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

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER:
TELEVISION CAMERA

Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I have given
approval to Channel 7 to take film of the
Chamber for a few minutes. I am told the purpose
of the film is for use as background material for
the station's news sessions.

TRAFFIC
Reduction of Road Carnage: Petition

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) j2.18 p.m.]: I
have a petition to present which is worded in the
same way as many other petitions presented
previously requesting that the Government
support the effective measures taken by the Road
Traffic Authority to reduce the carnage on our
roads. The petition bears 31 signatures, conforms
with the Standing Orders of the Legislative
Assembly, and 1 have certified accordingly.

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

(See petition No. 95.)
BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST

READING
I . Metropolitan Market Amendment Bill.
2. Marketing of Lamb Amendment Bill.

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

3. Acts Amendment (Mining) Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr P. V.

Jones (Minister for Mines), and read a
first time.

PLANT DISEASES AMENDMENT AND
REPEAL BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 26 August.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [2.22 p.m.]:

When we last dealt with this Bill I was in the
course of discussing the biological control of plant
diseases. As legislators, we must give this matter a
great deal more thought than we have in the past.

Much attention is paid to general economic
matters, but few people are prepared to voice
their feelings in regard to a subject which affects
greatly the financial position of fruit growers,
agriculturalists, and people in the community.

Biological control is the only means by which
the problems created by fruit fly can be overcome.
Members may recall that biological control
occurred by accident at one stage as a result of
infestation by the Argentine ant. The problems
caused by the Argentine ant turned out to be
worse than the disease it was eradicating; but that
is an example of the way in which a predator can
remove the difficulties created by fruit fly.

We must spend a great deal more money on
research into biological control so that we can
overcome the problems we are experiencing at the
present time. The South Australian Government
adopts severe measures in an endeavour to control
fruit fly. All fruit trees are stripped in areas
known to be infested by fruit fly. Perhaps we
could adopt a similar method here. It appears an
abundance of people are out of work and the
Treasury does not seem to have a great deal of
money, although the Government seems to be
able to ind money for some projects. A number
of the unemployed could strip the feral fruit trees
referred to by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to ensure the cycle of fruit-fly
infestation is broken. That would be a form of
biological control.

Unless the Government is prepared to allocate
money for the biological control of fruit fly, the
area of infestation will spread. I am aware the
entomologists and other officers of the
Department of Agriculture are involved in th is
area, but they need a great deal more inducement
than is contained in the legislation in this State at
the present time.

We should be able to return to the situation in
which people can enjoy the fruit from the trees
growing in their backyards. We have an ideal
climate in which to grow most varieties of stone
fruit, but at the present time people are lucky to
be able to pick one apricot or nectarine from their
trees, because they are riddled with fruit fly. The
reason we have reached this stage is that, in the
past, we have not been sufficiently observant and,
as a result, infected fruit has been imported.

Earlier in my remarks I referred to the fact.
that the Mediterranean fruit fly, which is the
breed which has infested fruit trees in Western
Australia, was introduced in consignments of
grapefruit from Palestine. When fruit fly
infiltrate an area they will multiply rapidly in the
absence of natural predators and adequate
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preventative measures in the early stages of the
breeding cycle. At the present time in the
metropolitan area we have almost as many fruit
fly as common house flies. A system of biological
control should be introduced by the Government.

1 am not in favour of increased spraying,
because the chemicals used are inherently
dangerous to humans. Frequently it is discovered
some years after a spraying programme has been
initiated that the chemicals used can be injurious
to humans.

Mr Blaikie: Some work is being carried 6ut by
the Department of Agriculture in relation to the
sterilisation of fruit fly. That could be an answer
to the problem.

Mr JAMIESON: The sterilisation of male fruit
fly is a step in the right direction, but it is not
easy to carry out such a programme, bearing in
mind the tremendous number of these insects
which exist at the present time. One way in which
we could achieve biological control of fruit fly
would be to adopt a programme similar to that
under way in South Australia where, as I
mentioned earlier, feral fruit trees are stripped
and tomato plants are removed from gardens. It is
a very severe way in which to deal with the
matter; but most people in Adelaide are able to
enjoy fruit which they pick from their own trees
and we cannot do that in Perth now.

We have to choose whether we will adopt
measures which will break the breeding cycle of
fruit fly or whether we will simply tolerate the
problem. I suppose it can be said we have learnt
to live with it, but that is no reason that we should
allow fruit-fly infestation to spread further.
Earlier I referred to the situation in America and
specifically in California. Bearing in mind
California has a population of approximately 22
million, it can be seen the number of host plants
in private gardens would be significant. The
States bordering California are concerned fruit
fly will infest their fruit trees also.

I never let a Bill relating to plant diseases be
passed by this House without having a few words
to say about fruit-fly infestation. Always I have
believed it is one of those things we have never
done enough to remedy.

I mentioned the Argentine ant and how it is a
predator of the fruit fly. We were reasonably
successful in getting rid of the Argentine ant as a
scourge, but it is still found in a few swampy
places. The Department of Agriculture has some
gangs of people who go round to the breeding
places of this ant fairly early in the season to keep
the numbers down. That may be done with that
ant, but it cannot be done with fruit fly. We

cannot have chemicals taken in by people when
thay eat fruit; therefore we are restricted in our
efforts to keep down infestation of fruit fly in the
same way as ant infestation.

We must press on with biological studies in an
attempt to overcome the problems which have
beset us in this State in relation to plant diseases.
Our climate obviously is quite hospitable to these
diseases. In addition we must control entry points
to this State where pests can come in. As a
consequence we need to consider strong legislation
which makes it hard for people to introduce
further pests into this State. Of course, the
situation is hard to control because we have
planes coming in all the time, and people entering
in all sorts of other ways. We do not know
whether a person has a particular pest in his
luggage.

It is true that when people travel on a train
their luggage can be searched, but I am not sure
whether luggage of people entering by plane is
checked in the same way. I know people entering
by plane are informed by a notice somewhere at
the airport that they should not bring fruit in with
them, but I do not know whether all people are as
honest as they should be. They may carry some
plant that is infested with a pest. When they find
that the plant is bad they throw it away, and the
cycle of infestation continues.

Mr Blaikie: People see the signs regarding
disposal of fruit but they ignore them.

Mr JAMIESON: It is true that we trust the
honesty of people, and perhaps we do so to too
great an extent. It is not so much that people are
dishonest, but that they do not appreciate they
may do the damage we are trying to stop. They do
not do this damage with any malice or intent. A
person may have been to Queensland where he
purchased a pineapple; he may put it in his case
to bring home to mum, but the pineapple may be
infested with tropical fruit fly. If the pineapple is
taken to a place like Carnarvon the area
eventually will become infested with tropical fruit
fly.

Our one great advantage is our isolation, but
even that has some limitations in the protection
against plant diseases. The Nullarbor is a barren
area across which most plant diseases or insects
cannot cross. However, the township of, say.
Kununurra, is close to Darwin. People move
between those towns and other towns along our
northern coastline; and in that way the spread of
the types of scourges to which this legislation
refers is made much more easy by new
development in certain areas. I do not say we
should not have development, but we must watch
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this situation carefully. We cannot put a heavy
guard on access points to this State or go through
everybody's luggage. Such a course would be
time-consuming and annoying to travellers, but
some ways must be round to limit as much as
possible the increase in problems which have beset
the agricultural industry and, in particular, fruit
growers, whether they be people growing fruit in
their private homes or people conducting a
commercial enterprise in the fruit industry.

I support the legislation ini so far as it intends to
cover a situation now, but in the future I would
like us to make more money available for
biological studies in an endeavour to overcome
completely the problems which have beset our
various agricultural industries.

MR OLD (Katanning-Ninister for
Agriculture) 12.33 p.m.): 1 thank the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, the member for Mt.
Marshall, and the member for Welshpool, for
their support of this measure even though in1 some
instances their support was qualified. I was
interested in the remarks made by the member for
Welshpool, especially those relating to biological
control of plant diseases. I entirely agree with his
thinking on that facet of the agricultural industry.
It is the aim of my department and, possibly, most
people, to work towards biological control in
preference to chemical control. Whilst complete
control might be a long time away, certain
avenues can be and are being explored in the field
of biological control.

These studies have a direct effect upon our
agricul1tal industries. We have only just got onto
the right track in regard to fruit fly and their
biological control, and that is through the
introduction of sterile fruit fly in the Carnarvon
area. I opened the fruit growers' conference this
morning and touched upon the biological control
of fruit fly- I was able to report to the conference
that the First 1 2 months of the Operation in
Carnarvon has gone very successfully; in fact, it
has been more successful than we had hoped. I
am told the monitoring of fruit-fly infestation in
the township of Carnarvon has indicated it is very
difficult to find a natural fruit fly in that
township. If the experiment proves to be a
success, and I hope it will, sterile fruit fly
will be introduced into the southern part of the
State.

Mr Laurance: Is the sterility restricted to the
fruit fly or does it spread?

Mr OLD: Human beings and politicians are
exempt. The Honorary Minister has put me off
the track, and that was probably by design!

Commercial fruit growers are conscious of their
duty to control fruit-fly infestation. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition raised this matter
during his contribution to the debate. The ground
cover spraying conducted by growers appears to
be quite effective. The introduction of that
measure has proved to be satisfactory. No doubt a
great burden had been placed upon commercial
fruit growers prior to the introduction of this new
system, especially in the fruit season when
growers are very busy.

The legislation fosters common sense, and will
do much to keep the problem of fruit-fly
infestation before the eyes of the public. I believe
most people are very much aware of the problem
and in the main assist in overcoming it.

Question put arnd passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
MR OLD (Katarining-Miiister for

Agriculture) [2.40 p.m.): I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR H. D. EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [2.42 p.m.): I would like to
take the opportunity afforded by the third reading
to make several comments about aspects which I
feel the Minister made light of, especially as he
said he opened the fruit growers' conference this
morning. He made further reference to the state
of the apple industry and the manner in which the
markets, especially in the United Kingdom, have
deteriorated to an alarming degree. There is no
way growers can continue to grow and sell apples
at a loss. No rural or any other enterprise can
operate on that basis. As a consequence, the
whole difficulty within the apple export industry
is very much to the fore amongst the fruit
growers' organisation and the individual growers
themselves.

The Minister made reference this morning to
the possibility and the prospect of the potential
market for fruit, especially apples, in Japan. This
is the great white hope; the salvation of an export
fruit industry in Western Australia. He made
reference to the United States becoming a
significant market. We are able to follow the
(Tend that is occurring in New Zealand; but, of
course, we do not have the trade advantage there
that we would like to have. So we must be
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dependent upon the nearer markets if we are to
compete successfully with some of the other
States of the Commonwealth.

The essential point is that we get to the stage
where we can have our fruit accepted in Japan.
The presence of codling moth and Mediterranean
fruit fly in Western Australia are two of the
problems in respect of achieving that goal.
Procedures whereby those pests can be controlled
through chemical means have been most
successful, but the Japanese may still use the
excuse-whether valid or not valid, that excuse is
still there-that they cannot accept fruit from
Australia because we have not overcome the
problem of Mediterranean fruit fly and codling
moth.

So, there is a far greater urgency in the control
of fruit fly than one may have been led to believe
by the manner in which the Minister presented
the situation from his point of view. Hie lauded
the commercial fruit growers for the manner in
which they have achieved control-and they have,
there is no question about that-with the use of
the technology and the chemical applications
available. It is jolly well in their interests to do so.
It is also in their interests to give full
encouragement to the domestic fruit grower to
overcome the problems that occur in the various
towns, and particularly in the metropolitan area.
Fruit growers as such are a little shortsighted, in
the manner that the member for Mundaring, has
expressed in this House before today.

We need to achieve a greater degree of control,
bearing in mind that we are going backwards as
far as control in domestic areas is concerned, The
amount being spent by the Government, the
number of schemes that are operating, and the
efforts directed towards the policing of control
measures are all diminishing. The Government is
saying that biological control is the answer. Well,
it might be;, but it is most encouraging to see the
results of the cobalt-treated sterile fruit fly in
Carnarvon. Hopefully, this programme will
expand, but it will be a matter of some years
before any great breakthrough will be achieved.
In the meantime, the tree-pull scheme for the
apple industry rolls on. The market situation
becomes mtich tighter, not only in the United
Kingdom, but also in our other traditional
markets. Meanwhile, our attention to the control
of fruit fly is lessening.

The Government can take very little credit for
the situation pertaining at the moment. I give full
marks for the efforts at Carnarvon and the
development of the sterile fruit-fly technique. But
it is not enough if we are to achieve what the
entire industry and the State as a whole is

pressing for-the opening up of export markets
that are not available to us at the present time.

While we cannot oppose this measure, it is all
we have got. Little though it is, it provides some
control of fruit fly, but it represents a most
inadequate effort on the part of the Government.
It is to its eternal shame that it has not recognised
the urgency of the need to develop controls to
ensure that the possible potential markets are
achieved with a minimum of delay.

It is on that basis that we support this measure,
without giving any accolades at all to the
Government. We condemn its control methods in
the metropolitan area which have been allowed to
contract. At the same time we recognise the
achievements which have been made at
Carnarvon.

MR OLD (Katanning.-Minister for
Agriculture) [2.47 p.m.]: I was not going to rise,
but I feel that although the allegations made are
not serious enough to take exception to, I must
defend myself against-

Mr Evans: You have got a hide like a working
bullock.

Mr OLD: -the intemperate use of words by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition when he
said I made light oF the subject. A persusal of
Hansard by normal, intelligent people will reveal
that I did not make light of the subject at all.
There was nothing to answer. 1 read through the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition's speech last
night and did my best to find something to
answer. I am sorry that I could not.

Mr Evans;, The fact is that you have failed
miserably. Is that not enough? The fact that you
are still going backwards-

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):
Order!

Mr Evans: It does not need much intelligence.
Even the Minister should recognise that.

Mr Pearce interjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I suggest

the member for Gosnells does not assist the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Mr OLD: He is doing his best not to assist him,
I can assure everyone.

Mr Evans: No wonder you went broke!
Mr OLD: No wonder you are going to get

kicked out! Might I say that the points mentioned
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition have
been well canvassed. He knows as well as I do,
but will never admit it, that this Government has
done more for the fruit growers of this State than
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has any other Government in the history of
Western Australia.

Mr Evans: Hogwash!
Mr OLD: Let the member ask the fruit

growers' organisation and see what answer is
forthcoming. He talks about the USA market,' but
puts Japan first and says that is where we are
falling dawn. It is the codling moth which is the
problem.

Mr Evans: And the fruit fly, as you know.
Mr OLD: The Deputy Leader of the

Opposition does not know what he is talking
about, The codling moth is a problem in exporting
to Japan. The Japanese are using that as an
excuse not to market our apples. If Western
Australia were in Europe, it would be as far
removed from the codling moth as France is from
Russia and yet, because we happen to be a
mainland, we are penalised. Do not tell me that is
niot the weakest thing in the world the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has ever heard. Yet the
Deputy Leader or the Opposition will raise the
argument that fruit-fly control is inhibiting our
export of fruit to Japan. I reject that statement
out of hand.

Mr Evans: You know it is true.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

MISUSE OF DRUGS BILL

Report

Report of Committee adopted.
Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Minister for Police
and Traffic) [2.53 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
Before the third reading is passed I would like to
answer the points raised by the member for Collie
last night in relation to schedules IV and VI.
There is in schedule IV a listing of the numbers of
prohibited plants determining court of trial and in
schedule VI the numbers of prohibited plants
giving rise to presumption of intention to sell or
supply. The points raised by the member for
Collie last night towards the end of the
Committee stage are as follows: Firstly there was
some discussion as to whether the plants
mentioned were opium plants and I understand
they are the plants referred to. I think we agreed
on that and the question was why the numbers
were equal. I advise the member for Collie that I

have checked this matter concerning the schedules
and I have found they were revised in consultation
with the Department of Health, with chemists
engaged in the field, and with law enforcement
agencies interstate.

As has been mentioned before, the legislation
has taken some years to prepare and has involved
consultation with medical bodies as well as many
other people. It is really not possible in any
meaningful way to make any distinction between
the number of plants.

One could say that if one wanted to distinguish
between one sort of plant and another, one would
have to distinguish between the capacity of the
plant to produce and if this was not done a
distinction would have to be made as to whether
the plant was a small or large one. The essence of
the matter is clear and is that a person who
has 100 plants is in the larger dealer category and
will be tried in a District Court or Supreme
Court. It is equally clear that if a person has 25
plants of any species he is concerned not with
production for his own use but with production
for trade and that is where the presumption is
made.

To some extent the distinction between the
numbers is necessarily arbitrary and it is
therefore made at the top of the limit to show the
intention to make it clear that when one has that
number one falls into one category. If the number
is below that figure the presumption does not
apply and one is cried in a different court.

There is not a correct way to make the
distinction between those two sorts of plants-to
say because one has cannabis plants it is a
different situation than if one has opium plants.
One really has to get down to the finer points of
production from plants and it is not necessary to
do that.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [2.58 p.m.1: The
Opposition still strongly opposes the Bill in its
present form. The Bill will do moth ing to get at
the big man making the money and there is
nothing in the Bill to provide for rehabilitation. A
number of recommendations put forward by the
Opposition concerning rehabilitation were not
accepted and the Bill is now sadly lacking in this
important matter.

There is still concern in the community about
the Bill and members have probably read in
recent days that groups are critical of the present
legislation and are calling upon the Government
to defer the passage of the Bill so that
consultation and reconsideration of it can take
place. It was not only clear to me, but also to
other members of the Opposition, that from the
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outset the Government was hell bent on having
the Bill passed in its present form. It was not until
the Opposition drew attention to a number of
anomalies contained in the Bill that the
Government was prepared to have them rectified.
Whilst the amendments moved by the Minister go
some way to meeting the requirements of the
Opposition, the Bill is still not acceptable to the
Opposition in this Parliament.

As I mentioned in my second reading speech.
the Minister paid very little attention to the
suggestions of the Dixon inquiry and the report
made available by the Police Union of this State
expressing concern about the increase in drugs
and its suggestions as to what should happen in
relation to matters of prevention generally. The
report by the Commissioner of Police
demonstrates clearly his concern in relation to the
young age group. The commissioner's opinion of
the Bill was that it might assist to overcome the
present problem, but certainly it will not be the
complete answer to it.

I said initially that the Bill is a nice piece of
window dressing, and after some hours of debate
in this place I still hold the same viewpoint
because the Minister and the members of the
Government who took part in the debate have
said nothing to force me to change my attitude.

It is clear there is a shortage of police in
Western Australia: this fact is borne out by the
reports to which I referred. The Government must
tackle the problem. The complaint in this respect
did not come from the Opposition, but from the
Police Union itself; its members would know the
situation better and more reliably than do
Opposition members. I wonder whether the
Government will consider the concern expressed
by the Police Union.

The report compiled by the Secretary of the
Police Union showed that the overall police
strength this year was identical to that of last
year; however, of course, during that 12 months
Western Australia's population increased by
about 26 000.

The Government has stated that this Bill will
go through in the form it will leave this Chamber.
We can only wait; events will prove who was
right, and who was wrong. We strongly maintain
the Bill should place greater emphasis on
rehabilitation, with more money being made
available to meet the problem in a proper manner.
This Bill will not do that. All it will do is put
people in gaol for longer periods and add to the
Government's income.

The real problem is to be found within the
Government itself, with regard to the shortage of

finance, mainly due to the federalism concept
being pursued by the Fraser Government.

We must get down to the nitty-gritty of the
problem. There are insufficient policemen in
Western Australia to combat crime in this State
and while crimes are taking place, more money is
being made available for the purchase of drugs.
As the Opposition spokesman on police and
traffic matters, I am very disappointed at the
Minister's attitude to this Bill. The Opposition
maintains its strong opposition to the Bill in its
present form.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [3.03 p.m.]: I again
express my opposition to this Bill with the express
purpose of drawing to the attention of this House
the fact that the Minister for Police and Traffic
attempted to use this Bill during question time
last night to denigrate both me and the member
for Fremantle, when he referred to "this wretched
little band which formed the cannabis lobby,
supported by the member for Fremantle and the
member for Gosnells". The Minister, of course,
had the protection of parliamentary privilege
when making that statement.

As that remark attracted a degree of media
comment this morning and this afternoon, I wish
to make it clear that I do not support, either
overtly or covertly, this so-called "wretched little
band"-which, in reality, is a group of people
with a deep interest and expertise in this
matter-nor to my knowledge have I ever spoken
to the people who conducted the public seminar or
the people who comprise the cannabis reform
group. A member of that group may have
telephoned me a year or so ago to put a particular
point of view, but that would be all.

So, to suggest this group is being manipulated
by the member for Fremantle and me is not
accurate; it is either a deliberate or a mistaken
untruth on the part of the Minister.

The people who Comprise the group which held
the public seminar are sufficiently eminent in our
community and sufficiently knowledgeable on the
question of drug misuse niot to require my support
or that of the member for Fremantle. They are
people whose knowledge in these matters is far
greater than that of any member of this House
and they form a group which needs to be taken
very seriously.

I believe that the Minister, in some of his more
petulant outbursts during the course of debate on
this Bill and during question time yesterday, was
doing a considerable disservice to the cause of
proper treatment of drug abuses in the
community. The Minister should realise that on
these large social questions, the thing which is
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most required is a community consensus based on
a thorough understanding of the problem. It is a
fact that the Minister's emotive outbursts have
tended to cloud the issue with the result that
intelligent public debate on this significant matter
of great social concern has become almost
impossible.

I find it unbelievable that a person who is the
Minister for Police and Traffic and a lawyer Inhis own right can refer to a group, which
comprises the Professor of Law at the University
of Western Australia as well as eminent
psychiatrists and psychologists who have worked
extensively in this Field, as "a wretched little
band". That is a remarkably unprofessional thing
to say about a group which principally comprises
professional people.

The Minister's remark was not only a personal
denigration of the member for Fremantle and me;
it also reflected on all those eminent people
involved in this issue and has made it impossible
for a proper discussion on drug abuse to take
place in the community.

If any people in the community wish to raise a
social question, or seek to improve. one of the
myriad situations in our community, the Minister
screams in his high-pitched voice that it is a
wretched little band, supported by the member for
Gosnells. Apparently, it is the ultimate insult to
associate the member for Gosnells; with any
ratbag fringe group which happens to be around
the place. I regret to say that the Minister is
becoming well known for this approach to people
who have the temerity to oppose his or the
Government's point of view.

Mr Parker: He described a certain group of
people as "silly little prison officers".

Mr PEARCE: Yes, he said that when those
prison officers were making a number of
significant points about the way tbe gaol system
was operating in this State. The Minister is
developing a reputation for this sort of thing. It is
not an attitude which should be taken seriously by
any mature person who has a community
responsibility and it is a matter of great concern
to this House and the State that the Minister
adapts such an immature attitude on this
question.

The Minister should be a big enough man to be
able to participate in an intelligent public debate
on this and other important social issues for which
he has responsibility. I would be among the first
to concede that the Minister is a very able person
in himself, as an administrator. However,
unfortunately the Premier has seen lit to allocate
him portfolios which require not only
administrative expertise-which he clearly

possesses-but also some understanding of people
and their problems, and some compassion, which,
unfortunately, are characteristics which the
Minister severely lacks. Perhaps he could be put
in charge of a department which does not require
these characteristics-if, in fact, such a
department exists.

Mr H-arman: The Public Works Department is
one.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, or even the Treasury.

Mr Harman: Do not let him loose down there!

Mr PEARCE: The present incumbent has not
shown much compassion, so perhaps a precedent
has been established.

The point which needs to be made is that there
is a severe drug abuse problem in our community,
and all the indications are that it will get worse. I
do not refer only to the drugs which are covered
by this Bill, but also to the widespread abuse of
alcohol and nicotine; these are all matters to
which we must turn our attention.

1 again remind the House of the absolute irony
of the Minister's introducing the Liquor
Amendment Bil] which will have the effect of
making alcohol more freely available on Sundays,
in the same week as the Misuse of Drugs Bill was
being debated in this House. Despite the fact that
the Minister told me he agreed with much of what
I said about the abuse and misuse of alcohol, and
that he did not want to see a parallel situation
develop with regard to cannabis, in the same week
we were debating the Misuse of Drugs Bill, the
Minister was prepared to introduce legislation to
make alcohol more widely available in our
community.

M y local give-away newspaper ran a random
opinion poll of half a dozen people; and I was a
little surprised to find that about two-thirds of the
people polled disagreed with the proposition that
alcohol should be available more widely in the
community, so perhaps the community acceptance
of alcohol is starting to take a turn for the better.
The attitude towards drink is becoming more
critical. However, I do not want to make a
specific judgment on that point today.

There is a serious drug use and drug abuse
problem in the community, and the community
needs to tackle it; but if it is to tackle it
successfully, it will have to be done after mature
and intelligent debate throughout the community
on the nature of the problem and the social
conditions which give rise to it. There should be
consideration of what should be done to alleviate
the social conditions giving rise to the problem.
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The Minister has not addressed himself in this
Bill or, indeed, in his speeches, to these
fundamental problems and to their solutions. In
adopting the attitude he has, the Minister is
taking a very superficial approach-a very
authoritarian approach-to dealing with this
significant problem. At the same time, the
Minister, through his personal attitudes, has
adopted a denigrating approach to those who are
trying to promote an intelligent public discussion
in the community on this problem, and to those
like the member for Fremantle, the member for
Collie, and me who are trying in this House to
promote an intelligent discussion on this problem.
The Minister denigrates people personally. He
refers to us in snide and sneering tones.

The Minister is attempting to paint a politically
damaging picture of several members on this side
of the House. However, we are as opposed to the
drug trade as is the Minister, or maybe even more
so. The Minister suggests, for example, that we
are soft on drugs because we wish to look at the
social problems underlying the use of different
types of drugs and the reasons people might be
involved with different drugs. Because we are
attempting to promote a serious discussion on
those things, the Minister says that the member
for Fremantle and the member for Gosnells are
soft on drugs: doubtless such comments will
appear in pamphlets for the Government's
candidates at the next election.

During the course of this week, we have seen a
sad and sorry thing. The member for Fremantle
and I drew attention to the fact that the
Minister's comments to this House were often
damaging, and the community was calling for an
intelligent debate on this matter. The Minister's
reaction deserved considerable censure, and I am
pleased that the censure is now becoming
apparent in the media. The Minister needs to
grow up.

A Government member: Look in the mirror!

Mr PEARCE: The Minister needs to realise
that we have a sophisticated community in Perth,
Western Australia-and indeed throughout the
State. People in this State have made significant
contributions to the world in terms of research
and academic development; and we are well able
to discuss in a mature way the problems of drug
abuse in this community, and suggest ways of
overcoming them.

The ways the community would suggest would
not be the propositions which the Minister has put
forward in this Bill. The fact that he is unable to
cope intelligently with his critics from outside the
House on this matter is proof that he is incapable

of participating intelligently in any mature
debate. His actions deserve the censure of us all.

In 10 years' time, when we are taking a mature
and intelligent approach to these problems, we
will look back and regard 1981 as the "Year of
South Africa", when an authoritarian State was
established in Western Australia.

