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In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by The

Hon. W. F. Willesee (Leader of the House),
and passed.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE
OF TECHNOLOGY ACT AMENDMENT

BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 1et December.

THE HON. Rt. J. L. WILLIAMS (Metro-
politan) [5.56 pi.m.]: I will not bold the
House up long because this is a very simple
and non-controversial Bill which deals
with the Western Australian Institute of
Technology. It is only our second tertiary
institution in this State and may I say
it is indeed a very succesful one.

As with all new institutions, however,
things must be looked at and updated
from time to time. In his second reading
speech the Minister said that there wr
four main objectives, the first of which
is to provide a more appropriate proced-
ure to fill casual vacancies. Rather than
bother the Governor or wait on his plea-
sure, this will be done by election, as
before.

The second Proposal is simply to re-
number the appropriate section of the
Mental Health Act, because that Act has
been amended and must be renumbered.
The third Proposition is to remove any
doubt as to the legality of the superannua-
tion scheme at the institute. People collect
from various institutions to fill staff va-
cancies at the institute and the amend-
ment will mean they will have an oppor-
tunity to join whichever superannuation
scheme they might prefer-whether It be
the Institute's scheme or the Public Ser-
vice scheme, If they happen to have come
from the Public Service. Their full rights
will be guaranteed.

Finally it is proposed to put right any
doubt that might have been expressed
recently. The amendment to the princi-
pal Act will provide for the transfer of
compassionate, marriage, and retirement
allowances. As I have said, there is noth-
ing controversial in the Bill and I com-
mend it to the House.

THE HON. J. DOLAN (South-East Met-
ropolitan-Minister for Police) (5.53
p.m.]: After listening to the concise and
lucid explanation given by Mr. Williams
of a Hill which is noncontroversial It is a
delight and a pleasure to commend the
measure to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

(2S)

In Committee, etc.

3111 Passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reactig
Bill read a third time, on motion by The

Hon. J. Dolan (Minister for Police), and
passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan-Leader of the House)
(6.00 p.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 11.00 a.m. tomorrow (Friday).

Question put and Passed.

House adjourned at 6.01 p.m.

?Ge 0 iiliv Aatwmnhig
Thursday, the 2nd December, 1971

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 11.00 am., and read prayers.

INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
Graham (Minister for Development and
Decentralisation), and read a first time.

STATE FORESTS

Revocation of Dedication: Motion

MR. H. D. EVANS (Warren-Minister
for Forests) (11.04 am.]: I move-

That the proposal for the partial
revocation of State Forests Nos. 21,
27, 49, 58 and 65 laid on the Table of
the Legislative Assembly by command
of His Excellency the Governor onl the
19th November, 1971, be carried out.

Question put and Passed.
Resolution transmitted to the Council

and its concurrence desired therein, on
motion by Mr. H. D. Evans (Minister for
Forests).

CONSUMER PROTECTION BILL

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. Taylor (Minister for Consumer Pro-
tection), and transmitted to the Council.
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CHILD WELFARE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

MR. T. D. EVANS (Kalgoorlie-Attor-
ney-General) [11.06 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This Bill was introduced into the other
House of Parliament by the Minister for
Community Welfare and its passage has
been successfuly negotiated through that
Chamber.

The purpose of this Bill is to restore to
the Child Welfare Act a provision which
has existed almost since the inception of
the Act and was inadvertently altered
when amendments were made to section
20 in 1968.

A recent case involving an appeal to the
Supreme Court clearly demonstrated the
need for urgent legislative attention to be
given to the matter. The effect of the
court's decision was to cast a strong doubt
on the jurisdiction of the Children's Court
in certain cases. Consequently, a parallel
doubt has also been cast on the jurisdiction
of other courts to deal with this same
category of cases. This is the awkward
situation it is desired to remedy.

Section 20 of the Child Welfare Act
specifies the jurisdiction of the Children's
Court in regard to children. Prior to the
amendment to which I earlier referred,
section 20 read as follows-

A Children's Court-
(a) shall exercise exclusive juris-

diction in respect of all of-
fences alleged to have been
committed by or subject to
Section 20A of this Act against
children, provided that...

The section then goes on to enumerate
certain specified and very serious offences
that may be dealt with only in part by
the Children's Court, such as murder,
manslaughter, treason, etc. In relation to
the matter now under consideration the
key words in the section are "offences
alleged to have been committed by or
against children."

I submit it is quite clear that with the
exception of the specified offences it was
the intention of the Act that a person
who committed an offence while a child
should be dealt with in the Children's
Court. The age at which the offence was
committed was the important determinant.

The change which occurred in 1968 has
now turned out to have a most undesir-
able side effect. The amendments to the
Child Welfare Act that were passed by Act
No. 29 of 1968 deleted, amongst other
things, some subsections of section 20 con-
cerning maintenance matters, while con-

currently streamlining the wording of the
section. The redraf ted section was changed
to read as follows:-

20(1) Subject to the succeeding pro-
visions of this Section. the Court has
exclusive jurisdiction-

(a) to hear and determine
plaint of an offence
against a child:

a corn-
brought

The key words there are "complaint of an
offence brought against a child." In the
course of appeals Nos5 . 51. 52. and 53 of
1971 to the Supreme Court, It was held
that this particular wording of section 20
(1) (a) stressed the age of the person at
the time of being dealt with for his offence
and did not allow a Children's Court to
deal with an offender if he were over the
age of 18 years at the time the complaint
was made or at the time of his appearance
In court.

