collects each year in
ght‘a;y form of petrol, customs and excise

uty.

The ratio seems about the same
since 1926, though the car has assumed
greater importance in our lives since
then. In the year to June 30 last, the
Commonwealth retained more than $85
million in consolidated revenue.

The Leader of the Opposition made that
point; namely, that we do not receive the
whole amount and that the Common-
wealth Government still retains $85,000,000
of the amount collected.

My point is that to that extent we are
denied the assistance we deserve, so there
is a prospect of roads, not only in the
metropolitan area, but in the country
areas, too, being inadequate to cope with
the situation. It is most important to
mention that the impact could be felt in
country areas. I am attempting, of course,
to look after not only Fremantle, which is
in the metropolitan area, but also country
areas. The motion moved by the Leader
of the Opposition incorporates that point
by making reference to “a new formula
which deprives unclassified rural roads of
their hitherto privileged position.”

I know it must concern rural repre-
sentatives and, quite frankly, I do not
blame them for being concerned. Our
motion attempts fo achieve one point;
namely, that our concern In this respect
should be made known to the Prime
Minister.

This coneern is apparent in other sec-
tions of the community. The Daily News
has made reference to the high accident
rate and has c¢alled upon people to make
suggestions with a view to reducing it.
Indeed, this evening’s Daily News carried
the headline, “W.A. Motorists Press For
Traffic Reform.” The Minister agreed
with that statement in the House tonight.

The need exists for more and more finance
to be made available so that the position
can be improved. The Premier gained
some satisfaction from the $40,000,000
which he received by way of a consolation
prize in respect of the changed formula.

Mr, Brand: And the $52,000,000 supple-
mentary grant.

Mr. FLETCHER: If the Premier wishes
to be precise, the amount is $40,200,000,
but it is still an infinitesimal! amount.

Mr. Brand: It might be to the honour-
able member, but it is not to me.

Mr, FLETCHER: Surely the Govern-
ment must realise that the value of money
is rapidly diminishing. One dollar is worth
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very little now and it will be worth prc
portionately less five years hence if th
existing private enterprise Governmer
stays in office and depreciates further th
value of money. An amount of $40,000,00
will not go far over a period of five year

The Minister for Works failed to consol
members of the Opposition by mentionin
that the Federal Government had sper
$2,000,000 of the taxpayers’ money on th
compilation of the report that is now i
the Premier’s hands and to which he ha
been referring. The Minister for Work
told us that the report was compiled b
computer, and that report is alleged t
have changed the formula.

We, on this side of the House, prote:
at the change of formula and, because ¢
this, the Leader of the Opposition hs
moved the motion. We are, in all sincerit:
asking for the right to express the prote:
of the House—not the protest of the O
position only or the protest of the Govern
ment only, but the protest of the House-
to the Prime Minister. In fact, it is sug
gested in the motion that a most emphati
protest against the decision to change th
formula should be recorded and made t
the Prime Minister. That is the whol
core of the argument and I have muc
pleasure in supporting the motion.

MR. COURT (Nedlands—Minister fc¢
Industrial Development) (945 pm.]J: M
Speaker, I feel I should say a few word
before the motion is actually put in vie
of the fact that my name has bee
brought into it, and because, to & certai
extent, I have probably inspired th
motion,

Mr. Bertram: Good heavens, no!

Mr. COURT: I want to say quife em
phatically that this motion would mer
much more respect as far as I am con
cerned if it were not reeking of politic:
expediency. I have been in this gam
long enough to know that when one is i
Opposition—and I do not care who it is i
Opposition—one naturally seizes ever
opportunity to try to embarrass the Gov
ernment, and vice verse. It was ever tin
and it ever will be thus.

As 1 see it, the motion is intended t
cause some division within the Govern
ment because of a chance remark—migk
I add, a very human remark--made b
the Premier very late at night. We hav
all had the experience of disembarkin
from that plane after atiending confer
ences and being confronted with a serie
of questions.