This is something that we will grow out of.
Those of us who appreciate what is important
must stand up for what we believe and say that
we reject these immature approaches by the
Government. At least we are willing to try to
promote intelligent discussion on the problem,
despite the efforts of the Minister to cause
political damage to us because of our efforts to do
SO.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [3.14 p.m.): I too
wish to oppose the Bill at its third reading, and to
join my comments with those made by the
members for Collie and Gosnells.

From the beginning, the Minister for Police
and Traffic has run this debate on a dishonest
basis. He has had to do that because, despite his
best hopes on the matter, the Opposition did not
fall into any of the traps that he thought he had
set for it in the introduction of this Bill. We knew
what the Minister's game was. I received at least
three different approaches from people on the
Minister's side of the House and from those who
are involved in the administration of his
departments. I was advised by those people what
the Minister's game was with regard to this Bill.
The Minister wanted to show up the Opposition
as somehow being soft on drugs through its
support for the legalisation of marihuana, or in
some other way. That was to be done to gain
whatever small amount of capital could be gained,
in an attempt to resurrect the respect of the
Western Australian community for the
Government.

We were much too smart for the Minister
because, firstly, that is not our position. On the
second day of the debate, when the Minister
heard the speeches made by the member for
Collie, the member for Yilgarn-Dundas, and me,
he realised that he had been beaten at his own
game. For example, the member for Collie put
forward a very intelligent and complete argument
against the Minister based on the Government's
own reports by its own officers. The member for
Collie made it quite clear that the intelligent way
of dealing with this problem was not the way in
which the Minister proposed to deal with it. He
showed that the way proposed by the Opposition
was in fact the way in which the problem should
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be faced. The member for Collie made that very
clear.

It was impossible for any honest person to draw
from the member for Collie's speech any
inference that the member for Collie or the
Opposition was in any way supporting the drug
trade, or being soft on the drug trade, or being
soft on drug peddlers.

When I spoke in the second reading debate, 1
confined my remarks largely to a discussion of
some of the principles involved. I discussed the
principles involved in the Bill, and the principles
that we thought were of concern, particularly with
regard to civil liberties. I dealt with the debate
which had taken place in the House of Commons,
I used against the Minister the words of his own
political colleagues-his friends, the Tories in
Britain.

The member for Yilgarn-Dundas made general
comments on the Bill.

In the speeches of members of the Opposition,
there was not a scintilla of evidence to indicate
that the Opposition had any reservations about
the need to deal in the strongest possible terms
with the drug trade. However, that did not fit in
with the Minister's game, as explained to us by
one officer in his department and two of his back-
benchers.

Following the day on which the Opposition first
spoke on the Bill, a Press statement attributed to
the Minister was issued. It was a complete lie.
The Press statement was reported on the ABC
that night; and the following day the statement
was reported in the Press that the Opposition had
made points which indicated that it was soft on
drugs and that it had not come to terms with the
need to combat the drug trade. That complete lie
was in a statement attributed to the Minister. I
believe the Minister initiated that statement.
Probably it was written even before the debate
took place, because it bore no relationship to the
debate.

Then we found that at every opportunity
available to the Minister during the course of the
debate, and indeed during question time on other
occasions, the Minister again attempted to cast a
smear on members of the Opposition and, most
recently, on the member for Gosnells and me. He
tried to say that we were, in some way, giving
support to the drug trade, or being soft on the
drug trade and supporting what the Minister
described as the "cannabis lobby".

As I said yesterday when I was speaking in the
Committee stage, my record in this matter is very
clear. The member for Vasse even started
referring to it some time ago. Members opposite

do not need to worry about my position. The
Labor Party does not need to worry because, like
any political organisation, it has discussions and
then makes decisions, and the individuals within
the party have a right to put forward the points
that they wish. When a decision was arrived
at-and it was a decision which I supported-it
was that the Labor Party was opposed to the
legalisation of marihuana. The Australian Labor
Party arrived at its decision; and that decision is
quite clear and unequivocal.

Throughout the course of this debate, either
inside or outside this House, the Minister has
made statements which are untrue and which he
knew were untrue at the time he made them. The
Minister has shown himself to be someone who is
not worthy of holding ministerial office, not
because he is incompetent, but because he is a
man who has very little respect for the truth.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member to
resume his seat. During the speeches of the
member for Gosnells and the member for
Fremantle I have been extremely tolerant in
allowing them to use the language they have.
However, it has gone far enough. I am not
prepared to have the member for Fremantle refer
to any other member of this House as a person
who is untruthful. I warn him that if he continues
to speak in this fashion I will take action.

Mr PARKER: I shall desist from speaking
further in that fashion; I think I have made my
points well enough anyway. But I believe this
debate has shown the Minister to be someone who
is unworthy of ministerial office for reasons I
have already stated.

I believe the Minister will find that because of
the hard line he has taken-the line which the
member for Gosnells says has not a scintilla of
compassion in it-it has been proved that he does
not care about people who are the unfortunate
victims of this trade and that he wants to engage
in political window dressing.

Before this debate commenced he thought he
would have an opportunity to give the Opposition
a bath on its views on the drug question, but he
has been very severely disappointed; he has not
been able to give Opposition members the bath hr,
thought he would. As a result, he has had to
resort to statements to which I have already
referred which attempt to make it appear the
Opposition has done something other than that
which it has done.

The public are not stupid and neither is the
Press, as tonight's Daily News and commentsI
have made clearly demonstrate. There is no
question but that people do not believe the
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allegations which have been cast against the
member for Gosnells, me, and the Opposition
generally. As the member for Gosnells said, I do
not have any personal or political worries in this
matter. The Government can try all it likes to win
my seat, but after the last election when the
Government recorded its lowest vote for 10 or 12
years I would be very surprised if there were any
change in my position after the next election.

Mr Hassell: It will be your union masters.
Mr PARKER: This debate has shown up no-

one so much as the Minister for Police and
Traffic, in that he has not been able to understand
what it is in the community with which people are
concerned. He is not able to deal with problems
which undoubtedly exist in the community. He is
unable to deal in some cases with the evils that
exist in the community, including the drug trade.
He has not been able to deal with people involved
in the drug problem without throwing the book at
everyone involved, irrespective of their merits or
demerits.

This debate has gone contrary to the Minister's
expectations, and the plans he drew up in the
back room have rebounded. The legislation which
is about to become a Statute in this State will be
there to the eternal detriment of the Minister for
Police and Traffic.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.24 p.m.]: I was disappointed last
night when I heard the Minister's reply to
question 479 asked by the member for Vasse in
connection with this legislation. We all know what
Dorothy Dix questions are, although perhaps I
shall not suggest that it was such a question.
However, it gave the Minister an opportunity to
pour a heap of insults-and that is the kindest
Word I could use-on some people who have a
genuine concern about the likely effect of this
legislation on the community. In particular, he
tried to leave us with the impression that this side
of the House was soft on drugs, and he referred in
particular to the members for Fremantle and
Gosnells. They very capably defended themselves
and it does not require that I say anything further
on their behalf, but I do think it requires me to
ask the Minister to make his position perfectly
clear in regard to some of the other people he has
grossly insulted under the privilege of this House,
people who have not got the same opportunity to
say what they think about the Minister.

Tonight's newspaper has been fairly hard on
him. On page 14 we can see that it has treated
him fairly harshly, but it can go only to a certain
point. If the Minister meant everything he said
last night when he spoke about "this wretched

little band of this cannabis lobby" he should
clearly identify them and not embrace them all
with the suggestion that anyone associated with
the places where those telephones were installed
would also be part of what he termed "this
wretched little band of this cannabis lobby". I
certainly hope-we cannot be sure because we
can never be sure of the nature of the man-that
he does not mean what he said about some of the
people who are located in the same places as those
telephones mentioned. It seems that if a person is
associated with those telephone numbers he is
associated with something bad, distasteful, and
harmful to the community.

I do not think he was suggesting for a moment
that the Rev. George Davies-no relation-who
authorised the advertisement is a person of that
kind. He has some fairly senior Government
positions and it seems up to this stage the
Government has had faith in him. According to
the newspapers he is a member of the youth
advisory committee set up by the Minister for
Youth, Sport and Recreation; a member of the
administration advisory committee of the Alcohol
and Drug Authority; chairman of the youth
council of WA Week; a former deputy chairman
of the youth affairs council; and a member of the
social responsibility committee of the Uniting
Church. There is a man who probably has more
knowledge than many members in this House of
the drug issue in this State, and he is not likely to
be a man who would favour the easing of drug
laws to such an extent it would make his work
more difficult; however, that is the impression we
are left with when we consider what the Minister
said last night.

The Minister left no doubt about the loathsome
feelings he had for these people who got together
at a public seminar. The Minister could have
attended or sent along a member of his staff. The
seminar was advertised through the mail to
members of Parliament and was widely advertised
in the Press. There was nothing secret about it.
The people involved included a number of experts
in the field. They came to certain decisions,
particularly in regard to the type of legislation
and penalties provided and what was likely to be
the effect of the Government's Bill.

They tried to see the Premier. The Premier has
not seen them and it is to be regretted that on an
issue such as this where such people have
specifically turned down an opportunity to speak
with the Minister and have wanted to see the
Premier, the Premier could not have found 10
minutes to talk to them in this House or at his
office. I did not attend the seminar, but I am
certain the people there would have covered a
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broad spectrum. They considered the issues and
reached decisions. It seems sad now that the
Minister denies them the right to publish their
views in the Press. He seems to have deliberately
sought to attack them.

I say this because of the question which was
asked in Parliament. I refer to Dorothy Dix-type
questions. I am quite certain the member for
Vasse will jump to his feet and say he did not ask
a Dorothy Dix-type question. However, whether
or not that was the case, the question provided the
Minister with just the opportunity he wanted to
heap abuse on people who have a genuine concern
for a very grave problem in the community.

It also gave the Minister an opportunity to cast
serious aspersions on members of this side of the
House, in particular the members for Fremantle
and Gosnells. Both those members have been able
to say exactly where they stand and hopefully the
Minister, in his reply, will apologise to the other
members he insulted, because his claims were
completely without foundation.

The accusation made by the Minister was not
the type one would expect to hear from a Minister
of the Crown, despite his personal feelings and
those of his advisers. The Minister should be
aware of the opinion of the House which he
should accept and acknowledge. I hope the
Minister will do the decent thing and take the
opportunity to apologise at this stage of the
debate.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) 13.32 p.m.]: I was
somewhat disappointed the Parliament did not
pass an amendment I moved; but the third
reading debate provides an opportunity for
members to recap on some of the circumstances
which prevailed during the second reading and
Committee stages.

Icould not agree more with the comments
made by the member for Collie in regard to the
fact that the people in the drug industry who
should be taken out of society are the Mr Bigs.
However, I disagree with the member for Collie
as to the way in which this should be done. I do
not believe a member of this House would
disagree that the people who make the big money
and who sell drugs to others are the ones at whom
the Bill ought to be aimed. The approach which
should be adopted has been hotly contested by
members from both sides of the House.

Mr Parker: That is the fairest comment which
has come from someone on your side of the House
during this debate.

Mir BLAIICIE: I am a Government member
and I am critical of what the Government has
done, because I do not believe it has gone far

enough. Three levels of approach have been
suggested which are as follows: The level of
approach taken by members opposite; the level
taken by the Government; and the level I believe
ought to have been adopted in relation to people
who are convicted of drug trafficking. Members
have referred to soft and hard line approaches,
but I believe we should look at the level of
enforcement.

I should like to recap on some of the comments
which appeared to inflame Opposition members,
and to restate the position. I was concerned that
at an ALP conference some time ago it was
indicated the party intended to legalise
ma ri huana.

Mr Parker: It was a State executive decision.
Mr BLAIKIE: That decision was reversed

subsequently.
Mr Parker: By a higher authority.
Mr BLAIKIE: My concern is that that in fact

happened. I pointed out previously that I
appreciated the difficulties of Opposition
members in that they were bound by a Caucus
decision. That is not the case with Government
members. I moved an amendment to the Bill and
opposed the Government.

Mr Parker: It did not make any difference.
Mr BLAIR IF: That is not only my right, but it

is also my entitlement. Indeed, the public should
be aware such a difference exists between the
A LP a nd t he Govern me nt.

My concern is the ALP, having made the
decision that marihuana should be legalised, then
reversed its position. My attitude to drug
trafficking is well known to all members. It is a
very critical problem and the Government has
taken positive steps to make it more difficult for
people involved in drug trafficking. Under this
legislation, the Government has increased the
deterrents, the opportunities of surveillance, and
the opportunities for th police-the law
enforcement agents in this State-to catch drug
traffickers.

My concern was that the Bill did not go far
enough. This is an important piece of legislation,
but I have been disappointed in the level of
approaches taken and the wide divergence of
opinions adopted by members on both sides of the
House.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Minister for Police
and Traffic) [3.35 pm.]: One matter has become
very apparent this afternoon in the closing stage
of the debate on this legislation and that is the
members for Fremantle and Gosnells are very
sensitive indeed-
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Mr Davies: So they ought to be after what you
said.

Mr HASSELL. -because it is obvious they
have been caughi out and their support for che
cannabis lobby has been exposed.

Mr Parker: That is absolutely untrue- You are
lying-

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister heard
both the members for Gosnells and Fremantle in
total silence.

Mr Parker: We did not tell lies about this.
The SPEAKER: Order! The members for

Gosnells and Fremantle will now allow the
Minister to reply to the debate without constant
interject ions.

Mr Parker: We will if he tells the truth.
Mr HASSELL: Let us return to the beginning

of this matter. The Government has brought to
the House a very important piece of
legislation-the first piece of legislation in an
Australian State which draws together the
provisions of the Poisons Act and the Police Act
to deal with the problem of drug abuse. That
legislation has been several years in the making.
It has been considered in the context of many
reports, including the report of the Australian
Royal Commission of inquiry into drugs. As I said
during the second reading debate, the Bill is not
precisely in the form recommended in the report,
because it was, legislation in the making before the
report was produced. However, it is in line with
the recommendations of that report.

This legislation has been considered by health
authorities, law enforcement authorities, the
Crown Law Department, and other people within
the governmental system. Contrary to what was
suggested by the Opposition, it has been referred
also to the Drug and Alcohol Authority.

However, bearing all that in mind, the
Opposition opposed the Bill at every stage.

Mr T. H. Jones: No, we did not oppose every
clause.

Mr Davies: That is not right.
Mr HASSELL: I am aware members opposite

did not oppose every clause, but they opposed the
first and second reading of the Bill and they have
opposed the third reading, notwithstanding the
fact that the Bill has included nearly every
amendment sought by it.

Mr T. H. Jones: That is not correct.
Mr HASSELL: Nearly every amendment

sought by members opposite has been included in
the Bill.

Mr Parker: That is not true. The record speaks
for itself.

Mr HASSELL: Instead of supporting the
second reading and working on the amendments
they felt were necessary, members opposite have
opposed the legislation at every stage.

Mr Davies: We told you why we did that.
Mr HASSELL: Members should look through

Hansard and examine the arguments raised by
members opposite.

Mr T. H. Jones: They were very cogent ones.
Mr HASSELL: Apart from the member for

Collie who made some particular points which
were dealt with in the Committee stage and who
spoke about police numbers, which is an
important, but different, issue, the "trendy
lefties" on the back bench of the Opposition-

Mr Pearce: Here we go!
Mr HASSELL: -have dealt with the cannabis

issue all the way through and the fact that the
legislation does not draw a distinction between
cannabis and the so-called hard drugs-

Mr Parker: Almost every other piece of
legislation in the world distinguishes between
them.

Mr HASSELL: The substantial
recommendation of the Australian Royal
Commission of inquiry into drugs-

Mr Parker: It recommended a distinction be
drawn.

Mr HASSELL: It is very dangerous to try to
draw a distinction between so-called soft drugs
and so-called hard drugs. Notwithstanding the
experience of our own Supreme Court,
exemplified only last Friday in a case in which Mr
Justice Smith pointed out that an all-too-often
event was the rapid graduation of the cannabis
user to the use of hard drugs, the Opposition has
tried to draw a distinction. At all times the
Opposition and, in particular, the member for
Fremantle and the member for Gosnells, have
fought this legislation on the basis that there
should be a distinction between the use of
cannabis and the use of hard drugs.

Mr Parker: We have not.
Mr HASSELL: The member knows he has.

The Opposition cannot draw nice and subtle
distinctions. Members of the Opposition have
tried to avoid responsibility for what they have
done.

Opposition members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Sibson): Order!
Mr HASSELL: Let us not forget that fact, and

let us not forget the division that exists in the
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Opposition over this issue. The member for
Gosnells can make any kind or debating speech.
but the fact remains that he supports the
decriminalisation of the use of cannabis, and at
one stage he did so publicly.

Mr Parker: That is not true.
Mr H-ASSELL: Professor Harding, a member

of the Opposition's committee, only in the last few
weeks has come out in support of the
decriminalisation of the use of cannabis, and has
criticised the Government for not decriminalising
it.

Opposition members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, please'
Mr HASSELL: I will make the Government's

point of view clear. We do not support the
decriminalisation of cannabis use; we will have
nothing to do with it. The member for Fremantle
knows that his supporters want the use of
cannabis decriminalised.

Mr Parker: The young Liberals support its
decriminalisation.

Mr HASSELL: The lobby to support this
decriminalisation is intensive from a certain group
of people. I refer to the campaign waged by the
Daily News in which not one attempt has been
made to present any balance in the whole debate.

Mr Parker: Is it part of the lobby?
Mr Pearce: Are they part of it?
Mr H-ASSELL: One may wonder whether the

Daily News is not part of the lobby.
Opposition members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Sibson): I have

attempted to allow the debate to continue without
interference, but that is not possible now. There
are far too many members interjecting at the
same time. I suggest that ordinary well-meaning
interjections are acceptable providing we do not
have three or four members yelling across the
Chamber at the same time. I suggest the Minister
address his remarks to the matter before the
House.

Mr HASSELL: If we consider occurrences
during the weeks since the debate on this Bill
began, we realise that in the Daily News not one
article attempting to present a balanced view has
appeared. The only view which has appeared is
the view adopted by the Opposition, and the
campaign by the Daily News reached its absolute
height with the article on Monday of this week
headed "Drugs and driving defended". How much
further will these people go in their determination
to oppose this legislation? We have not had any
balanced points of view put forward. The
(116)

situation has been so bad that the Australian
Press Council should do something about it.

Mr Parker: Will you test that in court?
Mr HASSELL: No other medium has failed to

put all points of view, and needless to say. I have
no opposition to such a course. I suggest that the
extent of the irresponsibility and lack of balance
fostered by the Daily News has been so great as
to be scandalous. This indicates the extent to
which a small band of people who form the lobby
to have the use of cannabis decriminalised is
prepared to go in its opposition to this legislation.
Opposition has not come from the wider
communtly. There has not been any general
opposition expressed to this legislation. Only this
small band of people forming together in
committees and putting out false information-

Mr Pearce: It is not false.
Mr HASSELL: The meeting which was

called-
Mr Pearce: You were invited to it.
Mr HASSELL: I know I was invited to it, and

I have referred already to that meeting. At that
time I do not know which member of the
Opposition the member for Fremantle was
lobbying for to be the Leader of the Opposition.
but I explained to the House just what had
occurred. I received the invitation 10 minutes
before the meeting was due to begin. I had a
commitment to go to the country; and
notwithstanding that, I was able to get a letter
down to the meeting to try to correct two points
which had been incorrectly made.

I will refer to one of the points. It was said in
the letter I received that the Government was
rushing the legislation through the House. It was
said this afternoon by the Opposition that I had
tried to stifle debate. The member for Fremantle
talked about untruths. I deliberately brought this
legislation to the House last November to allow
much debate and to ensure this important
legislation was put before the public so that an
informed debate could take place, and
submissions could be received. Some responsible
groups provided submissions which brought about
the amendment of certain clauses in the
legislation. The Bill was reintroduced and read a
second time; three weeks elapsed before more
debate proceeded; and two weeks of debate in this
place has just occurred. That is supposed to be an
example of my rushing the legislation through.
The Opposition trots out that trite phrase when it
does not instantly get what it wants in some piece
of legislation. The Opposition has trotted out the
proposition that I have tried to stifle debate when
in fact I have done nothing but promote it.
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Mr Pearce: That is rubbish!
Mr H-ASSELL: The whole debate has centred

around the cannabis use issue.
Mr Parker: That is not true.
Mr H-ASSELL: If we consider the substance of

this legislation we understand that its provisions
are directed at the identification, arresting, and
convicting of illegal drug dealers, and it is
directed at taking away the proceeds of their
dealings. Portions of the legislation dealing with
those matters have not been studied,' understood,
or dealt with on a proper basis by the Opposition.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Parker: That is simply not true; it is

window dressing.

The SPEAKER: Order! I remind the member
for Fremantle. and also the member for Gosnells,
that the Minister listened to their remarks when
they made their contributions to this debate. The
Minister made not one interjection at all. I believe
it inappropriate for them to continue to try to
drown out the Minister while he is speaking.

Mr HASSELL: Again I make the point that
this legislation is. historic for Australia; it is
important legislation.

Mr Parker: It is run-or-the-mil in South
Africa.

Mr HASSELL: The legislation is not and does
not purport to be the final, total, or only solution
to illegal drug problems. It is one weapon-

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr HASSELL: -to be used in conjunction

with others in dealing with this growing problem
of drug abuse. I ask the House to bear in mind
that even at this stage when we are on the third
reading the issues raised legitimately by the
member for Collie were dealt with. During the
Committee stage amendments to meet the issues
raised by the member for Collie were accepted.
The Opposition ought to reconsider its position it
should determine whether it should continue to
oppose this important legislation which is directed
to dealing with the problem of drug abuse on the
law enforcement side.

An issue raised by the member for Collie
related to police numbers.

Mr T. H. Jones: Yes, it is an important issue.
Mr H-ASSELL: I have not suggested it is not

important; I consider it to be most important.' I
can assure the member now, as I did earlier in the
debate, that the submissions made by the Police
Union and by the committee of two persons
appointed by the Government will be considered

most carefully. That committee has worked in
conjunction with the Police Union to consider the
manpower position of the Police Force. The
committee was made up of Mr Court, the former
Chief Executive Officer of the Road Traffic
Authority, and Mr Ewing, and their submissions
will be considered most carefully.

Mr Parker: Will they stop closing down police
stations all over the State?

Mr HASSELL: The member for Collie knows
as well as I do that we have a particularly
difficult budgetary situation io face up to.

Mr T. H. Jones: Who caused that?
Mr HASSELL: We will be dealing with it in

the budgetary context. I repeat the point that the
issue of police numbers is most important. There
is no one in the House more aware than I am of
the need for our Police Force to be kept effective
and of the need for police presence in all areas of
the State. Some of the more remote country areas
have a demand which simply cannot be measured
in terms of whether there is enough work. In some
cases we have an obligation to provide police
services even where on a strict measurement ratio
there is not enough work for a police presence to
be justified. There is a need for a police presence
in this case on the basis that it is essential to the
existence of the communtiy itself. We have to
recognise that, difficult as it is under the
pressures we have.

The real issue which is of concern to many
policemen at the moment is not really so much
one of manpower as the fact that, because of the
slow down in growth and some other factors
which come into play, a lot of promotion has been
delayed. That causes concern to policemen, and I
understand that concern. There is no doubt that
we would like to be able to do something about it.

I come back to the point: We have drawn
together in this Bill the provisions of the Police
Act and the Poisons Act relating to the abuse of
drugs, which is a scourge in the community and a
growing problem. We have amended the law to
strengthen the hand of the law enforcement
authorities, to get at those people who have been
riding on the backs of the innocent and then
riding high in their profits from the trade. This
law will, I believe, make a contribution towards
bringing about a better position because, whether
it be cannabis, heroin, or any other drug, in the
ultimate, the one way to be sure that there is no
drug problem is to eliminate the supply of the
drug.

Mr Blaikie: Hear, hear!
Mr HASSELL: One may treat offenders by

choosing not to convict them of criminal offences,
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avoid jailing them, do any other thing he likes,
but some people will continue to use drugs and
-abuse them while they are available. We make no
apology because this legislation aims to cut off the
supply of drugs of all kinds.

Mr Pearce: You have to do something about
the drug squad if you want to do that.

Mr HASSELL: Just let the House note that
slur on the police.

Mr Parker: Five of them are-
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Parker: Five of them are up on charges

connected with their dealing in drugs.
Mr Pea rce: They have been wrongly

prosecuted.
Mr O'Connor: Are you calling them guilty

before they are convicted? We do not do that on
this side of the House.

Mr Parker: Why weren't they prosecuted a
year before?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: Is it not interesting-
M r O'Connor: Is it ever!
Mr HASSELL: -how these people are so

ready to condemn the police if the force is not
prosecuting its own members and now because
they are?

Mr Blaikie: Dealers or users of the drugs-
Mr Pearce: I am not condemning them for

prosecuting them. I am just saying it shows a very
interesting situation.

Mr H-ASSELL: What does the member say it
shows?

Mr lilaikie: You condemn the law reform
officers and champion the people who use it .

Mr Pearce: The prosecution was delayed for
some considerable time until there was a change
in police commissioners.

Mr O'Connor: That is wrong!

Mr HASSELL: I just wonder whether we can
allow this to go on. We have a case in the courts
of the land dealing with five people.

Mr Parker: You asked me a question.

Mr HASSELL: These people have been
charged with serious offences. These Opposition
members continue to cast the most serious
implications about the propriety of what is being
done and to imply guilt when none has been
established.

Mr Parker: No. The point that was being
made-

Paint of Order
Mr H-ASSELL: I raise a point of order as to

whether it is proper-

Speakers Ruling
The SPEAKER: I took it as a point of order

although the Minister did not specifically say at
the outset that it was a point of order. It is a valid
point of order. I would suggest that members
ought to respect the position of the courts of the
land and not under parliamentary privilege make
references to any casts which are currently before
the court. The member ought not even ask the
question. The matter should not be referred to. I
so rule.

Debawc Resumed
Mr HASSELL: [ conclude my remarks by

saying only one further thing again to the
Opposition: We have dealt with this Bill very
thoroughly. There has been much debate. The
amendments sought have substantially been
incorporated into the Bill. I believe that even now
the Opposition ought to consider whether it is
prepared on the third reading to vote against
legislation which is so important. If it is not
prepared to reconsider, I wonder whether its
opposition is then clear to the public of this State,
and whether in fact it is not saying, after all-

Mr T. H. Jones: The Minister knows why we
oppose it. He knows why.

Mr HASSELL: Does the Opposition really
have some doubt about taking a tough line on
drugs?

Mr Parker: Rubbish!

Question put and

following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
M"r Coyne
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
M r H~assell
M r Hecrzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

a division taken with the

Ayes 28
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
M%,r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
M r Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
Mr Shalders

(Teller)
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Noes 21
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bridge
Mr Bertram

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

AC'S AMENDMENT (MISUSE OF DRUGS)
DILL

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Minister for Police and Traffic), and transmitted
to the Council.

VETERINARY PREPARATIONS AND
ANIMAL FEEDING STUFFS AMENDMENT

BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 13 August.
MR EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader of the

Opposition) [4.02 p.m.]: I would like to outline
the purpose of this Bill although the Minister did
this in his second reading speech. One or two
additional points could be made regarding the
purpose of this particular piece of legislation. One
point is to remove the need for manufacturers of
foodstuffs for dogs, cats, pet fish, and pet birds to
register their foodstuff products under the Act.
This, I might add, brings a greater degree of
uniformity to such legislation throughout the
Commonwealth.