In other words, the Children's Court
could deal with a case only if it could be
finalised while the person was still a child
-as defined in the Child Welf are Act-
and could not deal with offenders over
18 years of age, even though they were
minors when they offended. Such an out-
come from the 1968 amendments was not
intended and the Child Welfare Depart-
ment, the Police Department, and the
Children's Court have continued duning
the interim to act in the general belief
that if the offender were a child at the
time of committing an offence, then he
should quite properly appear in the Child-
ren's Court. The age of the person at the
time of being charged or at the time of
his actual court appearance has never-
until the Supreme Court decision-been
regarded as significant. This was for the
good reason that there can be many cir-
cuinstances beyond the child's control that
cause delays between the time he commits
an offence and the time the court deals
with it.

Were the present wording of this section
of the Act allowed to remain, much in-
justice would result and one of the most
important principles contained in the
Child Welfare Act would be negated. That
principle recognises that offences com-
mitted by children should be dealt with
by a court that can give special regard to
problems associated with the development
to maturity in the young.

I feel there is no need for me to emph-
asise further the necessity for our restoring
to the Child Welfare Act a provision that
will clearly establish the court's mandate
to deal with offences by juveniles in a
manner that is in keeping with the spirit
and in accord with the traditional inten-
tions of the Act. I commend the Bill to
the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Court (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).
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MOTOR VEHICLE (THIRD PARTY
INSURANCE) ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 1st December.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) [11.13 anim.): I
intend to ask the Minister to withdraw
this legislation for two reasons: firstly
because we have been told nothing about
the real reason for the introduction of this
Bill, and we have not been given reasons
for supporting it: and, secondly, because
we have far more important matters to
discuss--I refer to the Budget. The Gov-
ernment is putting the Budget aside and
we are not able to debate it;, yet we were
recently told that the State is on the verge
of bankruptcy.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are engaging in
histrionics, are you?

Mr. RUSHTON: No.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It sounds like it.
Mr. RUSHTON: I am merely asking

whether the Government will agree to
withdraw the Bill.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You have not put for-
ward a single tact; you have expressed a
number of opinions which are very wide
of the mark,

Mr. RUSHTON: let me give my reasons.
The legislation was introduced into this
House last night and we were given no
reasons in support of It other than that
the average earnings have increased over a
period of time, which implies that penalties
in themselves bring about a certain result.
We were not told of any need for an in-
crease; we were not told that the parent
legislation is not working properly. There-
fore, I ask the Minister when he replies
to give us the background to this measure.
In other words, what is happening? Are
people not paying due attention to motor
vehicle insurance? Those are the facts we
need to know. We need to be told that
things are not working properly and that
it Is necessary to double the fines--which.
in itself, will bring about a result opposite
to that which the Government professes to
desire.

The Government says it does not want
people in gaols. We have heard the Prenm-
ier refer to the inequities and the anomalies
within the road maintenance tax system.
I agree that we do not want people in gaol.
But doubling the fine from $200 to $400
will not bring about one ounce of result
as far as this legislation is concerned. The
Minister gave us no background of the
human involvement. This amendment will
merely Place more People in our prisons. It
will not provide any protection to people
who may be involved in damages.

Therefore, the measure should be defer-
red until the next session of Parliament.
Let us get on with the Budget; that is what

we should be dealing with now. Give us
the opportunity to answer some of the
Premier's misstatements during the last
few months. But no, we were given this
legislation last night and we are required
to debate it today without being given any
reasons for its introduction, I would ask
the House to consider these points: How
does doubling a penalty make, it any more
effective as far as people complying with
the requirements of the Act is concerned?
How will doubling the fine from $200 to
$400 make everything rosy? it will not
make an ounce of difference. This is a
matter of the education of the public and
recognition by the public of the need to
insure to protect their fellow man; to fol-
low their ordinary human instincts and act
responsibly towards each other.

We have been told nothing about this,
and I think it is timely that the Minister
should tell us something. I ask him to with-
draw this legislation, and if he does not
agree, to explain to us the reasons for its
introduction, In the. meantime, let us get
on with our urgent real task of examining
the Budget. We were told earlier that the
State was in an awful mess, and other
piffe such as that. For the reasons I have
given, I ask the Minister to withdraw the
measure.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Labour) [11.18 a.mn.1: I am afraid the
member for Dale is doing the very thing
he is complaining about-holding up the
Budget. I1 would suggest to him that, but
for split-second timing in his thinking last
night, this measure would have gone
through the first reading, the second read-
Ing, the Committee stage, and the third
reading within minutes of its introduction.
I suggest that in all sincerity.

This is a very short measure relating to
two points only, one of which the honour-
able member did not mention, and I
presume he agrees with it. That point
concerns an error in the Workers' Com-
pensation Act which is being attended to.
I presume this is in order and requires no
further explanation. The second part of
the measure, to which the member for Dale
referred, is in regard to the desirability of
doubling the fines imposed under the Act.
The reason given was that the former
penalties were set some time ago and over
a period of time, with the lowering of the
value of money, there is a need to increase
the fines so that they remain at the com-
parable original level.

Mr. Rushton: Demonstrate the need.

Mr. TAYLOR: This legislation has stood
the test of time over a dozen years.

Mr. Rushton: Has it broken down?

Mr. TAYLOR: It has worked well.
Mr. Rushton; If it lis working, why double

the penalty?