On this occasion, of course, the Premie
had had a very exacting few days and, a
we can all appreciate, he was himself ver
concerned about the amount of mone:
because on the day before his return h
did express some disappointment. Th
Premier did not at any stage say that h
was happy with the amount of mone
allocated to the State. However, he di
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say that, having regard to all the circum-
stances and the very bad start because of
the bureau’s recommendation, the State
had done as well as counld be expected,

I accepted that statement, and the Min-
ister for Works accepted it in the com-
ments which we made to the Press. In
fact, none of the Ministers expressed any
criticism of the Premier in their comments
to the Press.

I think that I said the Premier
had done extremely well having regard for
the fact that all the cards were stacked
against hirn. 1 cannot remember my exact
words but they were to that effect. I
still believe that to be true.

My statement was made in a different
context altogether. It might have bheen
easier for the Premier had I been able to
talk to him and explain the context in
witich my remarks were made.

My complaint then, and now, is against
the tendency towards centralism which is
very marked in Awustralia. That remark
might seem to imply some criticism of the
present Federal Administration. However,
I have declared myself on this particular
point on mere thah one occasion and I
make no bones about it, because I am a
great believer in the Federal system and I
believe it should be practised as the Fed-
eral system,

One cannot confine this only. to the
question of road funds. I is the total
question of centralisation. Let us face it!
Centralisation is a human tendency, ang
this applies to whomever is in Canberra.
1 suppose most of us who might rant and
rave here about the centralism tendencies
of all Governments in Canberra would, if
we were in a Federal sphere, probably see
merit in our own Administration and not
s0 much merit in the Administrations of
the States. I, for one, have never been
silent on this parficular issue,

I want to make one point with as much
emphasis as I can; namely, that those who
are advocating increased centralism—be
they State or Federal pecple—should have
a look at the Commonwealth Bureau of
Roads report and let it be a warning,
If development is left to this type of
thinking and approach, there just will not
be development.

This is the age in modern business, and
in modern Government, of the cost benefit
study. I think the official term used is
the cost benefit analysis. I have seen
enough of cost benefit analysis to know,
both professionally ahd since I have been
in Government, thai it is possible to do
sums and produce answers on all manner
of things. I am ashamed to say that some
people who do these sums can produce
answers in sll manner of ways, because
with these cost benefit studies or analyses,
if an individual desires, it is possible to
start with certain presumptions or bases
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and to finish up with answers which are
very largely influenced by the points with
which he started.

To my mind those who are advocating
more and more Federal inquiries and
Federal intrusion into these matters could
well make the bureau's report something
of a warning. For instance, if this type
of approach is used in the clamour for
a Pederal inquiry into education, exactly
the same result could come out as the one
which came out under the Bureau of
Roads’ report.

Thank goodness for Western Australia
that the Federal Government exercised a
certain amount of judgment and did not
follow the bureau's report. If it had not
done that, I think the Premier and all
of us would have been joining together in
chorus and wanting to march on Canberra.

Mr. Bickerton: Dges not this tend to
creep into State Administration as well
with all the committees of investigation
into feasibility studies and that sort of
thing? Is there not centralism there?

Mr. COURT: Well, feasibility studies are
gquite different from cost benefit analyses.
Feasibility studies are very necessary in
most projects that are undertaken, but
one's approach to them is different from
one’s approach to a cost benefit analysis.
The point I emphasised in my statement
was that these people arrived at their
results by arithmetic, whereas those who
are responsible for government have to
arrive at their decisions on developmental
judgment; they are two different things.
There were some things which the Leader
of the Opposition said, and which other
speakers have said, on this point that we
could agree with, because we have to look
at it in an entirely different atmosphere
from what the mathematician or the
economist looks at it. He is merely
concerned with his arithmetle, and thank
goodness there is room for judgment!

In my opinion the only worth-while
decisions that are made in government
are those which are made as a result of
judgment by the Government of the day,
and that is its job; that is, to take risks
and to take into consideration develop-
mental factors, human factors, and various
other factors which the mathematician, the
economist, or the professional man, does
not take inte account. He does not have
to take them into acecount. He works out
the sums and gives the answer which the
Government has to interpret.

Mr. Bickerton: Don't you think that the
Jackson committee arrived at its decision
in exactly the same way?

Mr. COURT: 1 think the honourable
member means the Jackson report on
tertiary education.