A substitution for the phrase "veterinary
medicine" with that of "veterinary preparation"
has been recommended by the Crown Law
Department as the term "veterinary medicine" is
not defined in the Act, hence making this
technical amendment necessary. In every part of
the Act veterinary drugs, medicines, etc., refer to
"veterinary preparations", and as this term is now
defined these consequential amendments were
needed to the entire Act to remove the anomaly.

The background to this amendment as I
understand it is that the Veterinary Preparations
and Animal Foodstuffs Act controls the

Mr Barnett
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
M r Terry Burke
M r Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr H-odge
Mr Jamieson

Ayes
Mr Young
Mr Crane

registration, production, importation, treatment,
preparation for sale, marketing, storage, and sale
of veterinary preparations and animal foodstuffs.
The regulation of feeding stuffs ror food-
producing animals is necessazry for several
reasons. Firstly, it is to protect the efficacy of the
product; that is, to ensure the quality of the
nutrients is as claimed. Secondly, to protect
consumers of meats from the presence of DDT. I
use this illustration as it is of particular
significance as many marketing countries are
sensitive to this problem. If DDT were round in
wheat exported to certain marketing countries it
would be disastrous and hence it is not used.

The registration is necessary to protect the
owners of horses who purchase products about
which claims are made that they will benefit the
work output of the horse.

There is a further requirement, and the
Minister said, very efrectively, that it is difficult
to justify the regulation of feeding stuffs for dogs,
cats, pet fish, and pet birds. This of course is not
required in other States and therefore this Bill
brings us into line with them.

The present position in Western Australia is
that all animal feeding stuffs must be registered
with a consequent requirement for special
labelling. It is difficult to find any grounds for
objection to this, as it brings Western Australia
into line with other States and removes an
anomaly which has existed for some time. The
Opposition would be hard pressed to take
exception to this Bill.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) [4.06 p.m.]: I thank the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition for his support of the
Bill.' I do not think there is much that I can add,
except to say that with the current situation
regarding the Royal Commission into meat for
export-

Mr Evans: I did not mention that.

Mr OLD: -there is the possibility or some
more activity in the pet food sphere. However, at
this stage I believe it is necessary to go ahead with
this amending Bill to clean up the anomaly
referred to. If we find that further action is
necessary after the Australian Agricultural
Council has considered the requests of the Federal
Minister, obviously we will need to look at the
parent Act again. I commend the second reading
of the Bill to the House.

Question put an passed.
Bill read a second time.
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In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Old

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

TRANSPORT AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 13 August.
MR Mel VER (Avon) [4.10 p.m.]: The

Opposition supports the Bill; it is a small measure
which will have few effects. The Bill will adjust
the administrative procedures With regard to the
issuing of temporary licences. The Crown Law
Department has clarified the legal position with
regard to the issuing of permits. Members would
be aware that quite a number of permits are
applied for after the normal working hours of the
Transport Commission. To be more specific, some
38 000 permits and temporary licences are issued
each year, 95 per cent of which are granted under
verbal authority. So members can see it was of
great importance that the legality of the matter
be clarified.

The Bill also seeks to impose a levy on oil
companies and, by so doing, changes the
definition of "wholesaling petroleum products".
The levy will be retrospective to 1 July 1979 and,
I suppose, will not be greeted with open arms by
the oil companies. We all know how the oil
companies are struggling for funds! However, I
am sure they would be able to manage to pay the
levy. It is proposed that the levy be 1 .4c per litre
of petrol and 3c per litre of distillate. This will
involve the oil companies in a contribution to road
maintenance which up to now they have not made
because the companies challenged the legality of
the removal of the road maintenance tax and the
imposition of a levy on petroleum products. This
legislation will bring the oil companies into line
with the ordinary motorist and I am sure has the
support of all members.

My only constructive criticism is that, once
again, we are amending the Transport Act.
Perhaps the Minister for Transport could give
consideration to redrafting the Transport Act in
its entirety so that we have an up-to-date Act.
Many significant changes have been made to the
legislation, and it badly needs redrafting and
reprinting.

The Opposition has no objection to the Bill, and
supports its second reading.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [4.14 p.m.]: The
National Party has no great objection to the Bill
before the House. However, one point we would
like clarified relates to the amendment to put
beyond legal doubt the issuing or permits on what
is termed "verbal approval". We have no
objection to this provision being clarified in terms
of the law. However, perhaps the Minister could
give consideration to making it a little easier for
transport operators to procure a telephoned or
verbal authority for a permit to transport
particular goods.

At the moment, operators are required to
contact Perth to obtain verbal authority. It would
be a good idea if the Government were prepared
to give the delegated responsibility contained in
the Bill to people who live within regional areas. I
am sure the Minister would be aware of the
enormous cost incurred in making telephone calls
to obtain verbal approval for a permit to transport
particular goods. I see no reason that the Minister
could not give his authority to a person resident in
a particular region. In this way, the person in
authority would be more accessible to transport
operators and the system would operate at a far
lower cost than it does today.

We support the Bill.

MR RUS1HTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [4.16 p.m.]: I thank members for their
support of the Bill.

It is true that the Transport Act has been
amended quite frequently. However, we are going
through changing times. We are moving from a
regulatory situation to a commercial and
competitive situation which has created the
necessity for a few amendments. However, 1 think
the matter will settle down shortly. I take note of
what the member for Avon suggested and will
have regard for his comments when further
amendments to the Transport Act are necessary,
and will discuss the matter with the
Commissioner of Transport.

The member for Merredin raised a matter
relating to verbal approval; I think it was
explained in my second reading speech. As he
would know, some 38 000 permits are sought each
year. The provision for verbal approval is in the
legislation so that we may provide a service to
transport operators. It was only when legal points
were taken relating to the validity of those
approvals that the Commissioner of Transport
and I thought we should put the matter beyond
doubt. This is a service which benefits people who
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may want to move goods in the middle of the
night, or at other odd times.

The member for Merredin suggested that
authority to grant verbal approval should be
delegated to people dispersed throughout the
countryside, thereby cutting the cost of telephone
calls. The honourable member would know we
provide a 24-hour service which, of course,
involves telephoning the authority in Perth. I
undertake to investigate the matter to see what
can be done.

What worries me is that we might be faced
with an alternative cost incurred by having a
number of people around the countryside,
standing by on a 24-hour-day basis providing a
service to the industry.

Mr Cowan: Have you thought about a system
of monthly returns for a particular item?

Mr RUSHTON: These are all matters which
can be considered with a view to providing a
greater service to the transport community. I will
take his comments into account and refer them to
the commissioner.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Hill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Rushton (Minister for Transport), and
transmitted to the Council.

ACTS AMENDMENT (LAND USE
PLANNING) BILL

Second Reading

Order of the day read for the resumption of the
debate from 18 August.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Nanovich) in the Chair; Mr O'Connor (Deputy
Premier) in charge of the Hill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Mr TONKIN: We are concerned that the

Minister has on occasions shown an overriding
and overbearing attitude to local government. The
introduction of planning control areas does not

seem to be of particular importance, because we
already have two categories which the
Government can now use. The idea of planning
control areas is to have a third category in which
areas can be held in limbo until it is clear what is
to happen later on. Given the way in which this
Government has overridden local authorities, we
do not believe there should be this further
overriding authority. For that reason the
Opposition doubts the way in which this Bill will
be used.

It is true that in the hands of a Government
that does consult adequately with local authorities
this legislation may be quite useful. We do hope
the Minister will not use the Bill and the new
planning control areas to ride roughshod over
local government bodies, but will use it in a way
that is consistent with allowing greater
consultation with the third tier of government.
We appreciate that it can give the Government
greater flexibility, but we are concerned that it
may be misused and will not be in the best
interests of the private development of and
consultation with local government.

Mrs CRAIG: It is very clear that the
spokesman for the Opposition has not understood
the provisions which are incorporated in the Bill,
because he spoke only about overriding attitudes.
What this Bill seeks to do is ensure that local
authorities are consulted in exactly the same way
as in the past as applies to the existing provisions.
The Bill does show a very deep concern for the
rights of the individual. That is what the planning
control areas are about. It is a pity the Opposition
did not ind this out in its examination of the
legislation.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Mr Bryce.

NOTICES OF MOTION

Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): With
reference to Notice of Motion No. 6 concerning
the disallowance of regulations under the
Education Act, I inform the House that I have
sighted an originating summons issued in the
Supreme Court of Western Australia in which the
validity of the regulations, which are the subject
of this Notice of Motion, is challenged. I am
satisfied that under the practice of this House in
relation to matters sub judice it would not be
appropriate to permit debate on this Notice of
Motion until such time as the matter before the
Supreme Court has been disposed of. I therefore
direct that the item to which I have referred be
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placed at the foot of the notice paper and not
brought up for debate until I am satisfied it is
possible for debate to proceed without our
infringing the established practice of this House.

With respect to Notice of Motion No. 4, 1
invite members to study it and then refer to Order
of' the Day No. 31 which deals with foreign
interests in farming land. If members will also
refer to the final item on page 13 of the notice
paper they will see the text of the original motion
moved by the member for Warren on this subject.
Members will recall that the House decided on
Wednesday, 9 September to delete from the
original motion all words which provided for the
establishment of a Select Committee to inquire
into this subject. Standing Order No. ISO reads-

No Question shall be proposed which is the
same in substance as any Question which,
during the same Session, has been resolved in
the affirmative or negative-

I am not satisfied there is a difference of such a
substantial nature between the original proposal
of the member for Warren and that of the
member for Stirling as to establish that the House
could proceed with this Notice of Motion without
contravening Standing Order No. 180. Therefore,
I rule that this Notice of Motion cannot be
proceeded with.

I am conscious of the fact that certain members
of the House, in particular the member for
Stirling, wanted to make a contribution to the
debate on this general subject. I suggest that if it
is the desire of the House that the member for
Stirling should speak to that question, the motion
initially moved by the member for Warren could
be brought on for debate at a time convenient to
the House.

LAND: FOREICN OWNERSHIP

Inquiry by Select Committee: Amendment to
Motion

Debate resumed from 9 September.
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.31 p.m.]; Mr

Speaker, with some reservations, I accept the
ruling just given, but I do appreciate the point you
made. It was our intention to move our
amendment and, hopefully, when this matter is
disposed of, to ask that our motion be removed
from the notice paper.

In my opinion the motions are quite different.
One is seeking a Select Committee to investigate
the monitoring of foreign ownership of Western
Australian land. Our motion calls for a Select
Committee to recommend appropriate measures
to allow us to retain maximum ownership of our

land. So in that respect they are quite different.
As the motion moved by the member for Warren
has provided a vehicle to get a point across,
perhaps there is no damage done if things are
bandled in this way.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition moved a
motion which set out to condemn foreign
ownership of Western Australian land. He was
correct in his criticism of the Government's not
taking action to curb or monitor foreign
ownership of our land, whether it be farmland or
urban land. He then proposed something which
would have had the result only of monitoring the
situation.

The Minister for Agriculture quite predictably
rose and stated more or less that the Government
is doing everything necessary, and that no real
problem exists. He said the Government was not
prepared to accept anything the Opposition
proposed, and he moved an amendment to the
original motion which in effect meant the same as
the original motion, but his action gave advantage
to the Government in that any motion passed
would be seen to comne from the Government side.

All that would be achieved if the amendment
moved by the Minister is passed is that the status
quo will prevail; we will continue to see Western
Australian land acquired by foreigners, and no
action will be taken to curb that continuing
purchase of land.

The supporters of the original motion have
serious concern for the increase in foreign
ownership of land, and therefore have had placed
on the notice paper a proposed amendment which
supports maximum Western Australian land
ownership.

Before concluding my remarks I intend to move
an amendment to the amendment currently before
the House in an attempt to support and ultimately
bring about the situation which the people of
Western Australia desprately and urgently
req Li i re.

The Minister made a few statements, one being
that stock firms in Western Australia handle 80
per cent of land sales in this State. I question
whether that statement is correct. The Minister
certainly gave no background of the matter or
basis for his claim. H-e went on to point out that
these stock firms do not handle very many
transactions involving overseas interests. Of
course, no-one in Western Australia, or even in
Australia, knows the amount of foreign finance
coming into the country to buy Western
Australian land for the ultimate benefit of foreign
owners because so many ways are available to
these people to disguise the ownership.
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When I spoke the other day I mentioned the
point that a Western Australian registered
company can be completely foreign owned, and
obviously a transaction involving such a company
would be regarded as a purchase by a Western
Australian, but in fact it would be a foreign
purchase.

It is not really important to determine the
extent of foreign ownership. We know a
considerable amount of land is being acquired for
speculative investment purposes by people from
outside Australia, and the important point is to
accept that this speculative investment is
occurring.

The people of Western Australia would like to
know that their assets are not disposed of. It is not
only Western Australians who do not like their
assets being disposed of by way of foreign
investment, but also the people of Japan. I
suppose one can argue that what the Japanese do
is their concern, and that what we do is our
concern, and to a point that argument is correct.
However, there would not be many members in
this House who would argue that Japan has not
experienced a tremendous economic advance since
the Second World War. Economically Japan is
one of the strongest countries in the world, and we
could do well to follow some of its initiatives.

I spent a couple of years in Japan during its
occupation by the allied forces, and since then I
have maintained the contacts I made. I raised the
matter of foreign ownership of land with a couple
of Japanese nationals, and I refer to part of a
letter which relates to foreign ownership of
Japanese land. It states-

The position appears to be this. In general,
the ownership of land by absentee foreigners
is simply "not on" in Japan. Foreigners
residing in Japan may be given permission to
own property providing they can convince the
Japanese government that the property is a
necessary headquarters for their company.
Foreigners in Japan can only own a house if
they are married to a Japanese, in which case
the property would have to be in her name.
Foreigners who have been in Japan for many
years cannot buy property unless they obtain
a guarantor. The guarantor's role is to ensure
that the foreigner will pay appropriate taxes,
and especially will not use the land as
collateral for borrowing.

... controls on urban land are almost
complete and that permission is hardly ever
granted to foreigners to acquire rural land.
In other words, you would be on firm ground
if you conveyed ..-. that the Japanese rarely

permit foreigners to acquire their land, even
foreigners who have been resident in Japan
for many years.

That is the situation in a country which, despite a
lack of natural resources, is economically strong.
We would be well advised to take note of what the
Japanese are doing in their country.

The United States of America is held to be a
great country in its free enterprise approach to
business. An article which appeared in the
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis Review of
January 1979, under the heading, "The danger
through foreign ownership of US farmland" said,
in summary-

Foreigners own a relatively small amount
of farmland, less than one percent of the
total. Nevertheless, such ownership has been
of major concern in the past year. Legislative
action has been taken in a number of states
prohibiting or limiting such ownership, and
the U.S. Congress has approved legislation
which requires reporting of such purchases.

If we take acton to limit the purchase of our
farmland or urban land, we will be in company
with two other great countries of the world.

Since the commencement of the debate,
approximately one month ago, the Minister for
Agriculture has indicated that this matter is no
real problem and that it is really being overstated.
The Press has continued with headlines on this
subject and I suggest that the Press has found it
necessary to do so because the public is interested.

In the I I September edition of the Daily News
under the heading, "Big Land Sell Out" it was
stated that the Federal Treasurer had ordered a
top-level inquiry into the buying of huge tracts of
land by foreign investors. The 14 September
edition of the Daily News ran the heading, "For
Sale, Big Asian Push of Perth Sites". On another
page in the same publication was the heading,
"Asians buy up Western Australian properties"
On 14 September the Daily News ran the
heading, "No Rural Sell Out-Mr Old". We
must admire Mr Old because he is consistent in
his attitude; although, it is a head- in-the-sand
attitude.

In the Daily News of 15 September under the
heading, "Perth Gets the Hard Sell", it was
stated that Asians are coming to Perth and
obtaining access to our land. The article stated
that all sorts of foreign money is coming to Perth
and of course there is no way to ascertain just
who is involved, what the amount of foreign
ownership is, and what is happening.

It is obvious to everyone in Australia that a
tremendous amount of our land is being
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sold to foreign interests. That in itself is sufficient
reason for taking positive action now. We should
not wait until the matter is monitored or the
situation is clearly identified.

In an article in the Daily News of 15
September it was stated that the Federal
Government plans to curb land sales. The Federal
Government is considering new restrictions on
foreign investment in real estate. Even the
Federal Government, which is basically a laissez
faire Liberal Government, is perturbed because of
public interest in this matter, It is beginning to
bend to the pressure being exercised by public
interest.

Amendment on the Amendment to Motion
Mr STEPHENS: I move-

That the amendment be amended by
deleting all words after the word "be" in line
6 with a view to substituting other words.

I should like to indicate that if my amendment is
accepted, I will move to substitute the following-

A Select Committee of this House to
investigate and recommend appropriate
measures to retain maximum ownership of
Western Australia's land in Australian
hands.

The inquiry to pay special regard to--
(a) the magnitude and source of recent

overseas investment in Western
Australian real estate (in general)
and Western Australian farmland
in particular: and

(b) the implication of these trends
continuing.

The SPEAKER: Order! In order to clarify the
position for me, will the member restate his
amendment?

Mr STEPHENS: I wish to delete all words
after the word "should" in line 6. 1 was under the
impression that the Minister for Agriculture had
moved to insert his motion when we were last
debating this matter.

The SPEAKER: That action has not been
completed yet. So that this matter may be cleared
up I will leave the Chair until the ringing of the
bells, during which time I will ask the Clerk to
confer with the member for Stirling in order to
clarify the matter.

Sitting suspended from 4.47 to 4.52 p.m.
The SPEAKER: I left the Chair to give the

member for Stirling the opportunity to discuss his
proposed amendment with the Clerk. It appears
there was a slight problem in counting. Of all the
weeks in politics in which I would have thought

members of Parliament would be able to count, it
should be this week!

Mr STEPHENS: Thank you, Sir. There is no
real problem except that I could not count. I
should have referred to all words after the ward
"should" in line 7 and not in line 6. I hope that
the amendment meets with your approval.

I have read already to the House the words I
will move to substitute following the successful
carriage of my amendment.

I would like to reiterate that my amendment is
an attempt to seek ways and means to stop
foreign ownership of Australian land, or at least
to retain the maximum Western Australian and
Australian ownership of our land. In that respect
it is quite different from the original motion
moved by the member for Warren and the
amendment moved by the Minister for
Agriculture. I believe that the people of Western
Australia are looking to this House to set the lead
in preventing the drift of land into foreign
ownership.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Mr STEPHENS: [I is not necessary to wait for

the Federal Government to take action. This is
action we can take ourselves; it is a matter for the
State concerned. The Federal Government can
talk about foreign investment and the amount of
money coming into this country, but, under the
Constitution, land is a Western Australian
responsibility, and if this Government has the
desire, it can take the action.

Mr Bryce: That is right.
Mr STEPHENS: I suggest that the

Government would gain considerable support
from the Public if it Were prepared for once to
change course and to support the amendment I
have moved.

Point of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: On a point of order,

Sir, I invite your attention to the words that the
member for Stirling will move to be inserted if his
amendment is successful. I refer to the fact that
they have a great similarity, firstly, with the
original motion which is recorded on page 13 of
today's notice paper, and, secondly, with the
words in Notice of Motion No. 4 which you have
ruled, and which the member has agreed, are not
acceptable.

The SPEAKER: I gave consideration to that
point while I was out of the Chair. The strict fact
is that the only question being considered by the
House is the deletion of words. The member for
Stirling has foreshadowed his intention to move to
insert other words, and if we get to the stage that
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this insertion is moved, I would be obliged to rule
the amendment out of order. However, it is
competent for me to accept the amendment of the
member for Stirling to delete all words after the
word "be- in line 7 with a view to inserting other
words.

Mr STEPHENS: May I ask, Sir, on what
grounds you would rule the words out of order if
the amendment were carried?

The SPEAKER: Could I say we will cross that
bridge when we come to it because at that stage
of the proceedings the member may have changed
his mind. I am not prepared to give a ruling on
some hypothetical situation. The question before
the Chair is that certain words be deleted, If the
House agrees to the amendment, and the member
then moves to insert words similar to those
foreshadowed, I will rule that amendment out of
order.
Debate (on amendment on the amendment to

motion) Resumed
The SPEAKER: Is there a seconder to the

amendment?
MR COWAN (Merredin) [4.56 p.m.]: I second

the amendment. I am rather surprised that other
members of the House did not rise to take the
opportunity to speak to this amendment, and in
particular, I am surprised that the Minister for
Agriculture did not do so.

This is a very important issue, and last week I
gave the House my reasons for believing this. I
would like to re-emphasise some points.

Members will recall that in a previous debate,
when referring to the amount of foreign
investment in agricultural land, the Minister for
Agriculture quoted figures from some stock firms.
He said that this investment was very slight, and
that people were making something of a mountain
out of a molehill. He claimed that of the 623
properties sold by the three major stock firms in
Western Australia. 10 only went to overseas
interests. That was the statement made by the
Minister for Agriculture in regard to an issue we
believe is very important. That was the best figure
he could come up with! His statement was quite
incomplete. We would have been more satisfied
with figures from the the Foreign Investment
Review Board; at least the board would have been
able to tell us the number of proposals approved
in the last Financial year.

On the figures of the FIRB, in the last six
months of the last financial year, approvals were
given for foreign investors to purchase 19
agricultural properties in Western Australia. So
the figures given by the Minister-that is, 10
properties sold by major stock Airms to foreign

interests in one year-become rather obsolete. If
the figures given for a full year by the major stock
firms are correct, it would seem that the real
estate salesmen in those firms have been a little
tardy in their job.

We have in Western Australia a Government
which has said it is quite happy to accept the
status quo. It is alone in that regard. The Federal
Treasurer has said he is not prepared to accept
the status quo. He is going to put submissions to
the Federal Cabinet seeking to have controls
made far more restrictive. He certainly wants
more information given to the Federal
Government on the level of foreign investment.

In this State we have a Government which has
a constitutional responsibility to ensure all those
matters which relate to land are kept under its
control, yet it is not prepared to alter the status
quo. This will have fairly significant repercussions
for the Government. People in agricultural
regions, either people who have had to compete
with foreign investors or people who have been
forced into paying higher prices for land, will not
be impressed with a Government that does
nothing. Many people have pointed out in the
Press and in this Chamber the number of
approvals given by the Foreign Investment
Review Board. At the time we have indicated very
clearly that the FIRE can deal with only those
proposals that are put before it. There are lots of
other proposals that are put forward by various
nominee, shelf, or front companis-call them
what we like. These companies can purchase
Western Australian land without being subject to
scrutiny by the FIRB. While they may be
registered in Australia, they are certainly using
foreign money to make their purchases.

There is no-one in either the State or Federal
Governments who can tell us precisely what the
level of this investment is and how many farms
are falling into the hands of those sorts of
companies. I am not particularly satisfied to have
a Minister tell me that (a) he wants to support
the situation which exists, (b) he wants to Support
the Federal Government in what it is doing, and
(c) he is going to study some legislation. Why
cannot this Parliament do that? We have a
constitutional right to determine what happens to
Western Australian land. We should not leave
this to the State or Federal Governments.
Members of Parliament in this House should
handle this matter.

I urge all members to support the amendment
moved by the member for Stirling.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) f5.03 p.m.]: I do not believe there
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has been much of a case put forward to delete any
of the words in my amendment. I rather feel what
has been said strengthens the case for the
insertion of the words I have moved to be
inserted. I shall correct a couple of the points
made so far.

The member for Stirling indicated that I stated
that 80 per cent of land sold in Western Australia
was sold by stock firms. I did not say that. I said
that I believed SO per cent of the land in Western
Australia was handled by stock firms. That was
an assessment I had made.

Mr Cowan: He does not believe what he tells
himself.

Mr OLD: I will treat the stupid interjections in
the manner in which they deserve to be treated.

It was my estimation that approximately 80 per
cent of land sales was handled by stock firms.

It is indicative of the member for Stirling that
he will endeavour at any time to twist any
statement I make in particular and indeed
statements made by any member on the
Government benches. This has been his wont ever
since this coalition was formed. That is why he is
not part of it any more.

To get matters in their proper perspective, I
said that in 1980-SI the three major stock irms
in Western Australia tompleted transactions on
623 rural properties. In the case of one firm the
figure included properties of 10 acres or more,
which could hardly be called rural properties.
That Firm was not the largest seller. I suggested
that the 623 properties should be put into their
proper perspective and seen to be about 550 rural
properties.

Some of the propositions which went to the
FIRB undoubtedly would have included some of
those 10-acre properties, and no-one need come
back at me on the basis that if they were less than
$350 000 they would not be referred to the FI RS,
because the sale of rural land is treated as a sale
of a business and not a property.

Mr Evans: Even down to subdivisions of five
acres?

Mr OLD: We are dealing with the value of
rural land.

M r Evans: Are they referred to the FIRSB?
Mr OLD: Any sale of rural land is referred to

the FIRB: there is no exemption for rural land.
That statement comes from Mr Howard.

Mr Evans: Irrespective of the value?

Mr OLD: There is no exemption for rural land.

M r Evans: Irrespective of the value?

Mr OLD: I have already stated the facts of the
case. I cannot help it if the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition cannot understand this.

Mr Evans: You cannot say "Yes" or "No".

Mr OLD: The member for Stirling and the
member for Merredin make great play about the
fact that the Federal Government is to do
something. They say this Government will do
nothing. If they had read last night's edition of
the Daily News and seen what the Federal
Government proposed to do they would have
round it is precisely what this Government is
doing.

Mr Stephens: Nothing!

Mr OLD: The Federal Government agrees
there is a problem just as we agree there is a
problem. I have said that there is a lot of emotion
connected with this problem, which has been
greatly overstated. I stand by that and by the
Figures supplied to me by the FIRB. The
Commonwealth has now decided it will give
consideration to applications for the transfer of
land to foreign owners only when they give an
undertaking and can demonstrate their intention
of becoming migrants and of settling on the land
they purchase. That is what this Government has
been doing for the last 12 months. The Federal
Government also indicated that in the event the
investor is not going to settle in Australia he must
demonstrate that the purchase is to the benefit of
the country. Once again, this Government has
adopted that policy over the last 12 months.

Despite the criticism by the member for
Stirling about the Agent General in London
having no authority, the fact is he was instructed
on this matter some I8 months ago. Yesterday I
had a visit from Mr Rex Hudson who is a regular
visitor to this State from the UK. In the past he
has brought farmers to Western Australia to
purchase land. He was advertising the fact that
Western Australia was a great place in which to
invest. Since we issued our instruction to the
Agent General, Mr Hudson has taken note of it.
As I have mentioned previously, last year he
brought a bus load of European and UK farmers
here, six of whom purchased land. Those six are
either in Western Australia now or coming here
to manage that land. We condone that; we think
it is great. They are bringing with them
considerable agricultural expertise.

The speakers to the amendment have given no
reason whatsoever to indicate that the words I
have proposed be included should not be included.
Therefore, I reject their amendment out of hand.
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Debate (on amendment on the amendment to
motion) adjourned, on motion by Mr Evans
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT: ROYALTIES

Standing Committee: Motion
MR HARMAN (Maylands) [5.11 p.m.]: I

move-
That a Standing Committee of this House

be appointed to investigate all aspects of
resource development in Western Australia.