715



[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. TAYLOR: The Government feels
that at this time there Is a need to equate
the penalties with what they were ori-
ginally.

Mr. Rushton: Why?
Mr. TAYLOR: This measure is similar

to about a half-dozen Bills which were
Introduced by the former Government just
12 months ago in order to update penalties.

Mr. Rushiton: That is not an answer.
Mr. TAYLOR: It is the answer which

was given then and accepted by the House.
The legislation has stood the test of time.
It has worked well and there has been no
cause for the former Government or this
Government to re-evaluate the penalties.
It seeks only to equate them with the
original.

Mr. O'Connor: What are the penalties
now?

Mr. TAYLOR: We believe this amend-
meat should be passed automatically and
that there should be no questions about
it.

Mr. Gayfer: Before the Minister sits
down, will he tell me this-

Mr. TAYLOR: if the honourable mem-
ber wants to say something he can get up
and do so.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees

(Mr. A. R. Tonkin) in the Chair; Mr.
Taylor (Minister for Labour) in charge of
the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 2: Amendment to section 4-
Mr- GAYFER: The Minister has refer-

red to expediting the business of the
House, and this would have been assisted
had the Minister supplied us with copies
of his second reading speech.

Mr. Taylor: Sufficient copies were dis-
tributed.

Mr. GAYFER: We on this side did not
receive any. All I wanted to know from
the Minister when he was closing the
second reading debate was whether he had
supplied notes of his second reading
speech. The Minister should not have re-
plied to my interjection by saying that if
I had something to say I should get up
to do so.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister has men-
tioned that I did not refer to one clause
in the Bill, which is a machinery provision.
He merely glossed over the comments I
made 'during the second reading debate.
He has niot told us how the amendment
to the Act will work or how it will affect
the motoring public.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: How do you find the
legislation generally affecting the public?

Mr, RUSHTON: Will the Premier tell
me how it will work any better by doubling
the penalties? Members opposite have
been putting forward the argument that
we should not fill the prisons with people
who cannot pay fines of $200,

Mr. Taylor: The Bill does not, In effect,
double the penalties. It seeks merely to
equate the fines which were originally set
out in the legislation to present-day mone-
tary values.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister has not
demonstrated the need to increase the
penalties.

Mr. Taylor: The reason is based on the
statistical evidence.

Mr. RUSHTON: I ask the Minister
whether there arc now more eases of people
on whom these fines are inflicted than
before. This is not a revenue raising
measure. The Minister should be able to
demonstrate that the people who are not
now able to pay these fines will be able to
do so when the penalties are doubled.

Mr. Brady: Why did not your Govern-
ment do something about this?

Mr. RUJSHTON: Members opposite have
been contending that we should make
every effort to keep people out of the
prisons. All I seem to hear fromn the
Government are erroneous remarks which
are not to the point. The Ministe- has
failed to supply information on the points
I have raised. We are being asked to
double the penalties just for the sake of
increasing them. There is no need to do
that if the legislation is working effectively
at the present time. We have not been
told of any increase in the number of
people who are reneging their obligations.
A person who cannot pay a $200 fine now
will certainly not be able to do so when
it is increased to $400.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I object to the manner
in which the Qovernment is trying to
push this legislation through. When the
Premier was sitting on the opposite side
of the House he used to make the com-
plaint that it was usual at the end of each
session for legislation to be pushed through
in a hurry. In this instance the Bill was
introduced last night, and we are expected
to complete its passage straightaway. The
Minister has said that if we had agreed to
the first, the second, and the third read-
ings last night we would not be dealing
with it now.

Mr. Taylor: I said the Bill was nearly
accepted by members, except for a split-
second decision.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I rise to express my
concern at the action of the Government.
In the second reading debate I asked the
Minister a question but I did not get any
answer.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No objection to this
Bill1 was raised in another Place, where
usually we -find objections raised.
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Mr. O'CONNOR: The Opposition should
be given every opportunity to peruse this
legislation in order to find out what it Is
all about. We should not be expected to
Put legislation through in one night or
by the following morning. The Government
should have placed this item further down
on the notice paper to give members more
time to consider it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: T thought you were
anxious to conclude the session as early
as possible.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We are not anxious to
finish as early as possible at the cost of
Putting through bad legislation. It Is our
Job to watch these matters.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Let me get this
straight: I am prepared to sit here as long
as You want to sit, even if it is right up to
Christmas Day.

Sir David Brand: So are we.
Mr. O'CONNOR: We are quite prepared

to sit up to that time if we are not given
adequate opportunity to look into legisla-
tion. Both the Premier and the Minister
have been unreasonable.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Have members oppo-
site had a late night!

Mr. O'CONNOR: This is not a question
of a late night, but of the need to look
at this legislation. The Opposition wants
the opportunity to do so. During the week
we had the instance of a transport Bill
being handled in the same way.

We realise it is necessary from time to
time to increase the penalties, but the
point I make is that If we are asked to
pass legislation in this way the Govern-
ment can expect more stonewalling than
it has experienced, because we demand
adequate opportunity to peruse the legisla-
tion.

Mr. TAYLOR: Regarding the comments
made by the member for Dale, I cannot
give more information than T have already
given. This is not a move to double the
penalties, but to equate them to the same
Proportion of a person's earnings as when
the Act came into force. Over the whole
period the Act has worked quite well, and
no suggestion has been made by the ad-
visers to the Government that any changes
are necessary except to increase the
deterrent to present-day monetary levels.
After all, that is why a fine is imposed; it
is not for the purpose of putting people
into gaol. It is not a case of doubling
the fines but, in fact, of maintaining the
fines at the existing levels.