Mr. Bickerton: Something like that.
Mr. COURT': If the honourable member

is referring to the question of parliamen-
tary salaries, I do not think that was a
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subject for a cost henefit analysis. I think
that ecommittee exercised a degree of judg-
ment; a judgment that was applauded by
members of Parliament, anyhow. However,
that is a side issue, and the point is well
taken,

I return to the point I was making that
my criticism was in no way directed to the
results achieved by the Premier, and 1
repeat that I think he did a magnificent
job having regard to the fact that the cards
were stacked against him, and when I refer
to the cards I refer to the Bureau of Roads.
The Leader of the Opposition is in some-
thing of a cleft stick, because his motion
is directed against centralism when, in
point of fact, he supports centralism. He
is tied to a party which has, as one plank
of its platform, the support of unification.
Therefore, if his party had its way at the
Federal level we would have more and more
doses of centralism, and if we had complete
centralism we, of course, would not exist.
In the final analysis there is no place in
the unification set-up for State Parlia-
ments,

In oppusing this motion I want to make
the point that, having regard for my com-
ments, which I feel inspired this motion,
we were not at all surprised when the
motion appeared on the notice paper. We
could have almost written it for the Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: We could have
improved on it.

Mr. COURT: We might have improved
the verbiage, and we could and have im-
proved the points contained in it. My main
objection to this general spirit of central-
ism was directed not against the allocation
of road moneys only. I mentioned that the
whole question of Commonwealth-State
finances—not just the question of road
moneys in isolation—is due for a rethink.

Things have changed a great deal in
Western Australia and Queensland in par-
ticular. We are playving an entirely differ-
ent role from that which we played 10
years ago. There has been no acknowledg-
ment at the Commonwealth level that
things have changed in this State, and even
if it had gone along with the old formula
used for the allocation of money spent on
roads, it would not have allocated as much
as the State desired.

Mr. Davies: Did not the Commonwealth
Government opt out on the finance talks?

Mr. COURT: Not that I know of.

Mr, Davies: Did not Mr. Holt say he
would hold talks between the State Pre-
miers and the Commonweaith towards the
end of 1967?

Mr, COURT: That was under the pre-
vious Prime Minister; the present Prime
Minister has not abandoned that idea. I
want to emphasise the point that the Com-
monwesalth Government, to its credit, did
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exercise some judgment. It could have
slavishly said, “It has cost $2,000,000 to
prepare this blue book, and this is the
word!” And it could have stuck to it.
Admittedly it would not have got too many
marks in Western Australia, Queensland,
South Australia, and Tasmania, but it
would have got a great many marks in
New South Wales and Victoria. However,
it opted to exercise judgment to build up
moneys available to the States so that no
State got less than it was getting pre-
viously, and Western Australia is getiting
more real money,

In my view, and I know this is shared
by my colleagues, there is a lot of work to
be done between now and 1974 to regain
the percentage reduction this State has
suffered. We have that job in front of us,
but also we must give the Commonwealth
some credit for the action it took in this
instance in view of the fact that it was
flying in the face of its economic advisers.
Nevertheless, we have {o ensure that we
will regain the percentage reduction we
have lost, and I believe if we work hard
enough and constantly enough, we will be
able to reach this objective in 1974, because
so much will happen in the critical five-
year period. We will have a very strong case
to put before the Commonwealth for allo-
cation of road grants under the old
formula.

I have sufficient confidence in the
Treasurer and his Treasury officials to
know that they will keep plugging away
at this subject of getting a complete re-
think on Commonwealth-State finances as
a whole, and not just deal with the one
isolated factor of road funds. I oppose the
motion.

MR. TONKIN (Melville—Leader of the
Oppasition) [9.57 pam.): We have just
listened to quite a clever speech from the
Minister for Industrial Development, but
in the main it was an apologia which has
to be expected in the circumstances. How-
ever, I could not follow his patting his
Premier on the back for the great job he
had done at the conference, bhecause it
seems to me the Premier would have done
just as good a joh if he had stayed at
home. I do not think his presence at the
conference got us one extra dollar—

Mr., Court: It had a great bearing on
the supplementary grant.

Mr. TONKIN: —because, in the Premier’s
own words, the matter was decided before
he got there.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That was because
he was going there; that was why they
made the decision.