There is compelling need for the Parliament to
establish a standing committee of this Assembly
to investigate resource development in Western
Australia. The type of committee I have in mind
is one that is established in most other
Parliaments of Australia. It should exist on a
continuing basis and comprise members of both
sides of the Parliament from all political parties.
It should be established to monitor and scrutinise
resource development in this State.

Very fortunately, Western Australia is blessed
with large and varied resources. In past years
both this Government and the previous Labor
Government endeavoured to develop these
resources to the best of their ability. What is of
major concern to many people in Western
Australia is the manner in which these resources
have been developed.

In many cases these resources have been
exploited by the imposition of one man's decisions
only, and I will refer to those cases in a few
minutes. Unfortunately, many of these decisions
were wrongly based and have proved very costly
to Western Australians.

In recent months the Opposition has
endeavoured to indicate to Western Australians
that statistics show that members of our
community are not reaping the benefits of
development, as per capita incomes per head have
deteriorated and average weekly earnings are
slipping behind the national average.

The man responsible for all this is our present
Premier. As I will show, the resource development
decisions should not be left entirely to this one
man. There should be some sort of public scrutiny
and investigation. The only possible way I can
envisage this occurring is for us to have a standing
committee of this Parliament. That appears to be
the only appropriate body which would have the
facilities and the opportunity to monitor, on a
continuing basis, the decisions made by the
Government in respect of our resources.

Sir Charles Court: Is this your way of stopping
all development?

Mr Brian Burke: Don't start that refrain! The
only thing you have developed is taxes and
charges.

Mr HARMAN: Unfortunately the Premier
does not have the same status as the Pope-he
makes some mistakes, although he never admits
them.

Sir Charles Court: Are you in favour of Peter
Cook's idea?

Mr HARMAN: If members look at the course
of resource development in this State with which
the Premier has been associated over the last 25
years, they will see the path is littered with
broken promises, errors of judgment, wrong
decisions, and all sorts of romantic dreams. Ideas
have been planted in the minds of people and have
resulted in unrealistic expectations. All sorts of
bold, tremendous ideas have been promoted and
the people of Western Australia have been led to
believe this is a golden State-a State of
excitement where everything will happen. The
Premier has led the people to believe that; but
unfortunately he is not infallible, as I shall
indicate in the next few minutes.

It must be bewildering to many people-
Mr Old: It is.
Mr HARMAN: -not only in Western

Australia, but also in other parts of Australia and
the world, that we have huge resources of coal in
this State, but we are regarded as a negative
energy State.

Mr Old: Because you would leave it in the
ground.

Sir Charles Court: Who told you that?
Mr P. V. Jones: What is a "negative energy

State"?
Sir Charles Court: We are a negative surplus

State.
Mr HARMAN: I shall explain the situation to

members. It must be bewildering to many people
that, despite huge iron ore reserves, we do not
have an integrated iron and steel industry in this
State. It must be bewildering also that, despite
the fact that we are the highest producers of
bauxite in Australia, we do not have an
aluminium smelter and we are not likely to get
one.

Sir Charles Court: You are opposed to it.
Mr Clarko: Would you support an aluminium

smelter?
Mr HARMAN: My word we would support an

aluminium smelter.
Sir Charles Court: That is a breakthrough.
Mr HARMAN: We have never denied it.
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Several members interjected.

Mr HARMAN: Members can have their run;
but I am talking about a very serious subject
which is the resources of Western Australia and
the way in which they have been manipulated by
the imposition of the decisions of one man over
the last 25 years. Who has benefited from these
decisions? Certainly not the people of Western
Australia,

Government members interjected.

Mr HARMAN: If all these resources have
been so well developed, why do we face problems
in regard to high interest rates, cuts in education
and health expenditure, cuts in Government
services, and increases in Government charges?
Are not the massive resources in this State and
the manner in which they have been developed by
the present Premier the means by which we can
live to a very high standard?

Sir Charles Court: Don't we?

Mr HARMAN: That is not the case. The
stories related by the Premier over the last 25
years are just not true. He has built up
expectations in the minds of people in this State.
In 1966 the Premier was quoted as saying that, by
1980, there would be 100000 people in the
Pilbara. It is clear that number of people do not
live in the Pilbara today.

Sir Charles Court: We are not doing badly.

Mr Shalders: The unions have seen to that.
They have almost crippled the iron ore industry.

Mr HARMAN: The Premier said also that we
would have an integrated iron and steel industry
in Western Australia that would be bigger than
anything else.

Sir Charles Court: Who opposed that?
Mr KARMAN: We do not have an integrated

iron and steel industry.
Mr Clarko: You are very consistent-you are

knocking all the time.
Mr HARMAN: Let us look at the situation

which has obtained in the iron and steel industries
over the last 25 years.

Mr Shalders: Tell us about the Tonkin
Government's record in industrial development. It
would take you only five seconds and you would
have time to cough on the way.

Mr HARMAN: I should like to read a
statement made by the Premier in London on 28
July 1980. It was reported as follows-

An export steel mill in Western Australia
would be a reality by the end of the 1980s,
the Premier, Sir Charles Court, predicted
today.

"Give it a year or two and there will be
some very lively negotiations." he told a
London press conference at the end of a 14-
day visit to Europe and Britain.

Sir Charles said that his ambition was for
the mill to be built in the Pilbara, but others
thought that it should be located farther
south.

He envisaged that the mill would produce
three million tonnes in its First phase,
increasing to 10 million tonnes in its third
and final stage.

Referring to the downturn in the world demand
for steel, the Premier went on to say-

"But this will change quickly in ahe next
few years and additional capacity will be
needed."

Sir Charles's forecast surprised British
journalists.

Not only did that statement surprise British
journalists, but also it surprised me.

On 16 September 1980, we debated in this
House the Broken Hill Proprietary Company
Limited Agreements (Variation) Bill. The
Government sought to remove from the Act the
section under which the company was obligated to
build an integrated iron and steel industry in
Western Australia. Therefore, on 28 July 1980,
the Premier made the statement in London that,
"We will have a steel mill in Western Australia
by the end of the 1980s". but two months later his
Government introduced a Dill to absolve BHIP of
the responsibility to build an integrated iron and
steel industry in this State. 1 leave it to members
to draw their own conclusions from that.

Let us look at the way in which the Premier has
treated RHP. In the early days after the war
when negotiations were initiated with BHP in
Western Australia it was proposed the company
enter into development here. When the Broken
Hill Proprietary Steel Industry Agreement Bill
was introduced in 1952 the then Minister for
Industrial Development on behalf of the Liberal
Government said, "When this Bill becomes an
Act it will inaugurate in Western Australia the
second largest piece of industrial development
which has taken place." He went on to say that it
would involve the "greatest capital expenditure
outside the enterprise which had been agreed
upon". He was referring there to the Anglo-
Iranian petrol industry in Kwinana.

The Minister went on to say-
. t will have the most important

ultimate effects on the State's economy and
industrial capacity.
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What did that 1952 agreement do? It provided
BHP with 600 acres of land at Kwinana. The
Government arranged for the land to be acquired,
negotiated with the Commonwealth Government,
and enabled BHP to purchase 600 acres of land in
Kwinana. At the same time BHP was granted a
lease of Koolan Island. Under that lease, BHP
was granted the rights to an ore deposit for 50
years with an option to extend the lease for
another 21 years. The agreement contained the
provision also that BHP would take over the lease
of Cockatoo Island and it held that lease on a
basis similar to that of the lease on Koolan Island.

In other words, at that time BHP Was gi ven
complete ownership and control Of iron ore
deposits in two very well located areas in Western
Australia. Those deposits contained in excess of
100 million tonnes of iron ore and BHP was given
control over that for 7 1 years.

The Broken Hill Proprietary Company's
Integrated Steel Works Agreement Bill was
introduced in 1960. Under that legislation BHP
entered into an agreement with the Government
that it would establish an integrated iron and steel
industry at Kwinana at a cost of not less than $40
million. All that money was to be provided by
BHP. The company undertook also to provide a
blast furnace with the capacity to process not less
than 450 000 tonnes of basic iron a year, a steel-
making plant, a rolling mill with a capacity of not
less than 330 000 tonnes a year. and aneilliary
plant and other development works at Kwinana
including wharf facilities. In return for that, BHP
acquired the Koolyanobbing leases.

In effect, the present Premier of Western
Australia, acting in one of his previous capacities,
arranged agreements with BHP under which the
company received iron ore leases in excess of 200
million tonnes for 71 years, in return for which
BHP was obliged to establish an integrated iron
and steel industry, a blast furnace, and a rolling
mill at Kwinana.

I ask members, what do we have? We have a
blast furnace at Kwinana which, under the recent
1981 agreement. BHP contracted to reline at a
cost of approximately $28 million, and we have a
rolling mill.

This is what occurs: The iron ore is transported
from Koolyanobbing; it is converted into pig iron;
it is sent across to the Eastern States and then
returned to Western Australia in the form of
billets; it is then rolled out and made into star
pickets which are the angie-iron pickets one sees
on farms in this State-

Members should look at the track record of the
Premier of Western Australia in respect of the

massive, jumbo steel mill he talked about for
many years. I have even seen Cabinet minutes in
which the Premier said Western Australia would
have an integrated iron and steel industry. What
do we have? We have a blast furnace which is
turning out pig iron which is sent to the Eastern
States, returned to Western Australia, and then
converted into star pickets.

Sir Charles Court: No, it is not. You had better
get your story right. The blast furnace has been
exporting pig iron.

Mr HARMAN: The iron ore is transported
from Koolyanobbing to the blast furnace at
Kwinana, the pig iron is sent to Melbourne, and it
comes back as billets which are made into pickets.

I ask members, what does BHP have? It has
200 million tonnes of iron ore on lease for 71
years. In addition, the Premier negotiated an
arrangement with BHP, the effect of which is that
iron ore may be transported from Koolyanobbing
to Kwinana at a very favourable freight rate. The
agreement does not contain an escalation clause.

Sir Charles Court: That is completely wrong. It
is in the agreement.

Mr HARMAN: The Premier can tell me if it is
wrong.

Sir Charles Court: l am telling you now.
Mr HARMAN: At the same time the

Government poured millions of dollars of
taxpayers' money into building the rail to a
certain weight and then found it did not do the
job.

Sir Charles Court: That was not for BHP
alone. That was to achieve a great national
railway standard gauge connection between east
and west.

Mr HARMAN: Now we have to do it again
with heavier rails. Is that not some justification.
just in the area of the jumbo steel mills? There
was some downstream processing and treatment
of our iron ore. Is that not some justification to
have some sort of parliamentary committee
monitoring and criticising what this man does?

Sir Charles Court: I think the member for
Maylands had better read the 1960 agreement.

Mr Rushton: The Labor Party has nothing to
do.

Mr HARMAN: Some sort of forum or body is
needed so that there can be some investigation
into what this man does to Western Australia's
resources.

Sir Charles Court: Are you opposed to the
standard gauge railway from Kalgoorlie to Perth?
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Mr HARMAN: All we got at the end of
negotiations on development "'as an agreement
brought to this House which the Premier
introduced. There is always a great fanfare of
trumpets and a Press conference. We see the
executives of the particular company signing the
agreement;. we see photographs and television
coverage; and the agreement turns up in
Parliament a week later. The Premier explains the
Bill to Parliament. A week later it is debated by
the Opposition, but we cannot amend it; we
cannot change it. There is no provision or
opportunity for this Parliament to change it or
even add a comma.

Mr Parker: Nor is there for the public.
Mr HARMAN: In the agreement Bills that are

introduced into this Chamber by this
Government-

Mr Parker: There is no public participation
whatsoever.

Mr H-ARMAN: So all we have got is a
Parliament which is a rubber stamp for this man
who has made blunders-he does not admit to
them-and errors of judgment in respect of our
resources development. Parliament has no
opportunity of scrutinising or monitoring what
this man is doing.

An Opposition member: Someone made the
statement that he once thought he was a nice cow.

Mr HARMAN: I think that is a reasonable
proposition based on what happened in the steel
mill aspect of development in Western Australia.
Bear in mind that BHP has still got these reserves
up at the Cockatoo and Koolan Islands which it is
taking across to its mills in the Eastern States.
We do not seem to be a State which is determined
to see some sort of downstream processing despite
many statements made by the Premier over the
years that we are not into the business of
exporting raw materials, but of processing our
minerals. We do not seem to see much activity in
respect of mineral processing. Let us have a look
at some other aspects.

Sir Charles Court: Are
and tell us how the 1960
standardisation of the rail
Government before that?

you going to come back
agreement achieved the
gauge that eluded every

Mr HARMAN: What happened in the last 25
years would take me at least two weeks to relate.
I do not have that opportunity, nor do I have the

time. I do not intend to push wood chipping,
which is an area I do not know very much
about-but at least I do know something about
those matters I have raised already.

Mr Rushton: Hear, hear!

Mr HARMAN: Let us consider the iron ore
industry. Again we had all those promises being
made in the early 1960s. This wvas to be the
tremendous industry that would change the whole
face of Western Australia. We saw all these
companies coming in and running to the Premier.
The Premier was making all sorts of
arrangements and negotiations, but what did we
finish up with? We have companies up there
doing a magnificent job mining the iron ore and
exporting it.

Sir Charles Court: The unions will not let them.
Mr HARMAN: Was there not some sort of

plan of development for the Pilbara? Did the
Premier not have some sort of arrangement that
would result in the total development of that
area? We tried to find it.

Sir Charles Court: Isn't it taking place?
Mr HARMAN: We tried to find it. We

could not find it when we went into government in
1971. We all recall the famous Pilbara plan. It
was there all right-in the mind of the Premier!
We finally found some article, which had a lot of
Japanese hieroglyphics on it, which was
apparently the Pilbara plan. It was left to the
Tonkin Government of the time in cohesion with
the Federal Government to develop a properly
planned study of that particular area.

Sir Charles Court: What happened to that
plan? Where is that plan?

Mr HARMAN: The people opposite still have
it. When they came into Government-

Sir Charles Court; The Pilbara was being
developed in a logical way according to the
original concept before you went into office.

Mr HARMAN: Let us consider that era. I
largely blame the Premier for the fact that our
ports in that area are not capable of handling the
super bulk carriers which are so necessary now to
beat the freight costs of iron ore. We must take
advantage of the cheaper freight rates available
by the use of bulk carriers. I made a speech about
this some time ago. The Premier, as usual,
criticised mue, but it did spur him into some action
because he did something about looking into the
capacity of the existing ports.

Sir Charles Court: Don't talk rot!
Mr HARMAN: Yes, it did. I know very well

what happened.
Sir Charles Court: We made announcements

long before you even mentioned the matter in this
House.

Mr HARMAN: It was not very long after we
started stirring the pot that the Premier started
doing some work there.
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Sir Charles Court: In relation to Japan and
Germany we were acting long before you said
anything.

Mr HARMAN: One just has to look at the
multiplicity of railway lines that run up there to
realise that the Government had no plan. Four or
ive ports have been developed along the coast up

there. I will read what the Premier said in 1967,
as it is an indication of why I say no consideration
was given to the establishment of a really deep
water port up there. He said-

...bigger bulk carriers. ... are not so
suitable for dry cargo such as iron ore and
the like.

He said that in 1967 at page 584 of Hansard. He
did not say it outside the Parliament. He said it in
it.

Sir Charles Court: What are you talking
about-big ones?

Mr HARMAN: ". .. bigger bulk carriers ...
are not so suitable for iron ore and the like". That
is what the Premier said in 1967.

Sir Charles Court: They were talking about
half a billion ton tankers. There were wharves
that could take more than 100 000 tons at that
time. They were big ships at that time-

Mr HARMAN: That was the Premier's
attitude in 1967. And no doubt, it influenced his
decisions as to whether he ought to be looking for
a port which would handle these big super tankers
or just have a port that could handle tankers up to
100 000 dead weight tons.

Sir Charles Court: How big a ship do you think
we can take now? We have already had up there
one ship of over 200 000 tons. Regularly we have
big ships of 150 000 tons.

Mr HARMAN: We can get the Lauderdale in,
whkch is 200 000 dead weight tons.

Sir Charles Court: 200 000 ton ships have gone
out of there. Some of our ports regularly take
150 000 ton ships. Port Hedland has taken ships
of that size.

Mr HARMAN: On the right tide.
Sir Charles Court: Of course they have to have

the right tide.
Mr HARMAN: These big super tankers come

in and take 200 000 tons away.
A Government member: Not true.

Mr HARMAN: They come in on a very high
tide which occurs only every six months. That is
the only time these big ships come in. If they
come at any other time they have to go across to
South Africa and top up with iron ore there if

they are on their way to the European markets. I
think when I raised this issue last year it did have
some effect upon this Government. It realised that
our competitive situation in the iron ore scene was
deteriorating because of our lack of ability to get
these big iron ore carriers in on a regular basis.
That was one of the many problems.

Sir Charles Court: The only inhibiting factor
we have is that there has been and is so much
industrial trouble.

Mr HARMAN: The Government was not able
to foresee the problems. It thought it was
necessary to act straightaway, and so, without any
proper planning it went ahead, and there were
railway lines running here, there, and everywhere.

We had a problem with the temporary iron ore
reserves, which the Brand Government never
resolved. When the Brand Government was
defeated in 1971 it was left to the Tonkin
Government to come in and resolve the whole
problem of these iron ore reserves, which it did.
The Premier had been unable to solve them. It
was a wonder he was allowed to get away with it.

I want to address myself to some further
aspects of the iron ore industry. At the present
time we know there is a downturn in demand. The
Japanese are making sure that they keep a tight
hold on the price of iron ore. They can do this by
having half their iron ore requirements brought in
from other countries: notably, Brazil. They are
able to tighten up on companies here in Australia
because there is no buying cartel. Every time the
Australian Minister for Trade and Resources (Mr
Anthony) starts talking about the need for a
buying cartel for the iron ore companies of
Australia, our Premier starts jumping up and
down on the spot saying, "No, that should
not happen. We should not have a buying or
selling cartel".

Why does the Premier adopt that attitude?
Whom is he protecting-the iron ore companies
or the Japanese? I can never work that out. I
hope that Mr Anthony is trying to protect
Australians. I think that is what he is doing. It is
always an amazement to me that the Premier
seems to run away from the necessity of having a
selling cartel in Australia. Indeed, it would be
better to have a selling cartel of all iron ore
producers so that the Japanese mills could not
pick us off. That is what they are doing right now.
That is one of the reasons that we are not getting
a better price for our iron ore: also it is why Mr
Connor, when he was the Australian Minister for
Mines in the Whitlam Government, was able to
negotiate with the Japanese. In fact, I have been
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told that he was one of the few men that the
Japanese respected and were even frightened of.

Sir Charles Court: Come on! He did Australia
irreparable harm.

Mr HARMAN: This man, who has been
maligned by the Liberal Premier of Western
Australia on many occasions, was the man the
Japanese were frightened of because he was
prepared to stand up to them. That is something
this Premier is not prepared to do because he is
not prepared to support the need for a cartel
selling system. As soon as it is requested by the
Australian Minister he starts jumping up and
down on the spot saying. "We don't need
this. The companies don't want it blah, blab,
blab". That is one aspect of this iron ore situation.

In The Australian of 12 April 1980 the
Chairman of Hamersicy Holdings Ltd. (Mr
Madigan) said-

Further downstream processing of
Hamersley iron ore in Western Australia
depends very heavily on the availability and
price of energy in the Pilbara region.

Hamersley Holdings Ltd chairman. Mr
Russ Madigan told the annual meeting on
Friday that both the reopening of the iron
ore pellet plant and any establishment of a
direct reduction plant would depend on
energy supplies.

He said the group had to come forward
with proposals for iron ore processing by
August to satisfy obligations to the WA
Government.

The group had to come forward with these
proposals in August last year.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr HARMAN: I seek leave to continue my
remarks at a later stage of the sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (S): ASSENT

Message from the Governor received and read
notifying assent to the following Bills-

I . Trading Stamp Bill.
2. Marketing of Onions Repeal Bill.
3. Housing Agreement (Commonwealth and

State) Bill.
4. Litter Amendment Bill.
5. Factories and Shops Amendment Bill.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
1. Mental Health Bill.
2. Acts Amendment (Mental Health) Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT
Appointment of Standing Committee: Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) [7.30 p.m.l: Before
the tea suspension I put the proposition to this
Parliament that we ought to have a standing
committee of the Parliament to monitor
continually the resource development programme
of the Executive. In putting my proposition I
explained the reasons for my belief.

The main reason is that over the last 25 years
decisions relating to resource development in this
State largely have been made by one man, a man
who is not infallible; therefore there should be
somebody to scrutinise his decisions. Another
reason I gave was that when agreement legislation
brought to this House concerns the development
of a particular resource of the State, and is
between a particular company and the
Government of the day, the Parliament is asked to
act merely as a rubber stamp. The Parliament
does not have the opportunity to amend
agreement legislation; it has the opportunity only
to criticise it, object to it, or praise it. Certainly
no opportunity is available to amend such
legislation.

It is important that there be some body
representing the people of Western Australia to
scrutinise these agreements, and that body should
be a standing committee of the Legislative
Assembly. Such a committee would fulfil the
function of monitoring decisions relating to
resource development taken by the Executive, and
such a committee must be able to carry out that
monitoring on a continuing basis. I reached the
point of illustrating how important such a body
would be, and how it would function in relation to
the iron ore industry in this State.

Over the last 25 years something like 25 to 30
individual agreement Acts related to resource
development in Western Australia have been
brought before the Parliament. Each agreement
contains the imposition of obligations upon the
Government and certain companies. Some of the
agreements are a little vague and airy-fairy; some
of them are subject to certain things, including
the discretion of the relevant Minister at the time;
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and some of them tie the parties down in specific
terms. It is important that there ought to be sonmc
body to examine continually the operation of
those agreements so that the Government can be
kept honest.

It is easy for the Government to write into
legislation promises in regard to resource
development, promises which in the future may or
may not be honoured, or come to pass. If some
body is not vigilant of the actions of the
Government of the day any dishonesty on the part
oft hat Government may not be brought to notice.

The Chairman of Hamersley Iron referred in
his 1980 report to the availability and price of
energy in the Pilbara; and he said that his group
had to come forth with proposals for iron ore
processing to satisfy obligations to the Western
Australian Government.

One agreement Act relates to Hamerstey Iron
ore-, it is required under the Act to have
performed certain functions by August t1980. The
Opposition can establish easily what such
functions are, but its ability to do that may not be
a sufficient safeguard to statisfy the requirements
of the people of Western Australia. A standing
committee would fully satisfy the people of
Western Australia because it would scrutinise and
monitor exactly what takes place under resource
development agreement legislation, and I raise
that matter as another reason for our having a
standing committee of the type I have outlined.

In the course of my visit to London last year I
happened to be sitting in an office of Western
Australia House and picked up a copy of the
"West Australian Newsletter". Half way down
the page I read some comments made by the
Premier when he was talking about resource
development in Western Australia.

Mr Sibson: His comments would have been
most constructive.

Mr HARMAN: Yes, they were! He referred to
the total value of all minerals extracted in the
previous Financial year and stated it was the first
time that the State's mineral production had
topped a value of $2 000 million. He made some
reference to alumina, coal, iron ore, mineral sand,
and nickel concentrate production. He said all
production rates were above those for the Previous
year. He stated further-

That base is going to expand enormously
in the years ahead-but not as one might
expect. In the future, the industry's success
will not be measured in simple terms of raw
mineral output as it has been in the past.

Tomorrow's yardstick will be the extent to
which the industry functions in an

integration of energy, mining and
metallising. I believe this vertical
integration-t his welding together of our
greatest resources-will provide a powerful
engine of growth. Energy, of course, is the
ignition key.

The Premier still is trying to talk up the attitude
that there will be a downstream metallising
programme for Western Australian minerals. He
is trying to give the impression that we will have
aluminium smelters and an integrated iron ore-
steel industry. I refer again to the comments he
made in July last year. He is still talking about
the processing of many other minerals, but such
an industry has not been established and Western
Australians are starting to ask why.

The message is getting to the people that they
must ask why the downstream metallising
programme is not in operation. The answer is that
the Court Government has allowed companies to
exploit our minerals and not follow a downstream
metallising programme.

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you saying we are
preventing downstream processing occurring?

Mr HARMAN: Yes, I am. I ask the Minister
to consider the iron ore industry. Two pelletising
plants were operating.

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you blaming the
Government for that?

Mr HAR MAN: Who else is to blame?
Mr Sibson: We thought you were going to act

quite responsibly.
Mr P. V. Jones: The one thing you haven't

mentioned-
Mr HARMAN: I ask the Minister whether he

knows the exact reason for the pelletising plants
having closed down.

Mr P. V. Jones: I know why they closed down.
Mr HARMAN: They closed down as a result

of the Federal Government's import parity pricing
policy on fuel. The price of fuel became too high
for those plants to operate any longer.

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you saying that policy is
wrong?

Mr HARMAN: That policy caused the closure
of the two pelletising plants.

Mr P. V. Jones: I am not saying the policy is
wrong.

Mr HARMAN: We told the Government when
the policy was introduced that it should not have
been introduced at that time.

Mr P. V. Jones: What about those
concentrators; they are the two biggest in the
world?
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Mr H-ARMAN: What does the Minister
mean?

Mr P. V. Jones: You are saying there has been
no updating or anything else.

Mr HAR MAN: What does the Minister really
mean?

Mr P. V. Jones: You haven't given any
recognition to the companies.

Mr HARMAN: The fact is we had two pellet
plants operating in the Pilbara and they have
closed down. I did not hear any concern being
expressed by the Premier or the Minister for
Mines about that. I did not hear of any trips
being made to Canberra to try to impress the
Government aver there. It will mean a loss of
employment in the processing of minerals. The
Government here just acccptcd it very meekly
without a murmur.

The Government does not have a policy on the
processing of minerals. It talks about a policy-, this
is the point I am trying to make. The Government
says there will be downstream processing, It gave
the people the expectation that we would have two
aluminium smelters and a steel mill by the end of
1980.

Mr P. V. Jones: The 1980s or 1980? By the end
of the decade?

Mr HARMAN: Two aluminium smelters by
the end of the 1980s and an integrated iron and
steel industry also. This is the sort of impression
the Government gives.

Another area the Government talks about is the
Ord River. All sorts of things are to happen there.
I pointed out before the tea suspension that the
Premier said in 1966 that there will be 100000
people in the Pilbara by the 1980s. What the
people of Western Australia are now perceiving is
that all these promises and statements that have
come fromn the Premier over the years amount to
nothing. He made promises to the people in the
community of Western Australia that just cannot
be realised. The things are not happening.

We pointed out some months ago that the per
capita income of the people of Western Australia
in actual terms was deteriorating when compared
with the other Australian States; and that the
average weekly earnings of Western Australians
was falling below the Australian average and
hence, the people of Western Australia are
starting to realise that this resources development
programme in Western Australia has just not
achieved anything for Western Australians. What
is happening is that the profits are being exported
out of this country.

Mr Sibson: You just said they haven't started,
so how can they make a profit.

