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Wednesday, the 19th September, 1979

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

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (4). INTRODUCT1ION
AND FIRST READING

I1. Pay-roll Tax Assessment Act Amendment
Bill.

Dill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles
Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.

2. Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Labour and
Indtrty), and read a first time.

3. Medical Act Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Young

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

4. Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage,
and Drainage Act Amendment Bill (No.
2).

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Davies
(Leader of the Opposition).,ang read a_
first time.

ENERGY: NUCLEAR POWER STATION

Planning: Motion

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.36 p.m.): I
move-

That in the opinion of this House, planning
for a nuclear power plant in W.A. should not
proceed, because a nuclear power plant in
W.A. cannot be justified in terms of need,
cost and potential risk and, because of
overwhelming public opposition to the
Government's proposals to build a nuclear
power plant in this State.

Mr Sibson: Congratulations on your elevation
to the position of Leader of the Opposition.

Mr T. H. JON ES: The member for Bunbury
has started early tonight, even before I have
commenced my speech. By way of explanation, I
am introducing the motion on behalf of the
Leader of the Opposition.

It is our hope, during the time available to us,
to prove conclusively that the Government has not
answered the questions which were raised earlier
in the House in relation to the points which have

been enunciated strongly in the motion now
before us.

It will be remembered that on the I11th April,
1979, during the Address-in-Reply debate, the
Opposition moved an amendment asking the
Government to answer certain questions which
had been raised by various organisations
throughout the State; as a result of individuals
writing to the Press; and as a result of questions
asked by Labor members in this place.
Unfortunately, a number of those questions still
remain unanswered.

It is the hope of the Opposition that this motion
will give the Government an opportunity to
demonstrate clearly to the public of Western
Australia that it has done its homework, and that
the position is well in hand. We hope the
Government will be able to show there are no
grey areas regarding the industry itself; that the
proposed cost is not a factor; that there is no
potential risk; and that the disposal of waste is not
exercising the minds of Government members as
a significant problem. Those are the questions we
are now asking the Government and we hope to
receive better replies than those we received on
the last occasion. Reference to Hansard will
demonstrate clearly that on the previous occasion
the Minister rambled on and failed dismally to
answer all the points raised.

We have clearly specified the areas which are
exe-rciging-our-ninds, -and-are causinr-us -concern-
It will be appreciated that the present move by
the Opposition is similar to that involved in the
amendment to the Address-in- Reply on the 11Ith
April. On that occasion we clearly set out our
case and I do not intend to go over at any great
length the ground previously covered.

The motion, firstly, questions the need for a
nuclear power plant in Western Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too much
audible casual conversation.

Mr T. H. JONES: My understanding is that no
other State in the Commonwealth is investigating
the construction of a nuclear power station. I will
stand corrected if the Minister can inform me of
any investigation under way in any other State. If
that is the situation, why is the Western
Australian Government forced into the position of
making a decision at this time? The Premier is
hell-bent on announcing the commencement of a
nuclear power station by 1995. There may be
good reasons for that decision if there were
limited alternative resources at the disposal of the
Government in this State. It is possible that after
investigation the Government could establish the
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need for a nuclear power station. However, we are
not aware of any such investigation.

In South Australia the coal reserves at Leigh
Creek are limited, and that State is forced into
the situation of having to import coal and oil. If
South Australia were looking to the establishment
of a nuclear power station. perhaps that could be
justified. However, certainly so far as this
Government and our State are concerned it
cannot be justified.

The Opposition has examined the need to
justify the establishment of a nuclear power
station, and I do not think the Minister is able to
argue against the fact that it has been clearly
proven and generally accepted that we have
409 million tonnes of extractable coal available in
Western Australia. In answer to my questions, it
has been revealed that an additional 87 million
tonnes of coal remain in the pillars in the worked
out mines at Collie. There is available also an
estimated additional reserve in the roofs of the
mines. So, it is anticipated that some 500 million
tonnes of coal is available to the Government of
Western Australia for power generation. That
indicates an absence of any need to be looking
towards nuclear power.

I am aware-and I am sure the Minister also is
aware-that the mining companies at Collie are
currently involved in a drilling geological survey. I
know that large reserves of open-cut and dcep
mine coal have. been discovered. 1 am confident
that if a large scale survey were undertaken. it
would clearly establish that additional reserves
were available beyond the 500 million tonnes to
which I have referred.

Mr Cowan: Is it all recoverable?
Mr T. H. JONES: The easily recoverable

quantity is 400 million tonnes. and because open-
cut mining can now be carried out at great
depths, the coal in the pillars will-.be available
also. With those reserves in hand, what need is
there to embark on a nuclear programme in this
State? When the additions to the Muja power
house and the Kwinana power house have been
completed this State will have a capacity of
1 830 megawatts. In answer to a question ! asked
the Minister said that by 1 '995 the requirements
of this State would be in the vicinity of
5 030 megawatts. I do not think the Minister will
reflute those figures. It will be seen that by 1995,
even before nuclear power could be available, we
will have to increase our generating capacity
within this State from 1 800 megawatts to some
5 000 megawatts.

At the moment the coalfield is producing
7.5 million tonnes. a year and that is meeting the

needs of general industry and of the State Energy
Commission.

In a document put out by the Mines
Department in conjunction with the State Energy
Commission, it is stated that by the year 1990 or
slightly beyond, a production of 6.5 million tonnes
per annumn will be required from the coalfield.
These figures were taken from a report made
available to me.

If the actual requirement at that time is more
than the projected 6.5 million tonnes-even if it
should be as much as 10 million ton nes-chat is
about five times greater than the Collie
production at the moment. So that would give us
50 years' supply of coal.

No-one would deny the fact that I was proved
right in my forecast about the policies introduced
by successive Liberal Governments in relation to
Collie. I amn now forecasting that with some
definite application on the coalfield and with
More dependence -placed on the necessity to find
additional reserves, the accessible reserves of coal
at Collie can be increased significantly. I believe I
have quite clearly established how much coal is
available in the field and the amount of coal being
produced at the moment. In my opinion my
outline of the situation demonstrates that there is
no urgency for a nuclear energy programme.

The Minister knows that investigationls are
taking place into the_ supply of power from other
sources, but event if we consider coal alone, our
energy needs will be covered for many years to
Come.

An article in the Geophysical Bulletin
published by the Mines Department indicates
that, in addition to the extractable reserves,
another 5 000 million Ionizes of coal exist at
greater depths on the Collie coalfield. No-one
would deny that that is a sizeable amount of coal.
Admittedly all this coal will not be extractable,
but we must bear in mind that the. Australian
Coal Research. Laboratory is now conducting a
feasibility study into the Collie mining concept
generally. It is looking at new methods or
extraction, water problems, and other factors. It
has indicated that a great deal of this coal can be
extracted by the shaft method. Perhaps some
members in this House are not familiar with
coatmining operations, so I will tell them that at
the moment there are no shafts on the coalfield.
Our coai is obtained either by the underlay
method or the open-cut method.

The Minister will not deny that this report is
available at the Mines Department. It indicates
the mnagnitude and various depths of the seams;
that is, 2.1 metres, 2.7 metres, 4.1 metres, and
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3.3 metres, and another seam of 13.3 metres.
When a geophysical survey was undertaken by
the Government in the late 1950s other large
seams were proven.

It is then a question of determining how much
of this 5 000 million tonnes of coal is extractable
if required. It can clearly be seen that there is no
shortage of coal even without any additional
reserves, and I am confident additional reserves
will be located.

In conjunction with the Australian Coal
Research Laboratory we must institute a
programme to determine how much of this coal
which is lying at great depth can be extracted if
the need for it arises.

Members who have any knowledge of mining
operations not only in this State but also in other
States and around the world will know that the
mining of coal by the shaft method is nothing
new. A number of coalmining centres in the
Eastern States use shafts, and they are used to a
large extent in Pittsburgh in America, in parts of
England, and throughout the world. So now is the
time for a Government or an authority to tackle
the problem and investigate the reserves.

From time to time the Minister has made
various statements about coal, and I will refer to a
number of these tonight. On the I11th September
of last year the Minister replied to a Mr Bligh
who had written a letter to The West Australian
regarding the volume of coal known to exist on
the Collie coalfield. I will quote briefly from the
Minister's reply to this gentleman. He said-

Moreover, I believe Mr Bligh is missing
the main point. The share of the
commercially extractable coal reserves at
Collie available for power generation is likely
to be completely committed during the
1990S.

1 am at a loss to understand this statement.
Probably the Minister is referring to the
previously known reserves close to the surface; but
what about the 5 000 million tonnes? The
Minister cannot deny these reserves because he is
as aware of the report as I am. Although these
reserves lie underground, a great deal of the coal
could be obtained hy using shafts. Surely the
Minister should not make such wild statements
without taking these reserves into account.

About two weeks ago I asked the Minister a
question about the plan to meet the increased
power load growth in Western Australia. The
Minister told me that no decision had been made.
I asked him whether the Government was looking
at an extension of the coal-fired system and
whether a new coal-fired station would be built at

Muja or one of the other coal-fired stations
expanded. The Minister replied that no expansion
is committed at Muja power station at present. If
the Minister has some clearer information, I hope
he will tell me about it when he replies.

MrT Mensaros: I only said there is no exact plan
as to the kind of coal-fired station that will be
built. There is no doubt that other coal-fired
stations will be built after Muja Nos. 5 and 6.

Mr T. H. JONES: I certainly know more now
than when the Minister answered my question.

Mr Mensaros: I cannot exactly recall the
answer, but you probably asked a question that
demanded that answer. Perhaps you asked which
power station would be expanded, and we do not
know this exactly because we have not finished
our plans.

Mr T. H. JONES: So that there is no
misunderstanding, I take it that more units will be
added to OUr coal-fired system in Western
Australia. The Minister is saying that to meet the
required capacity in 1985, the majority of this
coal will be required. Obviously he is speaking of
the coal that is very close to the surface.

Mr Mensaros: Extractable coal.
Mr T. H. JONES: What about this other coal

that could be obtained by the shaft method? Will
the Minister indicate whether the Government is
looking at the possibility of extracting this coal?
My main point is that if the State is in a terrible
mess in regard to power for the future, then surely
it has a responsibility to consider this coal which
was proved to exist by a Government survey. We
may have to do what other nations have done and
sink shafts to obtain the coal but surely such a
suggestion is not unreasonable.

The Minister has told us tonight that the coal-
fired system will be extended. That statement is
like a breath of fresh air to me and no doubt to
the people I represent. However, the Government
must investigate the possibility of using these
deeper reserves.

For these reasons I say the need for a nuclear
power Station has not been established.

When the Minister replied to a question of
mine in April of this year, I had hoped he would
tell us what plans the Government, the Mines
Department, and the State Energy Commission
had in mind. Certainly the Government and the
Minister should have learnt from past mistakes. A
person who does not learn from his mistakes is
either a fool or not very responsible. As I have
said on so many occasions, the history of the
power generation policy of successive Liberal
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Governments is not goad. IL has been a case of
blunder after blunder.

We all know what happened at Kwinana. It
cost $38 million to convert that power station and
another $40 million to convert the Muja power
station.

In his speech to Parliament on the Loan
Estimates the Premier had this to say-

The conversion of two units at Kwinana
power station is now complete-the second
unit being commissioned in March 1979. The
efficiency of the converted plant is greater
than predicted and has considerably relieved
the impact of escalating world oil price.

That is untrue, because anyone who looks at the
reply to a question I asked in this Parliament on
the 8th August will see that the situation is
entirely different. On that occasion I asked the
following question-

What is the maximum load that can be
generated on coal on the converted u nits at
Kwinana as compared with the original
design of the 200 megawatt units?

And the Minister's reply was, "120 megawatts".
That answer may not have great significance to
members who are not associated with power
generation. However, it means that the 200-
megawatt units originally installed as oil-fired
units had a capacity of 200 megawatts on full
load, but when converted to burn coal, the units
had a capacity of 120 megawatts-a loss of 80
megawatts. We all know the Government had no
alternative but to convert back to coal, but the
efficiency of the units has been reduced to that
extent.

The Premier cannot keep on saying, as he said
in his speech to the Loan Estimates, that the
Government made a great decision and that there
was very little loss of efficiency.

Mr Mensaros: He did not say that. You quoted
him correctly the first time. He said it is better
than expected, and that is so.

Mr T. H-. JONES: I certainly hope it would not
have been worse.

Mr Mensaros: All right, but why do you
criticise something not in there. You quoted the
Premier's remarks correctly the First time.

Mr T. H. JONES: I did not quote him out of
context.

Mr Mensaros: Not when you quoted his words,
but then you paraphrased it.

Mr T. H. JONES: We were hoping for a much
better result. The Minister cannot get off the
hook in that way. The Government had no

alternative but to convert back to coal, and as a
result the efficiency of the units is reduced. A loss
of 80 megawatts per unit is a huge deficiency; it
represents a loss in power of just under 40 per
cent.

In making a decision to embark on a nuclear
power programme, the Government should not
repeat its liast mistakes-and, there are plenty of
them. I appeal to the Minister to learn from past
mistakes. Do not place the State in a similar
situation to that which existed previously. If the
Government makes a decision to embark on a
nuclear programme, it should be able to justify
that decision. Up till now, the Minister has failed
utterly to justify the need to establish nuclear
power generating facilities in Western Australia.

I turn now to the question of uranium versus
coal power; that really is what the whole issue is
all about. The Government states it has no
alternative but to go onto nuclear power in 1995.
The Government is prepared to make this decision
irrespective of what happened at Harrisburg.
According to the Government, that was only a
little mishap which was not of major consequence.
Irrespective of what has happened and what is
going on in other parts of the world, the
Government of Western Australia is determined
to establish nuclear power generating facilities in
this State. It does not believe there can possibly
be a problem; it does not regard the capital cost of
establishing nuclear power in this State or the
disposal of the waste produced at such a plant as
a problem.

The Premier is hell-bent on building a nuclear
power station somewhere in Western Australia by
1995. However, there are discrepancies in the
costing figures produced by the Minister. In my
view, and in the opinion or many other people
interested in this important matter, many vital
questions remain unanswered. In fact, the
question regarding capital costs cannot clearly be
answered, as I will demonstrate in a moment
when I will refer to a report which I asked the
Minister to table. The Minister quoted from this
report and refused to table it to allow members or
Parliament to ascertain whether the figures he
quoted were accurate.

I refer now to a letter which appeared in The
West Australian of Wednesday, the I1Ith July.
1979. It is written by Kevin Bligh, who states as
follows-

At a public lecture at the WA Institute of
Technology on-April 9 representatives of the
Australian Atomic Energy Commission
indicated that the construction cost of the
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most economical. 1000 megawatt nuclear
power station is $1130 million.

A smaller station would cost relatively
more per megawatt.

This compares with the estimated
construction cost of an equivalent coal-fired
power station, provided by the Minister for
Fuel and Energy, Mr Mensaros (Letters,
September 6. last year), of $400 million.

I quoted estimates provided by the
Institution of Engineers, Australia (Letters,
May 22) to show that the fuel cost of nuclear
power is 0.6c per unit of electricity produced.

The equivalent coal cost based on Mr
Mensaros's estimate of $14 per tonne for
Collie coal is about 0.63c per unit. All costs
quoted are in mid-1978 dollar values.

I come now to -the important part. Mr Bligh
makes the following statement-

This means that a nuclear power station
would cost about three times as much to
build tnd almost, as much to fuel, as an
equivalent coal-fired station.

Is the Minister for Fuel and Energy able to refute
those figures? It is no good the Minister smiling.
He could not answer this question in April this
year. We want him to tell the Parliament in clear
terms the anticipated capital cost of establishing
nuclear power generating facilities in Western
Australia.

The letter continues-
TREND

The worldwide trend throughout the
history of the nuclear industry has been
towards relatively more expensive nuclear
power. The cost of additional precautions
imposed after the recent near-disaster at
Harrisburg can only exacerbate this.

Mr J ohn Minzinga, a vice-president of
General Atomic-a nuclear equipment
manufacturer in the United States-has said
that no one in his right mind would enter the
nuclear business today.

It is difficult to understand why the State
Government proposes to allow the State
Energy Commission to apparently, squander
$400,000 of its scarce resources.

This clearly demonstrates that the Minister must
justify his case to the Parliament, and support
with facts his estimates of capital cost and other
matters associated with the programme.

I refer now to a question I directed to the
Minister for Fuel and Energy on the 3rd April,

1979. My question appears at page 194 of
Mansa, and states as follows-

In view of his statment to this House on the
1st August, last year, recorded in Hansard at
page 1930, that "based on overseas estimates
for a first-off I1000 MW nuclear power
station, the capital cost would be in the rage
of $6004800 per kw", why did he say on
ABC television last night that he was unable
to estimate the costs of establishing a nuclear
power station in Western Australia?

The Minister replied in the following terms-
The cost of establishing nuclear power
stations, and for that matter any power
station, varies from time to time. The
Government's announced policy was that we
need nuclear power generation by the middle
of the 1990s. It would be impossible to
estimate how much it would cost by then but
the latest report by Burmot Australia
Proprietary Limited, which is retained by the
State Energy Commission as a consultant in
nuclear matters, indicates that any
reasonably sized station would cost about
$600 to $800 per kw.

That answer indicates quite conclusively that by
1995, the cost of establishing a nuclear power
station could have escalated out of all proportion.
The Minister does not deny that possibility; he
simply states that it is an announced policy of the
Government. The Minister's reply went on to
say-

A 1 000 megawatt power station in today's
money and in Australian dollars would
therefore be about $600 to $800 million.

Those were the figures the Minister gave to the
House on the 3rd April this year.

Mr McPharlin: The costs would have escalated,
no matter what kind of power station it was.

Mr T. H. JONES: If the member for Mt.
Marshall listens to what I have to say a little later
he will find I have information from America
showing that the productive costs of nuclear
power escalate more rapidly than the productive
costs of conventional coal-fired systems. I can rely
only on the information I have obtained from
America in that respect.

It is interesting to note that the Committee on
Government Operations of the US Congress
pointed out in April. 1978, that nuclear capital
costs have been seriously underestimated in the
past, and the gap between estimated and actual
costs is still increasing. An article in GROK of
April, 1979, states-
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In such art uncertain inflationary situation
it is perhaps unsurprising that Mr Mensaros
no longer knows (if he ever did) what a
nuclear reactor may cost: "No, I couldn't
give you any figure."

That is the point I am making. This was clearly
demonstrated when the Minister was interviewed
on "Nationwide" on the ABC on the 2nd April,
1979. However, it is surprising that the Mi nister
now claims' he cannot recall estimating what a
nuclear reactor would cost. This is what the
article states-

However, it is very surprising that the
Minister now claims he cannot recall
estimating what a nuclear reactor may Cost:

Mensaros: "As I said I can't recall.* When
you said the figure of $600 million that was a
little suspect to me. I don't know in which
connection. I mean if you show me in what
interview or in what .. :'"

Nationwide: "it was reported in the
newspapers."

Mensaros: "That probably was a bad
report."

The article goes on to state-
Capital costs for nuclear reactors

beginning construction now are generally
estimated to be $1 500452 ON0 per KW.
Harrisburg certainly won't make them any
cheaper, provided it hasn't made them
impossible,

That indicates the situation in which the Minister
found himself in relation to the capital cost of a
nuclear power station.

I would like to refer to a question I asked the
Minister for Fuel and Energy on the 12th
September. I asked-

()In reference to my question directed to
him on the 3rd April this year on
estimated capital costs for nuclear power
stations, recorded in Hansard at page
194, is the report by Burmot Australia
Proprietary Limited referred to in his
answer available for study by interested
members of the public?

(2) (a) If not, will the report be made
publicly available; and

(b) if so, when will it be made publicly
available?

(3) If the answers to (1) and (2) are in the
negative, what are the reasons for not
allowing public scrutiny of this report?

The Minister replied-
(1) to (3) The State Energy Commission

retains and from time to time
commissions advisers in fulfilling its
duty of complete research and
information on all energy matters.
The information and documents
submitted by the advisers are on a
confid ential basis and hence I will not
table them.

What has the Minister to hide? If he has nothing
to hide, why does he not tell Parliament what is in
the report? Have we not a right to know what is
in the Burmot report? Look at the way in which
members opposite-or the late Sir David
Brand-were misled by the SEC in respect of
Kwinana; they Were misled on that occasion, and
the Minister cannot deny it. At that time the
Government would not reveal the price it was
paying for fuel oil; a Government instrumentality
was using fuel oil and the Government would not
reveal the price.

Arc we going to allow the Minister to say he
has information that clearly demonstrates nuclear
power is a viable proposition when people in all
parts of the world are saying it is not, as I will
prove later? China and other large nations are
saying they will not be involved in a nuclear
power generation programme.