The remarks of the member for Mt.
Lawley in general can be accepted, should
this legislation prove to be difficult in any
shape or form. If it were new legislation I
agree reasonable time should be made
available, but this is merely a machinery
type of amendment and I can see no ob-
jection to members dealing with it at this
stage.

Mr. RUSHTON: By interjection the
Premier said that no objection was raised
when the Hill was before another place.
How do we know that?

Mr J. T. Tonkin: How do I know that?
Mr. RUISHTON: How would you know?
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: In the same way as

you would know.
Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister's remark

that the same proportion of income will
be taken is fallacious. We have been told
that the doubling of the income has not
meant anything because the whole of the
income has to be used in the course of
living. Nobody wants to break the law.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What was the attitude
of the member for Dale towards the penal-
ties in the Environmrental Protection Bill?

Mr. RUSHTON: I do not know how I
can get into a discussion on that Bill.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is very conveni-
ent.

Mr. RUJSHTON: The Minister has
claimed that the provision in this Bill will
absorb the same proportion of the income.
What allowance is made within the basic
wage for this sort of thing? I ask the
Minister to demonstrate to the Committee
how this is working. We do not know that
people are violating the laws.

Mr. Taylor: It Is working and that Is
why it is being maintained.

Mr. RUSHTON: Apparently we cannot
get any recognition of our point of view.
The Minister is normally a reasonable man
and I know he would not want to do this
personally. I ask him to still wear his
halo and concede this point. He shoulC!
come to the Committee with some back-
ground knowledge. Let him demonstrate
that the legislation is not working and
that It is necessary to double the penaltlej.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 4 to 6 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

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

Taylor (Minister for Labour), and passed.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BIELL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 22nd Septem-

ber.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Labour) [11.35 a.].: This does not appear
to be my day! The amendment proposed
in this Hill is to add the words "or device,"
after the word "structures,' in section 245A
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of the Local Government Act. In general
terms it relates to by-laws in connection
,with swimming pools and I will give more
particulars in a moment.

The section of the Act which it is pro-
-posed should be amended refers to the
requirement that fences be placed around
,swimming pools. The purpose of the
original legislation-which was agreed to
In both Houses last year, I think-was to
afford some form of protection to children.
There had been a number of drownings
of children.

The amendment now before us seeks to
alter slightly the requirements concerning
fencing. The Minister for Local Govern-
ment has looked at the matter and I have
been advised that if this proposed amend-
ment is enacted it will enable a council to
make by-laws "for requiring the owner or
occupier of land on which there is a swim-
ming pool to install or provide such struc-
tures or devices as the council considers
necessary for the protection or the safety
of persons who may with or without the
knowledge or consent of the owner or
occupier enter upon that land." The key-
words are, of course, "or devices."

When the Act was first amended to pro-
vide for the Protection of private swim-
ming pools uniform by-laws were made.
These by-laws provided that every private
swimming pool, other than a Private
swimming pool that-

(a) does not exceed 50 square feet in
area;

(b) cannot be filled with water to a
depth of 12 in.; and

(c) is of a portable nature,
shall be enclosed with a fence, wall, or
building, or any combination thereof in
accordance with these by-laws.

Any portion of a fence, wall, or building
used to enclose a private swimming pool
shall-

(a)
(b)

be at least four feet in height, and
be of such construction as-

*(I) to prevent a child from
gaining access to the pri-
vate swimming pool by pass-
tig beneath or through the

* fence, wall, or building, or
(Ii) not to afford foot or hand

holds to any child attempt-
ing to enter the private
swimming pool by scaling
the fence, wall, or building.

Any gate or other device that Is incorpor-
ated with a fence, wall, or building enclos-
Ing a private swimming pool for the pur-
pose of enabling persons to enter the en-
closed area of the private swimming pool
shall be fitted with-

(a) an efficient self-closing mechan-
ism:

(I,) a positive self-latching mechanism
that is situated not more than
6 in. below the top of the gate
or device; and

(c) a mechanism which enables the
gate or device to be permanently
locked.

The by-laws were drafted as clearly as pos-
sible to ensure that swimming pools should
be out of the sight of children, and that
there should be no access to them by
children 'who were not accompanied by an
adult.

The by-laws do not apply to a private
swimming pool if the pool is situated in
the rear portion of any premises and the
rear portion of those premises is itself
completely enclosed by a fence, wall, or
building complying with all the require-
ments of the by-law.

Prior to the Act being first amended,
the now Minister for Local Government
(The Hon, Ft. H. C. Stubbs) was very con-
cerned about the danger to small children
with the numerous private swimming pools
being built in private residences. He car-
ried out a great deal of research into the
matter and obtained information from
other Australian States and America. He
found that fencing of Pools was regarded
as the most efficient way in which to en-
sure protection.

Nets and roller coverings or other such
devices certainly are added protectives and
there is no objection to their use as sup-
plementary safety devices, but to amend
the Act to make these devices alternatives
to the construction of protective walls
would be undesirable and would negate
the protection that Is now In the Act and
the by-laws. These types of safety devices
may be Installed or removed at the whim
of the owner. He may forget or delay
for a tine replacing the safety device. The
delay may be fatal.