Mr. TONKIN: I did not gather from
what the Premier said that the matter was
decided because he was going there.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It was because
all the Premiers were going there,
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Mr. TONKIN: The situation was such
that the question had been decided be-
fore the Premier got there. The Prime
Minister could not have adopted the re-
commendation of the bureau; it would
have been political suicide. He did not
change its recommendations out of any
goodness of his heart to Western Australia,
South Australia, and Tasmania. He real-
ised that there would have been such &
furore—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is right.

Mr. TONKIN: —as a result of the drastic
alteration that was being recommended he
would not have weathered the storm. Why,
the occurrence of last week would have
paled into insignificance in comparison
with what would have happened. There
would have been uproar from one end of
the Commonwealth to the other from the
country districts. I am surprised that not
a syllable has been uttered by a Country
Party member on this motion. If the
motion is defeated the conclusion to which
people will come will be that the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia is satisfied
with the result and is not prepared to make
a protest.

This motion is not condemnatory of the
Premier or the Government; all it does is
to provide an opportunity for the Parlia-
ment, on behalf of the people of this State,
to record a protest and pass it on to
the Prime Minister. If the motion is de-
feated, the Prime Minister can then quite
rightly interpret the situation as hbeing
one which is readily acceptable to the
Parliament of Western Australia, so much
so that it is not prepared fo make a pro-
test.

That is not our attitude, I will readily
concede that if the Premier, while at the
conference, had joined with the Premiers
of Tasmania and South Australia and pro-
tested it would not have given us an extra
dollar a2t that time, but it would have
assisted in this hard work which the Min-
ister for Industrial Development says has
to be done between now and 1974; it would
have given us a good start.

What is going to be the starting point
if this motion is defeated? What is golng
to happen to this work that is to be
put in to see we do not get further into
trouble in 1974? The starting point will
be that the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia was not prepared to protest.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The Premier has
already made his protest over there.

Mr. TONKIN: I have not read sbhout it,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: He made it.

Mr. TONKIN: He certainly did not make
a protest in the House this evening; most
of his speech was directed towards justify-
ing what he had done.

Mr. Brady: Backed up by the Minister
for Works.

2851

Mr. TONKIN: That is so. The Minister
for Works made one or two references to
Oliver Twist, but his speech was sighally
devoid of any real protest on what had
happened.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It was even de-
void of any real protest on what you are
having to say.

Mr. TONKIN: I am inviting the House,
and giving it an opportunity, to say what
the Premier, in our opinion, should have
said and did not; that this handout is
completely unacceptable to Western Aus-
tralia, to both the Government and the
Opposition.

We think it is shabby treatment; we
think, like the Minister for Industrial
Development, that it was a raw deal, and
we want to prepare the ground for this
hard work we are to put in to see we do
not get a worse deal in 1974, because the
whole thing is sticking out a mile.

Do you mean to tell me, Mr. Speaker,
that New South Wales, after having spent
$750,000 in preparing a case and satisfying
itself in this matter, will not continue to
improve the situation in 1974? It will leave
us for dead in the preparation of & case,
the same as it did in this instance.

What a bad start we will make if we are
not prepared to register & protest at what
has happened, and that is all this motion
seeks to do. If there be any ideas in the
minds of the Ministers that this is g cen-
sure of the Premier or the Government for
not having protested, I disclaim any such
intention.

I say quite definitely that we should not
turn down this opportunity to indicate that
we are dissatisfled and to tell the Prime
Minister from this Parliament that we are
dissatisfled. We should then get busy, as
New South Wales got busy, and prepare
a case to see that we do not suffer further
in 1974. It is obvious from the trend which
has been accepted that this will be con-
tinued when the next allocation comes
to be made,

I agree with the Minister for Industrial
Development that in these cost-benefit
studies the result one achieves is the result
one is hoping fo get, and the result one
can get if one adopts a proper basis as a
commencement. The answer that the
bureau handed to the Prime Minister ig
one which he found it impossible to ac-
cept for obvious reasons.