I cannot make this point Strongly enough:
Surely the Government should have learnt from
the mistakes made in the past, and from mistakes
which have been made by other large nations.
Surely it has learnt from the mess and the deaths
resulting from nuclear power generation.

I want the Minister to tell the Parliament what
is so confidential about the report that prevents us
from seeing it. If the report substantiates that a
nuclear programme is Financially viable, then let
us see it and make our own determination. It is
not right for the Minister to hide behind his
portfolio and say, "We know, but we will not tell
you." Of course, the Government knew about
Kwinana; what a horrible mess the Liberal-
Country Party Government led the State into in
respect of that. At the time it was challenged by
many organisations in the State. The Hawke
Opposition challenged the decision strongly in this
Parliament, The State Labor Party challenged the
decision; and when I was the secretary of a union,
that union also challenged it strongly.

However, the Government went upon its merry
way, and we all know the hopeless mess the State
was left in so far as generating costs are
concerned.

We must remember that we are paying the
highest cost for electricity of any State in the
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Commonwealth. What has brought that about?
Obviously it is the result of the ill-informed
policies of successive Liberal Governments. The
Minister has now stated that the report is
confidential, and he refuses to table it in
Parliament. The cost of a proposed nuclear power
station should not be regarded as secret; if the
Minister has confidence in the estimates he
should provide evidence to back them up. That is
all we want.

Sitting suspended from 6.15S to 7.30 p.m.
Mr T. H. JONES: Before the tea suspension I

was referring to the refusal of the Minister to
table a report. It has to be appreciated that
frequently he has been using the figures in the
report to give low estimates of the capital
construction costs of a nuclear power station. By
refusing to release the report the Minister is
denying the public a fair chance to criticise or
scrutinise the basis for the Minister's figures in
relation to this very important problem.

The Minister has used the report to suggest
that a 600-megawatt nuclear power
station-equal to about half the SEC's present
capacity-could be built for as little as $360
million. Further, he has claimed that a 1 000-
megawatt nuclear power station could be built for
between $600 million and $800 million. The
Minister cannot deny this; he has said it in the
Parliament.

In our opinion, the figures do not ring true
when compared with the capital costs of nuclear
power stations under construction in other parts
of the world. As we have not seen the report we
have to rely heavily on information obtained from
countries with nuclear power stations under
construction or under consideration. When this
exercise is carried out the Minister's figures do
not ring true with those given by nuclear agencies
throughout the world with well established
reputations for understanding nuclear costs in
general.

The 600'megawatt station which is partially
completed in the Philippines will cost over $1 000
million; these are current figures. This is nearly
three times greater than the Minister's estimates.
It is on this basis that we challenge the Minister's
figures. We believe the Minister should disclose
the content of the report to the Parliament.

A report compiled in 1977 from the Economic
Study Section of the Division of Nuclear Power
and Reactors of the International Atomic Energy
Agency suggests that a 600-megawatt nuclear
power reactor would cost $700 million. This
figure is presented by a very well-known
organisation, yet the Minister suggests the cost

would be between $600 million and $800 million
for a I 000-megawatt plant. The figure contained
in that 1977 report was in US dollars, making it
close to Australian values.

I refer now to figures given by Australian
Atomic Energy Commission officials who
attended a seminar held at WAIT this year-not
five or six years ago, but this year. They indicated
that the estimated cost for a I 000-megawatt
reactor would be in excess of $1 000 million. That
figure was not put forward by the Opposition in
the Parliament, but by a body which thoroughly
understands the nuclear world. It made that
estimate in Perth this year and it completely
disagrees with the figures used by the Minister.
The officials suggested that many other analysts
who are less optimistic about the economic future
or nuclear energy suggest that the real cost may
be 50 per cent higher than the figure quoted. It is
impossible to do more than guess the cost of the
nuclear power station to be built by 1995.

Mr Mensaros: I agree.
Mr T. H. JONES: It is a big punt and, as I

have indicated, experienced men are of the
opinion that in a short space of time the capital
costs of nuclear power stations have risen more
sharply throughout the world than the cost of
conventional power plants.

Probably the most disconcerting analysis has
been provided by the Rand Corporation. A Mr
W. E. Mooz, working as a consultant with the US
Energy and Development Organisation,
calculated that if the cost increases of the 1970s
were to continue, construction of nuclear reactors
between 1985 and 1990 would cost between
$3 000 million and $4 000 million. This is from a
man who has considerable experience in this field.
He has clearly indicated that a spiralling of costs
could take place. These 1976 US dollar figures
are not inflated, future figures.

A quick calculation will reveal that Mr Mooz's
figures are five times greater than the figures
quoted by the Minister. Therefore, we in the
Opposition appeal to the Government to
undertake a closer investigation of attempts to
build a nuclear power station in this State by
1995.

On the 3rd April this year, in reply to a
question from me, the Minister gave an assurance
that he was reasonably familiar with this subject.
He said, "I know I am familiar with my subject; I
know what I am talking about." I cannot help but
wonder whether he truly knows the problem
which is exercising the minds of members on this
side of the House. Government members might
not be worried, but we are.
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I can Aind no evidence to suggest that the
Minister is familiar with the wide range of
estimates for current and future nuclear power
costs. The Minister is relying on just one source.
He does admit that by the year 1995, with the
escalation of prices, this State could be faced with
problems so far as capital cost for nuclear power
generation is concerned. The Government has
said it will cost a certain amount for the
construction of a power house that will be of little
benefit to the people.

The Government must be aware that the
minimum size for a station is about I1000
megawatts. What would happen if that station
goes out of commission? This worries me, even
with my limited experience in the generation
field. With the grid system we have in Western
Australia, just imagine a I 000-megawatt station
going out of commisson for a week or so, such as
the Hallsburg plant did.

Mr Mensaros: It would be much better than the
strikes we have.

Mr T. H. JONES: There have not been all that
many strikes in the power sector. There have been
a couple with which we have not been happy and
they show just how bad things would be if a
I 000-megawatt station did go out of commission.
The smallest station that can be built is 1 000
megawatts.

Mr Mensaros: That is not so. A 600-megawatt
station can be built and we could build two by
that time-one after the other.

Mr T'. H. JONES: The Minister's figures do
not agree with the figures I have obtained from
all over the world. The Philippines had no
alternative but to build a 600-megawatt station,
but the capital costs still amount to $1 million.

Mr Mensaros: Did you say $1 million? What
for?

Mr T. H. JONES: For construction costs.
Mr Mensaros: For the full 600 megawatts? Do

you mean to say it cost just $I million for a 600-
megawatt station?

Mr Sodeman: That is what you said.
Mr Mensaros: I will buy 20 of them.
Mr T. H. JONES: I shall repeat what I said.
Mr Herzfeld: The member is thoroughly lost.
Mr T. H. JONES: Does the member for

Mundaring back up the figures given by the
Minister?

Mr Herzfeld: He would know more about it
than you do.

Mr T. H. JONES: I took forward to the
member's contribution to the debate, which I
hope will be better than his last effort.

Mr Sibson: They are always better than your
efforts.

Mr Herzfeld: At least I might shed more light
on the subject, rather than repeat myself time and
time again.

Mr T. H. JONES: The member is hurt because
he belongs to a Government which has cost the
taxpayers of this State millions of dollars. It
happened long before he came here. It happened
when he was still a boy with his school bag on his
back. I am talking about a period before the time
the member came here. I do not know whether
the member can remember it.

Mr Herzfeld: Why doesn't the member play the
ball instead of the man?

Mr T. H. JONES: Who makes the decision? Is
it the Government or the individual?

Mr Herzfeld: I am talking about your personal
attackron me.

Mr T. H. JONES: The member led in and so
he should be prepared for all he gets. If he leads
in again he will get another serve. The partially
built 600-megawatt station in the Philippines will
cost over $1 000 million.

Mr Mensaros: You said $1 million.
Mr T. H. JONES: A symposium was held this

year by the Energy Research and Advisory
Council. Many of the members who attended that
seminar were not happy with the findings. They
supported the view that there were dangers
inherrent in nuclear power stationls. It was stated
at the symposium that nuclear power would
already be more expensive than energy from
Collie Coal. It was said that Collie's coal reserves
were sufficient to meet the State's power
requirements into the next century, not
discounting solar power contributions. Some of
the comments read-

The State Government has made it
apparent that its decision to plan for a
nuclear power station is based on a
consultant's estimate of $600 to $800 per
kilowatt in 1979 dollars for nuclear power
station construction. The figure is very much
lower than other estimates of current rapidly
escalating nuclear power station construction
costs.' Unfortunately the State Government's
ability to make unwise decisions is amply
demonstrated by construction of the oil-fired
power station at Kwinana not so long ago,
now being converted at great cost to the
public to petmit coal burning at less than its
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design capacity. At the time of the original
decision adverse prognostications regarding
future oil supplies were by no means
unknown, just as, today, the extent of closing
down costs for nuclear stations is causing
anxiety.

The Government should now release the
consultant's report quoting 1979 nuclear
power station :onstruction csts as $600 to
$800 per kilowatt for exposure to public
examination of the evidence on which its
conclusions are based before any funds are
spent on planning for a nuclear power station
in W.A. or on drafting nuclear power station
licencing procedures.

All we ask the Government to do is to come clean
and table the report so that we know whether or
not consultation in relation to this very important
matter has taken place in Western Australia.

1 will now quote fronm some reports I have
received from overseas, where other countries
have been looking at the problem. It appears it Is
necessary to go out of Australia to obtain this
information. I am quoting from the NVational
Atomic Energy Agency Bulletin of the 4th
November, 1977. This bulletin deals with the
problem associated with nuclear power generation
and other forms of generation as a result or the oil
crisis. It states-

I. Social and political factors arising from
sometimes irrational anxiety over the
environmental effects of nuclear power planits
and their fuels and from an increasing
concern over a potential link between civilian
nuclear power and proliferaton of nuclear
weapons.

2. Technical and economic factors leading
to substantial increases in the capital and
fuel costs of nuclear stations.

With regard to capital costs, safety and
envir'onmental Protection requirements were
increased to an extent nrihich could hardly be
foreseen in the earlier years of commercial
nuclear power.

This is particularly visible in the USA
where the amounts of many important
commodities (e.g. concrete, steel, pipes,
cables) had to be practically doubled in order
to meet regulatory requirements.

That is in order to meet requirements which are
changing because of the problems associated with
power stations. To continue-

The amount of man-hours of construction
labour per week has increased proportionally.
Because of extended schedule and increased

complexity of nuclear power plant
construction, the indirect costs have grown
even more than the direct ones.

More than the direct or~es! Continuing-
More temporary structures are required to

store and protect equipment and constructioft
materials. About twice as many engineers,
etc., are required for longer time per project
to perform engineering. and construction
management Ser-vices.

Quality assurance and quality control is
another example of substantily increased
requirements. The number of standards
applicable to the design and construction of
nuclear power plant in the USA grew from
about 100 in 1970 to about 1600 in 1976,

Of course these reports are based on the
experience that these countries have where they
have no alternative but to revert to nuclear power
for generating purposes. To continue-

Analyses of the combined effect of
regulatory requirements lead to the
conclusion that they have increased the real
capital costs of nuclear power plants by a
factor of two since the early years of
commercial nuclear power.

Now, that is quite clear from a very informative
source--not from Australia-it is from the
National Atomic Energy Agency which has stated
the problems assocated with nuclear power'
thraughout the world.

I will refer briefly to the Energy World Bulletin
for June, 1978, which deals 'vith nucloar power
costs in the United Kingdom. It states-

The generating costs discussed above
subsume estimates of capital costs. In 1974
the US the Atomnic Energy Commission (now
ERDA) carried through a major
reassessment of the capital costs of nuclear
power in the USA, and revealed a Five-fold
increase in capital costs estimates over the
previous 8 years.

A five-fold -increase of capital casts over the
previous eight years. The Minister would not
argue that the capital costs of coal plants have not
escalated in the same manner. Five-fold in the
previous eight years! This fact dlearly
demonstrates the concern we in this State should
share.

Mdy final quotation is more up to date. It is
from.the Energy World Bulletin of April, 1979, of
the National Institute for Environment and
Development in the United Kingdom. It states-

Britain can have zero energy and
electricity growth for the next half century,
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even if the country's wealth (GDP) trebled.
The introduction of known conservation
techniques at quite moderate rates could
counter-balance all the increases in energy
use from the growth in material
standard-from warmer homes and more car
traffic to greater industrial production-that
would otherwise come about. These
conservation measures would almost
certainly be far cheaper than the provision of
increased energy supplies. Investment savings
of well over $1000 million a year could be
made in power station construction alone
from now till the end of the century if these
measures were followed.

1 will quote from three of them as follows-
These are some of the major conclusions of

the report. published in. January, of the UK's
energy requirements through to the year
2025. Based on a two-and-a-half year study
funded by the Ford Foundation, the report
strongly suggests that current official
forecasts are g;catly over-estimating future
energy requirements. Left unchallenged,
these present the danger that large sums will
be spent unnecessarily on expanding the fuel
supplying industries.

The quote then deals with the car industry and
the cost of cars. To eontinue-

For the nuclear industry the consequences
are particularly serious. There is no need for
the Government to order further stations for
at least the next decade. From there on,
orders could easily be kept to a low 'tick over'
level of a mere 3000 MW (or two power
stations) every 10 years without jeopardizing
electricity supplies or increasing the use of
coal in power generation. With a slightly
higher level of coal use, nuclear power could
be abandoned.

Nuclear power can be obtained. This is stated in
the report fromi the United Kingdom. Of course
the United Kingdom has no alternative because of
the escalating price of coal in that country and
the problems it has had in meeting the demand
for power generation. To continue-

The controversial fast breeder reactor can.
be postponed indefinitely.

This is some indication of the cost entailed: and I
challenge the Minister to refute those figures. if
he has figures contained in a report I would like
to see that report. It is of no use relating to
figures which are out of date. This could lead the
State-as far as our electricity undertakings are
concerned-into a hopeless mess.

Of course a Gallup poll showed that most
people did not want nuclear power. If members of
the Government were honest they would admit
there are many people in their electorates who are
not happy with the proposition to produce
c~ectricity by nuclear power; especially when we
have alternative fuel available.

Mr MacKinnon: Didn't the Gallup poll in
South Australia say that Mr Corcoran would win
the election?

Mr Bryce: I do not think it did.
Mvr T. H. JONES: It looks as though he is

going to control the Council as Government
members do here; just so there is no radical
reform by the Liberals in South Australia.

There are a lot of people in Western Australia
with views against the construction of a nuclear
power plant. If there are many people in favour I
would like to hear fromn some of the Government
members stating that people in their electorates
would like nuclear power. I would like them to get
up arid tell us.

Mr Sodeman: Give us a rundown on what Bob
Hawke thinks.

Mr T. H. JONES: It would be nothing like
what I would do with the honourable member if I
had half' a chance. I would like to hear the
honourable member say his people would support
nuclear energy.

Mr Sodeman: You would stop the production of
iron ore if you had a chance.

Mr T. I-I. JONES: In regard to the storage of
the waste, if Government members have the
answer I amr sure I would like to know it.
Certainly I do not know the answer. I would like
to know whether they have done any research, in
regard to the storage of the waste. France is
storing the waste in the ocean bed and hoping
that in 30 to 40 years it will still be all right. I
challenge the member to disprove that. The waste
is stored on the sea beds and they are hoping it
will be all right in the long term.

Mr Herzfeld: What is going to go wrong? It is
under the seabed.

Mr T. H. JONES: Perhaps the member is
satisfied that these countries are hoping the
stcrage problem will turn out all right.

Mr- Herzfeld: You tell us the danger.
Mr T. H. JONES: 1 do not know.
Mr Herzfeld: That is right; you do not know.
Mr T. H-. JONES: If the member for

Mundaring is prepared to take the risk it is okay,
but I am not prepared to do so.

Mr H-erzfeld: If you look at it catrefully-
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Mr T. H-. JONES: I will not look at it, and I
am worried. However, if the honourable member
read this document-

Mr Herzfeld: You are throwing a lot of rubbish
to the public to scare them.

Mr T. H. JONES: If the honourable member
read this document he would know the position of
the safety record of the nuclear power industry.
There are about 20 pages stating instances of
death from nuclear power generation. Babies have
been affected and I could refer to instances where
men have been killed. I could go on, and on, and
on.

Mr Mensaros: Just state one case.
Mr Herzfeld: Where is the report from? From

the USSR?
Mr T. H. JONES: I thought the honourable

member had a little decency.
Mr Mensaros: Give us one case.
Mr T. H. JONES: Can the member for

Mundaring stoop any lower? Why does he not get
out of the gutter and be a politician? H-e is
becoming like some of his colleagues-gutter
politicians. If he wishes to behave like that it will
be all right with me.

Mr Mensaros: Give us one example.
Mr T. H. JONES: I have not tabulated them.

My leader is dealing with this. I did not bother to
tabulate them but we will certainly do so; we have
researched this. I am wondering whether the
Government has dune the same sort of research.

M r Mclver: Hundreds have been affected.
Mr T. H. JONES: The member for Swan when

speaking to the Address-in- Reply debate
indicated a number of these cases. Has the
Minister's memory lapsed? I challenge him to
state there has been no nuclear death or accident.

Mr Mensaros: There have been none during
peacetime nuclear power generation.

Mr T. H. JON ES: We will hear of that no
doubt from other speakers. Of course there is no
problem with nuclear power! There is no question
of the reliability of supply.

The West Australian of the 18th July, 1979
states-

N-plant out for 4 years
We known there are no problems with nuclear
power!

Mr Herzfeld- I was talking about the Storage of
wastes. Do not misquote me.

Mr T. H. JONES: I now quote from The West
Australian of the 18th July, under the headline,
"N-plant out for 4 years"-

The crippled Three Mile Island nuclear
plant is not expected to return to Service for
at least 4 years, say its operators, General
Public Utilities.

The company said yesterday that a report
by the engineering firm Bechtel Power
estimated it would cost about $287 million to
decontaminate and reactivate the electric-
power generating plant. ..

That is not our problem, is it? A sum of $281
million is a drop in the ocean! At the same time
the plant is out of commission for four years. We
in Western Australia know all about nuclear
power! There are no problems with it; we will go
ahead in 1995 because the problems which
occurred in other parts of the world will not occur
here! Successive Liberal Governments knew what
they were doing with oil firing and cost the State
millions of dollars. That report goes on to say-

General Public Utilities said that the
estimatc did not include the $54 million to
$76 million cost of replacing the damaged
radioactive core of the reactor .. .

So another $76 million is to be added to the $287
million. Is that chicken feed and something we are
not to be concerned about? Can we say all is well
and we do not need to take any notice of the
problems being experienced in other parts of the
world? The Government must have another look
at the matter.

Let us look at what is being said by the
scientists throughout the world who have been
associated with nuclear power. I challenge the
member for Mundaring to tell us what he thinks
about the concern expressed by the scientists-not
laymen-who have been associated with nuclear
energy throughout the world. I quote from The
West Australian of the 25th July, under the
heading, "Scientists: Delay N-plants"-

An international meeting of scientists and
theologians last night urged the world's
governments to immediately introduce a
moratorium on the construction of all new
nuclear plants for five years.

The appeal said the purpose of the
moratorium would be to encourage and
enable wide participation in a public debate
on the risks, costs and benefits of nuclear
energy.

The article concludes-
The call for a limited moratorium was

proposed by a physicist, John Francis, of
Edinburgh, Scotland, and was approved by a
vote of 129 to 45.
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One hundred and twenty nine scientists in various
parts of the world said there should be a
moratorium on the construction of nuclear power
stations until the problems associated with the
generation of nuclear power have been examined.

Mr Herzfeld: And for every one of those 129
you will find another 129 who have the opposing
view.

Mr T. H. JONES: The honourable member is
very knowledgeable. I hope he will give me
evidence of the opposing view of those scientists.

Mr Mclver: They cannot even control rubbish
in Mundaring.

Mr T. H. JONES: Problems are being
experienced in Ontario. A newspaper report
states-

Authorities had shut down a small nuclear
pellet plant near Ottawa for repairs to the
casing of the cooling system ...

It goes on to describe the problems associated
with it. Here is another one from The West
Australian of the 18th July, under the heading, "6
hurt at N-plant"-

Six men were contaminated by radiation
yesterday when a fire broke out at Britain's
controversial Windscale nuclear plant.

The Minister will know as well as I do that
Windscale has been a nightmare for the
authorities in England. The report continues-

A plant spokesman said that the
contamination was very minor, but more
tests were being made on the men.