Recently, in a Perth suburb there was
such an incident where a net that norm.-
ally covered the pool was not in position.
A mother missed a three-year-old child
for a few minutes, but it was too late. He
had wandered into the pool which was
"temporarily" unprotected.

It is considered that the most effective
protection is to isolate the pool region
entirely. Fences are of a permanent
nature, with less human error Involved.
Moreover, they hide the pool from public
view and, consequently, from the tempta-
tion of little children.

In the U.S.A. there were 230 deaths from
drowning in private swimming pools in one
Year. Two-thirds of those drowned were
children under four years of age. The
largest number of fatalities occurred among
children who were aged two years, and
the next highest group were aged one year.
Children of this age do not drown In rivers
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and at beaches, probably because the par-
ents who take the children to these places
are aware of the danger in the proximity
and keep them under close supervision.

Whilst it is agreed that there could be
occasions when compliance with the re-
quirements of the by-law would entail ad-
ditional expenditure and, because of topo-
graphy, some swimming pools, especially in
the hills areas, are as mentioned by Mr.
Thompson with land on one side much
higher than the pool, it is not considered
that any device would be as satisfactory
as a wall-enclosed swimming pool.

The by-law does not say the fence shall
be four feet but not less than four feet.
It can be any height so long as it safely
protects the pool.

Nets and other similar covering devices
are a worth-while additional safety
measure and should be used, but the fence
or structure required by the by-law pro-
vides permanent protection and is con-
sidered the best method of protection, not
only in Western Australia but in other
States and the United States as well.

If this amendment were accepted,' It
would only enable a council to make by-
laws but these would be subject to the
approval of the Governor on the advice of
the Minister of the day.

Under subsection (3) of section 245A of
the Act the Governor has made uniform
general by-laws and the amendment
would not automatically have the effect of
amending these uniform by-laws. The
Minister would be reluctant to see the ui-
form general by-laws varied.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) [11.41 am.]:
This measure concerns the safety of child-
ren, a factor which we should all recog-
nise. The request for this modification in
the hills area seems to be reasonable. 11
think the Minister should consider the
terrain in question and give further
thought to this request.

People may have the best possible inten-
tions but, despite this, fatalities occur. We
all very deeply regret these fatalities and
none of us wants to see them increase.
Instead, we should want to take every
practical precaution possible.

Mr. Lapham: Fatalities occur on road-
ways, too, where parents neglect to look
after their children and allow them to
wander on roads.

Mr. RUISHTON: I agree with the hon-
ourable member. This Is a vexed question
because many waterways, such as rivers
and oceans could not possibly be covered.
Nonetheless, this legislation exists in re-
gard to private swimming pools.

The honourable member who has
brought forward the legislation has been
extremely practical In his submission. He
wishes the Government to give considera-

tion to a small modification. The modi-
fication relates to odd Instances where a
fence Is not practical because of the ter-
rain. The purpose of the measure is to
allow another device to be used in those
circumstances. The device Itself meets
safety specifications and, therefore, the
proposition is Perfectly reasonable.

I give the member for Darling Range
full credit for introducing this Hill as a
Private member. Recently he was casti-
gated in a letter to the editor of The West
Australian. The person who wrote the
letter was right off the mark and charged
the member for Darling Range with want-
ing to do all kinds of things which he
does not intend.

I have risen to support the Bill because
I think the intention is Practical. Similar
terrain exists in my own electorate and,
consequently, the need for this Provision
exists there too.

I think the Minister is putting his head
in the sand in stating the reasons which
he has given. He said that it is merely
another device but, after all, so is a fence
and a gate. Many people would be happy
to have safer coverage. Sometimes it is
argued that a fence has been proved to
be the safest device. We all know what
children do with fences and how human
beings neglect to shut gates.

The member for Darling Range has a
valid point and the Minister should give
further consideration to it. His objection
should not be along the lines that a pri-
vate member has introduced the Bill. A
direct need exists for this in the electorate
of the member for Darling Range. As I
have said, my electorate is similar in some
respects. I see very clearly that he has
presented a practical proposition to the
House. It appears, however, the Govern-
ment is rejecting the measure simply for
the sake of rejection, The Minister has
not given a good reason to support his
argument: in fact, we could shoot holes in
the objections he has Put forward.

The honourable member has requested
the Government to accept this provision
to apply in special circumstances where
it is necessary because of the terrain. It
would necessitate only slight alteration to
local government by-laws, but improved
safety would follow. Let us avoid unnec-
essary loss of life if it is at all possible.

When I saw the recent attack upon the
member for Darling Range in the Press I
wondered how deeply people think on these
matters. His motivations are first class as
are his intentions. I think his motivation,
intentions, and energy should be rewarded
and the Government should reconsider the
refusal as outlined by the Minister. I
ask the Government to think again and
admit that the member for Darling Range
has a valid argument.
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MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) [11.45 am.):
I rise briefly to support the measure
brought forward by the member for Darl-
ing Range. I am somewhat surprised over
the Government's opposition to this Bill.
Although the Minister went to long lengths
to explain the technicalities, he concluded
only on the note that he would not like
to see the general by-laws altered. In
one respect he is right in that the Hill
contains only a few words; regulations
would be brought down upon the passing
of the measure but would not have effect
automatically. However, the question is one
of goodwill. If we accept the intentions
of the member for Darling Range, who
introduced this Bill, the effect will be that
the regulations will come into existence
as soon as the experts sit down and write
them.