Mr HARMAN: I am referring to dividends to
shareholders in those particular companies. What
we are getting in Western Australia is an increase
in wages for those people who are associated
directly with the construction area Of the resource
development but when it comes down to tin tacks,
the average person who is involved in that
particular area is not much better off than if the
mining industry were not here.

Mr Sibson: It was pointed out just recently-

Mr HARMAN: The member for Bunbury is as
bad as the member from Boyup Brook who was
here years ago. He used to sit on the sidelines and
snipe. Fortunately, he moved to the Council and
probably snipes down there now.

Mr Laurance: He might be on his way back.

Mr Sibson: I want to help because I cannot
understand what you are talking about.

Mr Pearce: You need a great deal of help.

Mr HARMAN: I cannot help it if the member
for Bunbury cannot understand what I am talking
about. I am a very simple man.

Mr P. V. Jones: We know that.

Mr Sibson: One does not get profits until after
the dteed is done. Profits come later, not before.

Mr HARMAN: The honourable member will
have an opportunity if he wants to get up later. It
is private members' night tonight; there is plenty
of time for him to get to his feet.

The point I was making is that the Government
gives this tremendous picture of downstream
processing of minerals, and aluminium smelters
here,' and integrated iron and steel plants,
minerals sands plants, and ocher plants there, but
they are just not happening. The people of
Western Australia want to know why. The one
avenue of information they have is through a
standing committee to see why the Government is
letting these companies off the hook in terms of
their obligations and commitments under these
resources agreement Acts.

I come to another area now; the iron ore
industry has been with us for a number of years
and I will refer to the relationship between the
Premier and Mr Lang Hancock. I have seen some
of the old documents and I was party to some of
the debates that have taken place in the past in
respect of our iron ore development. There seems
to be a tremendous jealousy or even hatred
between these two.
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Mr Pearce: The Premier wants to secede from
the rest of Australia and Mr Hancock wants to
secede from the Premier.

Mr HARMAN: There might be all sorts of
reasons for this clash of personalities, but I am
not here to give reasons for the Premier's
obsession about Mr Hancock and Mr Hancock's
obsession about the Premier. What I am here to
say is that this sort of relationship between these
two persons is damaging the resources
development of Western Australia. I was at a
Press conference some months ago when Mr Lang
Hancock addressed the media. He was asked a
number of questions. Prior to the question period,
he had presented a film and exposed to the media
his concept for the development of the Marandoo
iron ore deposits and the downhill line, as he
refers to it, which comes down to Ronsard Island.
He explained to the media that he had already
firm contracts for some seven to eight million
tonnes of iron ore a year.

Mr Mensaros: You believe that?
Mr HARMAN: I am explaining what he said.

This is happening to Western Australia. People
such as the Minister for Water Resources are
saying they do not believe Lang Hancock. Then
you have the Premier-

Mr Mensaros: I do not believe he has contracts
for seven or eight million tonnes.

Mr HARMAN: He is only the fellow who had
something to do with pioneering the iron ore
industry in Western Australia. The member is
laughing at Mr Hancock. He can keep laughing
at him. It is his problem. All I am saying is that
this clash of personalities between Lang Hancock
and our Premier is damaging the resources
development of Western Australia. To get back to
the point-

Mr Sibson: If your party came into
Government, would you bring Lang Hancock in
as an adviser straight away?

Mr HARMAN: Go back to Bunbury
immediately! At this last conference Mr Hancock
explained that he had firm contracts for the sale
of some seven to eight million tonnes of iron ore
per year. One of the media representatives asked
Mr Hancock, "When will Marandoo get off the
ground? When will you be allowed to export your
iron ore and provide employment and
opportunities for Western Australians? When will
you be allowed to do it?" Guess what his answer
was? He said, "The day after Charlie Court
retires".

Mr Mensaros: Nobody denied him the
opportunity. He didn't ever have it.

Mr HARMAN: Is that not a tragedy for
Western Australia, that a person has seven to
eight million tonnes of iron ore contracts ready to
go off to the Middle East?

Mr Mensaros: I do not believe that. I don't
think anybody does believe it. Show us the
contract.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister just does not
believe it!

Mr Mensaros: I bet you a thousand dollars if
each time-

Mr Pearce: Wagering is illegal in here.
Mr HARMAN: The day after Charlie Court

retires or resigns, Lang Hancock will get the
opportunity.

Mr Coyne: That is investment. It is not
wagering.

Mr HARMAN: What is happening in the
resources game in Western Australia is because of
the imposition of this man's will. That is another
example of the reason the people of Western
Australia need to be protected by some form of
public standing committee able to monitor and
scrutinise the activities of this man.

Mr Mensaros: You said you studied the papers.
Have you come across a letter to the previous
Premier, John Tonkin, from Lang Hancock in
which he said, "If you do what I am telling you to
do I will replace the pedestal of Sir Charles Court
in Kwinana with one of John Tonkin"? It is a
very interesting letter.

Mr HARMAN: I will read it if the Minister
agrees to produce it.

Mr Mensaros: It is on the riles.

Mr Pearce: Is that a breach of Cabinet
confidentiality?

Mr HARMAN: If the Minister wishes to make
such allegations which impinge upon the integrity
of our former Premier-

Mr Mensaros: It is nothing to do with
personalities.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister has lampooned
Lang Hancock and now he is starting on John
Tonkin. Who will he pick on next? Just because
the argument does not suit the Minister, he has
started to criticise, just as his Premier has been
doing for years. He has learned from the Premier.

Australia leads the world in the production of
bauxite but produces only 2 per cent of world
production of aluminium. Western Australia is
the largest producer of bauxite in Australia, yet
we do not have an aluminium smelter. Victoria
has two aluminium smelters with another to be
built shortly: New South Wales has two or three
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with another two to be built, and Queensland has
aluminium smelters also.

We have heard this great story about
processing minerals and how we are the greatest
producers of bauxite in Western Australia, but we
do not have an aluminium smelter. The Premier
says the problem will be solved and we will have
two smelters by the end of the 1 980s. So, people
have this expectation but I am afraid the smelters
will not materialise.

Mr Herzfeld: If you held the reins of
Government there would not even be a bauxite
industry.

Mr HARMAN: Western Australia has great
diamond reserves.

Mr Coyne: You forgot nickel!
Mr HARMAN: We have plenty of time to talk

about nickel. Western Australia has the potential
to have one of the largest diamond mines in the
world. There is no question about that when we
consider the evidence available to us.
Unfortunately, our own Department of Mines has
not scrutinised that potential. When and if the
department ever gets around to it, we may have
some idea of the potential of the diamond
industry in Western Australia.

In the past there has been publicity that Ashton
Joint Venture may be making a deal with the
Central Selling Organisation for the disposal of
diamonds. It has been publicised also that there
may not be a diamond processing industry in
Western Australia or Australia.

At the time of those publications we received
an assurance from the Minister that an agreement
would come before this Parliament which would
satisfy my queries about the diamond industry in
Western Australia and would ensure a diamond
processing industry. He said there would be an
obligation upon the company to do certain things
in respect of the selling of diamonds. However
what is the situation? An agreement Bill will be
brought before this Hou'se seeking ratification of
the negotiations made by the Government in
respect of the diamond industry,

I recognise the fact that it is the right and duty
of a Government to negotiate with a company and
draw up contractual arrangements; however, the
Government has a responsibility to ensure that it
is honest in its dealings with companies and every
effort is made to obtain benefits for the people of
Western Australia.

That has not occurred in the post, and in many
instances, because of the nature of the
agreements, especially those involving
infrastructure borrowings and loan funds-

Mr P. V. Jones: What does that mean? Please
amplify that.

Mr HARMAN: We are spending a great deal
of our loan funds to provide facilities for
companies which are developing resources in
Western Australia.

Mr P. V. Jones: Where?
Mr HARMAN: All Over the place. We are

building roads, providing schools, hospitals and all
sorts of infrastructure arrangements for the
development of our resources.

Mr P. V. Jones: The development companies
have done more of that. Are you saying it is
wrong?

Mr HARMAN: No. They have been doing that
for years. There should be some scrutiny of the
money made available from loan funds to assist
companies developing resources. That scrutiny
could be carried out only by a standing
committee.

Mr P. V. Jones: Scrutiny for what purpose?
Mr HARMAN: To make sure that the benefit

being provided through loan funds is worth while
and that we have a return for the people of
Western Australia and not a return for the
companies only.

Mr Sodeman: Past or future loan funds? There
have not been too many in the past.

Mr HARMAN. The member is not really
observant. It is obvious I must speak about the
future because the standing committee would riot
investigate what has occurred in the past.

Tremendous amounts of money are being
borrowed through the Commonwealth Loan
Council and through a special infrastructure
borrowings programme, and some sort of scrutiny
must be made to ascertain how those funds are
being used and whether the maximum benefit
flows to Western Australians.

To return to the diamond industry, we would
like to make sure there is going to be some sort of
diamond processing industry in Australia.
However, from recent Press reports on the Matter
I get the impression from the Ashton Joint
Venture that this will not be possible. The
Government should apply pressure to ensure the
agreement which finally is brought to this House
contains a provision to establish a diamond
processing industry in Australia. Of course, we do
not know when that agreement will appear before
us because, as a result of court action taken by
Afro-West the whole venture has been thrown
into limbo.

As the Minister said the other day, things fall
off the back of trucks from time to time. I
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happened to pick up a document which fell from
the back of a truck.

Mr Rushton: It wasn't in Maylands, was it?
Mr HARMAN: The document is titled,

"Publie relations programme 1981 for the Ashton
Joint Venture" and contains the following
statement-

Mounting a lobby campaign with State
and Federal Government Ministers, members
of Parliament and appropriate members of
the Public Service to counter efforts to
induce the company to support downstream
processing on terms unfavourable to the
company.

The company said the other day that it could not
foresee a diamond processing industry established
in Australia.

M r P. V. Jones: Who said that?
Mr HAR MAN: I read it in the Press.
Mr P. V. Jones: The company did not say that;

one of the participants leaked it.
Mr HAR MAN: They can deny it if they like.

Here we have the public relations firm acting on
behalf of the joint venture saying. "We must keep
talking to State and Federal members of
Parliament and public servants and try to get
them into the frame of mind that they cannot
accept there will be a diamond processing
industry in Australia". That is the role of the
public relations firm acting on behalf of the
Ashton Joint Venture.

I do not really see there will be a problem in
establishing a diamond processing industry in
Australia. True, it is a job for experts and in some
ways, it is labour-intensive. However, it is an
industry we would like to see established in
Australia to process the diamonds mined in this
country. Surely the Government will do
everything in its power to ensure such an industry
is established.

This will be another role for the standing
committee. While the Government is carrying on
negotiations with the company, the standing
committee, which will represent the people of
Western Australia. will be fulfilling its role in
ensuring the Parliament is kept informed on what
is happening in the diamond industry. It could
establish whether it is necessary for the Ashton
Joint Venture to enter into a contract with CSO
to dispose of the diambnds. It could investigate
the world diamond market, and establish
whether-in view of doubts east on the matter the
other day by an American professor-we would
be big enough to break through the international
cartel. These are all matters which need to be

examined and which a standing committee,
backed up by all the resources and facilities of
this Parliament could investigate on behalf of the
people of Western Australia.

Mr P. V, Jones: Do you want co break through
that cartel?

Mr HARMAN: If it is possible; it may not be.
Mr P. V. Jones: With iron ore, you said we

should have a cartel.
Mr HARMAN: That is right.
Mr P. V. Jones: But here you want to break the

cartel.
Mr HARMAN: The diamond industry is a

different set-up- We have only one main buyer of
iron ore, which is Japan, whereas there are plenty
of buyers of diamonds.

Mr P. V. Jones: Who buys diamonds? They are
purchased by cutters and polishers.

Mr HARMAN: Everybody buys diamonds.
Mr P. V. Jones: No they do not.

Mr HARMAN: Every country has a need
diamonds, whether they be gem quality,
industrial diamonds.

for
or

Mr P. V. Jones: But not in the rough form.
Mr HARMAN: Australia buys something like

550 million-worth of diamonds a year. We need
this committee to keep the Government honest.
This Minister and his Government could work
any sort of deal if we did not have some agency
monitoring them, and we would not know about it
until the agreement Bill came before this House,
by which time it would be too late. Members
could do as 1 am doing now;, namely, stand and
mouth their objections, but the Government
would have the numbers. The Government would
bring the Bill before Parliament simply to get it
stamped, and the company would be able to
parade it around the world and borrow money
left, right, and centre on the strength of it.

I now turn to the resource of natural gas. What
is happening with the North-West Shelf gas is
almost unbelievable.

Mr Sodeman: There is a fair amount of that
resource in Maylands.

Mr KARMA N: What is happening is this: The
SEC has contracted with the North-West Shelf
partners to purchase 10.9 million cubic metres of
gas per day, which works out at about three
million tonnes; per year at a price unknown to the
people of Western Australia. The North-West
Shelf partners have contracted to sell 6.5 million
tonnes a year to Japan at a price unknown to the
people of Western Australia but, presumably, at
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less than the price for oil and at about the same
price as gas sold by Indonesia and Canada.

The SEC intends to pipe at least 8.8 million
cubic metres of gas per day to Perth, and south of
Perth. Alcoa of Australia Limited has contracted
to buy half that gas-4.4 million cubic metres a
day-at a price we do not know.

The SEC is to buy the gas at a price we do not
know and it will sell the gas to industry in
Western Australia at a price neither we nor
industry know. We are to receive royalties on the
gas, hut because we do not know the price of the
gas we cannot establish the level of royalties we
will receive.

While all these unknowns and all this secrecy is
going on, the State Energy Commission is in the
process of entering into contracts to spend $650
million to construct a pipeline to bring this gas
from Dampier to Perth. What we do know is that
it will cost the people of Perth a very large
amount to have this gas; however, we do not know
how much. We know nothing of the price to be
paid; we know nothing of the contractual
arrangements; therefore, we are not able to make
any sort of reasonable estimate as to the price
Alcoa will be paying for the gas. So, we are not
able to say definitely that Alcoa is to be
subsidised by the people of Western Australia in
the price it will pay for its gas. The Minister for
Fuel and Energy shakes his head.

Mr P. V. Jones: We have given information on
this matter to this Parliament and in the Press.

Mr HARMAN: It was stated not recently but
a couple of years ago that Alcoa would
underwrite the operational costs of producing its
gas; however, Alcoa will not underwrite the
construction costs.

How can we make an assessment of the effect
of this programme if we do not know the price
Alcoa is paying for the gas? How do we know
what our royalties will be-do not forget that
royalties are to be paid to the Commonwealth and
the State-if we do not know the price of the gas
at the welhead? How do we know what industry
will pay for the gas when we have a unique
pricing arrangement-one that was disclosed by
the Government to two or three financial editors
of newspapers at a small meeting around the table
conducted by the State Energy Commission?

This unique pricing scheme needs to be
examined. The only body competent to examine
that sort of thing would be a standing committee
of the Parliament.

What is the Government trying to do? It is
going to industry and saying, "If you use coal, we
will supply the gas to you at a price that is almost

the equivalent of the cost of the coal". That is as I
understand it. The Government is saying, "if you
use oil, we will supply the gas to you at a price
which is pitched just below the cost of oil". I do
not know what categories of industry are included
in that. I do not know how many industries use
coal; I do not know how many industries use oil;
and I do not know what would be the
requirements for gas in those two categories.

I tried to learn the answers to those questions,
and the Minister said, "it is all secret; it is all
confidential; and you cannot have it". There I
was, trying to determine, on behalf of the
Opposition and on behalf of a great number of
people in Western Australia, exactly what this
unique pricing scheme was, and exactly where we
were going in relation to the North-West Shelf
gas and the pipeline to Perth. I could not make
any rational, objective assessment of the whole
thing because I could not obtain information.

The Government is being secretive. It says the
details are confidential. It says, "You cannot have
that because it is a commercial arrangement".
Yet in Victoria the pricing arrangements for the
State Electricity Commission are listed in a tariff
circular which indicates quite clearly the different
prices paid for electricity by the different users,
whether they be domestic, industrial-

Mr P. V. Jones: It is the same here, both
electricity and gas, where it is in production. This
is not in production. You can get it here where it
is in production.

Mr HARMAN: Whly cannot the Minister give
me some indication of what will happen with our
North-West Shelf gas? WVhy cannot he tell the
people what price they will pay for the gas?

Mr P. V. Jones: You are not very well informed
if your information is not up to date; but I will tell
you in a minute.

Mr HARMAN: I have asked the Minister in
this Parliament, and he cannot tell me. Do I have
to obtain the information from devious sources?
Do I have to try to find out the cost of the gas?

Mr Rushton: You said you would get some off
a truck. Get some more!

Mr HARMAN: The unique pricing scheme has
not fallen from the back of a truck yet, so I am
not privy to that.

In Western Australia we will spend $650
million on building a gas pipeline from Dampier
to Perth. There are so many unknowns in the
whole scheme that it is impossible for us to make
any sort of assessment of it.

Although that really concerns us, the next
problem is the one that is of great concern. Who
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will bear the tremendous cost of the gas pipeline?
The expenditure under the normal
Commonwealth loan funds scheme amounts to
something like $80 million a year. We have to
repay that in terms of capital and interest
payments. Because of the infrastructure
borrowings programme the Loan Council has
agreed to our borrowing something like $150
million this year for the North-West Shelf gas
pipeline.

Admittedly, in the first years of that loan, we
will not be repaying the capital; but we will be
paying interest. That interest will be at a rate of
something like 15 per cent, which is the price of
money on the world market now-the average
price. In the first year. before we received an
ounce of gas in Perth, we would be looking at
paying something like $22 million in interest
alone. Who will pay for that?

The only persons using the Dongara gas at
present are domestic consumers and some
industrial users.

Mr O'Connor: Some big ones.

Mr HARMAN: What will happen? From
where will we obtain the $22 million to meet the
interest payment? Shrieks of silence!

Mr P. V. Jones: Waiting for you to tell us.

Mr HARMAN: The Government will obtain
that money from the domestic consumers of
gas-from whom it has been obtaining money for
the last three years. The Government has
admitted that.

Mr P. V. Jones: No.

Mr HARMAN: I asked if the report in the
newspaper about the unique pricing policy was
factual, and the Minister said it was.

Mr P. V. Jones: Yes.

Mr HARMAN: That report referred to the
fact that the domestic consumers of gas in Perth
had been paying more for their gas than they
needed to because of the need for the SEC to jack
up the price to pay for the North-West Shelf gas
pipeline.

Mr P. V. Jones: Everything in that article was
correct.

Mr HARMAN: Whether or not they are gas
consumers, all of the people of Western Australia
will have a tremendous impost placed on them
next year in order to meet this extra $22 million-
worth of interest because of our overseas
borrowings.

Mr P. V. Jones: Next year?

Mr HARMAN: Yes. The Government will
borrow the money during this financial year. and
it will pay interest on it in the next financial year.

Mr P. V. Jones: You should understand the fact
that our interest is being capitalised on the
project.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister should explain
that to the people of Western Australia. He
cannot hope to see any return on the money
obtained from the sale of gas until 1984.

Mr P. V. Jones: In the 1984-85 fiscal
year-that is correct. We explained how the
interest is being capitalised.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It will eventually have to be
absorbed into your operating costs.

Mr P. V. Jones: No question. The member was
trying to suggest that we start paying interest on
the present operations, or something of that
nature, related to the construction of the pipeline
and not capitalising interest. It has to be paid in
the end. That is not disputed.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Then who is going to pay for
it?

Mr HARMAN: The people of Western
Australia will have an extra commitment to cover
the high interest rates. The Government ought to
come clean and tell us how it will be done so that
the people know. it is all very well the people
having expectations that we will have chemical
works, two aluminium smelters, and jumbo steel
mills. Why does not the Government of Western
Australia give the people the expectation that
they will be hit very hard over the next few years
because of the North-West Shelf gas pipeline?

The only way these matters can be brought
home to the public is through a parliamentary
standing committee in which the members of this
House can attempt to absorb the present
mechanism and obtain answers to questions.

We do not know how much we are going to get
back in the form of royalties from the North-
West Shelf gas project because we do not know
what will be the gas wellhead price. We are
entering into all sorts of contracts and spending
millions of dollars but we do not know the pricing
mechanism.

Mr Sodeman: We do not know the ultimate
price.

Mr HARMAN: It is estimated that the price
went up by 44 per cent in 12 months, from $450
million to $650 million. The Government should
not blame labour costs for that, because they had
nothing to do with it. What is the price to be at
the end of 1982?
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Mr P. V. Jones: It started earlier than the S450
million mark.

Mr HARMAN: Why did it escalate by 44 per
cent?

Mr P. V. Jones: We have given you the Figures.
Mr HARMAN: Yes, but the Minister has not

told me why the figure went up like that. Surely it
would be the role of a standing committee of the
Parliament to investigate the reasons for this
tremendous escalation in costs in the North-West
Shelf gas pipeline. We should ask ourselves the
questions: Why do we have to build it? Why does
not the consortium build it?

Mr P. V. Jones: We would much rather the
private sector do it.

Mr HARMAN: Then why not?
Mr P. V. Jones: You would end up having

dearer gas.
Mr HARMAN: How does the Minister know?

He cannot tell me what we are going to pay for it
now. He cannot tell me what the wellhead price
will be. Who is going to pick up the tab? It must
be remembered that the price of gas to the
present users has to be relative to the price of oil;
that is, about $ 1.60 for 1 000 BTUs for gas as
against $5.60 for 1 000 BTUs for oil. Who is
picking up the tab? It is the domestic user who is
picking up the tab.

I am informed that the Dongara gas is being
purchased in Perth by the State Energy
Commission for about $1 per million BTUs and
the commission is selling it for $10 per million
BTUs. The Minister said I was being simplistic in
saying that the domestic users of gas in the
metropolitan area are paying more than they
should, but the fact is they are. They are paying
this amount because of a deliberate Government
policy.

Mr P. V. Jones: Your figure is pretty right. On
a general gas reticulation system the raw, basic
price of gas is approximately 10 per cent to 12.5
per cent of t he fi nalI reticulated product.

Mr HARMAN: 1 know I am right.
Mr P. V. Jones: You did not say why.
Mr HARMAN: We ought to be determining

why the selling price for the distributed gas is 10
to 12 times more than the purchase price. What
will happen if the Minister's argument is correct
is that when we start paying $3.60 per million
BTUs for North-West Shelf gas and we multiply
that by 10, domestic consumers will be paying
$36 per million BTUs. It ought to be explained
that they will be paying a lot more for their gas.
We ought to have a standing committee to
examine what this whole thing is about.

In some circles the North-West Shelf gas
pipeline is described as another Sydney Opera
House. I am not going to support that description,
because I do not know and I cannot even attempt
to assess what the North-West Shelf gas is going
to mean to Western Australians unless the
Government comes clean and gives us all the
information it has. That is another reason we
ought to have a standing committee of this
Parliament.

We know the Government has committed itself
to purchasing a total of 10.9 million cubic metres
of gas per day on a take-and-pay basis. That
means it has to pay for it every day, whether or
not we use it. How art we going to use 10.9
million cubic metres of gas a day?

Mr Brian Burke: We could go ballooning.
Mr HARMAN: We have to pay for it. The

Government has said we are going to give the
Pilbara 70 million cubic metres a day for its
requirements. That would not even light a candle.
We have Russell Maddigan, the Chairman of
Hamersley Iron Pty. Ltd., saying Western
Australia cannot get into downstream processing
of minerals unless we have some sort of energy
policy.

Earlier the Minister asked why I said that
Western Australia is a negative energy State. I
did not hear the Minister interject on me when 1
said we are going to take 10.9 million cubic
metres of gas a day which we will be paying for
even if we cannot use it. Who is going to pay for
it? The people of Western Australia will pay for
it.

Mr O'Connor: Industry.
Mr HARMAN: Industry will not be here to

use it.
Mr O'Connor: Are you going to get into

Government and drive it away?
Mr HARMAN: How on earth can we reach

any sort of conclusion about the North-West
Shelf gas when the Government will not tell us
what is going on? The Government is so secretive.
We have to ask ourselves the questions: Does the
Government know what is going on? Is the SEC
telling the Government what is the real position?
I doubt that the Government knows what is going
on. If we are to find out we must appoint a
standing committee to inquire into the matter.

The Government is to take 10.9 million cubic
metres of gas a day. If it is to pay for it it will
have to load the price of gas, the price of
electricity and, no doubt, the price of other
Government services,
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Even though the Government is to buy the gas
there is some talk that it will bring it down and
store it in the Dongara field. That is an option
that ought to be considered. I do not know what
would be the cost of the operation. No doubt we
would have to have more compressors to drive the
gas into the Dongara field. I do not know what
other options are available to the Government to
store the gas it is going to buy but which it will
not be able to use.

One option is to let it go up in the air, even
though we are paying for it. What a nice state of
affairs! The Government will get away with this if
we do not have some sort of brake on it. some sort
of committee monitoring and scrutinising its
actions-

Where do we go from here? Do we just sit idly
by and not take any action? We all represent
Western Australians in this Parliament and we
have this opportunity to do something positive
now to put a brake on the Government and to
establish some mechanism whereby we can ask
questions of departments and the Government to
Find out exactly what the Executive is doing.

Why is it necessary for the Government to hide
from the people of Western Australia all this
information about the North-West Shelf gas
development? Why is there no petro-chemical
plant in this State? Why is it that any petro-
chemical industry in Australia is looking
currently at developing in other States because
the price of gas will be cheaper there than in
Western Australia? These are the questions which
are being asked.

The only proper and effective way to deal with
the matter is to appoint a standing committee of
the House to look into it. Bearing in mind what
has occurred in the last 25 years in the field of
resource development, there are compelling
reasons that the Parliament should appoint a
standing committee. During the last 25 years the
resource development scene in Western Australia
has been littered with broken promises and
unrealistic expectations. We have seen also many
blunders, wrong decisions, and errors of
judgment- We do not want such a situation to
continue in the future.

I referred previously to the fact that the
promises made concerning an integrated iron and
steel industry had not come to fruition. It appears
the industry in Western Australia will not get off
the ground. I mentioned the fact that the
Government had allowed the company concerned
to opt out of its responsibility to build an
integrated iron and steel industry.

We have seen the problems surrounding the
iron ore industry in the Pilbara. Many of the
problems which exist in the resource development
industry today have resulted from deliberate
Government policy. I have mentioned that,
despite the fact that this State is the greatest
producer of bauxite in Australia, it does not have
an aluminium smelter. We have the greatest
resources of iron ore and yet we do not have an
integrated iron and steel industry.

We have tremendous quantities of resources,
but we do not have a programme to mectallise our
minerals. It appears the Government of this State
is prepared to encourage and foster the export of
OUr raw materials, but it will not take any positive
steps towards promoting downstream processing.
We have looked at the diamond situation and I
have pointed out to members this Parliament is a
rubber stamp for resource agreement Bills which
are debated here, but which we cannot alter.

It is about time the public of Western Australia
had the opportunity to scrutinise the tremendous
assets of this State. The appropriate way in which
to do this is through the establishment of a
parliamentary standing committee to inquire into
the matter. Therefore, I recommend the
appointment of such a committee.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nanovich):
Order! Is there a seconder to the motion?