He said that the rare at the reprocessing
plant in north-western England was quickly
put out and there was no danger to the
public.

Japan, the Netherlands, Sweden,
Switzerland and Spain have contracts to
reprocess their nuclear waste at Windscale-

That is another problem. I mention these reports
to demonstrate the concern that is being
expressed right throughout the world about
problems associated with nuclear power stations.

I quote now from The Straits Times of the 11Ith
June, 1979, under the headline, "China slows
down nuclear power work"-

A leading Chinese official says his country
is slowing down work on nuclear power
development, partly because of safety
concerns.

China does not have any nuclear power
stations at present and American diplomats
said China had been asking them about the

accident last March at the Three Mile Island
plant in Pennsylvania.

The diplomats believed Beijing was
showing caution about developing nuclear
power because of safety concerns after the
Pennsylvania radiation leak.

China has not publicly commented on the
Three Mile Island incident, but Mr Liu
Lanbo, Minister of Power Industry, wrote in
the People's Daily in May that the country
should build more hydro and coal-fired
power stations-

This report appeared in the Daily News of the 8th
August this year, under the headline, "N-plant
closed by leak"-

The Netherlands' only commercial nuclear
power station, at Borgelle, closed down last
night after a turbine steam bellows sprang a
leak.

Evidence exists right throughout the world. I
could go on and on with these reports which
appear daily in the Press.

While all of these problems are being reported
in the newspapers throughout the world, only 5.8
per cent of the world's power is being generated
by nuclear processes. I have indicated the
problems with even that low production.

In replying to a question from the member for
Welshpool this year, the Minister said-

It has been announced very often that the
State Government's decision for a nuclear
power station is based on necessity.

No doubt he will prove the necessity. It is of no
use saying in Parliament that the Government has
no alternatives. I indicated earlier that no
problems exist with the availability of coal for the
extension of our coal-fired system.

We will not have a bar of nuclear power. My
leader has made that abundantly clear. On
becoming the Government we will halt planning
for a nuclear power station. We believe it is not
necessary.

I support the motion standing on the notice
paper in the name of my leader.

Mr DAVIES; I formally second the motion.
MR MENSAROS: (Floreat-Minister for Fuel

and Energy) [8.09 p.m.J: After listening to the
Member for Collie, I wonder how his speech
would go down in history, if we could east our
minds 20 or 30 years ahead. I have a very slim
chance of participating in that observation, but
people readi ng this debate i n. Hanosard i n 3 0 yea rs'
time will probably judge it in the same way as we
judge the rules and regulations which were
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introduced with the advent Of the Motorcar, when
a man with a red flag had to precede the
motorcar on root. There is no doubt that in a very
short time, by -necessity, nuclear energy will be a
totally accepted, commonplace, conventional
power generating source.

The reasons given in the motion for
discontinuing planning for nuclear energy are the
need for it; cost; risks; and public opposition. I
will follow the trend of the member for
Collie-on which I commend him-and deal with
the alleged reasons in the order as they appear in
the motion.

1 say in advance that I think the motion as it
stands has been poorly considered. I think it is
outdated and is quite contrary to the best interests
of the people of Western Australia. No really
responsible Government would accept it- From
the point of view of the need, in considering
nuclear Power We Must look at the alternative
fuels which are available, including Collie coal,
which I understand was the greatest argument of
the member for Collie.

Without doubt, many figures have been
bandied around about the Collie coal reserves, but
again I say a responsible Government must act on
the advice tendered to it by its "in house" and
outside experts; and the advice given to the
Government is for a considerable time now, with
very small alterations, approximately 400 million
tonnes of commercially recoverable coal is
*available for use in Collie.

As regards additional tonnages, I think the
member for Collie's vision of 5 000 million tonnes
is a bit exaggerated, despite the fact that he
referred to Government reports. Geological survey
puts the additional tonnage at 1 900 million but it
also says that with existing knowledge that
tonnage cannot be economically recovered for use
either for industry or for electricity generation. I
repeat that the Government must base its
planning for further electricity generation on
available solid facts and predictions.

Government policy, which has not been
challenged by the member for Collie-and my
understanding is that by implication it was the
Labor Government's policy-is not to utilise the
total available extractable tonnage of Collie coal
for electricity generation but to give industry
some opportunity to use it. Our policy is that
approximately half the available reserves should
be utilised for generating electricity by the State
utility-that is, the State Energy
Commission-and about half should be used by
industry. Without that policy, not only would we
have to shut down the existing industries which

use Collie coal but we would also remove the
possibility of conversion by some existing
industries, which might be contemplated because
of the projected insecure supply of fuel oil and the
tremendously escalating prices. In addition, we
would remove the possibility of its use by newly
establishing processing industries. For example,
we hope for a Airm announcemeni very shortly of
the commencement of the Aiwest alumina
project, which is based on Collie coal.

Mr T. I-. Jones: That is only 750 000 tonnes. a
year.

Mr MENSAROS: The member for Collie has
not denied the necessity for coal for industry both
now and in the future. So that is the
Government's policy.

Mr Davies: Isn't it only about 2 per cent of
production for industry at present?

Mr MENSAROS: At present I think it is a
little more. I am saying we must consider not only
the present use, but also the present industry
which wishes to convert mainly as a result of the
cost and availability of fuel oil, and future Uses.

Mr Davies: What about gas?
Mr MENSAROS: I amn simply stating that the

Government's policy is that roughly half of the
reserves should be used for electricity generation.
If we take the reserves at 400 million or even
500 million tonnes, then we are talking about a
maximum amount of 250 million tonnes of coal
for electricity generation.

The other point is that often we hear talk about
how the Collie coalmines should be exploited and
utilised. One school of thought is that we should
mine everything as quickly as possible and utilise
it for whatever purposes we can. That, of course,
would shorten the life of the Collie township and
the industry in the area.

I think a reasonable consideration-and, again,
it is generally accepted-is that we talk about a
mine life of 50 years. If we divide that life by the
availability of 400 million or 500 million tonnes of
recoverable coal reserves we arrive at the
conclusion that on average we should mine about
four million or five million tonnes of coal a year
for electricity generation, or about half the total
usage.

In order to assess how much coal is needed for
this purpose, we must consider the projected need
for generation capacity. Again, I do not think the
member for Collie and I differ greatly on this
question; because although peak consumption
growth amounted to about 10 per cent during the
1960s, it decreased in the 1970s and is today
somewhere around 6 per cent. However, at the
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same time there are some valid signs that the rate
of growth will increase once more.

I think members are aware that electricity
generation capacity is measured by consumption
during peak periods. It is interesting to note that
whereas traditionally the winter peak
consumption was the yardstick because of the
increased load created by heating appliances
during cold weather, in the last two or three years
the summer peak growth has been exceeding the
winter peak as a result of the use of air-
conditioners and of water pumping, etc.

However, whichever yardstick we use, an
objective projection today is that we must
calculate on an annual increase of about 7 per
cent. This is roughly the Figure upon which the
calculations of the member for Collie are based.
The compounding growth rate of 7 per cent per
annum means that in about 10 years' time peak
consumption will double. Therefore, using the
same percentage of reserve capacity, we would
need double the present electricity generation
capacity in about 10 years' time.

Let us now consider the present capacity. The
member for Collie quoted it quite correctly at
1 435 megawatts. We can add to that the two
200-megawatt stations Nos. 5 and 6 at Collie
which in two years' time will boost that capacity
to 1 835 megawatts. Therefore, roughly speaking,
in the very early 1990s we will have a
consumption of twice the present rate and
consequently the new generation capacity will
have to be doubled, and because it will be coal
fired, coal consumption will increase by more
than double in that period.

Mr T. H. Jones: That is the first time you have
told us that.

Mr MENSAROS: If the member has not
asked, why should I tell him?

Mr T. H. Jones: I asked a question earlier this
year regarding the projected planning for the
coal-fired system.

Mr MENSAROS: We have no precise
planning for individual units; we cannot waste
time on planning something where the lead time is
not too long. We know we will need more
capacity, but we have not sat down and planned
another station. We already have our hands full
finishing stations Nos. 5 and 6 at Collie, and we
will plan for future generating capacity in due
course.

However, there is no doubt we will need more
coal-fired capacity; because the simple
figures-upon which we agree-show that by the
early 1990s we will need a generating capacity of
roughly 3 600 megawatts, or perhaps even

4000 megawatts. We have to produce that in
some way. Therefore, coal consumption will
increase by more than double because the existing
oil-fired stations and the small gas turbines will
produce roughly the same amount of power, and
we will not build any more oil-tired stations. By
the 1990s we will need about 4.5 million or five
million tonnes of coal a year for electricity
generation purposes.

If we take the figures further than that and
bear iii mind the economic life of existing coal-
fired power stations-again I do not think we
would argue; the economic life is roughly 30
years, and perhaps a little longer-it means that
the reply I gave the member for Collie, and which
he criticised, is correct: that by the 1990s the
available extractable coal reserves earmarked for
electricity generation will have been committed.
By that time we will have new coal-fired stations
which must be provided with coal for their
economic lives, and so the reserves will be
committed. Of course, some part of the reserves
will go to industry.

We could spend a great deal of time with a
blackboard or a piece of paper and get different
people to make complicated calculations. The
results would differ in detail depending on who
made the calculations, but they would be roughly
the same. The results would show that as we move
into the next century-about 10, 15, or 20 years
into it-available coal reserves for electricity
generation will be exhausted.

The next question is the extractability of coal
reserves. As I said, I reject that the reserves can
be calculated exactly today. Whether we talk
about I 900 million tonnes or 5 000 million tonnes
of hypothetical additional quantities does not
matter. We cannot talk about something we
cannot use; it is irresponsible of the Government
to do that.

Mr T. H. Jones: They could become
recoverable, couldn't they?

Mr MENSAROS: Yes, but we must talk in
terms of coal reserves which are economically
extractable today. My argument takes account of
the fact that one must have tremendous faith in
human ingenuity, and anything can happen in the
way of progress in the future. However, as a
responsible Government we cannot plan on
something which does not exist, or omit to plan in
respect of something which is tangible and
existing.

Let us now consider alternative sources; and we
are still talking about the need expressed in the
motion. One might ask, "Why not use coal from
the eastern seaboard of Australia, because there is
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plenty of it?" I do not think I need elaborate to
the House in respect of the increasing price of
coal and the increasing price of transportation,
both of which would make the use of coal from
the eastern seaboard absolutely unreliable in
terms not only of cost but also of security of
supply.

It is illogical that in a country surrounded by
sea coal cannot be carted from the eastern
seaboard to Fremantle without being too costly
and the security of supply being unreliable; but it
is a fact of life. If you permit me, Mr Speaker, I
will tell a very short story about this. I related this
situation to an overseas banker, and I was told,
"That is impossible! How can you say you cannot
cart coal 2 000 miles by sea because it is too
expensive?" I told him of the conditions of the
Australian Seamen's Union which allow for six
months' paid holiday a year. He would not believe
me. It was only through my generosity that I did
not bet him $1000 or $10 000, as he would have
accepted. I bet him only $5; and I won, of course.

So the alternative of using the only other
logical source of coal within Australia is made
absolutely impossible by the conditions of the
Seamen's Union. No-one can contradict that.

Let us go further. Can we count on imported
coal supplies under better conditions and with
more reliability than Australian coal supplies? As
a result of the increasing costs of transport and of
the decreasing availability of coal-along with the
danger that we might not be able to unload
it-importing coal is not a viable proposition; and
it would be much more expensive than using
nuclear energy.

To digress for a moment, do not forget that in
Western Australia we have about 8.3 per cent of
the Australian population, with an energy need of
about 10 per cent of the nation's energy need.
Western Australia's oil need is 15 per cent of the
nation's total-proportionately almost double our
population percentage. However, Western
Australia has only 3 per cent of fossil fuel reserves
in Australia; and that includes the North-West
Shelf gas reserves. We have only I per cent of
coal reserves, based on the same calculations of
extractable coal. We can talk about mines in New
South Wales, Queensland, and Victoria and infer
an amount of 5 000 million tonnes as the member
for Collie does in respect of Collie coal, but I
submit Western Australia has only I per cent of
Australian coal reserves. My figure is based on
comparing apples with apples, or like with like. I
am referring to the economically extractable
reserves.

The alternatives I have mentioned so far are re-
examined frequently by the State Energy
Commission. They are not set aside, but are
constantly re-examined. So far the results indicate
they are not economically viable alternative
sources of energy for electricity generation.

Going further on the question of need, anti-
nuclear people say electricity consumption growth
can be stopped and that energy can be conserved
by reverting to the lifestyle of 80 or 100 years
ago. I am aware the member for Collie did not
mention this, but I think I should.

I do not think that is a serious consideration. I
do not believe the member for Collie considers it
to be a serious consideration, otherwise he would
have mentioned it. I mention it merely because we
do hear criticism, and it is said this is one way to
solve the problem. I honestly do not think it can
be solved this way. In fact, with further
industrialisation we will have a greater need.

Another alternative talked about by people is
gas from the North-West Shelf. The Leader of
the Opposition made a one-word interjection
implying this. We have resources there which are
limited in time, as I mentioned the other day in
reply to a question. However, we have to consider
the economics again. The use of natural gas is not
the first choice in electricity generation as there
are many More efficient uses. Gas is not used as
the first choice, because the usage of gas is much
more efficient in the processing of minerals and in
chemical feed stock instcad of heating agents,
because it has a much lower efficiency than coal-
fired electricity generation. That is without
considering oil, which, because of the price, is out
of the question. There is also the fact that the
reserves presently known and recoverable could
not last for a long time-not even for the
economic life of a power station.

Let us consider the more outlandish
alternatives. There has been talk about tidal
power. The SEC has spent money on examining
tidal power in the Kimberley; but the fact is that
it is remote from the large population areas which
would use the power. In addition, it is presently
entirely uneconomic, and it will be for a long time
to come. Therefore, tidal power cannot be taken
into consideration when considering power
generation needs in this century.

Then there is the question of solar energy. I am
proud that in this field we are making all the
investigations and all the studies we can do. We
spend much more money per head of population
than any other State of Australia on solar
research. However, that does not mean we are
putting our head in the sand by thinking that this
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effort and this study will result in our discovering
that in Western Australia we will be able to
generate a large amount of electricity by solar
power. The most versatile scientific views arrive
at the consensus that in 2010 it would be a
tremendous achievement for up to 2 h or 3 per
cent of electricity generated in the world to come
from solar energy.

There is no doubt that none of these
alternatives can provide the large-scale electricity
generation which we undoubtedly need. I repeat
that we have examined them all. As I said before,
by the early 1990s the Collie coal will be fully
committed. I have demonstrated fairly clearly the
need for an alternative energy source.

At the present time, with the available
information-which is the only base upon which a
reasonable Government can make .its
planning-there is no tangible, viable alternative
but nuclear power.

Mr TI. H. Jones: What if we find large reserves
of coal down at Collie? Would you then
reconsider your nuclear programme?

Mr MENSAROS: Of course we would
reconsider it. The member for Collie thinks the
Government picks something out of the air and
then is stubborn about it. We are being practical
and not stubborn.

What if we were to find oil suddenly? If we
suddenly found a tremendous reservoir of oil, it
would be the best thing. It would be our oil and
we could use it. Oil is the most efficient fuel for
the generation of electricity from the paint of
view of heat utilisation and capital cost.

Mr T. H. Jones: A bit of a sulphur problem
with it.

Mr MENSAROS: It is the best fuel, but it is
not available. Of course we would reconsider.

The Government has to consider the future
based on the presently available facts. We cannot
base it on dreams-on something which we wish.

I conclude my remarks on the question of need
by replying to one of the arguments of the
member for Collie-I honestly do not think it is a
logical argument. He said none of the Australian
States has thought of nuclear generation. Of
course Jhey have not. There is no need to do that
in any State in the foreseeable future, with the
possible exception of South Australia. Tasmania
is endowed with hydro; and good luck to it.

The other States have plenty of coal. The only
exception to that is South Australia. If I were the
Minister for Fuel and Energy in South Australia,
I would consider a nuclear power station. I am
sure the newly elected Government will consider

it. If members asked Mr Hudson, who was
defeated, I am sure he would say he would say he
would consider it-and I am not giving away any
secrets. I can assure members of the Labor Party
that he held that view. The fact remains that the
need for electricity exists.

Let us come to the second argument, which
dealt with the cost. The member for Collie agreed
that there are countries which are in a position of
having no alternative. I maintain that we have no
alternative. Those countries do not consider the
cost because there is no alternative. I know very
well that tidal power, thermal power, wave power,
wind power, and solar power are not solutions.
Therefore, those countries regard nuclear as the
solution, whatever the cost.

I am not saying this should be the argument in
Western Australia. I am simply saying we have to
consider the cost of coal. If we had to import coal
from the Eastern Australian seaboard we would
find, as I explained to the House, that the supply
would be unreliable and tremendously costly. If it
were cheaper, we would choose that source; but it
can be shown it is not cheaper.

When we talk about the cost of a nuclear power
station,' it is held against me that I quoted some
figures based on studies and reports which
originated at the end of last year, and that those
figures are wrong. The figures might have
changed since, but I want to draw to the attention
of the House the fact that it is a very complex
exercise to talk about capital costs. There are so
many ingredients in capital costs of power
stations, particularly nuclear power stations, that
one cannot take the example of one country or
one circumstance. There may be tremendous
differences in the condition of the soil and in the
engineering works which have to be done.

There could be tremendous differences
depending on whether one calculates in the price
the switchyard and the transmission system for
the nuclear power plant. It is different depending
on the size of power plant on which one
calculates, because obviously scales of economy
prevail in nuclear power plants More than in
others as they vary tremendously in size. It
depends whether one uses United States dollars or
Australian dollars. That aspect has not been
touched upon. I use Australian dollars when I am
quoting figures.

In short, I do not deny what I have said. I gave
the information I had at the time, in rough
figures. The figures 1 quoted were between $600
million and $800 million for an 800-megawatt
plant; but I realise there are a lot of accessories
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which may be more expensive. I realise also that
there is escalation.

I take up the argument of the member for
Collie that the~re is escalation only in relation to
nuclear generation plants. There is escallation in
all other plants.

Mr T, H. Jones: You would agree with me that
the costs of conventional plants are not soaring
like nuclear plants?

Mr MENSAROS: I do not accept the
argument that the cost of nuclear plants is soaring
out of all proportion. When more coal-fired
stations are built the technique is established; it Is
not improved; it does not become more economic.
In that case, there might be a little less escalation
than in relation to the smaller number of nuclear
plants, which have less expertise and less
experience available. I maintain that when we
talk about 15 years hence, the comparison with a
conventional power plant will not receive serious
consideration because it could not weigh against
nuclear power in respect of capital cost escalation.

I will try to set this argument aside. I quoted
figures based on a report which was based on a
1 000-megawatt generating plant. It was a very
rough figure in information given to the SEC.

In relation to the criticism that the Government
is secretive and does not publish every report. I
say neither- does any other Government;
otherwise, a Government would not have
consultants and advisers on particularly sensitive
questions. Governments have the right to employ
advisers who are versatile and who can give "in-
house" advice which should not be bandied
around pubicly. In any event, what is the use of
this? Let us be objective. Members heard the
argument about (fie report made by Judge Kay.
The Government accepts that report and the
Onposition does not like it, so the Opposition says,
"Why does the Government accept this report
blindly? Why didn't it take another opinion?" If a
report comes down which the Opposition likes but
the Government does not, the Opposition says,
"Why didn't you accept the report?"

Mr T. H. Jones: If you have nothing to hide,
table the report.

Mr M1ENSAROS: I am trying to explain that I
am not tabling the report for the reasons I have
given. As long as I am in this executive position,
as long~ as 1 am responsible for energy and
electricity generation in this, State, I want to be in
a position-th rough the Staite Energy
Commission which I regard so highly-to employ
"in-house" advisers who will give sensitive advice
which, in towo, I am not obliged to bandy around
in public. Such advisers would give entirely

different advice if they thought it was open to
competition. They would not be worried about the
member for Collie, but they would be worried
about their competition. They would not want
them to know what sort of advice they give. That
is the reason I am not tabling the report, which
deals with many other things. It does exist,
because I have it in front of me.

When I asked officers of the SEC to give me
up-ia-date figures, they were reluctant to do
something which they said is almost impossible. I
do not fault them because they hav'e not made an
exact calculation of costs. It would be premature,
lengthy, and costly to do so. They do the planning
as it becomes necessary. To date they have made
plans regardinig the site. That is the first
consideration. Because we agree with the
Opposition about the fact that escalation
occurs-even if not excessive-it would be futile
to take out exact figures now.