Such problems regarding safety of
swimming pools arise in areas other than
Darling Range. Indeed, in my electorate
there are hilly parts on the coast at City
Beach. In some places swimming pools al-
most adjoin hills. Fencing and other de-
vices which are provided for by the present
regulations do not seem to be sufficient.
As the Minister has said, it is true-and
no-one could claim to the contrary-that
no device or legislative provision could
Provide a safety factor of 100 per cent.
Despite a self-closing mechanism, a gate
could be left open. A stone or boulder
could be between a gate and the fence and
the self-closing mechanism would not
work. 'The mechanism may be connected
with electricity which could fall. However,
the more safeguards there are for Par-
ticular cases the greater is the safety fac-
tor.

For these reasons I cannot see why the
Government has rejected the measure. Had
the Minister proved that anyone at all
would be disadvantaged by the passing Of
the legislation, I would concede that he
had a point. However this was not the
case at all. There could not be any dis-
advantageous effect whatsoever if the leg-
islation Is passed. Therefore the Opposi-
tion can see no purpose at all in the Gov-
ernment's rejection of a measure which in
a way, however small, will improve safety
so far as children are concerned.

MR. THOMPSON (Darling Range)
[11.48 a.m.]: It goes without saying I am
a little disappointed at the Minister's
attitude towards the measure I have in-
troduced. At this point. I would like to
thank members who have spoken to the
debate for the contributions they have
made.

I was distressed to learn the other day
that a child had been drowned in a Pool
which had been enclosed by a fence that
Complies with the existing law. That
tragic event must surely indicate that
fences will not prevent children from being

drowned. It is also true that, much more
recently, a child was drowned in a pool
that was normally covered with a net. The
net had been withdrawn to allow the
family to enjoy themselves in the pool.
The Parents had gone inside for a moment
and when they came out their child had
drowned.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: As the honourable
member goes along would he explain the
difference, which in my opinion is a very
great difference, between a structure and
a device? Is a structure something which
is of a permanent nature and has to be
erected whereas a device is something
which is utilised from time to time and
would not be nearly as effective?

Mr. THOMPSON: I explained to the
draftsman what I wanted and he drew
up the amendment. He informed me it
would be necessary to insert the words "or
device," to enable something other than a
fence to be provided. Admittedly the
structure would be permanent, but there
are parts of a structure which can become
defective. A gate is a moving part-I sup-
pose in that sense it is a device-and it
can fail. The lock can become defective,
the hinges can fall off, or as so often
happens, the gate can be jammed open.
A towel may be dropped on the area sur-
rounding the pool, and the gate left ajar.

There is no question that there will be
fatalities in private swimming pools re-
gardless of the action taken to try to avoid
them. The amendment I seek is to enable
shires where there are houses in difficult
terrain to authorise other devices. I am
thinking in particular of a net.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin: Is this in the interests
of the safety of the children or in the
interests of the Person wanting to avoid
seine expense?

Mr. THOMPSON: It is not my intention
to have people avoid the expense of pro-
viding safety provisions. Most people who
are prepared to spend money on a pool
are prepared to spend more to make it
safe. Sometimes it is impractical to use
a fence. The Minister for Local Govern-
ment visited my electorate and looked at
a number of locations. Unfortunately it
was a shocking day-it Poured with rain.
He did not manage to see as many pools
as I had hoped. However, he acknowledged
that there were difficulties in the two pools
we inspected.

In some cases a fence which complies
with the law can actually increase the
hazard. Members of this House will be
aware of the way that some houses are
built on areas of land levelled by cuts into
a hill. A fence around a pool in such
a location may be four feet high either
side at the lower level but in many cases
at the higher level the top of the fence
would be four feet above the ground on
the outside but a much greater distance
could exist between the top of the fence
and the pool apron.
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Mr. Jamnieson., You are not explaining
that very well.

Mr. THOMPSON: Perhaps I am not
explaining it very well, but I am sure the
Minister knows what I mean.

Under the present law there is no in-
centive for people to explore other alter-
natives to make pools safe. The law says
there must be a fence around pools and
that is as far as it goes. A fishing net
manufacturer in Fremantle-a man who
had had the experience of a child he
knew being drowned-has devised a net
which renders the pool safe. Of course,
there is the possibility that the net will not
be replaced after the pool has been used.
It must be borne in mind there Is always
the possibility a fence may become de-
fective or a child may climb a fence. This
happened only recently.

Mr. Taylor: It would need to be a fairly
big child to climb a four-foot fence with
no hand or foot holds.

Mr. THOMPSON: That is right. The
case I refer to involved a child of only
five years of age. He climbed the fence.

Mr. Taylor: With no footholds and no
handholds?

Mr THOMPSON: No. The fence com-
plied with the law but this accident still
happened.

The Minister stated that if the pool is
fenced it is out of sight and therefore the
temptation Is reduced. However, I draw his
attention to the fact that glass partitions
are sometimes constructed around pools,
particularly at motels. A glass partition
would not reduce this hazard.

Mr. Jamieson: In my opinion motels
should not be required to fence their
swimming pools. Some of them look
hideous, and It ruins the effect.

Mr. THOMPSON: That also applies to
some private pools.

Mr. Jamieson: Yes, it does.