What I would like to know—and of
course there is no way of finding it out—
is at what stage this case, which cost
New South Wales $750,000, was available
to the Commonwealth; whether it was a
special case presented to the bureau before
it made its recommendation, or whether
it got to the Prime Minister after the
gtlxl;eau had made its recommendation to
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I think this is very important. We are
all familiar with what can be achieved by
lobbying at the right time in the right
quarters. I well remember years ago at-
tending conferences with Sir Thomas Play-
ford and, after a little experience, I ob-
served very closely that it was always his
wont to find an opportunity to have a meal
with the Prime Minister on the day before.
The pattern would then be very obvious,
because Sir Thomas usually found it pos-
sible to agree to a number of suggestions
which were coming forward, although the
other States found difficulty in doing so.

If one can secure the ear of the person
in charge and put forward the right
thoughts and ideas, one can expect to get
some beneficial results. It was ever thus.
I know the Minister for Industrial Develop-
men{ practises this with some of the people
he meets in connection with his negotia-
tions.

Mr. Hall: Persuasive tactics!

Mr. TONKIN: It is a great help to put
one's ideas into somebody else’s mind and
get him to think one’'s way before one gets
into the conference. I have tried it myself
with some benefit, It pays off and, of
course, Premier Askin knew it would pay
off.

Let us examine this in the cold light of
analysis. The Premier of New South Wales,
who has been erying poor mouth for some
months, saying he is short of money,
decides to invest $750,000 on a gamble.
That is all it was, just a gamble.

Mr. Brand: This $750,000 was part of
the total of $2,000,000 to which this State
contributed some $400,000. The Premier
of New South Wales did not act separately.
He made g statement which I think does
not quite tell the truth. The total cost
of the inquiry was $2,000,000 and each
State made its contribution to the general
costs of the bureau and the Investigation
was made over some 2% years. I de not
know of any separate inquiry that was
made.

Mr. TONKIN: I am obviously not in a
position to state whether what the Pre-
mier was telling the Press was frue or
not; but what I am saying is that accord-
ing to the Press he told it that over a
period of 12 months he had sent his
officers 2ll over Australia collating in-
formation.

Mr. Brand: I do not know anything
about that. I know that the $750,000 is
par{ of the $2,000,000 cost of the bureau.

Mr. TONKIN: He went on to say thab
the result obtained was a vindication of
the time and money New South Wales had
spent in making the total road needs sur-
vey and in presenting it to the Common-
wealth. That does not suggest that this
was a proportion of the Commonwealth
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expenditure, because Premier Askin said
that having got this report he presented
it to the Commonwealth.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson:
Staies had to do this.

Mr. TONKIN: He said he spent $750,000
on this survey and on the preparation of
the case of New South Wales. He sub-
sequently said that this paid off.

Mr. Brand: Our $400,000 evidently did
not to that extent pay off.

Mr. TONKIN: I say it paid off, because
New South Wales got an increase of 80
per cent. on its previous allocation, When
the Premier of that State returned to Syd-
ney one can imagine how proud he was of
his achievement. His words were, “We
got the lion’s share.”

Mr, Brand: Yes, I would not blame him.

Mr. TONKIN: Of course, he did get the
Yon's share, but he gambled for it. He
was prepared 10 make an investment to
achieve it, and a pretty substantial invest-
ment it was. The investment was
§750,000, enough to build a few roads.

Mr. Brand: Not too many,

Mr. TONKIN: He apparently knew.
What is exercising my mind is this: When
was this special case-—and it must have
been a good one to cost that amount of
money—presented, and to whom? Was it
available fo the bureau before it made its
recommendation, or was it available to the
Prime Minister subsequently?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: There was noth-
inz to prevent any of the States from pre-
senting their case,

Mr., TONKIN: Why did the Minister
not do that?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It has been done
over the years.

Mr. TONKIN: Apparently the case
which the Minister for Works put up over
the years was not nearly good enouch.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is not right
even {0 say that.

Mr. TONKIN: Did the Minister say I
was not entifled to say that?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: No. You are en-
titled to say anything you like so long as
you are within the Standing Orders.

Mr. TONKIN: Exactly. That is the onily
thing that controls me in this House—
certainly not the Government, although
it would like to.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And also & cer-
tain innate politeness.