As we see it at present, we have to cover the
need and have the right proportion of base load;
after all, every nuclear power station supplies the
base toad, and other units provide the peak load.
The base load -with the power generation capacity
should be a reasonably high proportion. In France
it may go up to 50 per cent; but the usual thing is
to have the capacity somewhat lower.

Considering all this, I believe we would have
two 600-megawatt nuclear units which would be
built one after the other.

However, it is not only the cost of building a
power station-nuclear or conventional-which
must be taken into account. In this case, I am
almost arguing against myse'f, because if I were
like the member for Collie I w ould simply choose
a figure and ignore the interest charges. However,
if more capital is expended, more interest rates
must be paid; therefore, that must be taken into
consideration also. We must look at the financial
charges per kilowatt hour. Fuel costs must be
looked at also. This is most important. Operating
and maintenance costs must be examined as well.

Mr.T. H. Jones: What about the economic life
of the two stations?

Mr MENSAROS: Roughly speaking, they are
about the same.

Mr T. H. Jones: No they are not; it is 70 years
compared with 55. Perhaps I have the wrong
figure.

Mr MENSAROS: 1 can give an approximate
figure only and will do so despite the fact that it
might be thrown back at mae in Parliament or in
an interview with the media. However, I cannot
be exact. All things being equal, the capital cost
-would be approximately $950 per kilowatt for a
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nuclear power station of 600 megawatts in today's
Australian dollars. The financial charges would
be 2.30c per kilowatt hour. The fuel costs would
be O.80c per kilowatt hour and the maintenance
costs would be 0.10c per kilowatt hour. Therefore
the total cast per kilowatt hour would be 3.20c.

Mr Barnett: What about disposing of the
waste?

Mr MENSAROS: I will come to this matter in
a minute. I will deal with the matters mentioned
in the motion in logical order.

The figures for a Collie coal-generated power
station are much lower. I do not argue about that.
However, we must bear in mind that Collie coal is
a finite resource; therefore, we must have.
alternatives. If we use Collie coal, the total cost
per kilowatt hour would be 2.35c. However, we
have not calculated the cost of importing coal
from the Eastern States, because of the
unreliability of supply; but, if we import coal from
overseas, the total cost is approximately 3.50c per
kilowatt hour which is higher than the cost for a
nuclear power station.

An oil-fired power station would result in lower
capital costs and lower financial charges per
kilowatt hour; but we must consider the high cost
of fuel and the fact that we do not know what will
happen to the cost of oil in the ruture. The total
cost of an oil-fired power station is approximately
3.75c per kilowatt hour based on today's figures.

Therefore, we see the total cost per kilowatt
hour for a 600-megawatt nuclear power station
would be 3.20c; for a power station using Collie
coal it would be 2.35c; for imported coal it would
be 3.50c; and for an oil-fired power station it
would be 3.75c.

It can be seen there is a tremendous difference
in the figures and I admit that. I am simply
saying we must plan ahead and be able to
generate electricity long after the supply of Collie
coal runs out:

Without prolonging my reply, I would like to
say that, based on this experience, on the
increasing need for electricity, and on the fact
that Collie coal is a finite resource, the only
alternative source of power is nuclear power. It is
much cheaper than any other available alternati ve
when one looks at the igures I have just given, Or
course, nuclear power is dearer than power
produced from Collie coal; but the production of
nuclear power is cheaper than the other
alternatives and we must remember that Collie
coal is a finite resource.

There are other factors which should be taken
into consideration when considering the
generation of electricity. The member for Collie

talked about these in a negative way. We must
look at the security of supply. The member for
Collie referred to newspaper reports which listed
one, two, or three nuclear power plants which had
been stood down. I do not believe we can be
absolutely sure about that; but if one compares
the number or nuclear power plants which have
been stood down with the number of conventional
power plants which have been stood down because
of strikes and for other reasons, it can be seen
that there is greater security of supply when we
have nuclear power plants. This is accepted
generally in the power supply industry overseas.

The long-term strategic view of the security of
supply has to be and has been taken into
consideration. When one looks at the upheaval
and insecurity of world oil supplies, there is no
doubt that there is greater security of supply from
a nuclear power plant or from a power plant run
on Collie coal, but I have argued that the latter is
a finite resource.

The third argument against the Government
planning for nuclear power generation was the
potential risks involved. This matter has been
discussed endlessly in the House, so I do not want
to spend a great deal of time on it. I should like to
point out no human enideavour is free from risk.
There are numerous ways of calculating the risk
factor. There are always new risks and increased
scope for calculating them. However, when we
look at the overall picture there is no doubt that
nuclear power generation has proved to be the
safest form of providing power regardless of the
way in which one looks at the matter.

I do not wish to argue with the member for
Collie as to whether or not a man has died as a
result of nuclear power generation. Based on my
information, I say no-one has died because of it.

Mr T. H. Jones: Do you say none have died?
Mr MENSAROS: If seven men have died as a

result of nuclear power generation, how does this
compare with the one Or two people who die daily
in the coalmines in the western world? I do not
know whether the member for Collie is aware of
these figures.

Mr T. H. Jones: They die of heart attacks from
overwork.

Mr MENSAROS: How does this compare with
the fatalities in conventional power generating
stations?

Mr Barnett: People choose to work in the
coalmines. You do not choose to answer the
questions, because you do not know the answers.

Mr MENSAROS: There is no doubt that, by
comparison with other forms or power generation,
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nuclear power generation is the safest alternative
at the present time, and when I make that
comparison I am including power generation by
Collie coal.

Of course, when discussing risks we can get into
intangible situations. When we talk about nuclear
waste and the risks involved in its storage, we can
talk equally about the dangers of air pollution
from coal-fired power stations. I want to stress
this point, because it is being considered seriously
by scientists.

Fortunately, Collie coal has characteristics
which result in little air pollution, because it is
low in ash and sulphur; therefore, this aspect is
considered to a lesser extent. However, serious
consideration is being given to the matter of air
pollution and the fact that carbon dioxide might
increase slightly the air temperature which will
result in the ice at the Poles melting. This would
lift the level of the sea and in turn could result in
certain populated areas being flooded.

There is an almost foolproof solution to the
problem of waste disposal. Of course, the cost is
high; but the more nuclear generation we have,
the lower the cost of waste disposal. The method
of disposal is rather simple and I believe most
people are aware of it. The waste is processed in a
chemical solution and solidified by keeping it on
the surface for approximately two or three years.
By that time it has cooled down and it can be
stored underground.

Mr Bryce: There is a lot of evidence that it is
devitrifying into glass.

Mr MENSAROS: If it is placed underground,
it can stay there for an untold number of years. It
has been proved that there is no underground
water in salt-rich subterranean basins, otherwise
they would not have been able to be developed as
salt.

There are several methods of dealing with
nuclear waste. When we bear in mind the
research being undertaken by scientists and the
importance of this matter to mankind, it is
unrealistic to believe that there will be no
absolutely foolproof solution to the problem of
waste disposal soon. The solution to the problem
of the disposal of nuclear waste is acceptable to
many nations, irrespective of their political colour.
Russia, or any country in the western world which
has a socialist Government, is prepared to take
the risks which members opposite say are not
acceptable.

Mr Barnett: But what is the cost of looking
after it?

Mr MENSAROS: I cannot tell the member the
exact cost. It is possible he has studied the matter

to a greater extent than 1. But I should like to
reiterate that the cost is getting lower and lower
as the amount of nuclear waste increases. As in
any manufacturing or chemical process, scales of
economy prevail.

Mr Barnett: If you accept that vitrification is
satisfactory and storage in salt mines is
satisfactory,. you also have to accept it must be
looked after and guarded for thousands of years.
Somebody has to foot the bill for that and that
cost must be added to the cost of production of
nuclear power.

Mr MENSAROS: I agree with the member;
but if one compares that with the benefits of
nuclear power generation, it is a very small
consideration in comparison. We take the
aggregate benefit and the aggregate cost. I am
sure that in a very short time the nations of the
world will combine and have a joint solution to
the problem, instead of trying to find individual
solutions.

Mr Bryce: Dump it in Australia!
Mr MENSAROS: Wherever we have

geologically safe situations the danger after a few
years is minimal, unless ground water gets to it. If
we know the area has been the same geologically
for millions of years. the risk is so slight as not to
be considered. The risk is probably the same as
the risk of another planet plunging into the earth.
We Must accept that there is some sort of risk
involved.

The last reason which the Opposition brought
up against the Government planning for nuclear
power generation was the matter of public
opinion.

I do not think I would like to go very far into
that type of argument. The public opinion polls,
which are cited occasionally, are very much
dependent on the sort of questions put to the
people, and the sort of sampling of the people.
They depend on what is considered to be a proper
cross-section of the public on which Gallup polls
are based. But, I am reasonably satisfied that
thinking people realise-and on this point we do
not disagree-that power is needed, and that
there will be no viable alternative source after the
Collie field has been exhausted. Therefore,
nuclear power will have to be accepted and I am
quite sure it will be accepted.

By the time we are able to build a nuclear
power station I believe we will have a positive
advantage with the involvement of all our
scientists and technicians in this field.

Mr T. H. Jones: There is only one
problem-the Minister and I may not be around
to see it.

2970



[Wednesday, 19th September, 1979J197

Mr MENSAROS: I said earlier in my remarks
that probably we will not be here, but that does
not mean a responsible Government should not
plan ahead. It-would be selfish to plan only for
our own benefit. Therefore, the present steps now
being taken by. the Government-which are
preliminary and necessry-to select a site and
commence investigation in conjunction with
engineering and geological surveys, and in
consultation with the authorities responsible for
environmental protection and town planning, I
think are very sensible. It is the only move which
a responsible Government can take.

I have already said that many other countries
have no choice, and the member for Collie agreed
with me. Because of that I believe nuclear power
will continue to be developed, and it will increase.
It might have suffered a little setback, but I am
quite sure that the public risk will be settled
finally, before the establishment of the plant in
Western Australia and before Western Australia
is committed to this source of energy. As I have
said previously, at that time we will have the
advantage of and the benefit from experience in
other places.

Very few questions were raised during the
present debate, where the member for Collie and
I have disagreed. The point raised-that of public
risk-can be set aside because I do not think it
was properly canvassed from proper statistics.
That would be a tremendous job to carry out.
However, it would be irresponsible -to maintain
that the Government should base its future power
generation plans purely on the policy of coal
coming from Collie, as we know the reserves
which exist today. 1 maintain that would be
irresponsible,

The Government has to work with "in house"
and "outside" scientific advisers. They all agree
with my view, It would be tremendously
irresponsible for any Government not to plan. The
purpose of this motion is to stop planning.
Therefore, I consider-and I have no hesitation in
saying it-that the motion is ill-conceived. It is
out of date and, therefore, I suggest members
should reject it. If anyonie reads the report of this
debate in 20 or 30 years' time, he will probably
laugh at it.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [9.05 p.m.]: If I do
not comment on the remarks made by the
Minister it will not be because I did not try to
listen. But, from this position in the Chamber it is
exceedingly difficult to hear what he has to say
and we heard virtually nothing of his speech.

I think it is important that the National Party
point of view be expressed on this matter. I will

reiterate-and it is possible I will have to do so
fairly frequently in view of the remarks of the
Premier and some Liberal Party members about
our so-called alignment with the Labor
Party-that as far as we are concerned we
support the Government in principle but we do
not blindly follow the Government. We will
express out points of view, and we will give an
alternative point of view which the public can
support or reject. We do not have to go the whole
hog, if we disagree with the Government's point
of view, and go to the other side of the spectrum
and support the socialist-.Labor Party. For that
reason we express our point of view, and we
frequently make that point.

I heard the Leader of the Opposition speaking
on television the other night, and he stated he was
not impressed with public opinion polls. He said
he did not make judgments on them.

Mr Davies: They help.
Mr STEPHENS: I believe the motion now

before us was motivated by a public opinion poll
which appeared in a recent edition of the Sunday
Independent. A public opinion poll had been
conducted for that paper. I do not intend to go
into detail, but it was made quite clear that the
public of Western Australia are not particularly
in favour of nuclear power at this stage. The
article pointed out that the Government might be
hard pressed, even with its PR men, to convince
the public that they should support nuclear power.

Mr Bryce., There are plenty of PR men.
Mr STEPHENS: One reason is that the public

is not convinced alternatives are not, or will not,
be available.

As I have said, as far as the National Party is
concerned we are not ppposed to nuclear power
per se; we are opposed-to it until such time as it
can be clearly established and proved there is no
alternative whatsoever.

Mr Barnett: The member for Mt. Marshall had
a different point of view.

Mr STEPHENS: The member for Mt.
Marshall will express his own point of view.

I do not intend to traverse the area already
covered by the member for Collie. In the public
mind there is the question of the Collie coal
reserves and natural gas. These sources of energy
may be available and could be utilised for several
generations.

Another problem, of course, is that of costs. 1
know the Minister mentioned costs but I could
not pick up any details. However, it seems to be
an area where we cannot afford to take risks with
regard to power generation, particularly in view
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of rapidly increasing technology. If we commit
ourselves to nuclear power we might find that by
the time the power station is in operation we -will
have something to supersede nuclear power, and
we will be left with a white elephant.

In that area I believe we should tread carefully.
I have with me the June, 1979, issue of bulletin 13
of the "Atomic Scientists". Carroll L. Wilson,
who was the first General Manager of the Atomic
Energy Commission, said-

. . . in 1968, half of the electric power
plants being ordered might be nuclear.

He went on to say-
.. new orders have been zero since 1975.

I believe we should take cognizance of this fact
before we commit ourselves, or the State, to a
nuclear power station.

The comment continues-
A considerable part of this reduction

reflects unexpectedly lower growth rates in
electricity demand, leaving the electric power
industry with excess capacity.

Further, the article states-
... rapidly rising construction costs,

quadrupling of uranium prices and lack of
provision for spent fuel from existing reactors
have been some of the factors which have
caused nuclear plant orders to fall almost to
zero.

It is clear from those comments that there are
problems with nuclear power generation.

Mr Bryce: Big problems.
Mr STEPHENS: Further in the article it is

stated-
Like others who have followed closely the

development of nuclear fission as an energy
source for more than 25 years now, I
originally and for some time believed that it
could, without undue difficulty, become the
most important source of energy we have,
especially for electricity. But problems have
mounted, and delays, restrictions and
technical uncertainties have dogged nearly
every one of the many steps needed to bring
new nuclear plant into full operation, thus
drastically slowing down the nuclear input to
our energy system.

Many problems remain to be solved. As I said
earlier, Western Australia with its small
population cannot be in the vanguard in
establishing nuclear power plants. If a mistake
occurs we will not be able to bear the cost.

Having said that, the National Party is not
opposed to uranium mining. We believe that as

we have the resource we should mine it, mill it,
and export it so that countries throughout the
world are free to make independent judgments as
to whether or not they opt for nuclear power
generation. It is not for us to deny uraniumn to
other countries which should be able to make
their own decisions with regard to nuclear power.
Very briefly, that is the position of the National
Party.

Amendment to Motion

Mr STEPHENS: Perhaps members will not be
suprised but, I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "House"~ in
line I with a view to inserting the following-

The Government should monitor and
document all technological and scientific
developments in nuclear power
generation but without committing the
State to the erection of a nuclear power
station. At the same time ihe
Government should permit the mining,
milling and export of uranium.

There is no need for me to elaborate further. I
believe 1 have indicated clearly my reasons for
seeking to amend the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bryce
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

BILILS (2): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING
1. West Australian Trustee Executor and

Agency Company, Limited, Act
Amendment Bill.

2. The Perpetual Executors, Trustees, and
Agency Company (W.A.), Limited, Act
Amendment Bill.

Bills received from the Council; and, an
motions by Mr O'Nedi (Deputy
Premier), read a first time.

ABAUTOIRS AND WA MEAT
COMMISSION

Inquiry by Independent Authority: Motion

MR U-. D. EVANS (Warren) [9.18 p.m.]: I
mqove-

That in the opinion of this House the
Government should appoint a competent
independent authority to examine, report
upon and make recommendations
regarding--
(a) The abattoir needs of Western Australia

for the next two decades;
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(b) the need for, and positioning or,
Government owned service killing works
in Western Australia;

(c) the operations of the W.A. Meat
Commission, with particular reference
to the effectiveness of meat marketing
activities of this body.

The timing of ibis motion is of considerable
significance. The planning for the future abattoir
works of the State is as crucial now as it was
when a comparable decision was made 10 years
ago. That decision was a disaster. It was made by
a Liberal Party-National Country Party coalition
Government, and it has had the abattoir industry
of the State in a turmoil since that time. I would
like to make that point very clearly now because
our policy in regard to abattoirs and meat killing
for the next 10 to 20 years-that is until the year
2000-could well be established irrevocably by
the decision made in the next month or two.

I would like to recapitulate for the House what
has happened in regard to the abattoir industry in
this State. I will refer briefly to the sad history of
the Midland Junction Abattoir and the other
service abattoirs.

On the 8th November, 1971, a letter appeared
in the Press. It was written by a Mr Richard
Outhwaite of Kojonup, and Mr Outhwaite
indicated the causes of the problem producers
iQere facing in Western Australia through the
shortage of abattoir space. He said-

About four years ago, at a meeting in
Pastoral House, attended by representatives
of organisations concerned with the
production, selling and slaughtering of
livestock, a decision was reached that there
was an urgent need to plan for increased
killing facilities to prevent an over-supply
situation developing in the future.

The strongest pressure was then applied to
Mr Nalder, then the Minister responsible to
provide funds to build another abattoir.

It soon became apparent that Mr Nalder
was not prepared to take any action and
when an approach to Mr Court, in his
capacity as Minister for Industrial
Development, produced no results, the
Premier, Sir David Brand, was approached
by correspondence and deputation.

Again there was no result. Eventually a
committee of experts" was appointed to

investigate and advise.
The result-a complete endorsement of

what had been placed before the Ministers
some two years before, including the advice

that a new abattoir was required, not an
extension of Midland.

That is a summation of the whole sorry result of
the decision of the Brand-Nalder Government. A
commitment was made against the advice of the
Towns and Austen report. That report contained
two very signflcant recommendations. One was
that the Midland Junction Abattoir should not
expand and the other was that a new abattoir
should be established.

What happened after the Government's
decision is now history. The Midland Junction
Abattoir was expanded froma 8 000 to 12 000
sheep a day and a golden opportunity to establish
a new meat procesiing works-probably at
Baldivis-was lost for a decade. We have an
opportunity once again to look at the policy in
regard to abattoirs; perhaps we can do something
constructive so that we can meet the requirements
for the next few decades.

At the time the Brand-Nalder Government
made the decision, the 1968 drought was in full
swing.

Mr McPharlin: It was in 1969.
Mr H-. D. EVANS: It was a two-year drought,

and it intensified in 1969. In 1967-68, the
Treasury loan fund expenditure to the Midland
Junction Abattoir was $135000 to extend the
meat chilling section. In 1968-69 the amount was
1244 000, allocated as follows-

Boning and annexes,
blast freezer,
freezer store,
.5' chain addition,
meat assembly, and
chiller extension completion.

In 1969-70, the expenditure was $1 217 000 for a
continuous rendering plant for tallow and meat
meal production an_ a carcase freezer store. In
1970-7 1, the amount spent was $2 570 230 of
13 200 000 advanced. This was for two mutton
chains. That was when the decision was made,
and the building of the mutton chains was
commenced.

Unfortunately the Government did not change
until after that commitment was made and so for
the next decade we laboured with the subsequent
exacerbations of the situation that arose through
the error of opposing the recommendations of the
Towns and Austen report. Not the least of the
effects of the blunders was the need to spend a
further $2.5 million on an effluent disposal plant.
I suppose it was only in the 12 months prior to the
cessation of operation at the Midland Junction
Abattoir that this plant worked anything like
effectively.
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Members will see the dire need for some action
to be taken. The terms of my motion go beyond
the needs of the abattoir industry, and necessarily
so, because a number of peripheral issues are
interdependent on and interwoven with the
provision of killing facilities. Some of these issues
have to be considered not only by the industry,
but also by every- member in this House who
represents a country electorate. It is about time
every such member-on both sides of the
House-had a really good look at what is going
on; a look at the crisis situation with which we are
confronted. Many of these members have not got
around to examining the situation and to
ascertaining the problems with which the industry
will be confronted.

One peripheral issue I would like to refer to is
the concept of service killing works. Without a
shadow of doubt, this Government is committed
to doing away with service killing works.
However, the Government is very attuned to and
conscious of the political consequences that could
arise if such a decision were made badly and
coldly. Thus we have seen the Midland Junction
Abattoir-latterly by the WA Meat
Commission-allowed gradually to run down.