Mr EVANS: I second the motion.
MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for

Resources Development) [8.33 p.m.]: The
member for Maylands has used a very broad
brush in painting this picture of resource
development. Indeed, he seemed to mention
everything that came into his mind-most of it
passed through rather quickly-and I do not
intend to answer every point raised by him. In the
course of the last few weeks, some of the points to
which he referred have been canvassed in this
Parliament during debates concerning resources
policy, royalties, and so on. However, I shall refer
to some of the issues mentioned by the member.

I assume the member for Maylands speaks on
behalf of the Opposition in these matters. The
points he made and the tenor of his speech
reflected one basic theme which the Opposition
harps on continually; that is, members opposite
try to talk down the future prospects of Western
Australia. I believe this State can look forward to
a very good future; but that future is being
jeopardised and tarnished by the image presented
by the Opposition.

How can we build confidence in the future of
this State when this type of philosophy is
portrayed by the member for Maylands on behalf
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of the Opposition? The member is well aware that
a number of the points he made are quite wrong.
lHe knows very well the answers to many of the
questions he raised.

I have already provided information in regard
to the pipeline to which he referred. There has
been a degree of publicity on this matter and, as
the member quite rightly indicated, by means of
direct discussion and seminars involving the
Confederation of WA Industry as a group, the
Perth Chamber of Commerce as a group, and
particular industries, the Government is
publicising the way in which its present policies
will be determined.

The member is quite right in saying that
financial journalists were briefecd so that they
would be aware of the direction in which we are
moving, If the member would like some more
information on that or if he would like those facts
to be explained to him, I would be more than
happy that he should receive the same briefing.

Mr Harman: Confidentially?
Mr P. V. JONES: The briefing which was

made available to the people to whom I have
referred will be made available to the member for
Maylands. if he wishes to have it. There is nothing
wrong with that.

Mr Harman: Why don't you tell the
Pa riament?

Mr P. V. JONES: I am telling the Parliament
the situation. Finite decisions on actual prices
cannot be determined for some years to come, but
we have arrived at a policy in this regard. The
mechanics which will influence the determination
of the final prices are being worked out, For
example, the member referred to the end price of
the product to Alcoa. A final determination of the
price cannot be made at the present time, because
the price to Alcoa will quite probably reflect-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Is the price to Alcoa unknown
or is it "quite probably" unknown?

Mr P. V. JONES: The price is unknown in
definite terms, because the final price of the
pipepline is only an estimate at the present time.
The price to Alcoa must relate to the cost of the
pipeline and the member for Maylands is aware
of that. We have not made a secret of the
position, but the member for Maylands has
mentioned all this claptrap tonight in this regard.
We cannot arrive at a Final price to Alcoa at the
present time.

The Samet situation obtains in regard to the
wellhead value. At the present time discussions
are under way-indeed, negotiations of this
nature are to he conducted tomorrow

morn ing-regarding the determination of the
wellhead value. We cannot arrive at that figure
until we are in possession of figures showing the
actual cost of equipment associated with the
production of gas. If the member is
knowledgeable on these matters, he would be
aware of that.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You might be able to
determine what the wellhead value is though.

Mr P. V. JONES: The Bass Strait development
has been in production for a very long time, but it
is only recently that a policy determination in
regard to the final price has been made, although
payments have continued without prejudice from
the time the field came into production.

The member is well aware of these matters and
the picture he painted of the situation does not
reflect well on him.

Apart from the factual errors made by the
member for Maylands, he discussed also the
processing of minerals. Not once during the long,
dreary tirade by the member for Maylands did he
recognise the main factors which will determine
when we can move into mineral processing. I refer
here to mineral prices on the international market
and the fact that we have to compete with
overseas energy-producing countries. That
competition is very vigorous and, in dollar terms,
it is necessary for this State to compete
aggressively.

Not once was recognition made of those facts.
The member suggested that all we need to
bring about an integrated iron ore-steel industry,
a metallising programme, a petro-chemical
industry or various other things, is a decision by
the Government-just a stroke of the pen. That is
the implication he made. He made no recognition
of all the other factors. He did not refer to the
discussions that have been taking place.

Last year we referred to the possibility of an
aluminium smelter being constructed. We
acknowledged publicly that we were having
discussions with certain people about the
construction of an aluminium smelter, and we
said that we had given support to one consortium
for it to advance its studies in regard to such a
smelter. The member made no acknowledgment
of such occurrences.

He did not refer to the remark by the member
for Rockingham, "Why do we want an
alumimium smelter, a dirty bellowing thing like
that?"

Mr Barnett: Who do you say said that?
Mr P. V. JONES: The member for

Rockingham.
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Mr Barnett: That is absolute rubbish.
Mr P. V. JONES: He made the remark last

year. The member for Maylands made no
recognition of that statement.

Mr Harman: I don't know what you are going
on about.

Mr P. V. JONES: Oh, come on; the member
purports to speak for the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: He is in a different camp.
Mr P. V. JONES: The speech was not an

election speech.
Mr Harman: The motion has been on the notice

paper for months.
Mr P. V. JONES: The member referred to this

State as being a "negative energy State" and I
asked him by way of interjection what he meant
by that term. I am still not sure what is a
",negative energy State". I will refer to this State
as being a positive energy State.

In recent years considerable quantities of coal
have been discovered, and they will provide
opportunities for the production of fuel. That is
notwithstanding the fact that the bulk of the new
discoveries involve the poorer quality, brown
lignite coal, and the further reserves in the Collie
basin are of the low quality presently available
compared with the higher grade coking and
steaming coal available in the Eastern States.

Mr Harman: We found those reserves during
the period of the Tonkin Government. Because
you didn't want them you wanted to close Collie
down.

Mr P. V. JONES: The member said that no
moves have been made towards the establishment
of a downstream metallising programme, but the
establishment of such things has an effect on the
price of power. It is very easy to fly kites when
trying to predict what will occur in the future if
certain things are done. it is easy for one to say
that certain benefits will come about. All the
Opposition can do is knock what the Government
is considering.

I refer now to a statement made by the member
for Balcatta. On 7 September he said the people
of Western Australia are no better off now than
they were 20 years ago. I remind the House that
he said resource development in this State has left
the people worse off now than when it started.,
Does he really expect the people of this State to
believe they are worse off today than they were in
1960?

Mr Barnett:. They have you as a Minister.
Mr P. V. JONES: In the fiscal year 1960-61

mineral production was worth $ 105.6 million, and

in 1979-80 it was worth $2 407 million. Those
figures represent only monetary value. Between
1961 and 1967-those years were census
years-the work force of Western Australia
increased by 76 per cent to 493 000 while the
national increase was only 43 per cent. Yet the
member for Balcatta had the hide to suggest
publicly that we are worse off now than we were
20 years ago.

The member for Maylands missed one
important point. The Government does not seem
to be able to get the message across to the
Opposition and certain members of the
community that our resource development
programme must be competitive in the
international scene. We must compete
aggressively in the export of certain minerals. It is
said that our iron ore industry is very much
dependent upon the steel processing industry of
Japan, and that is true. However, does the
member for Maylands suggest that we should not
sell our iron ore to Japan? Does he believe that if
we cannot create our own steel industry we should
not export iron ore to Japan?

Mr Harman: I didn't say that. I said we have
all this iron ore but do not have a steel industry.

Mr P. V. JONES: The member was very quick
to knock the export of iron ore to Japan, and very
quick to criticise what the Government is doing in
the organisation of the iron ore industry. As he
would be well aware, we have vigorously pursued
a better iron ore industry and the likelihood of
establishing a steel industry, but on a
commonsense basis so that our iron ore resources
are used to their greatest benefit. I do not refer
only to existing reserves, the ones that are
exploited at the moment; but also to reserves
planned for future development which will best
utilise the existing infrastructure such as railways
and port facilities.

The member put forward the notion that the
House should support the half-baked idea of
constructing a port which could accommodate
larger vessels. Such a port is unnecessary now and
would be unnecessary in 10 or 15 years. In
addition, it would make the iron industry less
competitive because the cost of that additional
infrastructure would have to be carried by the end
cost of the ore.

The Government makes no apology whatsoever
for developing the Pilbara the way it has
developed it and intends to continue to develop
and promote it. The member suggested that Mr
Lang Hancock stated publicly that he has firm
orders for approximately seven million tonnes of
iron ore. That statement would be news to the
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iron ore industry of the world. I assure the
member of that fact. Something that is of concern
to the iron ore industry of the world is the paper
presented on behalf of Mr Lang Hancock by Sir
Lennox Hewitt to the Metals Bulletin Iron Ore
symposium at Frankfurt. That paper resulted in
approaches being made to the Government and
various companies for verification of the figures;
presented.

Mr Harman: Wasn't he telling the truth?

Mr P. V. JONES:. I inform the member that
the figures relating to quantities of iron ore
reserves, distances of reserves from the seaboard,
and Figures of that nature subsequently were
clarified. If Mr Hancock has these firm orders I
assure the member that they can be filled.
However, he would be well aware that at t he
moment the iron ore market is depressed. The
Japanese steel makers will take only 63 per cent
of the contractual tonnage allocated for this year.
In the light of that fact how can the member
berate the Government for not pushing ahead
with the introduction of an integrated iron ore-
steel industry? As well, he would be, well aware
that this depressed situation exists on a world
basis.

Mr Harman: The Premier knew that last year.

Mr P. V. JONES: I ask the member to wait a
minute. It was last year that the BHP integrated
steelworks agreement was amended. The member
spoke on it. What he again did not say tonight
was that when the Government amended it, a Bill
was brought to this Parliament in order to reflect
the change in the international situation and to
release the company from its obligation in regard
to construction at that time. Further points were
mentioned as well, that the member forgot. For
example, the ongoing studies were to be carried
out into the steelworks proposal, and, more
particularly, because a mill of this size was
nowhere near viable in the present economic
situation the company undertook additional
obligations. Whilst it was relieved of those
original ones, it undertook others. That was not
reflected by the member for Maylands.

Mr Harman: Do you think they were forced
into going into Worsicy?

Mr P. V. JONES: One obligation was to take
an equity position in Worsley as an Australian
partner to get that project off the ground, and the
other was the realigning and upgrading of the
furnace at Kwinana. I know the member did not
mention it, but what he implied was that the
Government allowed obligations to be bypassed,
to be foregone, just with the stroke of a pen. The
implication was that there was no quid pro quo or

no other alternative being discussed or entered
into. That is completely wrong.

Mr Harman: A 70-year lease is 200 million
tonnes of ore.

Mr P. V. JONES: l-amersley has got
obligations at the present time. The company had
discussions with the Government last year at
which stage an extension of time was given.
Discussions are proceeding. The member is well
aware of this because we have made no secret of
that. I do not really think it befits him, speaking
on behalf of the Opposition, to come along and
talk about bits and pieces of select information
instead of giving the total picture.

Mr Harman: That is why we need this
committee, so the total picture can be shown.

Mr P. V. JONEFS: There is one last point I
want to raise. The member referred to the late Mr
R. F. X. Connor and suggested that he was one
man the Japanese respected-I think that was the
term used.

Sir Charles Court: Feared.
Mr P. V. JONES: I am sorry. He said the

Japanese were frightened of him.
Mr Harman. That is right.
Mr P. V. JONES: I think the member is right,

but he is right for the wrong reason. The big fear
in the minds, niot only of the Japanese, but also of
our other overseas customers-and not only in
respect of iron ore, but also in respect of all the
other mineral products that we were
exporting-was that Western Australia would no
longer be a credible, reliable supplier if the
policies that Mr Connor was trying to implement
were adopted.

The North-West Shelf project is one very good
example. That was nearly lost because of the
policies of the Federal Government and of Mr
Connor at the time. A delay of at least two years
occurred. In fact, it was this Government when it
was newly-elected in 1974, that had to move
fairly quickly to reinstate some titles in order to
preserve the promises made in relation to that
project which is now under consideration.

Mr Mclver: Are you telling this House that the
Japanese took the iron ore they were contracted
to take, or did they just take what they wanted or
could legally take?

Mr P. V. JONES: The member must have been
out of the House, because I have indicated that.

Mr Mclver: I have been listening to you since
you started your rubbish.

Mr Barnett: Why go on about the Whitlam
Government and Con nor? Get to the point that
the member for Maylands wants.
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Mr P. V, JONES: He introduced Mr Connor; I
did not. Are you sensitive about it?

M r Ra rncit: Of course I am sensitive about it.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member

for Rockingham, who has interjected on quite a
number of occasions out of his seat to please
resume his own seat if he wants to interject during
the debate.

Mr Barnett: Do not boom these Japs up as the
highlight of our salvation.

Mr P. V. JONES; I have not been doing that.
Mr Barnett: They take what they want to take.
Sir Charles Court: He was just stating the facts

about Mr Connor with which I agreed.
Several members interjected.
Mr P. V. JONES: I indicated I did not intend

to canvass all the points made by the member for
Maylands. One in particular goes back to the
subject of diamonds. He produced a document
and suggested that it had fallen off the back of a
truck. Again, the matter is very clear. We have all
just heard discussion in the House relating to this
particular project. The member knows very well
what the Government commitment is and also
that the operator, on behalf of the joint venturer,
has said that there will be a processing industry. I
have indicated that fn this House. I even defined
that in the term "processing" we are also talking
of sorting, not just cutting and polishing. I do not
want to canvass that again, except to draw
attention to the fact that here is the project that is
under consideration.

Mr Barnett: Why don't you tell the truth? Out
with the truth!

Mr Harman: It is a project that has been
denigrated, notwithstanding all the difficulties
that might arise and to which the member
referred.

Mr Barnett: What about the Kwinana power
station and the Collie coal?

Mr P. V. JONES: We can do a lot more down
there in the member's part of the world.

Mr Barnett: You are not kidding. You are
messing it up. You are putting all the rubbish you
can Find into my electorate, but it won't win it for
you.

Mr P. V. JONES: We really are now getting
around to what this motion is all about.

Mr Barnctt: Collie coal!
Mr P. V. JONES: It has no validity

whatsoever, and for a very simple reason. It is
passing strange that the member for Maylands,
on behalf of the Opposition, can stand up here
tonight and say that Parliament ought to have a

standing committee to govern, control or monitor,
to effect, to influence, and to direct resource
development in this State.

Mr Harman: I never said that. I said
~monitor".

Mr P. V. JONES: He moved that motion on
behalf of the Opposition.

Mr Barnett: What are you hiding there?

Mr P. V. JONES: This motion comes at the
time when Mr Cook has made it quite clear he
wants to run resources development in Australia,
and Western Australia in particular. Let me
quote what he had to say in Sydney on 8
September.

A Government member: Is that the only thing
he was doing in Sydney at that time?

Mr P. V. JONES: No, I am coming to that in a
moment. This is what he had to say;

The intention is to hammer out an
approach towards putting the Australian
Union movement in a position of occupying
the commanding heights of resources
development.

Sir Charles Court: Brave words!

Mr Harman: Good stuff!)
Sir Charles Court: To hell with elected

government!
Mr P. V. JON ES: He then goes on. There are a

lot more pages of it.
Sir Charles Court: He is your man!
Mr P. V. JONES: He says, -We will control

the Pilbara, the North-West Shelf." He does
mention other projects as well.

Mr Harman: He was quite wrong, wasn't he,
because the multi-nationals were doing that?

Mr P. V. JONES: Despite what the member
for Maylands now says on behalf of the
Opposition about the Parliament monitoring these
things and being able to do so, not one word has
come from that member or any member of the
Opposition against the statement made by Mr
Cook.

Mr Bateman: I have never heard about it. That
is the first I have heard about it.

A member: What rubbish!
Mr Bateman; Rubbish, be buggered! That is

the first I have heard about it.
Mr P. V. JONES: Do you deny it?
Mr Bateman: It doesn't mean what you say.
Mr P. V. JONES: Do you agree or disagree?
Mr Bateman: I do not agree or disagree.
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Mr P. V. JONES: It is a statement made by
the man who is now pulling strings outside this
Parliament and who is going to sit here in the
Leader of the Opposition's seat pulling all those
strings, making it quite clear that the union-

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!
Mr P. V. JONES: -management is not saying

who represents the Opposition and who is going to
speak for it, but who is going to run the
development of this country.

That is what the Opposition is supporting and
what the member for Maylands was really talking
about and not all that claptrap about what a
project would cost or whether an agreement was
the point in question. The member for Maylands
was talking about who will govern this State and
influence resource development.

The elected Government will be in control of
resources development in this State and not some
background union situation where one is not
answerable to anyone. The Opposition members
are silent now; they do not wish to refute my
Statement,

Several members interjected.
Mr P. V. JONES: The members of the

Opposition do not wish to deny that.
Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: In order that we can verify the
context in which statements have been made out
of context the Minister should be forced to table
the document from which he was referring.

The SPEAKER: I will ask the Minister to table
any document from which he may have quoted
during his speech.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr P. V. JONES: If it helps the member, I will

be only too happy to do so because I have
photocopies of Press cuttings which report at
great length exactly what was said, the place
where it was said. and the context in which it was
said. Mr Cook enumerated not the way the union
movement would just go on doing the responsible
job unions do, but-far from it-the irresponsible
disruption the union movement would carry out
against the responsibilities of the elected
Government.

Mr Pearce: Read out the paragraph where he
says that!

M r P. V. JONES: Does the member (or
Gosnells deny that he said the union movement
would govern resources development?

Mr Pearce: You said it was a verbatim speech
in the first place and now you state it was a report
of what was said.

Mr P. V. JONES: I will quote again for the
information of the member For Gosnells as
follows-

The intention is to hammer out an
approach towards putting the Australian
union movement in a position of occupying
the commanding heights of resources
development.

Mr Pearce: Thai does not mean disrupt the
position of the elected Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: What sort of Minister for

Education were you? You cannot understand
English.

Sir Charles Court: lHe even said he would use
industrial muscle.

Mr P. V. JONES: The motion of the member
for Maylands did not say that. Members of the
Opposition say they do not know about this, but
this is what they are supporting. No word has
been uttered to oppose the proposed actions which
are quoted.

The Government rejects the motion on the very
grounds that the member for Maylands would
acknowledge, because having served as a
Minister, he would be well aware of the meaning
of responsibility in general and of ministerial
responsibility in particular. I am sure there would
not be one member of the Opposition who, if he
Were a Minister, would be able to support the
comments made by the member for Maylands this
evening. The Government rejects the motion
because it seeks to remove the responsibility of
government from the elected Government.

The SPEAKER: I did ask the Minister to make
available the documents from which he quoted
during his speech. I ask that they be tabled for the
balance of this day's sitting for the information of
members.

The papers were tabled for the information of
members.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [9.05 p.m.]-. The
National Party supports this motion, but certainly
not for the reasons suggested by the Minister
when he referred to the Labor Party's support of
the motion.

The comments of the Minister have indicated
his contempt for Parliament and the contempt oF
the Government of the day for the members here.
It is not surprising that the public have very little
respect For Parliament and the many people who
frequent it.

I do not challenge the rights of the elected
Government to make decisions, but all of us who
are elected have a responsibility to put forward
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the points of view of our electors as well as a
responsibility to the State as a whole.

In our support of the motion for the
appointment or a standing committee we are
seeking to have this Parliament involved in the
searching and seeking out of information. A
standing committee could put forward
recommendations to the Government of the day
based on information obtained in its inquiry. It is
then for the Government of the day to make a
decision and make public the reasons for not
accepting recommendations put forward.

That is the principal reason for the support of
the motion by the National Party. It is important
that we are all involved in the running of this
country. We have a parliamentary involvement in
the running of this country. it is not just an
involvement of the elected Government. It is
important that we have available to us
information upon which to make judgments. We
should not just sit back and accept at face value
the decisions made by the Government because
quite frequently decisions are made without all
the facts being made available to this Parliament.
Often they are hidden behind a cloak of secrecy
or confidentiality because of business
commitments or involvements. We feel our
participation is important and we support the
motion.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [9.08 p-m.j: The
motion introduced by the member for Maylands
is very important to the future of this State. It is
time we took note of our direction and
appreciated the resources development in this
State.

Perhaps I had an appreciation of the resources
of this State long before the Premier did-the
Premier was probably still in St. George's Terrace
counting money for his clients when I was aware
of the State's resources-because I spent some
time moving around the Kimberley and Pilbara
areas. Having been in those areas I am well aware
of their mineral capacity and it was not surprising
to me when the vast moves forward took place in
the development of resources.

Whilst we should look at the resources
development which has taken place during the
last decades, it is as well that we should reflect on
those decades to ascertain what happened.

The Commonwealth Government has
somewhat of a stranglehold on any State's
resources development. In Australia it seems to be
the custom with most resources developments that
world markets must be sought. We must be able
to look at other countries which assist in the
exploitation of our developments. There is a

constant philosophical argument as to just how
much other countries should assist with the
development of our resources and how much they
should take from our resources.

The Premier, of course, has always had the
attitude that the State should have development
at any cost and it does not matter how much it
costs the people of Western Australia. I have
always accused him of being an exploiter and he
is an exploiter by nature. He is not a person who
has a rational mind on the requirements of the
percentage that goes towards the State. Frankly, I
favour some sort of combined development
between the State and private companies rather
than the development being completely private. It
helps to keep the companies honest. We know
that many of these companies make vast profits.
However, some of them are having a lean time at
present. We are not sure what the companies are
doing and what is happening in many of these
instances. For example, when things look like
becoming too profitable the companies give some
thought to quickly writing off capital investment
because that is attractive to them.

It is a false figure that the companies show in
their balance sheets at the end of the year. To this
end the only way to keep the companies honest is
to have some form of participation and one may
call it socialist participation, State participation,
or participation of the people in their own
resources. Whatever one likes to call it, it is
nevertheless a desirable part of socialist
philosophy that allows people to know that their
resources are not being exploited to the extent
that they arc losing ground.

Of course, the Premier will say that if we did
that we would scare away investors and all sorts
of people. I doubt whether this would be the case.

In the case of development in Brazil the
Premier is always indicating we have a fear of
Brazil's taking over our trading partnerships in
bauxite and iron ore. Very often he indicates that
Brazil could take over from us if we are not
careful. However, if one examines the situation in
Brazil one finds most of the companies are State
owned and controlled because it has a right-wing
type of Government.

The Government in Brazil is not called a
socialist Government, but a nationalist
Government, as is the case in South Africa. The
oil and coal undertakings are national
undertakings, and they are not considered to be
socialist. Whatever they are called, they are the
same. It is exploitation on behalf of the people by
the firms that combine the expertise of both
Government know-how and private enterprise
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know-how. If this occurred in Western Australia
we would not see vast profits going out of the
State.

If we had a share in the production at the
TelFer mine-even though there is no tax on the
profits from gold-we would be sharing in the
profits from the production in that mining
venture.

Mr Coyne: You would not be making a profit if
you were running it.

Mr JAMIESON: That is a matter for
consideration. A person once told me about a
fellow running a brothel near Wooroloo. He said
if one man ran it he would lose money, but if
another person ran it he would lose the brothel. I
think the member for Murchison-Eyre is the one
who would lose the brothel.

Mr Coyne: What was the point in that?

Mr JAMIESON: I believe that a more
enlightened society in the future will want more
and mare of the control of its own resources.
People have become used to our free enterprise
State, and they think that it will remain.

I again refer to the South American countries
and South Africa. These countries are under the
control of right-wing Governments-although I
am not too sure that this country is not under a
fairly right-wing Government anyway. It would
be possible for our Government to say that, in the
interests of the people of this State, there should
be nationalised or nationalist
enterprises-whatever one wants to call them.

The present Government is perpetuating Its
errors. It is not in a position to obtain the best
possible deal for the people of this State from
their own resources. The Government is prepared
to let them go, and at some time in the future,
when things get out of hand-when profits
become too high and even the capitalist Press can
no longer tolerate the situation-the Government
comes down on the people for making profits. It
shajuld never reach that stage.

I do not believe that people who invest in
enterprises should not get some reasonable return
from those enterprises. However, the key phrase
there is "reasonable return". One must ask: What
is reasonable? A few days ago I became aware of
the fact that the Swan Brewery Co. Ltd. last year
paid off half the capital cost of the new brewery
at Canning Vale. Of course, the company did not
show a very great profit for that year. If that is
not exploitation of the people of Western
Australia-

Mr Evans: The taxation laws helped them a
little bit there.

(117)

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, the taxation laws helped
them. I am sure many of us would like to be able
to pay off half the capital cost of our home in one
year. It would be very nice not to have to pay
interest for a great many years.

Although the subject of beer is not one of the
general matters referred to by the member for
Maylands, nevertheless it is an important resource
of this State. It is a national beverage which goes
everywhere.

Mr Harman: It is well used.

Mr JAMIESON: It is, and it goes everywhere
resources are developed. We have to examine
where we are heading in the future with the
development of this State. We have vast resources
and they are much greater than the Premier will
ever dream about. He will not even acknowledge
some of the resources that we do have. They are
so vast and are of importance to the world.

Because of the geography of this Stat5, we are
not able to develop all the resources available.
This concerns the general public and it concerned
them recently when the issue of royalties was
raised and they compared the royalty percentages
paid by the companies with the resource profits
that were going out of the country.

It is all very well the Premier saying, 'If we did
not do this or that, these companies would not
come here in the first place". There are not many
countries of the world which have reasonable
stability, and whtre large companies can develop
resources with safety and security. These people
are not fools; they take up their options only after
giving the matter considerable thought. They do
not race in and say, "We are here today, but we
migh 't be gone tomorrow". They know that the
chance of redeeming their outlay and tuirning a
profit is very secure, and that they are unlikely to
be troubled.

So much for the resources of Western
Australia. Just how much do we develop our
resources? How much are the Lang Hancocks
and the Peter Wrights entitled to take from the
State? When talking to these people, one gets the
impression they believe that not only did they Find
the minerals, but also they put them there in the
First place. They have clouded their minds to such
an extent that they believe resources development
exists due only to their personal activity.

I have mentioned to this House quite often that
the resources of this State have been well known
to officialdom for many years. In fact, geologist
Woodward in 1885 said after his visit to the
Pilbara that so much iron ore existed in the north
of our State that when the rest of the world ran
out, we would be able to supply the whole world
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for years to came. He said there was so much
haernatite in the Pilbara that it was worthless. For
various reasons which existed at that time, the
deposits were never mined.

The vastness of these deposits boggles the mind.
In my sojourns to the north as a guest of Lang
Hancock we travelled by road and by air over vast
areas of iron ore deposits. On one occasion, I was
accompanied by an American lecturer in
mathematics. HeI worked out that, excluding the
Marra Mamba. deposit and all the deposits to the
south, and basing his estimate on a reasonably
high-grade ore which was readily available for the
taking in the region, if we exported 100 million
tonnes of ore a year for one million years we
would still have iron ore to export. That is a lot of
iron ore. No wonder Woodward said that when
the rest of the world ran out of haematite we
would be able to supply it.

In recent years, we have been confronted with
the vexatious problem of bauxite mining; the
difficulty here, of course, is whether we keep our
forests, or mine bauxite. This particularly applies
in the Darling Range scarp; of course, there are
other regions where the mining of bauxite
deposits would not cause the same problems.
When these bauxite deposits are developed and
mined, I hope the State receives a greater share
than has been the case to date. The year before
last, Alcoa of Australia Limited made a profit of
£660 million. Of course, no company would be
foolish enough to make that sort of profit two
years in a row; it would find a way to write it off,
because that sort of profit is unacceptable to the
public..