Mr. THOMPSON: Yes, and some people
do not want to comply with this law for
the very fact it may spoil the attractiveness
of their pool. I have little sympathy for
these people. However, I think there
should be some flexibility in the law and
the local authorities should have the
opportunity to consider the problem. I
am not asking to take this out of the hands
of the' Governent. I am asking for an
amendment so that methods can be pre-
scribed by law to overcome the problem.

Since I introduced this Bill I have been
contacted by a number of councils, They
have indicated their support because they
have had practical Problems in applying
the law. I would like to draw attention
to the Bassendean Shire Council. A num-
ber of homes in this area are situated
along the river. These home owners have

been told they must fence their pools and
yet within yards of the pool there Is a
river, which is perhaps even more danger-
ous than the pool. It is very hard to say
to a home owner whose pool is adjacent to
the river that he must fence it. In cir-
cumstances such as these some other de-
vice could be employed when the pool is
not in use.

Above-ground pools pose another prob-
lem. Members will be aware of this type
of pooi which Is about four feet above the
ground. This pool complies with the Act
because it has a four-foot barrier-a per-
son has to climb four feet to enter the
pool. However, there is nothing to pre-
vent a ladder being left near the pool.
Some shires require a four-foot fence to
be constructed around an above-ground
Pool, but others say that a pool with four-
foot sides complies with the law.

I ask the members to look at these
anomalous considerations in the present
law. I earnestly sk for the support of the
House in passing this amendment.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The fleputy Chairman of Committees

(Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin) in the Chair; Mr.
Thompson in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1 put and passed.
Clause 2: Amendment to section 245A-
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am very sympa-

thetic to the objective sought by the mem-
ber for Darling Range, but I am worried
about certain aspects surrounding the
word "device." A device can be anything.
but when we talk about a structure, which
could be a fence of a certain height, we
know what we are getting. In my opinion,
this provision would throw a tremendous
responsibility on the local authority. it
would have to specify the device, which
could be limitless. A net would be a device
and a series of palings stretched across
any area would be a device. All sorts of
things could be regarded as being a device.

A local authority could be asked by an
owner of a swimming pool, "What can I
put up in place of a structure? I want
to put up a device. What devices will you
give me to use?" If the local authority
says, "You can put up a net," and It is
subsequently found it is not efficient and
a child is drowned, the owner of the pro-
perty could then say, "This is not my
responsibility; the local authority said this
was a device I could use and It was satis-
fied it was safe." I could imagine all sorts
of difficulties arising from a provision such
as this.

How do we set out in a by-law the re-
quirements of the device In order to guide
the local authority on what devices it can
authorise? A device can be an instruction.

'C.
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The owner of the property can put up a
notice, "Under no circumstances are child-
ren of a certain age permitted to enter
this area." That would be a device to keep
them out. It can be argued that that is a
device to protect children from drowning.

Mr. W. A. Manning: It would be pretty
bard to convince anybody in that regard.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Would it? Surely the
honourable member knows what a device
is. It may be a device to achieve a certain
result by a certain method. I could adopt
a device to keep a member out of the
Chamber, but It would not necessarily
mean it would have to be a structure. The
member for Narrogin has not a full appre-
ciation of the meaning of "device," al-
though quite often he refers to a diction-
ary. If we insert the word "device" It
will have the dictionary meaning and, In
my opinion, it will open up all sorts of
possibilities which cannot be specified.

Mr. Hutchinson: Obviously, It would not
be a verbal device.

Mr. J1. T. TONKIN: A device is a means;
does the honourable member object?

Mr. Hutchinson: No.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: A device is a means.
Anybody taking a means to protect child-
ren would be meeting the requirement of
the law.

Mr. Hutchinson: Only If it were ap-
proved.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: So it could be any
means. That is my concern about this
word. If It were a structure it would be
limited, because as soon as something is
specified a limit is placed on it. However,
If the word "device" is used It is com-
pletely without limit.

Mr. Hutchinson: You are not right about
structure. The word "structure" has a
wide connotation, too.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN': Is the honourable
member telling me that the word "struc-
ture" has a connotation as wide as the
word "device"?

Mr. Hutchinson: Yes.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: A

something that is erected,
means something that
erected.

structure means
whereas a device
has not been

Mr. Hutchinson: That is all right; It
depends in what context it is used.

Mrx. J. T. TONKIN: The honorable
member is defeating his own argument.
The point I am trying to make is that if
I was satisfied this would meet the position
in regard to the safety of children, at the
same time overcoming the difficulties of
some property owner, I would not hesitate
to go along with it, but I foresee all sorts
of difficulties arising if the word "device"

is used. A great deal of responsibility
would be thrown on to the local authority.
and I would like to hear the honourable
member's explanation on that point.

Mr. FLETCHER: I commend the member
for Darling flange on his laudable objec-
tive in trying to provide for additional
safeguards for children around a swimming
pool, but I can foresee practical difficulties
associated with his proposal.

A device I know of works on the same
principle as a roller blind, and a net can
be attached to this device. Being spring-
loaded the device can be drawn across the
pool. Later it can be released and wound
up at the other end of the swimming pooi
as and when required. However, a person
at great expense to himself could go to a
great deal of trouble to erect a fence and
take all sorts of safety precautions which
have been imposed by the local authority
and if such a person was faced with a
practical difficulty he would take a very
dim view of it. As the Premier has said,
it would be incumbent upon a local au-
thority to police any such device once It
had been installed.