An excellent letter appeared in The Farmers'
Weekly. It was written by a Mr John Newman,
an officer of the Farmers' Union. He indicated
that the fabric of the WA Meat Commission was
being destroyed by slow degree, and that the
concept of that abattoir was being permitted to
slip steadily away. There are other ways of killing
a cat than by drowning it, as this Government
well knows, and, the consequence of the steps it
has taken has been disastrous. The abattoir has
been well and truly closed. The 28th March,
1979, edition of the Western Farmer and Grazier
carried an editorial headed, "Vale Midland".
Midland is closed and finished; there is no way it
will reopen. The question now is to determine
what service works we need and how far the
Government is prepared to go. Vale Midland! and
quo vadis? Where do we go from here? It is time
that the Government started to provide some of
the answers.

The concept of service killing works and the
Government's intentions in this State must be
examined. We must also determine Western
Australia's future in regard to meatworks. We
know the history of this Government in regard to
meatworks. It is well known that the split with the
National Country Party came about, not because
of the dairy industry but because of meat
marketing. That is what precipitated the dispute.
The Premier had one win, but the basic issue of

disputation remained unsettled. Finally
confrontation took place-

Mr Stephens: You are a little bit out. That was
one of the problems, but the Dairy Industry
Authority was the final spark. I know you want to
be absolutely correct.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I appreciate the solicitude
of the member for Stirling in correcting me to the
nth degree, but the basic issue was meat
marketing.

Mr Stephens: The basic issue was the unilateral
breach of the agreement.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Let us not be sidetracked
with that red herring. The issue was meat
marketing; there is no question about it.

Mr Stephens: I did not know you were involved
in our party room discussions.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The history of meat
marketing under this Government makes sorry
reading-its record in regard to meat marketing
is almost as bad as its record in regard to
abattoirs.

The Lamb Marketing Board was established as
the result of an initiative of the Tonkin
Government. Indeed, such an innovation could
not have been introduced in this Parliament other
than by a Labor Government. The Country Party
would not have the wherewithal inside to try it
and the Liberal Party is not prepared to face up
to the dent it would make in its funds.

Mr Stephens: What is the difference between
those two organisations?

Mr H. D. EVANS: For that reason, we are
stuck with the existing meat marketing situation.

The Lamb Marketing Board won two export
awards. It has demonstrated its capacity, and its
innovation; its operations have been so effective
that nobody-not even the Premier-could point
the Ainger at this organisation. So, it survived.
However, the first action of the Court
Government was to conduct an
investigation-more of an inquisition-into the
Lamb Marketing Board.

I turn now to the extreme reluctance of this
Government to extend the powers of the Lamb
Marketing Board. A concession was granted to
allow the shipment of summer lamb; however,
that was to the Middle East, and it certainly did
not cover every other requirement.

Mr Stephens: It would appear most
Government members do not want to hear what
you have to say.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I come back to the rather
banal attempt to impose a voluntary restriction on
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salcyards to establish a floor price in cattle sales.
Hansard shows the attitude of the Opposition on
that occasion. We supported sound meat
marketing reform but we could not see how the
action proposed at that time could assist without
authority; and, we were spot on.

That was as far as this Government was
prepared to go. It established a paper tiger
without any teeth even drawn in.

Then we had the referendum of 1977 which
was so loaded it did not offer much of a solution.

Mr Grewar: It gave a very clear result.
Mr H-. D. EVANS: It could not have been any

other way, as members well know. Three
questions were asked, and it became quite evident
that it was going to finish up as an extension of
the WA Meat Commission being the vehicle
whereby meat marketing reform was to take
place. Those were the preferences directed to the
voter. There could not have been any other
acceptable alternative to the Government; it
stated this in the loading of the referendum, and
it could not have been any other way. So, we
finished up with the grand gesture of the Meat
Commission becoming the meal marketing reform
vehicle in this State.

What now has happened is that the trading
operations of the WA Meat Commission are such
that it can be compared to putting a runner into
the 100 yards hurdles with one leg tied behind
him; that is the extent of the handicap which has
been placed on the Meat Commission. No Other
meat works in this State must trade in the same
manner as the marketing section of the Meat
Commission.

I asked the following question today of the
Minister-

In what ways does the business operation
of the WA Meat Commission trading section
differ from the business practices followed by
private abattoir trade operations in this
State?

The Minister replied in the following terms-
The trading section of the Western

Australian Meat Commission is run on
similar lines to other commercial operations.

That is just not so. No private abattoir must make
a profit on every transaction. They operate their
works as a whole, and offset one transaction
against another. It means a private abattoir can
trade in beef, mutton, and pigs and have regard
for the whole operation on any particular day or
over any period. They are not called upon to show
a profit on every pound of meat sold. The service
abattoir must include in the ultimate price not

only killing charges, but also a proportion of the
fixed capital costs of the works. This is just not
the case in private abattoirs.

The very nature of purchasing by private
abattoirs, country and metropolitan, is such that
they can move in at times that are not profitable
and offset this against the production when large
profits are possible. So, the Meat Commission as
a meat selling vehicle is nothing more than a
glorified wholesale butcher.

Mr Grewar: You do not want it to work now.
Mr H. D. EVANS: This Government did not

want it to work at any time, in any way; it is
philosophically opposed to it. The Government is
not prepared to upset the meat barons of the State
because of the devastation this could cause to its
party funds.

Mr Blaikie: That is a very unreasonable
comment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: So, we return to the
situation as it applies today. There is no
Opportunity for the Meat Commission to function
as a meat marketing agency or authority, as
farmers wanted. It is shackled; it cannot go into
the saleyards now and buy, nor will it be able to
in the future, with the constraints that have been
placed upon it-except, of -course, on those
occasions when a profit can be made on each
transaction.

If we contrast the activities of the Meat
Commission with the promises made by the
Government at the time of the referendum, we see
a marked difference. So, if producers expect some
change in meat marketing in Western Australia,
it will not be as the result of the initiative of this
Government.

Mr Stephens: Do you agree the referendum was
a con trick?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Has the member for
Stirling only just realised that? I said so at the
time. If he examines the motion I moved he will
see chapter and verse, the attitude we adopted.

A further problem with respect to abattoirs
relates to the live sheep issue. A great deal of soul
searching must take place in an endleavour to
resolve this problem, because the trend in Middle
East countries is towards younger sheep. A few
years ago, they accepted the aged wethers-the
culls of the flock-thereby giving a cash return to
the wool grower. In effect, it was a by-product of
the wool industry which provided a valuable
Source of income to the wool producers,
particularly of Western Australia, at a time when
they badly needed it.
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However, the population of the Middle East
now is looking towards younger sheep. This brings
me to the question of whether the disputes which
have gone on in the past can continue to be
permitted. On the one hand we have the farmers,
organisations and this Government-as
unequivocally stated by the Minister for
Agriculture-proposing that a farmer should be
permitted to sell his produce when and where he
likes at a price he can obtain.

Mr Grewar: That is fair.
Mr H. D. EVANS: I am not arguing against

that concept.
Mr Blaikie: Do you support it?
Mr H. D. EVANS: This comes back to the

service abattoir situation. The Midland abattoir is
sitting idle at a holding cost of some $2.5 million
a year. This is equivalent to 10 large school
gymnasia or five new major schoos per annum,
simply for the security and insurance a service
abattoir provides in the event of there being an
over-supply of sheep.

I concede that this is very desirable; however,
we must consider carefully the expenditure of
some $2.5 million on an abattoir which is not
contributing. The loss at Midland abattoir in its
last year of operation was $5 million. If the
Government adopts the attitude that producers
can sell anywhere at any time and for any price.
so be it. However, it must rationalise in some way
the cost of the insurance of a service works,
whether it is operating at an annual loss of
$5 million or standing idle at a holding cost of
$2.5 million. I am sure the community will not
accept this costly situation for long, if it is allowed
to continue.

We also must consider the question of sales and
salcyards and the effect of the closure of Midland
abattoir on this industry. The saleyards are
showing an annual loss in excess of $250 000 as it
is. However, if they are moved from this area,
where will they go, and what will be the
consequent problems which arise as a result of
this move, not only to the farmers and to the
small commercial operations which surround the
saleyards but also to the selling structure of
livestock in Western Australia? These are some of
the questions which are not being answered or
faced up to by this Government. The simple fact
of the matter is that they must be faced up to in a
matter of months.

The Minister has stated an inquiry is being
conducted by the Meat Commission. My motion
specifically states that, in the opinion of this
House, the Government should appoint a
competent independent authority to examine,

report upon and make recommendations
regarding those three points. A "competent
independent authority" does not mean a Meat
Commission, three of the six mcmbers of which
are representatives of the trade in their own right.
That is not independent. It must go outside the
State, at least. I am not denigrating the
individuals who represent the major meat trading
operations in the private sphere. In fact, I would
be quite happy to do business with any one o
them; their honesty and integrity are beyond
question.

However, their first loyalty is to the fact that
they are principals of the major meat processing
organisations in this State. Yet the Government
intends to call upon these people to try to conduct
an independent, unbiased survey of the meat
i ndustry over two decades in this State. That is
ludicrous!

Mr Blaikie: Who would you have?
Mr H-. D. EVANS: For a start I would go

outside the State; I will come back with some
suggestions on that matter. I am not surprised to
hear such an interjection, coming as it does from
the member for "gas".

I am sorry the Minister is not here. When he is
running short of reasonable argument he is wont
to descend to the denigrations and personal
vilifications that the Premier has been using for so
long. It has become part and parcel of the tactics
of this Government in debate. When I raised the
suggestion 12 months ago that there could be
some bias on the part of members of the Meat
Commission, the Minister said in effect, "How
could you suggest that these men were anything
but honourable and unbiased in their dealings
with the meat industry?" Later, when there was
some reasonable criticism of a member of his
department he turned it into an apparent
scurrilous attack upon every member in that
department. Such a situation could not have been
further from the truth. But the facts of life are
there and they have to be faced and overcome.
When we have a Meat Commission half of whose
members comprise key representatives of major
meat processing works, it is not fair to impose
upon them the responsibility to make the final
arbitrary decisions in this State for the next 20
years.

It has been announced by the Government that
the present inquiry is to be conducted by the
Western Australian Meat Commission. As I have
said, this is certainly unacceptable. The abattoir
position in Western Australia at this time is one
of over-supply. However, there can be some
modification made to that statement. The beef
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capacity is in an over-supply situation and will
continue to be. One of the reasons is the granting
of an export licence to Pope Exports Ltd. That
was one of the most scurrilous actions taken for
some time. It should be remembered that the
meat authority twice rejected applications to it
and twice rejected the appeals made on both
occasions. However, when the appeals reached the
Minister, quite suddenly and unexpectedly there
was a change in circumstances and Pope Exports
Ltd. got a licence. Only one reason can be offered
and I have already stated that in Parliament. I
have had no cause to change the opinion on the
matter which I stated in a motion last year.

So far as we are concerned, the beef demand is
well supplied. There is, too, the assurance by the
Minister which can be seen on page 2125 of
H-ansard of the 9th August, 1978. The Minister
gave an unequivocal assurance that when the
community of Esperance was prepared to move
towards the establishment of an abattoir, it would
get one. There is a possible complicating factor,
because supply of stock in that area perhaps could
not be available to abattoirs in the metropolitan
area, and this could exacerbate the matter
further. The argument is not against an abattoir
in Esperance. John Tonkin made a site available
on which an abattoir could be built. At that time I
do not think a more sympathetic view could have
been taken.

The importance of beef killing in maintaining
the economics of abattoirs cannot be
underestimated. All the components of handling
beef, right through from lairding to loading onto
freezer trucks at the other end, are far less than in
respect of sheep. Where we have individual
employees handling a far greater aggregate
weight of meat in the lairding, killing, pressing,
and boning processes and in the loading into
freezers, we find there is a multiplying factor of
times three betwe 'en labour used in handling sheep
as against handling beef.

There is too, the fifth leg-the by-
products-which are so valuable to the profits of
any abattoir. It is the rendering works which are
the real cream so far as abattoirs are concerned.

Midland has for some years now been the
abattoir which has been called upon to meet the
spring flush in mutton and lamb. It should be
noted that while the Minister's last quoted figure
was 1.4 million lambs, the level a few years ago
was 1.5 million and the expected figure for next
year is between 1.7 and 1.8 million. By 1985 it
could be double this year's figure. This means
there could be a need for lamb killing facilities in
this State. Whether or not this could be handled
(94)

more satisfactorily at Midland or Robb Jetty is a
determination that has to be made.

Another decision is whether there should be a
completely new works built, and if so, where.

Midland has environmental problems; so too
does Robb Jetty. It would probably be apposite to
have a look at those sites when we have had
regard for the decision in connection with lambs
and mutton. I did make reference to the
overriding questidh of the live sheep trade. If this
comes down to lambs, there is room for futher
consideration. If lambs in any quantity are to be
exported, it is a matter that will reflect on the
abattoir needs, the siting of a new abattoir, and
everything else to do with the problem. All this
has to be borne in mind,

Probably the first problem that we should
consider so far as capacity is concerned is with
respect to lambs and mutton. The second would
be in regard to pigs. The Midland pig floor has
Finished. Vale Midland! It is gone forever. The
answer to the question of where producers are to
have their large pigs killed is not known. I
understand producers are having some difficulties.

The only export abattoir for pigs, outside
Midland, is Watsons. As Watsons are major
producers, operators and traders themselves, they
are not likely to look sympathetically at the idea
of helping a competitor. They are not going to
give a competitor equal treatment. I understand
the killing charges rose quite suddenly and
dramatically. The Minister does not know why. I
asked him a question today about the charges
levied at Midland abattoir for the slaughter of
various classes of pigs at the time of the closure of
the pig floor. He referred me to the scale of fees
which operated dependent upon number in
December of last year. That pertained up to the
closure of Midland. When I asked what were the
current charges being levied for the various
classes of pigs at export and non-export abattoirs,
the Minister said the information was not
available to his department. Here we have a
Minister not knowing What the killing charges for
pigs are in this State. Here we have an export
industry within the Minister's jurisdiction the
workings of which he does not know.

I am only sorry the Minister is not here tonight.
This sort of thing should be well known to him
because it jeopardises a small but valuable export
industry in this State.

Mr Grewar: You could have found that out.
Mr H. D. EVANS: Where else should I go but

to the Minister for Agriculture to get this
information? If he does not know, who would? 1
suggest that he did not want to ind out.
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Mr Grewar: You could have contacted the
meatworks.

Mr H. D. EVANS: If I ask a Minister who is
supposed to know all the components of the
industry for which he has
responsibility-particularly as he has been
involved in the foul-up of service abattoirs for so
long-I would expect him to have some
information.

Midland is now resting on a care-and-
maintenance basis at a cost of $2.5 million a year.
That is a rather expensive insurance premium
against over-supply being faced by producers.
flow long is the community as a whole going to
be happy about this?

The Government has to consider its options. It
has to decide whether to close down Midland or
Robb Jetty for good or build another service
abattoir; that is, of course, if the Government
intends to remain in the service abattoir industry.
It would be fair to ask whether in fact the
Government is prepared to have service works.

With respect to Robb Jetty, the Owen
Anchorage report has been brought down and in
its summaries and conclusions it suggested two
pumping stations would be required to pump
effluent to Woodman point. This could involve
6 000 metres of rising pipes and could be
scheduled for 1981 when private operators in that
area will be looking to connect their works to this
same scheme. We do not know what happened to
that recommendation.

In an interim statement in connection with the
Cockburn Sound study, Dr Chittleborough said
that if the levels of salinity found in Cockburn
Sound were located in the United States there
would be a closure of the beaches for both
swimming and fishing. Robb Jetty does have this
very real problem of effluent disposal and the
question of Cockburn Sound superimposed on
considerations that have to be taken. I understand
too that the cool stores at Robb Jetty are wooden
and are starting to show signs of age. It is not
certain what life they have left. Again, this is a
component of the considerations which have to be
faced.

A decision has to be taken as to the need for a
service Works if one or any are to remain open or
failing that, whether a new abattoir is to be built
and a selling-off of the real estate that Midland
comprises. The magnificent stainless steel
equipment could be sold as scrap and yield a
reasonable return. The site for a new abattoir
would have to be determined carefully. I am not
certain where that locality would be.

This matter will require a very careful study
because we are looking ahead to the year 2000. 1
believe, too, that reference should be made in the
consideration to the operations of marketing by
the Western Australian Meat Commission. The
Prices Justification Tribunal report commented
on beef marketing and processing as follows-

.. considerable scope existed for
improving the present system and effecting
cost and price reductions.

I will content myself with that one sentence from
the report, but it shows that research is needed
into the marketing system because there is room
for a reduction of prices, and that should be
sought.

Therefore, it is proper and evident that at this
time I should move this motion. The three
relevant sections are timely and they indicate the
need for a decision which should have been made
long ere this; it needs to be made immediately. It
is shown, too, that such an examination could not
be carried out properly by the body which the
Minister has suggested was commissioned to do it
at the present time-the Western Australian
Meat Commission. One has to bear in mind that
the members of the commission have other
interests, and they should not be placed in that
position.

It is only 10 years since this Government called
in two abattoir experts from Victoria-Towns and
Austen. The terms of reference covered the
situation at Midland. The Government received a
good report, but did not pay any attention to it.
That was unfortunate. However, it could be the
Government has learnt from that colossal and
monumental blunder. It is possible that experts
and authorities in the Eastern States could be
called upon, although again regard must be paid
to the nature of the Firms operating in Australia.
They are not confined, by any means, to any one
State. There is an association of firms from one
State to the next and it could well be that the
Government might commission a competitor to
examine the structural needs of the industry in
this State for the next 20 years. That must not
occur.

Already the competitors in the meat industry
are setting guidelines and determinations under
which the commission must operate in Western
Australia. That is about as much as we can
tolerate.

The three recommendations that should be
included in the terms of reference of a competent
and independent inquiry are, firstly, the abattoir
needs of Western Australia for the next two
decades. That is all the time there is until the year
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2000 AD; namely 21 years. Secondly, there
should'-be consideration of the -need for, and
positioning of, Government-owned service killing
works in Western Australia. I might add I am
disposed towards service killing works, but
whether this Government is also disposed to
service killing works I do not know. It has to
make up its mind and say so. Having said so, the
Government must then say which will be the
service killing works, and where they will be
located.

Thirdly, the independent authority should
examine and report upon the operations of the
WA Meat -Commission, with particular reference
to the effectiveness of the meat marketing
activities of this body. That applies particularly to
the system of meat marketing reform promised
after the referendum in 1977 when the
Government, like lady bountiful, made
particularly good fellows of its members and also

made a lot of political friends. The Government
said it would bring about meat marketing reform,
but that is about as far as it has gone.

There will be no meat marketing reform while
a Government of the present complexion sits
opposite.

Mr Blaikie: That is unfair.
Mr H-. D. EVANS: I commend the motion

standing in my name on the notice paper.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr O'Neil

(Deputy Premier).

STAMP ACTr AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council with requested
amendments.

House adjourned at I 0.07 p.m.

2979



2980 ASSEMBLY)

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SMALL BUSINESSES
International Symposium

1466. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

Is it the Government's intention to
support both financially and publicly the
international symposium on small
business scheduled to be held in
Melbourne in 1980?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Government has signified its
intention to support the international
symposium in Melbourne during 1980.
The Manager, Mr H-. Matthews, of the
Small Business Advisory Service, will be
attending.
The honourable member may be aware
that there is a world symposium on
small business in West Berlin during
October, 1979. Arrangements have been
made for a senior counsellor, Mr J.
Pearlman, to attend while he is in
Europe on another visit.

HOUSING: BUILDING SOCIETIES
Terminating: Terms and Conditions

1480. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What terminating building societies
operate within Western Australia?

(2) Who is eligible for loans from
terminating building societies?

(3) How and where do they apply?
(4) What are the terms and conditions of

terminating building society loans?
Mr O'Connor (for Mr RIDGE) replied:
(1) Terminating building societies in

Western Australia operate with
institutional loan funds with a State
guarantee under the Housing Loan
Guarantee A ct, and with funds allocated
from the home purchase assistance
account under the 1978 Housing
Agreement (Commonwealth and State).

(2) Families with the breadwinner's weekly
income ranging up to a maximum of
$259.61 in the metropolitan area, and a
maximum of $413.46 in the Kimberley
region, are eligible for guaranteed loans.

Families with the breadwinner's weekly
income ranging up to a maximum of
$219.83 in the metropolitan area, and a
maximum of $300.82 in the Kimberley
region, are eligible for housing

agreement loans.
(3) Secretaries of terminating building

societies accept applications for loans
from guaranteed funds, and applicants
for housing agreement loans are
required to make application to the
Federation of Building Societies for
listing on a "loan priority list".