Mr P. V. Jones: I do not think the figure of
$660 million is right; I believe you may be
referring to the aggregate over several years.

Mr JAMIESON: I was referring to Alcoa's
operations Australia-wide. It is a vast amount of
money for a company to earn. The Telfer
development is showing an annual profit of some
$40 million, but it is a fleabite by comparison
with the Alcoa operation. The people of Western
Australia are reaching the stage where they are
concerned about the development of their
resources. More consideration needs to be given to
this matter. Our resources should no longer be
given away or dispersed as they have been in the
past. Even if it means holding these companies for
a while, we should do it.

Only a few decades ago, in 1958, a note on
departmental files stated there was insufficient
iron ore in this country to cater for Australia's
own needs. I have read that minute and it is
available for all Government Ministers to peruse.

Developments since 1958 have shown just how
wide of the mark that information was.

So, I suggest that, in future, the development of
this State's assets be considered much more
carefully. The Government of the day must
ensure the agreement Bills which come before
Parliament contain escalation clauses on the basis
of the State's percentage of that development. We
should stipulate only a reasonable percentage, and
should not impose a royalty which amounts
virtually to our giving the ore away. Companies in
recent times have made huge profits. The
argument is used that they have huge
infrastructure and development costs. However, if
they are able to earn gigantic profits, they must
be able to pay some of those profits to the State
from which the ore was taken.

A standing committee of this House, appointed
to investigate all aspects of resources development
in Western Australia, may be able to put us on
the right track so that we receive our just deserts
from these developments instead of the relative
pittance we have received to date. The motion
moved by the member for Maylands is justified,
and deserves the support of the House.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) r9.29 p.m.]: I
thank the member for Stirling and the member
for Welshpool for supporting my motion calling
on this Assembly to appoint a standing
committee. Of course, I am disappointed by the
response of the Government. Really, when we
analyse the very brief remarks of the Minister for
Resources Development in response to the
Opposi 'tion's request, we find they epitomise the
stance and the attitude of this Government
towards this Parliament. It is no wonder we have
so many frustrated members in this House who do
not have the opportunity to be involved in the
decision-making processes which affect the people
of Western Australia. It is all very well for the
Premier to keep this attitude prevailing.

The Premier indicates his attitude by his
treatment of motions in this House calling for
Select Committees and standing committees. He
does not want members of' the Parliament to
probe the executive decisions of the Government.
He does not want members of the Parliament to
become involved in the decision-making processes
of his Government. He does niot want his actions
to be questioned. He does not want to have to give
reasons for assisting companies which are
developing the resources of Western Australia.
He does not want these things, because he is in
the business of looking after these big
companies-the multi-nationals that come into
Western Australia and exploit our mineral
resources and the other resources we have.
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Members of Parliament are really the public of
Western Australia. The reasons the Premier
refuses to accept this sort of standing committee
are those I have listed. The Premier wants to keep
matters secret. He does not want to divulge
anything to the public. He does not want the
public to know what is happening with its
resources. He says, "We will be all right. We will
get through".

The day is comning when that sort of attitude
will not be accepted by the public of Western
Australia. The people are starting to question the
benefits of resources development. The people
know they are not as well off financially as the
Premier has been telling them they are. The
figures show that to be the position.

The people know that we are experiencing high
interest rates caused by the demand for money.
The interest rates are reflecting the resources
development, and reflecting adversely on the
people of Australia.

The public knows the cuts that the Government
is making in its services. The cuts are being made
so that the Government can pay the high interest
rates it is obliged to pay for all the money it is
borrowing. It is as simple as that. The
Government receives an amount of money by way
of royalties, taxation and charges, and grants
from the Commonwealth-

Sir Charles Court: Do you know that the States
are borrowing less of the gross domestic product
today than they were 10 years ago?

Mr Davies: Higher interest rates; that's why.
Sir Charles Court: No. They are borrowing

less.
Mr HARMAN: From where did the Premier

obtain those figures?
Sir Charles Court: These happen to be the real

figures of the Bureau of Statistics.
Mr HARMAN: I cannot accept any figure the

Premier gives me by word of mouth.
Sir Charles Court: We do not accept yours, you

know, becuse they have always been wrong.
Mr H4ARMAN: The Premier has been wrong

in his figures before. I showed that the other
night. That is why I said I would not accept
figures from the Premier unless he produces
documentary evidence of them.

Sir Charles Court: We have just abused the
Commonwealth Government on this point.

Mr HARMAN: I will not be sidetracked by the
Premier into accepting something when I know he
has not produced any figures.

Sir Charles Court: We have just abused the
Commonwealth on this. They are blaming the
States for pushing interest rates up when, in point
of fact, we are borrowing less of the GDP than we
were borrowing 10 years ago.

Mr HARMAN: I am quite happy to consider
the Premier's sources; but I cannot accept
anything he tells me after what he said the other
evening, and what he has been telling the people
of Western Australia. In London, in July last
year, the Premier said we would have a steel mill
in Western Australia by the end of the 1980s. In
September he brought a Dill before the House
which provided that BlIP would be let out of its
obligation to set up a steel mill.

Sir Charles Court: That is not the greatest
prospect for a steel mill.

Mr HARMAN: The Bill provided for
discussions between the Government and BHP.
Even the British journalists were surprised when
the Premier made the statement.

Sir Charles Court: Pleasantly surprised!
Mr HARMAN: And a lot of other people were,

too.
Mr Davies: So was the Premier!
Mr HARMAN: Anyway, I will retract my

Words if we have a steel mill in Western Australia
by the end of the 1980s. If we have two
aluminium smelters in Western Australia by the
end of the 1980s, I will take my words back on
that, too.

Sir Charles Court: Will you promise to write
me a nice little letter then?

Mr HARMAN: I wilt.
Sir Charles Court: You will be sorry you ever

said what you have just said.
Mr HARMAN: During the 1960s, the Premier

said that there would be 100 000 people in the
Pilbara by the 1980s. There are not 100 000
people there. He has fooled the people of Western
Australia with that sort of romanticism. Things
that the Premier has said will happen have just
not materialised.

Let us get down to tors. We have many
resources in Western Australia. We have seen the
Premier's track record over the last 25 years. We
do not like it, It is not benefiting the people of
Western Australia. The people are not seeing the
results of the resources development. We must
have a tighter rein on the Government's activities.
We have to monitor the decisions of the
Government. and the Premier in particular, as he
runs the show. The only way that can be achieved
is by our having a standing committee.
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A standing committee gives members of the
Parliament a chance to be involved in the
resources development. They would be able to
listen to the proposals that the companies put to
the Government. The companies are quite open.
They do not mind coming along and saying what
they want to do.

Mr Cowan: Parliamentarians do not want to do
that.

Mr HARMAN: I know a number of
parliamentarians who do. If the member for
Merredin does not want to be involved, that is his
problem. I want to help to solve the problems of
the people of Western Australia. The only way to
do that is to ensure that the people are informed.
They should know what is happeni ng to our
resources. They should know what deals the
Premier is making with the companies.

The Minister's reply tonight was pitiful. He
said, "I don't want to cover all the subjects raised
by the member for Maylands". He could not tell
us anything, and he did not say what is going to
happen if we produce all that gas each day. He
did not say where it would be stored. He did not
deny it would go up in the air. He did not deny it
would be kept in the ground at Dongara. He did
not say who would pay for it.

Mr P. V. Jones: We have talked about all that.
Your motion is about a standing committee.

Mr HARMAN: The information has not been
given to the public. The Premier told me that he
had spoken about something. I searched for it,
and I could not find it. One of these days I will
take up the Premier's suggestion to me to follow
him around for a day to see what he does. It could
be rather interesting.

Sir Charles Court: I will give you morning and
afternoon tea!

Mr HARMAN: We have tremendous resources
in Western Australia. The Opposition is not
satisfied with the way in which they are being

developed. There ought to be a closer scrutiny of
the Governiment. Members of the Parliament are
the only appropriate body to do this, because they
represent the people. Therefore, the solution is to
have a standing committee of this Assembly to
investigate resources development in Western
Australia.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Harmnan

Mr Cla rko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovicli

Ayes
Mr Bridge
Mr Bertram
Mr Wilson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Grill
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Pearce

Ayes IS
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bateman

Noes 21
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mrs Craig
Mr Young
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Crane
Mr Blaikie
Dr Dadour
Mr O'Connor

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

House adjourned at 9.42 pa.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT LINE

Beckenham

1846. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With reference to my question 1578 of

1981, in which he advised Westrail is
making alterations to signalling at
Beckenham to minimise the noise caused
by trains stopping at a signal adjacent to
Gravity Street, is he aware that to date
nothing has altered the situation
regarding the trains stopping at the
signal, and residents are still being
affected?

(2) Will he move the signal further along
the line where there is ample open space
and where it would affect no-one?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Alterations to signalling which related to

the track circuit for the level crossing
protection at Brixton Street have since
been carried out by Westrail and trains
are now being advanced to the signal
adjacent to the level crossing rather than
being specially held at the signal
opposite Gravity Street. However,
depending on train working
requirements there will always be some
need for trains to be held at either
signal.

(2) No.
(3) The two signals adjacent to Brixton and

Gravity Streets are positioned to protect
the nearby train crossing junction and
their location is the optimum for
efficient train working.
Furthermore, in November new "double
line" train working is to be introduced
and Westrail expects that less trains will
have to be stopped at the signals in
question and that any noise problem will
be further reduced.

HEALTH: NURSING HOMES

Fees

1847 Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Why are fees charged at some private

nursing homes higher than the rate of
pension received by old age or invalid
pensioners?

(2) What happens to pensioners, if the
family cannot support their parents in
such a situation?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) A private nursing home may apply to
Commonwealth health for an increase in
fees because of higher operating costs, If
considered justified, the increase in fees
may be approved.

(2) The family would need to find other
accommodation for their parents in a
less expensive nursing home.

TRANSPORT: AIR

Perth Airport: Noise

1848. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) As a result of complaints from residents
in Belmont, Queens Park and
Cannington, together with the concern
shown by the Canning City Council and
Belmont City Council regarding the
excessive noise emanating from aircraft
taking off from Perth Airport whose
flight path is directly across these areas,
is he aware that some of the residents
living in the flight path have suffered
mentally from the noise, and some
houses are also recorded as cracking as a
result of noise vibrations?

(2) As there are to be three times the
volume of aircraft using this airport in
12 months' time, will he approach the
Federal Government immediately to
have completed the proposed extensions
which will direct the aircraft over vacant
land?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) I have no reports of such difficulties, but
as the member is no doubt aware, the
Commonwealth Government controls
and is responsible for Perth Airport. If
the member can provide details of
individual cases, I will have them
referred to the Commonwealth so that
they can be fully investigated.
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(2) 1 am advised that it is highly unlikely
that there will be three times the volume
of aircraft using Perth Airport in 12
months' time. However, the State
Government and local authorities are
already liaising with the Commonwealth
Government concerning planning for the
airport.

(3) Not applicable.

LAND
Swan Location 4741

1849. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

In relation to land owned by the Lands
Department-that is, Swan location
4741-upon which land there is growing
a tree that is possibly endangering the
next door property, would the Minister
take steps to have the tree removed?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The Lands Department has already
advised the adjoining owner that it has
no objection to that owner removing the
tree from Swan Location 4741 if it is
considered that it constitutes a possible
hazard. The department has not
accepted legal liability and in any event
did not have funds available for the
purpose. If the owner is not prepared to
take advantage of this departmental
permission, I am prepared to have the
matter reviewed if and when necessary
funds become available.

FLOREAT WATERS

Dredging
1850. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for

Urban Development and Town Planning:
(1) On what date did Katanning Holdings-

(a) commence dredge and fill
operations at Floreat Waters;

(b) complete dredge and Fill operations
at Floreat Waters?

(2) Who is carrying out dredge and fill
operations on Reserve No. 31906?

(3) On what date did the operation
commence?

(4) When will the operation be completed?
(5) Is the operation subject to conditions?
(6) 1f'"Yes" to (5)-

(a) what are the conditions;
(b) who is responsible for monitoring

and enforcement of the conditions?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) (a) Floreat Waters Stage 1, date

commenced March 1979;
Floreat Waters Stage 2, date
commenced 19 February 198 1;

(b) Floreat Waters Stage 1, date
completed June 198 1;
Floreat Waters Stage 2, not yet
completed.

(2) to (6) No dredging operations have been
approved on Reserve No. 31906. The
position will be investigated and the
member will be advised.

MINING: MINERAL CLAIMS
Mallina Holdings Ltd.

1851. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Mines:
(1) With regard to the approved mineral

claims Nos. MC70/16893 and
MC7O/16S94, would he state on what
date Mallina Holdings--
(a) commenced the

programme;
(b) completed the

programme?

exploration

exploration

(2) Has exploration shown that Commercial
deposits of ore are present?

(3) If "Yes" to (2)-
(a) what minerals will be extracted;
(b) when is it expected that the

feasibility and marketing studies
will be completed;

(c) when does the Government expect
to receive the draft environmental
review and management
programme-,

(d) when will the draft environmental
review and management
programme be available for public
submissions?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(I) (a) and (b) Exploration was

commenced in April 1981 but was
suspended before completion
because of heavy winter rains.
Work should he resumed in
November or December 198 1.

(2) Not yet.
(3) (a) to (d) Not applicable.
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CULTURAL AFFAIRS
WA Film Council

1852. Mr PEARCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

What payments have been made to film
producers by way of grant, loan, or
subsidy by the WA Film Council in each
of the last three years?

Mr MacKIN NON replied:
The answer to this question will take
some time to collate and as soon as it is
available I will transmit it to the
member by letter.

EDUCATION: TEXTBOOKS
Book/and Pty. Ltd.

1853. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is it a fact that some schools have

entered into exclusive contracts with
Bookland for the supply of textbooks to
those schools, for their own use or for
resale to students?

(2) If so, which schools have entered into
these contracts?

(3) Do these contractual arrangements have
the approval of the Education
Department?

(4) Will he table a copy of one of these
contracts?

M r GRA YDEN replied:
(1) to (4) The Education Department is not

in a position to answer this question as
the long-established practice is for
schools to make their own arrangements
with booksellers. if the member has a
particular complaint in mind, and
supplies the detail, it can be
investigated.

EDUCATION: TEXTBOOKS
Suppliers

1854. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:

Is it a fact that some schools will not
allow representatives of booksellers or

publishers other than from a single
designated supplier to show copies of
new texts to interested staff members?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
Please refer to question 1853.

PUBLIC SERVANTS
tNon-Australian

1855. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Premier:

(1) Further to my question 1709 of 0981
relating to employment of Australian
citizens in the Public Service, would he
please indicate in which departments
there are persons employed in
administrative and/or professional
areas, who are not Australian citizens?

(2) Would he please provide all relevant
details, except those which would involve
an invasion of privacy?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am advised by the Public

Service Board that no special record is
kept of appointments of officers not
holding Australian citizen status. There
are approximately 3 400 officers in the
administrative, professional, and special
divisions of the Public Service. Personal
records of each of these would have to
be searched to obtain the information
sought.
In view of the amount of work which
would be required, the Government
would prefer not to divert staff, who are
otherwise fully committed, for this
purpose--especially at a time when we
are endeavouring to reduce staff and at
the same time cope with the most
difficult Budget in post-war times.

HEALTH
Dyslexia

1856. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) What number of children in Western
Australia are suffering from dyslexia?

(2) How was the survey conducted to arrive
at the number given?
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(3) What is the amount of funds, provided
by the Government, for the area of
dyslexia?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I)

(2)
(3)

The number is not known. Children are
not usually identified as such in any
event, but are included in categories or
children with learning difficulties.
Not applicable.
No specific funds are provided in this
area although I believe some funds were
Liven to the dyslexia research foundation
prior to 1980-81 financial year.

EDUCATION: UNIVERSITY

University of WA: Medical School

1857. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Does the Government plan to reduce the
Medical School intake next year, and if
so, what reduction will occur?

Mr YOUNG replied:
The Government has no direct control
over the Medical School intake. There
have been discussions with the
University of Western Australia and it is
understood that there will be no
reduction of intake next year.

HEALTH: MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS

Jamison Committee: Report

1858. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Does the Government intend to act on
the Jlamison committee recommendation
that steps should be taken to phase out
the right of private practice for full-time
salaried specialists?

Mr YOUNG replied.
The right of private practice for full-
time salaried specialists is contained in
an agreement which still has two years
to run. This matter will be discussed at
the forthcoming Australian Health
Ministers' Conference.

HEALTH

Quo Vadis Centre

1859. Mr I-ODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Alcohol and Drug Authority
completed its evaluation of the report

prepared by Mr D. I. Smith on the
rehabilitation programme conducted at
Quo Vadis Centre?

(2) Has the Alcohol and Drug Authority
acted on the recommendation made by
Mr Smith that the implementation or a
new assessment and treatment system
should be proceeded with as a matter of
urgency?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
Yes. A working party is studying
implementation and the authority is
awaiting its recommendations.

NOISE: TRAFFIC

Report

1860, Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) When was the report of the
interdepartmental committee on motor
vehicle noise finalised anid given to him?

(2) Has the Government taken any action as
a result of the abovementioned report?

(3) (a) Will he provide me with a copy of
the report;

(b) if not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) 17 March 1981.
(2) The report has been forwarded to the

Ministers for Conservation and
Environment; Local Government and
Urban Development and Town
Planning; Transport; and Police and
Traffic for comment and subsequently
referred to the Noise and Vibration
Control Council for recommendations as
to implementation.

(3) (a) Yes;,
(b) not applicable.

HOSPITAL: ROYAL PERTH

North Block

1861. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Will he provide the following
information regarding the Royal Perth
Hospital north block extension-
(a) when was work on the project

started;
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(b) when is it anticipated that the
project will be completed;

(c) how much of the project has been
completed to date:

(d) how much has been spent on the
project to date:

(c) how much more will it cost to
complete the project;

(f) how much interest has been paid
each year on funds borrowed for the
project;

(g) do interest payments on the project
have to be met from Royal Perth
Hospital's budget; if not, how are
they met?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(a) Work started on the project in January

1976;
(b) subject to funds being available,

December 1985:
(c) reinforced concrete and steel structural

frame has been completed to date;
(d) $8.45 million has been spent to date on

completed work, plus $150000 on the
electrical substation contract currently
in progress;

(c) the estimated cost to complete the
building is $75 million, including fees
and allowance for escalation in the cost
of building and furniture up to 1985:

(f) no funds have been specifically
borrowed For this project, which has
been Financed from General Loan Fund;

(g) no: see answer to (f).

HOSPITAL: SIR CHARLES
GAIRDNER

Podium and Ward Block

1862. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Works:

(1) Is the Figure of $86.7 million still the
estimated final cost of the ward and
podium block at Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital?

(2) Does the abovementioned figure or any
revised final figure include the cost of
interest repayments on any funds
borrowed for the project?

(3) How much has been paid each year for
funds borrowed to build the ward and
podium block at Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital?

(4) When will the ward and podium block
be opened?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) My department is not administering this
itern.

(4) This is outside my jurisdiction.

GENERAL HOSPITAL: HOLLYWOOD
REPATRIATION

Patients: Transter

1863. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) (a) Did the Government consult the
Returned Servicemen's League
about the plan to shift patients
from Hollywood Repatriation
General Hospital into "A" block at
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital; and

(b) if so, was it in agreement with the
proposal?

(2) (a) Did the Government consult with
the board or anyone else at Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital about
proposals to shift patients from
Hollywood Repatriation General
Hospital into "A" block; and

(b) if so, were they in agreement with
the proposal?

(3) Does the Government consider "A"
block to be satisfactory, in its present
condition, to accommodate patients
from Hollywood Repatriation General
Hospital?

(4) Has any date been set for the transfer of
patients from Hollywood Repatriation
General Hospital to Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital?

(5) If Hollywood General Repatriation
Hospital does become available for aged
persons' accommodation, will this result
in other aged persons' accommodation
being closed or will the new
accommodation be additional to present
facilities?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) to (5) No definite proposals exist in

relation to the suggestion (or the
transfer of patients from Repatriation
General Hospital, Hollywood, to "A"
Block at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.
I have had very preliminary discussions
with the Commonwealth Government
and written submitting the suggestion to
the Minister for Veterans' Affairs,
painting out that if the suggestion
reached fruition there was no intention
by the State Government that veterans'
medicine would not be continued as a
separate service in a clearly defined
area.
Discussions on and evaluation of the
facilities at Hollywood Repatriation
Hospital and Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital have not advanced to a
sufficient degree to determine any
definite plans for the future.

HEALTH: POLICY
Comprehensive

1864. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Government have a
comprehensive policy or plan setting out
its objectives in the health field,
including the future development of all
components, including capital
requirements-public and private-on a
regional and State-wide basis?

(2) If a plan or policy as described above
does exist, will he provide me with its
details?

(3) Is his office satisfied with the present
level Of co-ordination between the
planning, Finance, and functional
sections of the Department of Hospital
and Allied Services?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) Yes.

HEALTH: DISABLED PERSONS
Intellectually and Physically Handicapped

1865. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Does the Government see a need for it to
assume more responsibility for the

supervision of the quality of care
provided in private hospitals and other
privately-owned institutions catering for
the aged and the intellectually and
physically handicapped?

Mr YOUNG replied:
This matter is continually kept under
review.

HOSPITALS: PATIENTS
Insurance

1866. Mr IHODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Will he give an assurance that
irrespective of whether a patient has
medical and hospital insurance cover or
only hospital cover, all inpatients at all
Government hospitals will be given the
opportunity to elect to be hospital
service patients?

(2) If the assurance sought in (1) cannot be
given in respect of all Government
hospitals, please name the hospitals that
will provide all patients, regardless of
insurance status, with the choice of
electing to be a hospital service in-
patient?

(3) Please name all the Government
hospitals that are prepared and willing
to treat outpatients with "hospital only"
insurance as hospital service
outpatients?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Patients may elect to be hospital service

patients where the hospital employs
salaried or sessional medical staff.
In a hospital which does not employ
salaried or sessional medical staff, a
patient who has hospital insurance
cover, including those who have medical
and hospital insurance cover, may elect
to be a hospital service patient and will
be so admitted if on consultation with
his medical practitioner a patient
obtains the written agreement of the
doctor that he is willing to accept
payment for the hospital at the level of
80 per cent of the Commonwealth
schedule fee.

(2) Royal Perth Hospital
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
Princess Margaret Hospital
King Edward Memorial Hospital
Fremantle Hospital
Broome Hospital
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Carriarvon Regional Hospital
Derby Regional Hospital
Exmouth Hospital
Fitzroy Crossing Hospital
Halls Creek Hospital
Kununurra Hospital
Meekatharra Hospital
Onslow Hospital
Port Hedland Regional Hospital
Roebourne Hospital
Wyndham Hospital.

(3) Although all Government hospitals are
prepared to treat outpatients as hospital
service outpatients, this can occur only
where the hospital employs salaried or
sessional medical staff or where a
private medical practitioner is prepared
to treat an outpatient as a hospital
service outpatient and be paid the
agreed fee by the hospital-O per cent
of the Commonwealth schedule fee.
Hospitals where salaried or sessional
medical staff are employed are-

Royal Perth Hospital
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
Princess Margaret Hospital.
K~ing Edward Memorial Hospital
Fremantle Hospital
Rockingham/lKwinana Hospital
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital
Broome Hospital
Carnarvon Regional Hospital
Derby Regional Hospital
Exmnouth Hospital
Fitzroy Crossing Hospital
Halls Creek Hospital
Kununurra Hospital
Meekatharra Hospital
Onslow Hospital
Port Hedland Regional Hospital
Roebourne Hospital
Wyndham Hospital.

H EA LTH
Pesticides

1867. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Is it a fact that the tea on sale in
Western Australia is being checked for
pesticides?

(2) Which pesticides are suspected of being
involved?

(3) Which pesticides were Found to be
contained in tea in Queensland?

(4) Which brands of tea are being checked?

(5) When and how did the Minister learn
that pesticides could be contained in tea
in Western Australia?

(6) Have regular checks of tea been carried
out in the past by the Public Health
Department?

(7) Is his department satisflied that
sufficient checks are being made on food
stuffs generally to ensure that they do
not contain substances injurious to
health?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not known at this stage pending results

(3)
(4)

of analysis-posibly orga no-chlorine
types.
Orga no-chlorine types.
Rushells Blue Label
Bushells China Flavoured
Paou Chung
Lipton Royal Ceylon
Aingoorie Special
Farmland I1st Grade
Lan Choo
Lipton Yellow packet
Nerada
Woolworths Tea.

(5) By the article published in The West
Australian on 9 September 198 1.
The Queensland Health Department
sampled and analysed in February 1980
and considered on expert advice that
other States and Territories be not
advised as no risk to health arose.

(6) No. There has been no sound reason for
regular sampling. This is supported by
the fact that the Queensland results
when submitted to the National Health
and Medical Research Council for
assessment and advice were considered
by that body to be so low that they were
insignificant and certainly did not
constitute a health hazard.

(7) Yes.

HEALTH
Urea Formaldehyde

1868. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware that the Government of the
United States of America has banned
the use of urea formaldehyde foam
insulation because of suspected health
hazards?
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(2) Is he aware whether urea formaldehyde
foam insulation is in use in buildings in
Western Australia?

(3) Has the State Government taken any
steps as a result of the USA
Government's action to either ban the
use of the product or have its safety
reviewed?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) This is known to be true of one or more

States in the United States of America.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes, many discussions and evaluations

have taken place. The matter is being
kept under review pending National
Health and Medical Research Council
ad vice.

JERVOISE BAY

Construction Yard: Offshore
1869. Mr STEPHENS, to the Honorary

Minister Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(a) With respect to the Jervoise Bay off-
shore construction yard, which has been
leased to Woodside Petroleum, when did
the Industrial Lands and Development
Authority acquire the land and on what
basis;

(b) when was the tender let for the
construction of the yard;,

(c) what was the tendered price;
(d) what was the actual Cost of the yard;
(e) if the work was carried out by the Public

Works Department, what were the
estimated and actual costs respectively;

(9) was the work financed from loan funds,
and if so, on what basis;

(g) if "No" to above, how was the work
financed;,

(h-) what is the period of the lease;
(i) is there an option for renewal;
(j) Ihow much rent is being charged?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(a) The Crown grants relating to the site

issued on I I November 1980 and 13
February 1981; the authority purchased
the site from the Crown at full market
value, as determined by the Valuer
General;,

(b) construction of the yard involved the
award of a number of contracts, the
main ones being awarded in the period
14 July 1980 to 17 October 1980;

(c) contracts were awarded at prices based
on tender prices, adjusted in the light of
subsequent negotiations; basic contract
prices for the main contracts were-

Civil works
Marine works
Sewerage

$2 334471
$ 656048
S 107628

(d) and (e) construction has not yet been
completed;

()no;
(g) initially by the authority's own funds

and Treasurer's advance, these amounts
later being replaced by private
borrowings by the authority;

(h) to (I) all terms of the contract are
available for inspection at the Titles
Office.

PORT: GEOGRAPHE BAY

Development

1870. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) Has a committee been set up by the
Busselton Shire Council to investigate
the proposed harbour development in
Gcographe Bay and to report back to
the council?