Mr. TONKIN: After that soft impeach-
ment I suppose I should readily round off,
which I am prepared to <o because I have
said nearly all I want to say. What I want
to fix firmly in the minds of members be-
fore they vote on this motion is that in no

Each of the
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way can it be construed as a censure of
any member of the Government, of the
Government, itself, or of anybody in this
State; but it is a censure of the decision of
the Commonwealth for making such &
radical departure from the existing prac-
tice for assisting road-making in the less
developed States. This is heing done for
the purpose of helping us to the best ex-
tent possible and in the only way open to
us to commence g case to retain what this
State has got, and to make sure that we
do not regress still further., If we furnh
this motion down the Prime Minister will
be entitled to say, and no doubt will say,
that the Parliament of Western Australia
made no protest; that it was given an op-
portunity to protest; but that it declined
to protest. On what grounds?

Mr. Bovell: Party politics.

Mr. TONKIN: On the grounds that we
were lucky to get what we got. This was
the burden of the story from the Govern-
ment benches: It was more or less inevit-
able, so we should regard ourselves gs for-
tunate in having got what we did, and we
were afraid to open up fo assist South
Australia lest that could result in recast-
ing the whole matter. That was what the
Premier said, so he was afrajd to upset
the applecart and he kept quiet.

Mr. Brand:; No, he did not.

Mr. Jamieson: We will send Mr, Hall a
copy of the speech. He will be pleased
with it!

Mr. TONKIN: We on this side are not
prepared to let this matter go without
making our protest, whether or not this
Parliament passes the motion., We are
protesting on behalf of the country dis-
tricts despite the fact the Premier thought
we would be in some difficulty, because a
number of our members represent the city.
He did not weigh the situation at all.

Mr. Brand: I did not understand your
attitude.

Mr. TONKIN: We consider that the
formula under which we have operated for
years, and which I concede has been
altered from time to time in some respects,
has been one deliberately designed to help
development in the country, and we re-
gret that the new formula now places the
emphasis upon the city. Whilst that
might be pleasing ta the people in the
city it is detrimental] to the development
of the State as a whole, and the Minister
for Industrial Development knows that
because he sald so. It is no good the
Minister for Works shaking his head be-
cause that shows a difference of opinion
straightaway.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is right.

Mr, TONKIN: The Minister for Indus-
trial Development knows full well that
this is detrimental to the development of
the State, but he is placed in the position
where he is not able to say so. That is
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the cold fact of the situation. We have
done our part. Let us be certain of this:
If the positions of the Premier and my-
self were reversed this motion would still
have been moved, and should have been
moved, from this side of the House. There
is not much room for argument about that.
We cannot control the votes of the mem-
bers of the Government. No doubt the
whips have done that already, but at least
we can glve members the opportunity to
say that Western Australis is not satisfied.

Question put and a division taken wit!
the following result:—

Ayes—23
Mr. Bateman Mr. Eitney
Mr. Bertram Mr. Lapham
Mr. Bickerton Mr. May
Mr. Brady Mr. Melver
Mr. Burke Mr, McPharlin
Mr. H. D, Evans Mr. Norton
Mr. T. D, Evans Mr. SBewell
Mr. Fletcher Mr. Taylar
Mr, Graham Mr. Toms
Mr. Hall Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Harman Mr. Davies
Mr. Jamleson (Teller)
Noes—23
Mr. Bovell Mr. Mensaroa
Mr. Brand Mr. Nalder
Mr. Burt Mr. O’Connor
Mr. Cash Mr, O'Neil
Mr. Court Mr. Rldge
Mr, Crai; Mr. Runciman
Mr. Gayfer Mr. Rushton
Mr. Grayden Mr. Stewart
Dr. Henn Mr. Williama
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Young
Mr. Lewls Mr. I. W. Manping
Mr, W. A. Manning {Teller)
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr, Jones Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Moir r. Dunn

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
I give my casting vote with the Noes.

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

House adjourned at 14.25 p.m.

enislative Agsemhbly

Thursday, the 27th March, 1969

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

QUESTIONS
Submission by Members

THE SPEAEER [2.15 p.m.]1: Before this
sitting opens today I would like to make
a request to all members who wish to
place guestions on the notice paper to
hand them in when the questions are
ready, and therefore spread them over the
period of the day on which they are
handed in. We are running into some diffi-
culty, with the great number of questions
in the first three days of this period, in