(4) Terms and conditions of lending are-
Housing

Gua- Agree-
ranteed ment
Funds Funds

Interest rate (including Up to 6 per cent
management fee) 10.25 to9

per cent per cent
Maximum value house

and land-
Metropolitan
Kimberley

Maximum advance

Type of property

$34000
$56000

90
per cent

value

New

$30000
$52000

90
per cent

value
Market
demand

STATUTORY CORPORATIONS

Accounts and Reports

1481. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) What statutory corporations have a

responsibility to report through him to
Parliament?

(2) What are the statutory requirements for
those corporations to present annual
audited accounts and reports to
Parliament?

(3) When were the last audited accounts
and annual reports of each statutory
corporation presented to him for
tabling?

(4) When were the audited accounts arid
annual reports tabled in the Parliament?

(5) Were reports of any corporations not
tabled-
(a) within four months of the closing of

accounts for the 1976-77 financial
year; or

(b) within four months of the date at
which the annual accounts were
fin alised?
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(6) Were reasons given by any corporation
for not presenting an annual report and
audited accounts within four months of
1976-77?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Western Australian Overseas Projects

Authority.
(2) Annua! report and financial statement.
(3) to (6) Not applicable because the

enabling statute was only assented to on
the 8th December, 1978,

PRISONS: INMATES
Number, and Victimless Crimes

1482. Mr BRYCE, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) How many inmates were in corrective
institutions in Western Australia at the
I1st January-

(a) 1970;
(b) 1975;and
(c) 1979?

(2) How many inmates had been convicted
for offences commonly known as
victimless crimes such as-

(a) abortion;
(b) prostitution;
(c) vagrancy;
(d) public drunkenness;
(e) homosexuality; and
(f) gambling,

at each of those dates?

M rO'N E IL replied:
In common with all other Government
departments, the Department of
Corrections keeps records based on a
financial year ending the 30th June in a
given year. Under that arrangement,
censuses are usually taken as at the 30th
June in a given year and information as
at the 1st January in a given year is not
kept separately. As a result, information
as requested cannot be supplied on a
comparative basis but the corresponding
figures for the 30th June in the years
specified are as follows-
(1) (a) 1970

(b) 1975
(c) 1979

1 262
935

I 454

(2) Figures (or abortion, vagrancy,
homosexuality and gambling are
riot kept separately. Figures for
offences. relating to prostitution and
public drunkenness are as follows-

1969-70
1974-75
1978-79

Prostitution
2
2
3

Drunkenness
2646
2692

462

LAND
Government Depa rtments and Instrumentalities.-

Acquisition
1483. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for

Industrial Development:

What area and what value of land was
acquired by departments or
instrumentalities under his control
during each of the last three financial
years?

Mr ME NSA ROS replied:
Purchases ILDA-

1976-77
1971-78
1978-79

Cost
$236 203
$613 099'
$217 338

Area
85.328 3 ha

118.920 1 ha
21.299 3 ha

lKwinana Beach Homes

Properties acquired by the Department
of Industrial Development on behalf of
the Crown-

1976-77
1977-78
1978-79

Cost
$370711
5194 300
5137 982

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
SCHOOLS

Area
2.336 8 ha
1.793 2 ha
2.441 3 ha

AND HIGH

Unit Cost per Head

1484. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for
Education:

(I) What was the average unit cost per head
of children attending State schools
during 1977-78 and 1978-79?

(2) How does this compare with the average
unit cost per head in 1973-74 and 1975-
76?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) The information requested is

available from table 7:0, printed in the
Annual Report of the Education
Department.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS AND HIGH
SCHOOLS

Insurance Cover

1485. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What is the amount and extent of
insurance cover taken out by the
Education Department for public
liability at schools in the metropolitag
area?

(2) Does this insurance cover parents of
children or others working on a
voluntary basis in school tuckshops?

(3) Does the policy also cover fetes and
special school events held in the school
premises?

(4) Are visitors and helpers on fete days and
other special events covered by such
policy in the event of an accident to
them on the premises?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) The Education Department's public
liability insurance policy covers its legal
liability, to a maximum of 1500 000.

(2) Yes.
(3) The policy covers fetes and special

school events organised by the school.
However, if such activity is organised by
a parents and citizens' association, or
some similar body, cover is not provided
by the department's policy.

(4) Yes, if conducted by the school.

INSURANCE BROKERS
Control

1486. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

(1) How many insurance brokers in
Western Australia have defaulted in the
past three years?

(2) Does the State Government have any
plans to control insurance brokers?

(3) Is the State Government prepared t6
make representations to the Federal
Government urging that Government to
introduce a system for the licensing of
insurance brokers or for the setting up of
a fund to control them?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) I am advised by the State Chairman of
the Corporation of Insurance Brokers of
Australia that no members of that body
or of Lloyds Insurance Brokers
Association in Western Australia has
ever failed or defaulted. Further
inquiries have failed to reveal that any
other small insurance brokers not
members of these bodies have defaulted
in this State.

(2) No. The Commonwealth Government
has constitutional power to legislate in
regard to insurance.

(3) There has been correspondence between
the State and Commonwealth
-Governments concerning supervision of
insurance brokers. The Commonwealth
has agreed to joint Commonwealth-
State consultation in relation to various
matters involved. The Commonwealth
Treasurer has indicated that the
question of legislation should await the
outcome of the current inquiry by the
Commonwealth Law Reform
Commission.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: PREMIER

Chartered Aircraft

1487. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) (a) What aircraft or helicopters have
been chartered by his department;

(b) for what purposes since January
1977?

(2) (a) in the case of each charter on what
occasions did he travel on chartered
aircraft or helicopter;

(b) what members of staff accompanied
him in each occasion?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) and (2) Unless there are reasons I
cannot appreciate, I do not feel it is
warranted to divert staff to undertake
the extraction of the information
requested.
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If the member has any reason to believe
travel is being undertaken of an
unauthorised or unnecessary nature in
the conduct of legitimate Government
business, then I suggest he lets me have
the grounds for his beliefs and I will
have them investigated.

HOSPITALS
St John of God, Kalgoorlie

1488. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Health:

(1) In respect to the St. John of God
Hospital, Kalgoorlie, has the
Government had any discussions with
the owners of the hospital with a view to
leasing or purchasing the hospital?

(2) Has any offer been made by the
Government to the owners of the
hospital with a view to leasing or buying
it?

(3) What are the terms of that offer?
(4) Has the offer been accepted or rejeted?
(5) Are there any private interests who are

negotiating or interested in negotiating
for the purchase or lease of the hospital?

(6) Who are these private interests?
(7) What is the asking price by the owners

of the hospital for the sale of the
hospital?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(I ) The Government has discussed the

future of St. John of God Hospital,
Kalgoorlie with the owners.

(2) No.
(3) and (4) Not applicable.
(5) 1 am informed by the owners that this is

SO.
(6) and (7) Not known.

TRANSPORT: AIR FARES

Intrastate

1489. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) With reference to Transport
Commission approvals for intrastate air
fare increases, will he advise what
information is made available to the
Transport Commission before a fare
application is approved?

(2) What inquiries are made by the
Transport Commission to ascertain
whether the full increase is justified?

(3) Are interested parties able to make
submissions to the Transport
Commission on the matter?

(4) Who assesses information, makes
inquiries and makes recommendations
on applications for fare increases?

(5) Do the applications for fare increases go
before Cabinet?

(6) If "No" to (5), why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) Before the Transport

Commission approves of a fare increase
for intrastate air services, qualified
officers examine in detail the operating
costs of the airline and increases are
only granted on proven increases in
operating costs.

(3) It is not considered that -other parties"
would have information in relation to
the operating costs of a particular
licensee so they are not invited,

(4) Qualified officers at the Transport
Commission.

(5) No.
(&) The responsibility for determination of

fares and freight rates rests with the
Commissioner of Transport under the
provisions of the Transport Commission
Act.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL AND
TERTIARY

Port Hedland and JKarra tha

1490. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Government promised that
technical education and/or tertiary
institutions will be built in Port Hedland
and Karratha?

(2) If so, when will they be completed?
(3) What funding arrangements are being

entered into with the Commonwealth in
respect of facilities for both towns?

(4) What art the estimated costs of the
projects in each of the towns?

(5) Have applications for staff been called?
(6) If so, what positions have been

advertised?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes; self-governing post secondary

colleges will be established as from the
1st January, 1980, and will be built in
South Hedland and Karratha.
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(2) The first stages of both colleges are
currently being planned and the
completion dates will depend on the flow
of funds.

(3) The Commonwealth Tertiary Education
Commission has recommended to the
Commonwealth Government that
$200 000 be made available for the
design of the first stage of the Hedland
College. The Commonwealth is being
asked to fund the construction of that
college. The State Government will fund
the Karratha college.

(4) Until detailed planning is completed, it
is not possible to give a firm estimate of
the costs of the first stage of each
college, but it is estimated to be in
excess of $4.5 million.

(5) Yes.
(6) Principal for each college.

HEALTH: DENTAL
Orthodontists. Pilbara and Kinmberley

1491. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Health:

What provisions exist for orthodontists
to visit each Pilbara and Kimberley
town?

Mr YOUNG replied:

Following negotiations between the
member for Pilbara and a private
dentist, arrangements were made for an
orthodontist to visit South Hedland to
provide a service for the area.
Recently I met with the members for
Pilbara and Gascoyne and the
Orthodontic Association to discuss the
provision of further orthodontic services
for the Gascoyne, Pilbara, and
Kimberley areas. $10000 has been
provided in Public Health estimates for
support of a visiting service but, to date,
no orthodontist is available to be
engaged in such a service.

The Government appreciates the needs
of the people of the north and is
continuing with its efforts to provide a
service.

HOSPITALS
Special Purposes Funds

1492. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What is the extent of the "special

purposes funds" held by the Western
Australian public hospitals, as reported
in The West Australian on Saturday,
15th September?

(2) Under what circumstances are moneys
credited to these funds?

(3) What are the credit balances of each
fund at each of the hospitals as at 30th
June, 1979?

(4) What were the credit balances of each
fund at each hospital as at 30th June,
1978?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) to (4) 1 have asked the hospitals to

provide this information and will advise
the member the result later.

HEALTH: HANDICAPPED PERSONS
Spasiics

1493. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many spastic persons over the age

of 16 years reside in Western Australia?
(2) How many such persons are

accommodated permanently in nursing
and/or boarding type institutions?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am unable to answer the

questions as statistics specifically
concerning spastic persons over the age
of 16 years are not maintained by any
Government health agency. I suggest
that the inquiry be directed to the
Spastic Welfare Association which may
be able to assist.

HOSPITALS
.Cha rges

1494. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

Under what circumstances will a person
attending either-
(a) Bunbury Hospital;
(b) Albany Hospital
(c) Narrogin Hospital;
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(d) Geraldion Hospital;
(e) Carnarvon Hospital,

as-

(i) an out-patient and/or
(ii) an in-patient.

be charged financially for service
received fromn-

(A) a doctor;
(B) a specialist;
(C) maintenance as an in-

patient in a ward;
(D) the pharmacy section;
(E) or any other section?

Mr YOUNG replied:
The five hospitals named are all regional
hospitals controlled by the Medical
Department.

The Carnarvort Hospital is partially
served by district medical officers
employed by the Medical Department
and services provided by them are not
chargeable.

The other four hospitals are served by
doctors in private practice and hospital
insured in-patients are liable to pay fees
charged by the doctors, including
specialists. This arrangement applies
also to those patients in Carnarvon
Hospital who are treated by private
practitioners.

Fees for treatment as an in-patient are
chargeable to all hospital insured
patients irrespective of whether their
doctor is a private practitioner or
salaried.

No pharmacy charges are made (or any
category of patient.

Radiology and pathology charges are
raised against private in-patients.

Under the Hospital Cost Sharing
Agreement with the Commonwealth
Government, no out-patient, whether
insured or not, is able to be charged for
services provided by any of the hospitals
listed,

1495. This question was postponed.

HOSPITALS
Cha rges

1496. Mr H-ARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

Adverting to question 1369 of 1979,
relevant to hospital services and charges,
can he state categorically that no
uninsured in-patient will be charged by
either a doctor, a specialist or a teaching
medical person for service received at
any of the hospital referred to in the
question above?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Yes.

HEALTH: MEDICAL PRACTITIONER

Roebourne
1497. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for

Health:

When is it anticipated that a salaried
district medical officer will be positioned
at Roebourne?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Not known. However, efforts are being
made to secure the services of a suitable
locum at the first opportunity.

HEALTH: TOBACCO PRODUCTS
Advertising: Public Places

1498. Mr lHAR MAN, to the Premier:

(1) Has his Government any policy in
respect of cigarette and tobacco
advertising on screens in public
cinemas?

(2) If so, what is it?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) The Government believes that

all advertising of tobacco products
should comply with the voluntary Cede
of Advertising Practice and a committee
to be established by the Government will
continue to monitor this advertising.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT
New Federalism Policy

1499. Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Federal Government given
repeated assurances endorsed
wholeheartedly by himself, that under
the new Federalism policy local
government would receive a greater
share of revenue?

(2) Is it a fact that ratepayers are being
charged with unprecedented rises in
rates by all local government bodies?

(3) Is it a fact that in view of the
Federalism policy endorsed by himself,
there are signs of a tax revolution,
similar to what happened in California
in some local government councils in
Western Australia?

(4) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), what does he
intend to do about it?

Sir
(1)

CHARLES COURT replied:
Yes and this assurance has been
honoured, as demonstrated by the
substantial increase in general revenue
grants made to local government since
1975-76 under the new federalism
policy. The following figures show the
increase in general revenue assistance to
local government in Western Australia
over the period-

Year
1975-76
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80

General
Revenue Grant

SON0
7 524

13 162
15524
16848
20821

Basis
Percentage of
Personal Tax
Collections

per cent

1.52
1.52
1.52
1.75

We confidently expect Local
Government's share will be increased to
two per cent for 1980-8 1.

(2) to (4) These questions call for an
expression of opinion on matters which
are the responsibility of elected members
of local government and are therefore
outside my administrative jurisdiction.

CYCLES: CYCLEWAYS
Kings Park

1500. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) Is there a dangerous situation existing in

King's Park, being brought about by the
ever-increasing number of push bikes
being ridden through and around the
park?

(2) If "Yes" will he recommend to the
King's Park Board to construct cycle
ways through the park in the interests of
safety to the public?

(3) If not, why not?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) to (3) Throughout the metropolitan area

there is a continuing increase in the
number and usage of bicycles. In
addition in Kings Park a limited number
of 120 cycles is allowed during a year-
long trial period of bicycle hire which
ends on the 31st December 1979, when
it will be decided if cycle hire should
continue. All increases in road traffic
have concurrent safety risks especially in
the interactions of motorists, cyclists,
and pedestrians. This situation is under
close scrutiny by Kings Park Board and
the Minister. Kings Park Board has
been conducting a vigorous campaign
against speeding motorists for the past
two years. However there is no single
solution to the problems of this nature.
If cycleways are provided this must be
joined with educational programmes and
enforcement of the road traffic code and
of the by-laws. The Government in this
year's Budget has set aside some funds
for cycleways and these could extend to
Kings Park at a later stage.

LOTTERIES
Forrestlield Newsagency

1501. Mr BATEMAN, to the Chief Secretary:

In view of the demands for lottery
tickets at the Forrestfield shopping
centre, will he advise why a licence will
not be issued to the Forrestfield
newsagency?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
The commission has the applicant's case
under consideration and recently
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interviewed him concerning the matter.
When a decision is made the applicant
will be informed.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Forrestfield

1502., Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Tiansport:

(1) How many buses currently service the
Forrestfield area?

(2) What connections and times do these
buses run?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
(1) Monday to Friday

To Perth
From Perth
To Cannington
From Cannington
Saturdays
To Perth
From Perth
Sundays and public holidays
To Perth
From Perth

12 trips
14 trips
6 trips
7 trips

5 trips
5 trips

2 trips
2 trips

(2) Route 294-Forrestfield/Cannington-
Connections and times
From Forresifield-

Bus
7.00 a.m.
7.29 a.m.
8.00 a.m.
9. 10 a.m.

10.10 a.rm.
2.30 p.m.

Train connection
at Cannington

7.25 a.m.
7.56 a.m.
8.28 a.m.
9.35 a~m.

10.35 a.m.
2.55 p.m.

To Forrestfield-
Bus connection

Train at Cannington
8.08 a.m. 8.33 a.m.

(ex Ptrth)

9.15 a.m.
1.35 p.m.
2.35 p.m.
4.50 p.m.
S. 15 P.M.
5.40 p.m.

9.40 a.m.
2.00 p.m.
3.00 p.m.
5.08 P.M.
5.40 p.m.
5.58 p.m.

TRANSPORT: DIRECTOR GENERAL
Expenditure, aMi Recommendation

1503. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Since the appointment of the Director

General of Transport, what has been the
expenditure of-
(a) office facilities;
(b) staff;,
(c) consultants;
(d) overseas visits:. and
(e) any other expenses?

(2) (a) What recommendations have been
adopted by the Government; and

(b) what are the other achievements
which have justified the
expenditure?

Mr RUSHTON replied;
(1) The information the honourable member

requires may be found in the Annual
-Reports to Parliament of the Director
General of Transport of which there
have been 12. I expect to table the I13th,
for 1978-79, in about three weeks.

(2) (a) and (b) The Director General dealt
with both of these issues in his 1975
and 1976 annual reports. I draw the
honourable member's attention
particularly to pages 12 and 13 and
annex 5 of the 1976 annual report.
On pages 12 and 13 the Director
General discusses, and I quote, "The
benefits which should flow from the
operation of the Act" (the State
Transport Co-ordination Act). In
annex 5 he provides "Notes on
possible approaches to determine
the benefit/cost ratio of the
Director General's establishment"
in which he gives specific examples
of financial benefits or savings
which have resulted from his work.
These can be weighed against the
costs of operating the State
Transport Co-ordination Act.

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS
Number Licensed

1504. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister For
Police and.Trarfic:
(1) How many drivers are currently licensed

by the Road Traffic Authority?
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(2) How many individuals are licensed in
each classification A through to M?

MrO'NEIL replied:
(1) 675 033 as at the 30th June, 1979.
(2) These figures are not available.

MR C. T. MOLL
Case: Approaches to Government

1505. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Relevant to the Mall (doctors and
others) case, have approaches been
made' to him, his Government or any
member or it, concerning this matter?

(2) 1If Yes"-
(a) who made these approaches and

when and for what purpose; and
(b) what were the responses given and

why?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Not to my knowledge.

WATER SUPPLIES: METROPOLITAN
WATER BOARD

Cash Loan No. 2
1506. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Was it necessary for Tricontinental
Securities Limited to take up any of the
Perth Metropolitan Water Board Cash
Loan No. 2 or was it rally gubscribed?

(2) If the loan was fully subscribed, by what
date was that so?

Sir C HAR LES COU RT repl ied:
(1) and (2) Information on whether an

underwriter is required to take up any
part of a loan under the underwriting
agreement is, for obvious reasons,
confidential to the borrower and the
underwriter.
The essential point is that the loan was
fully subscribed by theclosing date, the
18th July, 1979.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Land Acquisition
1507. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Works:
(1) Is the Public Works Department

arranging the acquisition -of land
comprised in diagram 53226?

(2) If "Yes" how much longer will it take to
do this job?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) It is anticipated that the resumption will

be gazetted on the 12th October, 1979.

ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATORY

Staff
1508. Mr BERTRAM, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Further to his answer to question 1439
of 1979, relevant to staff at the Perth
Observatory, on what ground was the
one person informed that he was to be
dismissed?

(2) When did said perso 'n resign?
(3) Precisely when was the said resignation

accepted and communicated to him?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Inefficiency.
(2) The 28th August, 1979.
(3) On receipt.

MR C. T. MOLL

Case: Police Action
1509. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister foi

Police and Traffic:,
(1) Relevant to the Moll (doctors and

others) case, did he note the statement
of the assistant Police Commissioner
(Crime), Mr Roy Balcombe, (The West
Australian newspaper, 12/9/79), in
which he is reported to have said "the
State Police were watching day to day
developments with interest"?

(2) Was Mr Balcombe correctly reported?

(3) (a) If "Yes", are the police still
watching day to day developmentis;

(b) for how much longer will the day to
day watch continue?

(4) What action and when have the police
taken (if any) with a view to establishing
whether an unlawful conspiracy or any
other offenice against the State has
occurred in this case?
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Mr 0'NEIL replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) (a) Yes.