(2) If a committee has been set up, would
she provide the names of those people
who comprise the committee?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) 1 do not know whether the
Busselton Shire Council has appointed a
committee for this purpose. I suggest
that the member directs his inquiry to
the council.

FISHERIES

Geagraphe Bay

1871. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

(1) Have any studies been made by
Japanese fishing interests relevant to the
fisheries industry in Geographe Bay?

(2) If "Yes", would the Minister table all of
the information that is available arising
out of the research undertaken?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) Yes; see pages 12 and 13 of the "Report
on the Second-Phase Survey for
Commercial Harvesting of Octopuses i n
Western Australian Waters" by Yukichi
Kimnura.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 430).

PORT: G EOG RAPH E BAY

Conservation and the Environment

1872. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister,
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Further to question 1671 of 1981
relevant to the proposed fishing boat
harbour development, is the Minister
aware of the text of the environment
resource evaluation of the Cape
Naturaliste Area (WA) in Geowest No.
6, 197$, Department of Geography,
University of WA, which states-

I . the marine habitats along the shore
of the Cape Naturaliste support a
rich and diverse fauna, and that the
short fauna of the Cape Naturaliste
area has significance, as a unique
blending of tropical species with a
predominant temperate fauna takes
place on these granite shores., which
by experts is considered to be
unique (see pages 34/35 of the
report):

2. an unnamed species of
Calothamnus, known only from the
Naturaliste area, is reported as
being restricted to the gamulite
area (p. 24)

3. rare freshwater crayfish and crabs
are known to frequent the Cape
Naturaliste area (pp. 36/37)?

(2) In view of the information contained in
(1) above, will the Minister carry out a
thorough investigation of the complex
marine and terrestrial environments of
the area mentioned and table the results
of that investigation at a later date?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Not at this time.

PORT: GEOGRAPHE BAY

Public Works Department Report

1873. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Works:

Relating to the study maue by the
Public Works Department relevant to
the proposed fishing harbour on
Geographe Bay and referring to the
stated cost of the investigations to date
amounting to $88 000, would he provide
a breakdown of that expense?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
An estimated break-up of the $88 000
expended on Geographe Bay Fishing
boat harbour investigations is as
follows-

Hydrographic surveys
Wave climate investigations
Quarry site investigations
Sedimentation investigations
Miscellaneous

28 000
12000
22 000
20000
6000

TRANSPORT: ROAD

Gcraldton

1874. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Government recently made
changes in so far as permits to cart
goods to Geraldton is concerned?

(2) Will he please provide me with details?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) 1 have recently announced the granting

of another licence to transport
temperature-controlled goods-peri-
shables-between Perth and Geraldton
and other country areas, and nominated
towns en route.
The licence for this additional operator,
Brambles Manford, will commence as
from 28 September 1981 and will
provide residents and storekeepers in

these towns with a most competitive
service for the transport of temperature-
controlled goods.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Assistance Funds

1875. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Has the Government yet decided

whether it will continue with the local
authority assistance grant or whether it
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will be abolished or reduced as part of
the Government's cutbacks policy?

(2) If a decision has been made, what is the
result of that decision?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) A decision has not been made
and will not be made until deliberations
on the forthcoming State budget are
completed.

COURTS

Juries

1876. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing
the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a recent case
where a Geraldton woman had to
abandon her holiday in Perth and fly
back to Geraldton because she had been
required to be available for jury duty.
only to rind she was not required as 50
people were called in order to gain a
jury of 12?

(2) What steps does the Government take to
try to minimise the inconvenience
caused to people who are called for jury
duty?

(3) What provision is there for people to be
excused from jury duty if they have
made prior private arrangements which
make jury duty inconvenient?

(4) What steps will the Government take to
ensure that the inconvenience caused in
(I ) is not repeated?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) 1 have been informed of the case to
which the member refers.

(2) The Government does not interfere with
the management of duties for which
arrangements are made under the Juries
Act. Under these arrangements jurors
are usually given reasonable notice. In
this instance the summons was served in
Geraldton on 5 August 1981, for
attendance on 26 August 1981. The
precept directs that a panel of jurors be
available from which a jury can be
selected on the day. It is essential to
ensure that a sufficient number of jurors
is available.

(3) All applications to be excused from jury
service are dealt with on their merits
and at the discretion of the summoning
officer.

(4) It is common practice where a juror has
made prior arrangements and incurred
booking expenses and where the
situation allows, to excuse the juror.
Although the juror referred to expressed
a desire to be in Perth on or about 26
August for a sporting fixture there was
no indication to the summoning officer
that bookings had been made or expense
incurred.
Section 27 of the Juries Act provides for
the summoning officer, of his own
motion on such evidence as he deems
sufficient, to omit from a panel any
name in the jurors' book and excuse
from attendance at any criminal trial
any person who has been summoned as a
juror.

INCOME TAX

Zone Allowances

1877. Mr CARR, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Regional
Administration and the North West:

With reference to the WA Government
committee, chaired by him, to inquire
into and make recommendations to the
Federal Government inquiry into zone
allowances, how does the Government
justify the recommendation that the
Shires of Northampton, Chapman
Valley, and Mullewa which are
presently in zone B, should be deprived
of zone allowances altogether?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
The major recommendation of the State
committee on income tax zone
allowances to the Federal inquiry was as
follows-

The present zone boundaries should
be abolished and replaced with
more accurately defined "areas of
disability" based on particular costs
and disabilities identified by Town
and Shire.

The member's question refers to a
subsequent recommendation on
boundaries, if the Federal inquiry found
recommendation 2-above-unaccept-
able.
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Following representations from the
member for Greenough the proposed
boundary recommendations are being
re-examined by the State committee.

FISHER!IES

Rock Lobster: Advisory Committee

1878. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife:

Why are there no Fishermen from the
north coastal zone B on the rock lobster
advisory committee?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The Fisheries Act provides that three
members shall be fishermen, who for
commercial purposes are actually
engaged in the taking of rock lobsters.
There is no statutory requirement that
members shall be representative of a
specific area. Members are appointed by
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife.
The term of appointment of existing
members expires on 31 December 1985.

FISHERIES: DEPARTMENT OF
FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE

Research and Development Fund

1879. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife;

(1) Are reports available for the years 1979-
80 and 1980-81 of the activities carried
out with moneys provided from the
research and development fund?

(2) If "Yes", will the Minister please table
copies of the reports?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The report for the year 1979-80

was tabled as paper No. 423 of the 30th
Parliament. The report for 1980-81 is in
course of preparation and will be tabled
in due course.

FOREIGN INVESTMENTS: LAND

Restrictions

1880. Mr EVANS, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

(1) Did the Minister see the front page
article in the Daily News of I5
September 1981, which indicated that

the Federal Government is considering
new restrictions on foreign investment in
real estate?

(2) (a) Does the Western Australian
Government propose to act in a
similar manner to restrict foreign
investment in real estate; and

(b) if so, what are the details of the
Government's intentions?

Mrs CRAIG. replied:
(1) The Daily News article in question has

been read with interest.
(2) (a) and (b) I am not aware of any

official confirmation by the Federal
Government as to the accuracy of
the article and cannot confirm
detail as to what new restrictions on
foreign investment in real estate
might be implemented by the
Federal Government. However, it
has been announced that the
foreign investment situation is being
studied and monitored. The
member would be aware that the
jurisdiction of the Minister for
Lands would be limited to Crown
land releases and not related to
freehold real estate.

1881. This question was postponed.

MEAT

Inspection

1882. Mr McIVER, to the
Agriculture:

Minister for

(1) Has his attention been drawn to the
recent Press reports that New South
Wales and Queensland are the only two
States holding back on the single meat
inspection question?

(2) If "Yes", what is the Western
Australian Government's attitude?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) The Press reports referred to do

not accurately reflect the attitudes of
the States towards a single meat
inspection service. The situation at the
Agricultural Council meeting of 3
August 1981 was-

Option 1: The Commonwealth to
have total responsibility for all
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inspection at all export works.
Favoured by Commonwealth, South
Australia, and Northern Territory.
Option HI: The delegation of
Commonwealth responsibility for
export inspection to those States
which wished to assume it subject
to satisfactory funding
arrangements by the
Commonwealth. Favoured by
Queensland, New South Wales,
Victoria, and Western Australia.

However, the Commonwealth at that
meeting made it clear that
Commonwealth funding would not be
made available for option II.
Subsequently Victoria and the
Commonwealth have had discussions in
an attempt to develop a further option.

HOUSING: FLATS

North Frema ntle

1883. Mr PARKER, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Did he receive on 17 March 1981 a
representation from Mr J. Dawkins,
MHR, concerning rumours of the sale of
Myuna Flats in North Fremantle?

(2) Has he since had further telegrams and
phone calls from Mr Dawkins or his
office asking for an answer which was
promised "as soon as possible" on 23
March 1981 by his secretary?

(3) When will he respond to Mr Dawkins'
representation?

(4) What is the position with regard to the
rumoured sale of thesenfats?

Mr

(1)
(3)
(4)

LAURANCE replied:
and (2) Yes.
This has been done.
There is no foundation for such
rumours.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Patients: Complaints

1884. Mr HODGE, toathe Minister for Health:

(1) What legislation exists to protect the
rights of patients suffering from mental
illness who are admitted to public or
private hospitals that are not under the
control of Mental Health Services?

(2) Is he aware that at the psychiatric wards
of public hospitals relatives of patients
suffering from mental illness are
sometimes asked to sign "blanket"
consent forms authorising treatment?

(3) Does his department consider that such
"blanket" consent is dangerous and
could lead to a patient's civil, legal, or
medical rights being infringed?

(4) Has his attention been drawn to an
article appearing in The Sunday Times
of 13 September last wherein it was
claimed that the director of Mental
Health Services has recently been
presented with a dossier of sworn
affidavits of complaint from mental
health patients and former mental
health patients over psychiatric
treatment which they have received?

(5) If the newspaper article referred to
above is accurate, would he ask the
director of Mental Health Services to
report to him on the matter, and then
provide me with a copy of the report?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) The rights of patients with mental

illness, admitted to non-MI-S public or
private hospitals are exactly the same as
for all other patients in these hospitals.

(2) 1 have no knowledge of any such
instances. If the member can advise of
occurrences of this nature, the matter
will be fully investigated.

(3) See answer to (2).
(4) Yes.
(5) The Director of Mental Health Services

will report to me. I will convey the
substance of that report to the member
in due course.

BUILDING INDUSTRY
Australian Federation of Construction

Contractors

1885. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Have approaches been made by the
Australian Federation of Construction
Contractors regarding the establishment
of short specialist courses in various
skills associated with that industry?

(2) If so, what are details of the approach,
and what was the result?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) The federation has requested the

implementation of training programmes
in semi-skilled occupations in the
construction industry.
The State manpower planning
committee has conducted an analysis of
manpower requirements and identified
projected labour shortages to 1985 in
the occupations of-

plant operators
steel Fixers
industrial painters and sandblasters
industrial insulators-high
technology
crane drivers-SO tonnes plus.

The industrial training advisory council
in conjunction with industry
representatives and the Commonwealth
Department of Employment and Youth
Affairs is currently examining the
possible development of training
programmes to alleviate the forecast
shortages.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

HEALTH: POLICIES

Comprehensive

481. Mr HODGE. to the Honorary Acting
Minister for Health:

I ask a supplementary question to
question 1864 on today's notice paper,
which was as follows-

Does the Government have a
comprehensive policy or plan
setting out its objectives in the
health field, including the future
development of all components,
including capital requirements
(public and private) on a regional
and State-wide basis?

The Minister answered "Yes",' the
Government did have such a plan. I then
asked him would he provide me with
details of it and he refused. I ask the
Minister if he does have such a plan
what possible objection could he have to
making it public?

Mr Laurance (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
The member for Melville indicated I
refused to provide advice. I would like to
clarify the position. He asked in part (2)
of his question whether I would provide
him with details if such a plan or policy

as described did exist. I did not refuse, I

just said "No'. I answered the question.

Mr Hodge: Do not try to be such a smart

aleck, it does not suit you.

Several members interjected.

Mr Parker: What is the difference between

"No" and a refusal?

Mr LAURANCE: I think there is a lot of

difference. The reason I said I would not

provide him with the details is that it is

a very complex matter. The Government

has a strong policy on health matters

and on hospital matters and this is

expressed in a number of ways publicly

at the time of an election, in the policy

document, and in consultation papers. A

consultant has been appointed and is

working with the Government at the

moment. There is a vast array of

documentation and I do not think it

would be practical to provide to the

member all of it.

HOUSING: SHC

Government Departments: Access to In formation

482. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is it a fact that the State Housing
Commission has access to computer-
based information in other Government
departments, and uses the information.

(2) Has he had the opportunity to
investigate the details of a case I
presented to him a week ago today?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) and (2) 1lam unable to give the member

an answer to the question he put before
this House last week. He raised a matter
which involved the State Housing
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Commission. I have referred the matter
to the general manager and it is being
investigated. I will give him an answer
once the investigation has been
completed.
In answer to the first part of the
member's question I advise that as was
pointed out in this House by my
colleague, the Honorary Minister for
Industrial Development and Commerce,
when he replied to a question asked by a
member last week, it is the right of
Government agencies to enlist assistance
of other Government agencies in trying
to claim money-

Mr Bryce: To track down people!

Mr LAURANCE: -which is overdue. I
think the State Housing Commission
should be able to request assistance from
other departments if it is trying to locate
a person who owes the Government
money. In this case a request was sent to
an individual of the same name and
initials as a person who owed money to
the State Housing Commission. That
was done in error and an apology was
sent to that person who was apparently
aggrieved by the receipt of the letter.

HOUSING: FLATS

North Fremantle
483. Mr PARKER, to the Honorary Minister

Assisting the Minister for Housing:

I refer to part (3) of my question on
notice 1883. 1 have been advised just 10
minutes ago from the office concerned
that there has been no response to the
representation that was made. The last
time a telephone call was made to the
Minister's office the advice given was
that the information would be
forthcoming. I ask the Minister to
review my question and his answer
accordingly.

Mr LAURANCE replied:
I again advise the member that contact
has been made with the Federal
Minister's office and a letter has been
forwarded to him. There have been a

number of telephone calls and
discussions not only with the member,
but also with the people he is dealing
with. I have spoken with a particular
person from there and he has been in
touch with Mr Dawkins also. There is no
reason to assume that this block of flats
will be treated any differently from
others owned by the State Housing
Commission.

LAND

Onslow
484. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Lands:

In relation to the release of land for
horse paddocks in the town of Onslow
would the Minister please advise-

(a) What is the description of the land;
(b) what progress has been made in

respect of surveying;
(c) what are the arrangements for the

provision of water;
(d) what is the proposed method of

disposal of land involved; and
(e) what is the anticipated date of

release?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(a) Ashburton locations 69, 70, 71, 73, 74,
80, and 85 to 88 inclusive.

(b) Locations 85 to 88 inclusive are to be
surveyed during October, the remainder
are already surveyed.

(c) Investigations into the question of the
provision of a water service resulted in
the Shire of West Pilbara raising
objections to the imposition of a service
premium on these locations.
In view of these objections it is now
proposed to dispose of these locations
subject to a condition that-

The Minister for Lands shall not be
responsible for the provision of roads
and utility services to the demised
land. Any successful applicant
requiring connection to the reticulated
water supply shall personally apply to
the Public Works Department and
shall be responsible for the payment
of all fees and charges related to the
provision of such a service.
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(d) Applications are to be invited for the
leasing of locations 69, 70, 73, 74 and 80
for the purpose of "stabling and grazing
of horses" for a term of 10 years.
In the event of multiple applications
being received allocation will be made
by a land board upon which the Shire of
West Pilbara may be reoresented.

(e) Locations 69, 70. 73, 74, and 80 will be
released in October-November and
locations 71, and 85 to 88 inclusive will
be vested in the shire upon completion of
necessary survey actions. The vesting
order will contain a power for the Shire
of West Pilbara to lease for "equestrian
purposes,'.

FOREIGN INVESTMENTS
Land: FIRB

485. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many proposed purchases of

agricultural land in Western Australia
by foreign interests were referred to the
Foreign Investment Review Board in
1980-81 ?

(2) Of these proposals how many were
approved by the board in that period?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) If the Deputy Leader of the

Opposition looks in Hansard he will find
the answer. I am certainly not going to
quote the figures off the top of my head.
I ask him to put the question on notice.

STATE FINANCE: ADVANCES
Interest Rates

486. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:

I refer to the Treasurer's answer to
question 1831 wherein he replied that
there is no specific legislative authority
nor is there any legislative prohibition.
Prior to its recent amendment the Public
Moneys Investment Act did not provide
the Treasury with the legislative
authority to invest public moneys with
the R & I Bank.
Would he now agree that the same
provisions apply in relation to the
charging by the Government of interest
on some Treasury advances and that

there is a need for the Government to set
its financial house in order so that
legislative authority is provided?7

Sir CH A RLES COU RT replied:
I do not agree with the member's
proposition and summations. I think the
answer given to the question yesterday
was the right and proper one. I do not
agree that there was no authority to
invest with the Rt & I Bank. The
member has developed the theme
followed by some of his colleagues with
monotonous regularity and what they
were saying is that the Western
Australian Government should not deal
with its own bank.

MEAT
Royal Commission

487. Mr EVANS, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

(1) With reference to the proposed Royal
Commission into the meat industry
would the Minister advise if he is in a
position to give an indication as to
whether any contact has been made by
the Commonwealth Government
regarding this matter?

(2) If so, would he advise to what extent
Western Australia will participate?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) We have received a telex from

the Commonwealth Government asking
this Government if it would participate
in the activities of the Royal
Commission and we have advised that
we would agree to do that. The
Commonwealth Government also
suggested the possibility of a Royal
Commission into meat for home
consumption and at this stage I have
given no commitment and will not do so
until the full details of it are known.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS
Right to Life Association: Film

488. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Would the Minister advise why the film

being sponsored by the Right to Life
Association is now being shown in
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schools unchanged when last month he
gave this Parliament to clearly
understand that significant changes
would be made to the film?

(2) Is it compulsory for students to view the
film if the school or teachers so direct?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) In reply to the Deputy Leader of the

Opposition-

vir Davies: I am still the Leader of the
Opposition.

V4r GRAYDEN: I mean the Leader of the
Opposition. I do have some difficulty in
establishing who is leading the Labor
Party.

Mr Davies: Just follow me and you will be
right.

Mr GRAYDEN: The reply I gave some time
ago was simply based on a report by the
Health Advisory Committee. It has
made certain recommendations and I
simply explained to the House the
nature of those recommendations which
included a statement to the effect that it
was desirable some modifications should
be made. Since then I have had the
opportunity of viewing the presentation
myself. The simple modification I
outlined yesterday was a particular slide
should be allowed to remain on the
screen for only one or two seconds
instead of for several minutes. That
would be an adequate modification and
I do not think it is necessary to go
beyond that. There has been a storm
virtually about nothing in respect of the
presentation. Anything that has been
depicted has already been on television
in one form or another. Many of the
films that are on television depict, for
instance, operations and war scenes and
I can assure the House they are
infinitely worse than these particular
slides. The Right to Life Association is a
responsible organisation and 1,
personally, think everyone should view
the film. I can assure members it makes
a very big impact.

(2) The presentation is not compulsory
viewing. It is up to the principal as to
whether the presentation can be shown
in his or her school. If the principal of a
school decides to allow some pupils to
see it, that is his decision. Incidentally, it
is shown only to year I I and year I12
students - students who are about to
leave school. Prior to the screening of
the presentation the students are warned
that it is not recommended for people
who are particularly sensitive. If the
students do not want to watch it, they
need not. All sorts of programmes are
presented in schools these days on behalf
of the pro-abortion lobby and I think it
is quite desirable that the other side
should have the opportunity of
presenting its views. I cannot see
anything objectionable about the
presentation; it is something everybody
should see. However, in its existing form
it could raise unnecessary objections and
I have therefore suggested that the
period the slides remain on the screen
should be limited, rather than having the
slides confront the audience for up to
five minutes or so as was the case.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS

Right to Life Association: Film

489. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

My question is a follow-up question on
the same subject. The Minister said the
matter was referred to the "Health
Advisory Committee".
My question is as Follows-

(1) Can he inform me for what reason
or on whose instructions the matter
was referred to that committee?

(2) Who comprises the membership of
that committee and what were its
recommendations?

(3) Have its recommendations been
rejected, or acted upon?

(4) Would the Minister answer my
question as to whether or not-even
though headmasters or principals
elect to have the film shown to
students in years I I and 12-the
students are able to opt out of
attending the presentation?
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(5) In addition, are they able to opt out
of viewing anty pro-abortion film
which may be shown?

(6) If such films are being shown, who
is the sponsor?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) to (6) 1 have already informed the
Leader of the Opposition that viewing of
the presentation is optional. I cannot
understand why the Leader of the
Opposition has not grasped that fact,
because I made it absolutely clear. The
Health Advisory Committee is a body I
have established within the Education
Department. I cannot provide the
Leader of the Opposition with the names
of the 1 2 or 13 people who make up its
membership; however, I will be glad to
obtain the information for him. I
referred this film to the committee for
its advice, an d I have received that
advice. There is no obligation on my
part to accept the advice of the
committee; however, since referring the
matter to the committee I have had the
opportunity to view the presentation.

HEALTH: RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL

Disposal:- Kamba Ida

490. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Honorary Acting
Minister for Health:

Further to the matter of the radioactive
material cesium 137 at Kambalda, can
he advise what method of storage will be
adopted which will give adequate
protection to the community?

Mr Lauranice (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
Approval was given by the State
Radiological Council for the storage of
this radioactive material in a shed at
Kamba Ida. The matter subsequently was
raised by industrial action; earlier this
week, it was agreed that the workers
would return to work and that the
material would be buried, rather than
stored in a shed. An expert from the
Australian Atomic Energy Commission
apparently settled the dispute by
obtaining agreement that it would be
preferable to bury the waste rather than
store it in a shed, as previously agreed.
I met yesterday with the Chairman and
Secretary of the Radiological Council to
discuss the burial proposal. I have been

advised chat the Radiological Council is
likely to find the burial proposal more
acceptable than the shed storage
method, therefore no problem is
anticipated. Specific approval will be
required of the Radiological Council,
and I believe this process has been set in
train. As has been indicated previously,
the degree of radioactivity from the
waste material is of very little
consequence, and nd trouble is expected;,
the burial proposal should be quite
satisfactory.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf- Potential Customers

491. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

My question relates to a question I
asked some weeks ago concerning the
amount of North-West Shelf gas which
would be required by different
categories of industry in Western
Australia. At the time, the Minister
undertook to reconsider my question in
the form of a letter from me, so that he
could decide whether the information
would be made available. My question is
as follows-

()Has the Minister received my
letter?

(2) Has he made a decision?

M r P. V. JONES replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) No.

SHOPPING CENTRES

Government Committee. Recommendations
492. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:

My question concerns the problem
confronting small businessmen and
businesswomen, whose livelihood
depends on income earned from shops in
shopping centres. It is as follows-

(I) Is she prepared to release the
findings of the committee of
Government baclc-benchers which
inquired into this matter?
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(2) Does the Government propose to
take any action arising from the
findings of the committee?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The member would know very well that

it is not my prerogative to release the
report prepared by the committee of
Government back-benchers.

(2) Much action has been taken already in
relation to the recommendations
contained in that report.

SHOPPING CENTRES
Governmient Committee:, Recommendations

493. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

I ask a supplementary question of the
Minister as follows-

()Since her colleague, the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for
Industrial Development and
Commerce in her absence last week
referred me to her, would the
Minister be good enough to tell me
whose prerogative it is to release
the report?

(2) Would she inform the House of the
significant initiatives the
Government has taken as a result of
the committee's findings?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The committee itself has been given the

responsibility to determine whether in
fact the report will be released.

(2) 1 suggest the member for Ascot wait
until he sees the recommendations
contained in the report, at which time I
will be pleased to reveal the actions
which have been taken.

Mr Bryce: You will not reveal the
recommendations.

SHOPPING CENTRES
Development: Balcatta

494. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

I refer the Minister to the following
question I asked of her on 27 August
this year-

(1) Further to my question 1622 of
1981 did she consider the potential
viability of the Village Square
shopping Centre prior to approving
the rezoning of the property?

The Minister replied, "Yes," I refer the
Minister also to her reply to my question
1 730 of 8 September this year in which I
asked-
(I) Further to her answer to question

1670 of 1981 -
(a) will she advise whether she

believed the Village Square
shopping Centre would prove
viable;

The Minister replied as follows-
(1) (a) and (b) The small size of the

extensions to this existing
shopping centre did not require
me or the Town Planning
Board to take into account its
via bility.

Could the Minister please explain the
contradiction?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The application for the shopping Centre
development which came to me was a
zoning application. It was initiated by
the Shire of Stirling and allowed for Five
shops to be built where two shops
existed already. Zoning approval was
given for that.
Since the member for Balcatta has
asked these questions, I have taken the
opportunity to ask someone from the
Town Planning Department to examine
the development to see whether it is in
accord with the approval given. I am
advised it is not and more shops exist
than the number for which approval was
given. I understand the council has been
advised of that and it is its responsibility
to take the necessary action.

PARL IAMENT
Four-year Term

495. Mr .JAMIESON, to the Premier:

(1) H-as the back-bench committee of the
Government which is inquiring into a
four-year Parliament made a report yet?

e

4
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(2) If so, is it the intention of the
Government to legislate for a four-year
Parliament during this term of
Parliament?

Si r CH-IAR LFS COURT replied:
(1) 1 cannot recall receiving a report from

such a committee and I do not believe I
would have overlooked such a report had
I received it.

(2) Answered by (1).

SHOPPING CENTRES

Development: Bakcatia
496. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for

Urban Development and Town Planning:

In regard to my previous question
without notice, I point out to the
Minister it is of passing interest as to
how many shops were built, because
they are all empty.
Can the Minister tell the House whether
she considered the viability of the
shopping centre, as she said she did in
answer to a question on 27 August, or
did she not consider the viability, as she
said she did not on 8 September? Which
answer is correct?

Mrs CRAIG replied:.
I regret I do not have those questions in
front of me to check whether the
wording was identical in each case.

Mr Brian Burke: I read them to you.
Mrs CRAIG: Viability is not a planning

consideration.
Mr Brian Burke: This is a consideration of

telling Parliament what happened.
Mrs CRAIG: In reply to the First question, I

was agreeing to an amendment which

allowed for a rezoning which would
increase the number of shops already
existing from two to live. The council
gave me sufficient information to enable
me to believe such an amendment was
appropriate and should be proceeded
with.

if the member for Balcatta places his
question on the notice paper, I shall
have an opportunity to examine the two
questions to which he referred and
clarify the position.

SHOPPING CENTRES

Government Committee: Recommendations
497. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:

This question is further to the question
asked by the member for Ascot. In view
of the fact that members on this side of
the House do not have access to the
back-bench Government committee to
request from it a copy of the report on
shopping centres, would the Minister
undertake to consult with that
committee so that she is in a position
tomorrow, or at a future date, to tell the
Parliament whether the committees
report will be made available for
consideration by the Opposition?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

I am perfectly happy to consult with the
committee and if the member asks me at
a later date whether a decision has been
made, I will be pleased to advise him
accordingly.
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