(b) Unknown.
(4) Available information does not suggest

State Police involvement.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES
L icences: Pensioners

1510. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
(1) (a) Is it possible under any

circumstances for aged, invalid or
widowed pengioners in Western
Australia to qualify for any form of
rebate in respect of the cost of
licensing a motor vehicle;,

(b) if so, would he please provide
details?

(2) What is the estimated number of-
(a) aged pensioners;
(b) invalid pensioners;
(c) widowed pensioners,
in Western Australia?

(3) What is the estimated number of
pensioners in Western Australia-
(a) who own registered motor vehicles;
(b) who currently hold driver's

licences?
(4) What would be the estimated cost to the

Government of providing a 25 per cent
rebate to pensioners on the cost of
licensing a motor vehicle?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) (a) Yes.

(b) Invalid pensioners receiving the full
pension are eligible for a 100 per
cent concession if their total
income, including that of their
spouse, does not exceed the State
minimum wage. A 50 per cent
concession is granted to persons
receiving a full invalid pension if
their total income on the same basis
is higher than the State mimimum
wage.
Free motor vehicle licences are
granted to TPI war pensioners
irrespective of other income.

(2) Based on information from the
Departments of Social Security and
Veterans' Affairs-
(a) 106 316
(b) 16 596
(c)- 15 458

(3) (a) This information is not available.
(b) This information is not available

although 27 654 pensioners holding
a Pensioner Health Benefits Card
received a driver's licence
concession in the twelve months to
May, 1979.

(4) The cost would depend on the eligibility
criteria adopted. To the year ended
May, 1979, pensioner motor vehicle
licence concessions amounted to
$184 000 and it is estimated that the
additional full year cost of granting a 25
per cent rebate to Pensioner Health
Benefits Card holders receiving the
driver's licence concession but currently
ineligible for motor vehicle licence
concessions would be roundly $350 000.

1511. This question was postponed,

HEALTH: AIR MONITORING
Gera idion

15 12. Mr CARR, to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

With reference to his answer to question
1416 of 1979 concerning air monitoring
in the Geraldton area, between what
dates were the 35 samples taken, of
which the results are available?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr OLD) replied:
The 26th June, 1979 to the 24th July,
1979

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Pilbara Living Costs

1513. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:
(1) With reference to price surveys

conducted in certain Pilbara towns in
July and August, does the Government
intend to proceed with a regular series of
such surveys?

(2) If "Yes" will it expand the number of
towns included in the survey to include
representative towns from each region of
the State?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) It is intended to conduct surveys in
October and December this year on the
same lines as the recent August survey
of certain towns in the Pilbara.

(2) No.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Shark Bay Shire

1514. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Have representations been made to her

or her department concerning residents
of Useless Loop who are not given a vote
in elections for the Shark Bay Shire?

(2) What advice, if any, has she or her
department given in reply to such
representations, as to how such residents
can be given a vote?

(3) What action, if any, is proposed by the
Government which would ensure that
these residents of the shire would be
given a vote?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) Yes, including the member for

Gascoyne.
(2) My reply directed attention to the

relevant provisions of the LocalI
Government Act.

(3) Present proposals will not alter the limit
of the franchise in local government to
owners or occupiers of ratable property.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT

Electoral Provisions

1515. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(I) Does the Government still intend to
proceed with legislation to amend the
electoral provisions of the Local
Government Act?

(2) If "Yes" when is it anticipated that such
legislation will be before the
Parliament?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) It is intended to again seek the comment

of local government on the proposed
legislation and, accordingly, it is
unlikely it will be introduced during this
session.

TRANSPORT: AIR
A vi or Ply. Ltd

1516. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) On how many occasions has Avior Pty.
Ltd. applied to the Transport
Commission for permission to increase
its services to towns in the Geraldton
region?

(2) How many of the Avior requests
involved providing services at times
when MMA did not have scheduled
flights through Geraldton?

(3) What is the Government's policy
towards allowing Avior to upgrade and
expand its services in competition with
MMA?

(4) Is it the Government's view that the
offering of realistic forward booking
discount schemes by Avior would help
bolster its ability to expand the level of
its service?

(5) In view of the Government's allegedly
free enterprise philosophy, why has it
refused to allow Avior to operate its
forward booking discounts on the basis
requested?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Initially Avior operated a service from

Perth to Jurien, Leemnan, Eneabba and
Gerald ton.'
Subsequently the company sought to
extend the service and approval was
granted to Dongara and at later dates to
Greenhead and then to Kalbarri.
Extension to Denham was refused and a
further application is still under
consideration. Extension to Carnarvon
was approved and extension to Coral
Bay was deferred because of

-unsuitability of the air strip. In addition,
a service Perth-Mullewa was approved.

(2) For some years MMA has operated at
least a daily service from Perth-
Geraldton-Perth and it provides
additional services on particular days.

(3)' Any consideration of permitting Avior
to extend its services in competition with
MMA, Or any other regular air service
licensed operator, must be considered in
the light of the provisions of the
Transport Commission Act.

(4) The Government's responsibility is to
endeavour to ensure the provision of
services to meet the needs of the
majority of users.
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(5) Under the provisions of the Transport
Commission Act, the Commissioner of
Transport will allow Avior to operate
forward booking discounts on the basis
requested for centres where that
company is the sole operator. Where
another operator is responsible for
providing services to a centre, (e.g.
MMA to Geraldton) the commi ssioner
must make a decision in the light of his
responsibilities under the Act. One of
the important criteria was the
safeguarding of the frequency of service
and fare structure currently available to
Geraldton.

ENERGY: SOLAR
Research Institute

1517. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) In respect of projects approved last year
by the Solar Research Institute-
(a) which particular projects were

approved;
(b) what firms were associated with

each project;
(c) what amount of money was

involved in each case;
(d) how many applications Were

considered?

(2) Does the institute advertise for
submissions including specific notice
concerning a closing date?

(3) Who are the Current members of the
W.A. Solar Energy*Research Institute's
advisory committee?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The Government provided sums of

$250 000 and $600 000 for research
during the financial years 1977-78 and
1 979-79.
(a) to (c) This information was

- provided by the Premier in answer
and supplementary information
given to question 1467.

(d) 73.
(2) The institute advertises for submissions

twice each year but accepts applications
continually throughout each financial
year.

(3) Members-

Mr H. J. Riley-representing The
Confederation of Western Australian
Industry (Inc.)

Mr 1. H. Camne-representing The
Chamber of Mines of Western
Australia (Inc.)

Mr R. A. N. Douglas, D.F.C.
(Chairman)-representing Perth
Chamber of Commerce.

Professor A. R. Billings (Deputy
Chairnian)-representing the
University of Western Australia.

Professor A. J. Parker-representing
Murdoch University.

Dr A. H. Nash-rprsenting Western
Australian Institute of Technology.

Dr B. Rawlings-representing
Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation.

Mr R. 1. Shand-representing Royal
Australian Institute of Architects.

Dr 1. 0. Jones-nominated by the
Minister for Industrial Development.

Mr R. D. Hornbeck-nomninated by the
Minister for Fuel and Energy.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

Advertising
1518. Mr BRYCE, to the

Industrial Development:
Minister for

(1) How much money was actually spent
during each of the last three financial
years by the Department of Industrial
Development on advertising and
promotion of Western Australian
industry?

(2) In respect of the 1977-78 and 1978-79
financial years, what proportion of the
money was spent-
(a) in Western Australia;
(b) in other States of Australia;
(c) overseas?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The figures include promotion for

investment generally in industry,
resource development, etc.
1976-77 $663 505
1977-78 $758 092
1978-79 S859 095.
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(2) 1977-78
(a) $695 418 (92 per cent);
(b) $42 674 (5 per cent);
(c) $20 000 (3 per cent);
1978-79
(a) $759 156 (88 per cent);
(b) $59 939 (7 per cent);
(c) $40 000 (5 per cent).

RAILWAY: FREMANTLE-PERTH
Reopening: Royal Show and Football Final

1519. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Transport:

In view of the record crowds expected at
the Royal Show in this the 150th year
and the fact that the football final at
Subiaco Oval on Saturday the 22nd
September, is a derby between East and
South Fremantle and will possibly
attract large crowds, particularly from
Fremantle, will he arrange for the
Perth-Fremantle rail service to operate
on Saturday for the football, and on
peak days for the Royal Show to cater
for the extra crowds and so keep road
traffic to a manageable proportion and
eliminate a potential road hazard?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
No. The recommendation I have from
the Chairman of the MTT is that as the
trust has the capacity to handle the
public transport task related to these
events in a satisfactory manner by bus
transport, trains should not be re-
introduced.
As the chairman is in the best position
to judge the requirements of public
transport and the trust has handled
recent football final crowds
satisfactorily, I have accepted his
recommendation.

Mr Mclver: What hypocrisy that is!

TOWN PLANNING
Noranda Hills

1520. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

When will she make a determination
with respect to lots 8, 9 and 10
Hepworth Way. Noranda Hills, which
matter was referred to her by the
Council of the Shire of Bayswater in

February 1979 and the lack of which
determination is possibly
inconveniencing many people?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
When my authority to make a
determination is clarified, pending
advice from Crown Law Department.

EDUCATION: BUSES
Hire

1521. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister
Education:

for

(1) What subsidy is available to schools for
the hire of Metropolitan Transport
Trust buses for school excursions?

(2) Is there a widespread concern at the
costs of these excursions which is a big
financial burden for parents?

(3) What is the Government's policy in
providing the alleviation of these
burdens?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The Education Department pays a

subsidy of 13c per kilometre for buses
hired from the Metropolitan Transport
Trust for school excursions.

(2) and (3) The Education Department is
not aware of any widespread concern
relating to the cost of excursions.
Arrangements for such excursions are
made directly between the schools and
the Metropolitan Transport Trust.
Subsidies provided by the Government
are considered in the light of finance
available for education, and the need to
direct funds to areas which will benefit
the greatest number of students.

ROAD: GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY
Paynes Find- Wiuhin

1522. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) As the Wubin-Paynes Find road is
possibly inadequate to meet increasingly
large volumes of traffic, is it the
Government's intention to upgrade this
section of highway?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) when will work commence; and
(b) what funds will be made available?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Yes. It is proposed to widen various

sections of the road between Wubin and
Meekatharra at present sealed 3.7
metres wide to a sealed width of 7.4
metres. The work will include a 41 km
section starting at a point approximately
7 km east of Wubin, various crests and
curves, and sections on straights to
provide increased opportunities for
passing on sealed pavement. Present
planning provides for widening of about
150 kms in all. The work will be carried
out over a period of about 4 years.

(2) (a) and (b) An amount of $605 000 has
been included in the Main Roads
Department's 1979-80 works
programme, and it is expected that
about 20 km will be completed this
financial year. Work has already
commenced on the section east of
Wubin. Further funds will be
provided in future programmes but
detailed estimates have not yet been
prepared.

DECENTRA LISATION
Country Firms: Tendering Concessions

1523. Mr MeIVER, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Are concessions available for country
manufacturing firms when tendering
for-
(a) private works;
(b) Government contracts;
{c) local government contracts?

(2) Is consideration given to country Firms
which employ several apprentices when
tendering for contracts?

(3) If answer to (I) and (2) is "Yes" would
he supply full details?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The matter raised in the question is

within the control of the Minister for
Industrial Development and the question
should be directed to him.

(2) Consideration in relation to apprentices
is applied by the Public *Works
Department and State Housing
Commission in the letting of contracts
and the question should be directed to
the Minister for Works and the Minister
for Housing respectively.

(3) Answered by (1) and (2).

ABAflOI R: M IDLAN D JU NCTI[ON
Pig Floor

1524. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What were the charges for the slaughter

of the various classes of pigs being levied
at Midland abattoir at the time of the
closure of the pig floor?

(2) What are the current charges being
levied op the various classes of pigs at
export and non export abattoirs at this
time?

(3) (a) Have there been representations to
have the pig floor at Midland
reopened; and

(b) if so, by whom?
(4) Are there difficulties in having-

(a) large pigs;
(b) pigs for export,
killed in Western Australia, and if so,
what is the extent of such problems?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr OLD) replied:
(1) I refer the member to Government

Gazette No. 81, the 17th November,
1978, pages 4322-4323. These fees
were subject to a scale of discount
ranging between 10 and 20 per cent
depending on the numbers offered for
slaughter.

(2) The information sought is not available
to my department.

(3) (a) Yes.
(b) The Commercial Pig Industry

Council requested re-opening of the
pig floor for a limited four-month
period ending the 31st January,
1980.

(4) Yes. The difficulties being experienced
are currently the subject of discussion
between the Meat Industry Authority
and the company concerned in an
attempt to resolve the problem.

MEAT
Western Australian Meat Commission: Trading

Charter

1525. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(I) What are the conditions, or the charter,
under which the trading section of the
WA Meat Commission is required to
operate?
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(2) In what ways does the business
operation of the WA Meat Commission
trading section differ to the business
practices followed by private
abattoir/trading operators in this State?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr OLD) replied:
(1) The trading section of the Western

Australian Meat Commission operates
under the Abattoirs Act, 1909-1978,
section I5 (b) (vii).

(2) The trading section of the Western
Australian Meat Commission is run on
similar lines to other commercial
operators.

PASTORAL LEASES
Gascoyne, Goldfields, and Murchison Areas

1526. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

What concessions and subsidies granted
by the State Government apply
currently to pastoralists of the
Goldfields, Murchison and Gascoyne
areas?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The existing provisions for relief in all
drought affected regions of the State are
summarised in a statement issued by the
former Minister for Lands (Hon. June
Craig) on the 16th March, 1978, and
which I submit here for tabling.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 360).

TOURISM

Donnelly River Mill Settlement

1527. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Has the committee enquiring into the
use of the Donnelly River Mill
settlement met, and if so what was/were
the date/'s of such ineeting/s?

(2) (a) Has the committee brought down
any recommendations regarding the
future of the Donnelly River Mill
settlement; and

(b) is so, will he give details of these
recommendations?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) In lieu of the committee, a departmental

task force was appointed to examine the
proposal.

(2) (a) The task force has made good
progress in arrangements for the
development of the settlement as a
tourist attraction.

(b) As negotiations are still in course, I
am not prepared to disclose details
at this stage.

EDUCATION: COUNTRY HIGH SCHOOL
HOSTELS

Term Charges

1528. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What are the term charges at the
following hostels:
(a) Merredin;
(b) Narrogin;
(c) Northam;
(d) Swanleigh;
(e) Narrogin agricultural school; and
(f) Cunderdin agricultural school?

(2) What State Government funded
subsidies are available to parents of
students attending-
(a) hostels operated under the Country

High School Hostels Authority Act;
(b) hostels attached to agricultural

schools?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) Merredin $500;

(b) Narrogin $410;
(c) Northam, boys $450, girls $425;
(d) Swanleigh $650;
(e) Narrogin Agricultural School $333;

and
(f) Cunderdin Agricultural School

$333.

(2) (a) and (b) Apart from funds available
to each hostel through the hostels
authority, the provision of which is
reflected in the level of fees payable
by parents, the direct subsidy to
parents is $150 per annum.
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WATER SUPPLIES
Cue

1529. Mr COYNE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Water Supplies:

(1) A petition presently being circulated and
supported by residents of the township
of Cue clearly indicates that there is
general dissatisfaction with the quality
of water being reticulated through the
town. As a matter of urgency would the
Minister agree to send a senior
departmental officer to the town to
investigate these complaints and at the
same time examine the advisability of
continuing to use the Nallari aquifer as
the major source of supply?

(2) Would the Minister give reasons why
the Milli Soak aquifer is not being
developed as an alternative source of
water?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) The general dissatisfaction with the

quality of the town water supply from
the Nallan source is well known. Early
arrangements will be made for a senior
officer from the Public Works
Department to visit the town to report
on investigations currently in course
with a view to improving the water
quality.

(2) Available information indicates the
water in the Milli Soak area to be of the
same quality as the Nallan source. This
aspect will be covered in more, detail
during the forthcoming visit.

ROAD: GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY
Meekatharra-Wubirr

1530. Mr COYNE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Referring to the Wubin-Meekatharra
section of the Great Northern Highw ay
specifically, would he investigate the
need to mark out a white dividing line
on the roadway defining clearly the
north and south traffic lines?

(2) Is it a fact that motorists travelling this
route have difficulty in discerning the
true width of bitumen seal, particularly
when driving at night?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) A major part of the road between
Wubin and Meekatharra is sealed 3.7
metres wide. The provision of a central
white line on roads sealed less than 5.5
metres wide is not recommended by the
Standards Association of Australia.
There are sections of the road sealed 5.5
metres or wider; and I will have
investigated the need to mark these
sections with a white dividing line.

(2) There is no evidence to suggest that this
is so.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES
Licences: Replacement of Road Maintenance Tax

1531. Mr SH-ALDERS, to the Minister for
Transport:

How many vehicles previously paying
road maintenance charges and receiving
a 50 per cent licence concession will now
be required to pay the full licence fee as
from the I1st July, 1979?

Mr RUSHTON replied;
The number of units which are now
subject to the full licence fee is about
8 000. However, this includes trailers
and semi-trailers which are licensed as
separate units by the Road Traffic
Authority. It is estimated that the
number of heavy trucks as represented
by Motor wagons and articulated
vehicles would be about 5 000.

PENSIONERS
Purple Title Property

1532. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

Can he give any indication when
legislation relating to rebates fat'
pensioners on purple title properties will
be introduced?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I have given notice of the Bill today.

SOLICITOR GENERAL
Resignation and Replacement

1533. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(I) When did the former Solictor General
resign?
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(2) Has he been replaced?
(3) If "No", when will his position be

advertised?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) On the 22nd May, 1979
(2) Yes. The appointment of Mr K. H.

Parker, Q.C. was approved in Executive
Council on the 18th September. 1979.

(3) Not applicable.

1534. This question was postponed.

RAILWAY: FREMANTLE-PERTH
Closure: Effect on City of Fremantle

1535. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has any assessment been made of the

economic effects of the closure of the
Perth-Fremantle rail line on the City of
Fremantle and, in particular, on the
small businesses in close proximity to
the station?

(2) If so, was' an assessment made prior to
the decision to close the line?

(3) if "No" to (2), when was an assessment
made?

(4) Is it a fact that some small businesses in
close proximity to the station have had
their turnover reduced drastically since
the closure, particularly because the new
buses do not arrive and depart from the
station area?

(5) In view of the minor traffic problems
possibly created by the buses arriving
and departing from parts of Fremantle
where traffic is heavier, why do the
buses not use the station as a departure
and arrival point?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
(1) to (3) No. Apart from a single case

relating to a lease of Westrail property,
there has been no indication from small
businesses that such an assessment is
necessary.

(4) 1 have had no indication that this is so.

(5) The railway station was given
consideration, but the major proportion
of people previously using the passenger
train services from Fremantle emanated
from t he cen tralI Freman tle Ci ty a rea .
Use of the station area will be
reconsidered if experience shows this
would be to the benefit of the travelling
public.

RAILWAYS: PASSENGER SERVICES
Carriages: Number

1536. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

in view of the Government's stated
concern over energy problems, will it
consider running less than four carriages
for suburban trains during non-peak
periods provided patronage is low, and
running a greater number of carriages
when~ required during peak periods?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
This is current practice wherever
possible.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Fremantle-Perth: Canning Highway Route

1537. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Have there been any reductions in the

number of bus services from Perth to
Fremantle via Canning Highway?

(2) How many conductors and
conductresses have been taken off the
Perth-Fremantle via Canning Highway
route?

(3) What was the average travelling time on
the Perth-Fremantle route via--
(a) Kwinana Freeway;
(b) Canning Highway and the

Causeway,
for peak periods prior to the decision to
reduce the number of conductors and
conductresses?
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(4) What is the travelling time now for non-
peak periods and peak periods for the
services referred to in (3)?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) 20.
(3) (a) 46 minutes;

(b) 52 minutes.
(4) Non-Peak Period-

(a) Freeway not used
period;

(b) 53 minutes.
Peak Period:
(a) 49 minutes;
(b) 55 minutes.

in non-peak

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Fares: Increases

1538. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government received proposals
to increase suburban bus and rail fares
from the Metropolitan Transport Trust
within the last six months?

(2) If so, by how much do the MTT wish to
raise fares?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) No. The Minister for Transport

consulted with the MiT on the trust's
budget requirements, which included
consideration of various fare
alternatives.
The Government's decision not to
increase fares was taken deliberately as
a means of encouraging the use of public
transport through the retention of the
lowest possible fare levels.

RAILWAYS
Midland-Perth and Armadale-Perth

1539. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Have extra train services been
introduced on the Perth-Midland or
Perth-Armadale lines since the closure
of the Perth- Fremantle line?

(2) If so, when?
(3) What do the extra services entail?
(4) How were they publicised?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes-on the Perib-Armadale line only.

(2) The 3rd September, 1979.

(3) Alteration of 30 minute service on week
days between 9.00 am. and 2.00 p.m. to
a 20 minute service.

(4) Newspaper advertisements by Westrail
and MTT as well as the issue of a new
public timetable.

TRANSPORT: ROAD
Frozen and Chilled Goods

1540. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Can he account for the fact that freezer
and chilled goods are being carried from
Perth through Kalgoorlie to Leonora
and Laverton for $41 and $44 per tonne
respectively whilst freezer and chilled
goods from Perth to Kalgoorlie cost
$100 and $80 respectively?

(2) Is it fact that whilst the Perth-Laverton
run was put out to tender the Perth-
Kalgoorlie run was not put out to tender
and was merely awarded to the OD
Transport Ltd., and that that company
has written its own ticket in respect of
freight rates?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes. I am advised by the Commissioner
of Transport that the operator who
transports freezer/chiller goods to
Kalgoorlie is also responsible fo r
guaranteeing delivery of these types of
goods to all small intermediate centres
between Perth and Kalgoorlie.
Consequently, the freight rates relate to
the overall operation of a service which
is responsible for providing a service to
smaller communities along the route.

The freezer/chiller service to Leonora
and Laverton is a direct service from
Perth and has no responsibility for
delivering to intermediate communities.

(2) The Perth-Laverton freezer/chiller
goods service was a new service and
there were no existing licensed road
transport operators for this route, so
tenders were called.
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When Westrail withdrew totally from
the carriage of freezer/chiller goods in
the southern part of Western Australia,
there were already seven existing road
transport operators with surplus
capacity servicing various parts of the
State. Consequently, the freezer/chiller
traffic was transferred to these licensees
in accordance with the provisions of the
Transport Commission Act, and the
freight rates are strictly controlled by
the Transport Commission in the light
of costs of operation of the service. The
Perth-Kalgoorlie service is one of these.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions

1541. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

Has public money been invested with
unofficial, unsecured dealers in the short
term nioney market?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

The Leader of the Opposition refers to
".unofficial, unsecured dealers". The
significance of this reference in this
question and some other questions he is
going to ask is not understood. It seems
to be quite out of character with the
facts of the situation. I have answered
the question on the basis that we do not
accept the reference to ~unofficial,
unsecured dealers". My answer is as
follows-

Some 'public moneys are invested
with merchant banks and other
selected dealers in the unofficial
market against prescribed securities
and as securities guaranteed by the
Commonwealth or State
Governments, which are assigned to
the Treasury and held to cover each
investment.

TRANSPORT: TAXIS
Effect of Clipper Bus Service

1542. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What regard was there for the possibly
detrimental effect on the already

depressed situation in the taxi industry
of the decision by the Metropolitan
Transport Trust to extend the free
clipper bus service in the inner city
area?

(2) Is it the practice of the Metropolitan
Transport Trust to consult with the Taxi
Control Board regarding the possible
effects of such changes to public
transport services on the taxi industry?

(3) If "No" to (2), why not?
(4)

Mr

What is the Government's policy
regarding the role of the taxi industry in
terms of present and future public
transport planning and requirements?

RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (3) The city clipper services are

basically an extension of MTT public
transport services in that they are
intended to cater for MTT passengers
who arrive in Perth by public transport
and require distribution within the city
by public transport. These people are
not those who desire taxi transport.
The extension of~the clipper services is
therefore not a matter which relates to
the taxi industry.

(4) The Government is Very interested in the
possible integration of taxis into the
public transport system and sees a role
for taxis as an alternative to use of
private vehicles in situations where
patronage does not warrant regular
services.
I have recently taken steps to initiate a
study involving taxi industry members
with a view to determining the future
role of the taxi-car in the overall urban
public transport system.

TRANSPORT: BUS
School Excursions

1543. Mr WILSON, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(1) Are schools which have attempted to
hire buses for excursions during Show
Week being told that buses are not
available for this purpose because all
available buses will be required to
transport people to and from the
showgrounds?
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(2) If "Yes", is this ban on excursion buses
during Show Week likely to occur every
year in the future?

(3) Is it fact that this ban effectively will
prevent substantial numbers of children
whose schools were booked to visit the
Resource I exhibition during that week
from doing so?

(4) What action is he prepared to take to
see that transport. is made available to
affected schools to enable the children
concerned to visit the Resource I
exhibition during this week, which is the
only time available to them?

Mr RUSHTON replied;,
(1) No. The only restriction is on People's

Day, the 26th September.
(2) to (4) Not applicable.

COMMUNITY WELFARE
International Year of the Child

1544. Mr WILSON, to the Treasurer:

(1) is it fact that the State committee for
the International Year of the Child has
been allocated a further $4 000 by the
Commonwealth for the 1979-80
finkancial year to be allocated for seeding
grants to special community projects?

(2) Is it also fact that allocation of these
funds has been delayed pending the
availability of a matching amount of
$4 000 from the State Government?

(3) Is he prepared to expedite an allocation
of at least $4 000 by the Treasury to
allow the grants to be made for projects
planned to take place in the
International Year of the Child to get
under way as soon as possible?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (3) Inquiries are being made on this

matter and the member for Dianella. can
be assured that if a further allocation of
State funds is required to ensure receipt
of the Commonwealth grant, payment
will be made as soon as possible.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Commonwealth Funds

1545. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Has the Commonwealth Government
carried out its announced intention to
establish an office of local government?

(2) Has she seen the Press statement issued
by Hon. Wal Fife, MP, in relation to the
matter dated the 25th May, 1979?

(3) If so, does State Government policy
agree with the approach outlined in that
statement?

(4) If State Government policy does not
agree with the Commonwealth approach
on the matter-
(a) in what way do they not agree;
(b) what representations have been

made; and
(c) to whom, in relation to the matter?

(5) Is the State Government concerned With
the proposition that the Commonwealth
should have direct communication with
local government?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) Not entirely. If the establishment of the

office amounts only to a rationalisation
of the Commonwealth Government's
administrative arrangements in respect
of local government, this Government
has no objection. However, if the role of
the Office of Local Government is to
involve direct communication between
the Commonwealth and local
government, by-passing the State, this
Government Certainly would strongly
oppose such moves.

(4) (a) Answered by (3).
(b) and (c) Appropriate comment has

been made to the Commonwealth
Minister concerned

(c) Answered by (b).
(5) Yes.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
STATE FINANCE

Short-term Interest Transactions,
Unra uthorised Dealers

1. Mr SI-ALDERS, to the Treasurer:

Has he seen an article on the front page
of today's edition of the Daily News in
which it is alleged-

At least $76 million of taxpayers'
money had been "risked" in illegal
investments by the Court
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government, the State Opposition
claimed today.

and if he has seen the allegation, can he
tell me whether there is any truth in it?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I have seen the report on the front page
of the Daily News today. 1 have seen
also what purports to be an official
statement on this question issued by the
Leader of the Opposition.
The Leader of the Opposition destroys
himself completely-

Mr Bryce: Says Khemlani!
Sir CHARLES COURT: -and demeans

himself because there has not been one
cent of public money at risk. There has
not been any money-

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: There has not been

any money invested by the Treasury
outside the provisions of the Public
Moneys Investment Act. The kindest
thing one can say is that the Leader of
the Opposition has been ill-advised Or he
has misread the law.
This is a scurrilous attack which is
completely untrue. The sad thing about
it is that the Leader of the Opposition
has seen Fit to attack Treasury officers
who have served Government after
Government-who have followed this
type of practice not only for the Brand
Government but also for the Tonkin
Government and the present
Government.

Mr Blaikie: Shame!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: During the period

the Act has operated since its
introduction by the Brand Government,
such a practice has earned, without risk,
and without the loss of a single cent,
$1 16 million for the taxpayers of this
State. That money has gone into services
as well as being available for works.
That has been at no cost at all to the
taxpayers.
Therefore it is most reprehensible that
the Leader of the Opposition should
again demean himself. He made an
attempt to try to embarrass the
Government over accumulated funds
arising from the short-term money

market and that attempt fell flat on its
face. Now he seeks to try to pull another
rabbit out of the hat.
It is a very sad indictment of the Leader
of the Opposition. Either he does not
understand Government accounting, or
he does not understand the Act. On the
other hand, he has set out deliberately to
embarrass the officers of the Treasury
who are competent people and highly
regarded throughout the whole of
Australia. Alternatively, he just does not
understand what the Act is all about.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to say that

the statement purported to have been
issued by the Leader of the Opposition is
completely untrue. No public funds have
been at risk and the money has been
invested by the Treasury under the
terms of the Public Moneys Investment
Act, as is the consistent practice.

Mr Bryce: Illegally.
The SPEAKER: I have adopted the practice

of trying to ensure that, as far as
possible, questions without notice are
asked without interjection and answered
without interjection. I believe that
practice is in the interests of the House.
During the time that the answer was
being given to the last question, I called
for order when members of the
Opposition began to interject and the
interjections ceased. A little later on
during the answering of the question,
there were some interjections from the
Government benches. I want to say to
the members of the House generally that
rules apply with equal force to each side
of the House and I hope that in future
when I call for order that request will be
respected.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions:

Una uthorised Dealers
2. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

Disregarding the rhetoric of the Premier
and his distortion of the facts-
something to which we are quite
accustomed in this House-can I ask
him to answer one simple question which
is: Will the Treasurer specify which
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section of the Public Moneys Investment
Act allows the Treasury to invest with
other than authorised and approved
dealers in the short-term money market?
Will I repeat the question for the
Treasurer? I had to repeat a simple
question for him yesterday. t will repeat
it for him. My question is: Will the
Treasurer specify which section of the
Public Moneys Investment Act allows
the Treasury to invest with other than
authorised and approved dealers in the
short-term money market?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
It is not for me to give a legal
interpretation of any law; but I want to
invite the attention of the Leader of the
Opposition to section 3 of the Public
Moneys Investment Act and, in
particular, I invite him to read not only
paragraphs (a) and (b) of subsection
(1), but also to read paragraphs (c) and
(d). If the Leader of the Opposition says
that the Treasury has been acting
improperly under that particular section
at the present time, he must also realise
that the Treasury was acting improperly
during the lire of the Tonkin
Government, which Government
operated on the principle or getting gilt-
edged securities during that time as the
Treasury does now.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions:

Unauthorised Dealers
3. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

As I read paragraphs (a) to (d)-
Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr DAVIES: The member should come

outside and I will explain the whole
matter to him, because he needs to be
taken aside and shown just what it all
means.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the Leader of
the Opposition ask his question.

Mr DAVIES: Having acknowledged that
section 3 (1) exists and that there are
four parts to it, will the Treasurer
specify which part of the four allows the
Treasury to invest with other than
authorised and approved dealers in the
short-term money market?

I am just asking the Treasurer which
part allows this. I know there are four
parts to subsection (1) and I am asking
him which one gives him permission to
do that.

The SPEAKER: Order! Had I been listening
closely to the first question asked by the
Leader of the Opposition, I would have
ruled it out of order, because in point of
fact the Leader of the Opposition was on
that occasion seeking an interpretation
of the Statute and I rule that this
question likewise is seeking an
interpretation or the Statute. In
accordance with the practice of this
House and, in particular, in accordance
with the clear ruling I gave recently, I
rule the question out of order.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions:

Unauthorised Dealers
4. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

What was the amount of public money
invested with unofficial, unsecured
dealers in the short-term money market
at the 30th June, 1979?
I f the Treasurer does not know what
"unofficial, unsecured dealers" are I
should like to tell him that I mean
dealers other than authorised dealers.

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The reference to "unsecured dealers" is
not understood either by myself or the
Treasury. I shall go on and answer the
question; but I should like to remind the
Leader of the Opposition that, in view of
the nature of the question, I could just
say 'Nil". However, I do not want to be
pedantic about it- and, having made the
reference to "unsecured dealers",
because we have seen some rather snide
dealings by the Leader of the Opposition
on this matter-

Mr Davies: In what way? Explain yourself.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Withdra wal of Remark

Mr DAVIES: I should like to ask for a
withdrawal of the words "snide
dealings" unless they can be
substantiated absolutely.
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The SPEAKER: Order! Could I ask the
Premier to withdraw the words, because
I believe them to be offensive?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I withdraw the
words with pleasure, because I have said
much stronger things than that outside
the Parliament, without the protection
of the Parliament.

Questions Without Notice Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT: The answer to the
question is as follows-

The amount of public money invested
against prescribed securities lodged with
the Treasury by dealers on the so-called
unofficial market at the 30th June,
1979, was 175 942 210.

1 should like to repeat that it was fully
secured and at no risk to the public.

STATE FINANCE
Short -term Interest Transactions:

Institlutions Involved

5. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

H-as public money been invested with-

(a) Capel Court Corporation Ltd.?
(b) Citinational Securities

Corporation?
(c) Chase NBA Group Ltd.?
(d) Schroder Darling and Co. Ltd.?
(e) Transcity Holdings Ltd.?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(a) to (e) Yes, with several of the
institutions listed, against
prescribed securities lodged with
the Treasury.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions:

Unauthorised Dealers

6. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) Was all or part of the $38 million
given in answer to part (e) of my

question 1262 of the 28th August,
invested with other than authorised
dealers in the short-term money
market? I had to change the
wording, because the Treasurer
does not understand the meaning of
"unofficial, unsecured".

Sir Charles Court: There are two other parts
to the question.

Mr DAVIES: I was going to ask them
separately to give the Treasurer time to
concentrate.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Would the Leader of
the Opposition resume his seat? I
suggest that the Leader of the
Opposition ask his questions instead of
using question time as an opportunity to
make remarks about the Treasurer.

Mr DAVIES: I am delighted to do so. I was
merely answering the interjection. The
other two parts of my question are as
follows-
(2) If "Yes" to (1), what amount of the

$38 million was invested with other
than authorised dealers in the
short-term money market?

(3) If "No" to (2), what are the names
of the financial or other institutions
with which the money was
invested?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The questions asked by the Leader of
the Opposition, even with the
qualification he made, are slightly
different from the questions sent to my
office. However, I will answer them in
the original form as follows-

I)and (2) The $38 million was
invested against prescribed
securities lodged with the Treasury
by dealers on the so called
unofficial market.

(3) The information requested is
confidential between the parties in
accordance with normal
commercial practice in transactions
of this nature.
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ENERGY: GAS
North- West Sheik: Contracts

7. Dr TROY, to the Premier:

in view of the fact that it seems we will
not be sitting next week, would the
Premier say on what day in the next 11I
days the North-West Shelf gas contracts
are going to be signed?

Mr Davies: I will bet he wishes they were
going to be signed.

A Government member: A bit of comic
relief.

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I regard the question as being rather
frivolous. I would not predict a date
between now and then when anything
would be signed.

Dr TROY: Mr Speaker, I do not like the
answer. Firstly, it was not in fact a
frivolous question and-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr TROY: -secondly, the Premier made a

statement in this Parliament last year-
The SPEAKER: -Order! The member for

Fremantle will resume his seat.
Sir Charles Court: I did not.
Dr TROY: The Premier is flot- going to get a-

contract; that is the fact of the matter.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Fremarttle ought to have more respect
for the Chair. I asked him to resume his
seat and he continued to stand on his
feet in defiance of me. I certainly hope
he does not carry on with that practice.
The member for Fremantle may well not
have liked the answer that the Premier
gave; but there is no Standing Order
that requires any Minister, or the
Premier for that matter, to answer a
question in any particular way.

Mr Davies: It would be nice if we could
always get answers we liked.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions:

Institutions involved
8. Mr DAVIES. to the Treasurer:

(1) At the 30th June, 1979, was public
money invested with-
(a) Capel Court Corporation Ltd.?

(b) Citinational Securities
Corporation?

(c) Chase NBA Group Ltd.?
(d) Schroder Darling and Co. Ltd.?
(e) Transcity Holdings Ltd.?

(2) What was the total amount of public
money invested with these institutions?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes, with most of the institutions listed

against prescribed securities lodged with
the Treasury.

(2) The information requested is
confidential between the parties in
accordance with normal commercial
practice in transactions of this nature.

HOSPITAL
Donnybrook

9. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for Health:

In view of the fact that the sum of
$80 000 has been allocated in this year's
General Loan Fund Estimates for the
provision of a new hospital at
Donnybrook, will the Minister advise-
(1). the anticipated capital cost of the

hospital;
(2) the number of beds and other

associated facilities that will be
provided; and

,(3) the anticipated commencement of
the construction of the hospital and
the completion date?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I thank the honourable member for
some notice of the question the answer
to which is as follows-
(]) $900000.
(2) The hospital provides for- 20 ward

beds together with associated toilet,
day rooms, and service areas,
kitchen, laundry, workshop, stores,
out-patient, X-ray, physiotherapy
facilities, and . office
accommodation.

(3) Tenders should be called in April,
1980, and allowing for a 15 month
construction period, the anticipated
completion date would be August,
1981.
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TRADE UNION
Professional Transport Drivers' Association

10. M r Mc IVER, to the Min ister for Transport:

(1) Would the Minister advise whether the
Government is to alloc-ate $10 000 to the
Professional Transport Drivers'
Association?

(2) If "Yes", what are the reasons for the
allocation and from what source will the
allocation come?

Mr RUSH-TON replied4
I thank the mem ber (or notice of the
question the answer to which is as
follows-
(1) The Government is not intending to

allocate $10000 to the Professional
Transport Drivers' Association.

(2) Not applicable.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions:

Institutions Involved

11. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

I have one last question to ask the
Treasurer and I am am sure he would be
disappointed if he did not have a chance
to answer it. It is as follows-

Was part of the $38 million given
in answer to part (e) of my question
1262 of the 28th August, 1979,
invested with-
(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)
(e)

Capel Court Corporation Ltd?
Citinational Securities
Corporation?
Chase N.B.A. Group Ltd.?
Schroder Darling & Co. Ltd.?
Transcity Holdings Ltd.?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(a) to (e) Yes, in most cases, against

prescribed securities lodged with the
Treasury.

MR C. T. MOLL
Premier: Lack of Comment

12. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

In the light of the Premier's continued
attack upon alleged subversive elements
within the community, will he explain
why he has refrained from taking action

or publicly commenting upon the "Moll
plot" which involves a number of
Western Australian doctors and other
citizens? Also-
(1) Is it because the people involved are

pillars of society?
(2) Is it because a number of the

doctors are his constituents in
Dalkeith and Nedlands?

(3) Is it because some of the people
involved are members of the Liberal
Party?

(4) Is it because he condones their
actions?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (4) Firstly1 I advise the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition that no-
one has approached me on this
matter, as I indicated in answer to a
previous question from, I think, the
member for Mt. Hawthorn.
Secondly, I think the Minister for
Police and Traffic indicated that
the police, in fact, were watching
this matter. I imagine the police
would be much more
comptent-and the more
appropriate authority-than I to
investigate the position.
If I were to meddle, no doubt the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition
would ask further questions in that
regard.

TRANSPORT: BUSES:
Fremantle- Perth: Canning Highway Route

13. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Transport:

Is the Minister aware that since the
introduction of the new line buses, the
service along Canning Highway from
Fremantle to Perth has deteriorated?
There are now no conductors on most
secrvices, and many of the services are
running late because the drivers have to
collect fares. On some occasions, the
drivers allow passengers to ride on the
buses without collecting their fares.

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
I am not award of any deterioration in
the service to which the member has
referred. I refer him to the answer I
gave to a previous question today, which
will provide himn with some detail.
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TRADE UNION
Professional Transport Drivens'Associa zion

14. Mr McIVER,-to the Minister for T~ransport:

Would the Minister advise this
Parliament whether or not he recently
had a telephone conversation with a
member of the Professional Transport
Drivers' Association assuring that
member that a sum of $10 000 would be
forwarded to the association? Did the
Minister give the assurance that the
$10 000 would be for thcoming?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
The day I have to respond to questions
regarding every conversation that takes
place in my office will be the day I will
have to refer to my diary in order to
make sure that everything I say is
deadly accurate.
I do not intend to add further to what I
have said already. The Government has

not made $10000 available to the
association, and neither does it intend to.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Television Receivers

15. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:

Can the Minister advise whether he has
made any progress in his investigation
into the colour television sets to which I
referred yesterday, and which jpeople in
the trade believe to be very dangerous?2

Mr.O'CON NOR replied:
In reply to the question asked yesterday
I advised that investigations were being
made. When I left my office today. I
had received no further advice. I will
follow up the matter for the member for
Morley.
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