There are many devices. I can cite an
example to illustrate the ingenuity of a
child. Having a mechanical background
I made a mechanical device to trick my
child. The device was designed for fitting
to my side gate so that the child would
be unable to open it. This device tricked
the butcher, the baker, and other trades-
people who attempted to enter, and I was
quite proud of that device, but I soon dis-
covered that it failed to trick MY Child.

After I had fitted the device to the
side gate, his mother subsequently asked
where my son was and I assured her that
he was safe because he could not get out
the side gate. However, on looking through
the window I saw him playing in the street.

Mr. Court: A structure will not over-
come that situation; children are in-
genious, as you have said.

Mr. FLETCHER: All I am saying is that
I placed a device on the gate to trick a
child, but although it fooled several adults,
it failed to trick the child. To work the
device it was necessary to lift a lever and
withdraw a pin, and so on, and after seeing
my son going through all the intricacies
of operating the device I was quite con-
vinced that I had produced a mechanical
genius.

I related that story with no desire to be
humorous, but merely to show that if a
child wants to enter a swimming Pool It
will overcome all sorts of devices that may
be installed to keep him out. Therefore
I hold the same reservations that are held
by the Premier. Who is to say what a de-
vice is, and who is to say whether it is
foolproof or not?
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I am concerned about the possible argu-
ment and litigation which could arise.
Perhaps my legal friend behind me could
tell mec whether, if a device was approved
by a local authority as a device to trick
a child and prevent him getting into a
Swimming pool, and the child subsequently
entered the Pool and drowned, the local
authority would be liable to litigation.

Mr. Hartrey: No.

Mr. FLETCHER: I can envisage the
arguments which could occur and the re-
sponsibility which would have to be taken
by a local authority in approving a device.
AS a consequence, although I applaud what
the honourable member is attempting to
achieve, I see the practical difficulties I
have mentioned and cannot support the
actual wording.

Mr. THOMPSON: I do detect a certain
amount of acceptance by the Premier of
the principle behind my amendment which
gives the Minister Power to make by-laws.
The Minister would stipulate what device
was to be used the same as he stipulates
the erection of a fence.

If we took the Premier's argument liter-
ally, we could say that a person, having
read the Act which refers to a structure,
could design his own structure: but that
is not so. The structure must conform
with a particular by-law which describes
a fence or a building not lower than
four feet with a gate with a self-closing
mechanism at the top. I am merely trying
to give the Minister for Local Government
the power to make by-laws. It would not
mean that a local authority would say
"Yea" or "Nay' to a particular device be-
cause the device would have to conform to
the by-law made by the Minister. Conse-
quently this is not very different from
the present law.

If the Premier and members opposite are
a little worried about the word "device"
perhaps the provision could be amended
to read "physical device."

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: How many devices
haveiyou in mind, and what are they?

Mr. THOMPSON: Two devices have
aroused my interest, the first being a net
which is drawn across the top of the Pool
and secured. The second, referred to by
the member for Fremantle, is similar to a
Holland blind roller. When the pool is
being constructed the device is set into
the side of the Pool. It has runners on
the ends of the Pool and a net or mat
is rolled up into the side of the pool. It
is drawn across and locked to the other
side.. It can be motorised and can be
closed or withdrawn as desired. It does
not necessarily have to be spring-loaded,
as the member for Fremantle indicated. I
believe that such a device would be effec-

tive in covering a pool and rendering it
safe, which is, after all is said and done,
our objective.

Mr. Hutchinson: Probably better than a
fence.

Mr. THOMPSON: In some cases it could
be. Trhe fence is quite a good idea, but
it does not cater for all situations and I
am seeking an alternative for those in-
stances where it is not practicable to
comply with present law.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The member for
Cotteslee thinks that a net or roller device
could be better than a fence. I do not,
because a fence Is there all the time. It
is a structure. If a net has been installed
to cover a pool and on a hot summer's
day the members of the family are using
the pool frequently, no-one can convince
me that every time a person leaves the
pool he will put the net back. The net
would be taken away and left off, possibly
for hours at a time. Five minutes might be
enough for a child to drown. That is
the weakness I see in this device. Al-
though a fence may not be completely
adequate, as has been proved, it is there
all the time.

A net may be replaced for the first week,
and Perhaps even for' the second week,
but after that people will become lazy and
forgetful and will leave the net off. How
often have members left their sprinklers
on for longer than they intended? Added
protection is provided when a fence is
erected.

I am sympathetic to the idea of the
Bill, but I am not convinced it is correct.
I see the dangers which could occur. The
objective of the original legislation was to
save life, not to make it difficult for pool
owners. A net would be much easier to
provide than a structure. Of course.
many People do not like a fence around
their Pools and so they would prefer a
net; but no guarantee exists that such a
device would be replaced every time a pool
was not being used, and that is the very
time a fatality would occur. It requires
inattention for only a few minutes, and
a child can be in a Pool. Consequently, as
much as I am sympathetic to what the
honourable member wants to achieve. I
cannot support the provision.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I find myself in
disagreement with the Premier.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is not surprising.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Bill has been
introduced to overcome a particular prob-
lem on certain types of properties with
different levels of ground. From my ex-
perience of children-we all admit they
can be diabolically cunning-I would say
they would easily overcome the problem of
a structure. I do not have to think back
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very far to my childhood-as the Deputy
Premier continually reminds me by refer-
ring to mue as being a member of the
Liberal Party kindergarten-and I can
recall that very few fences kept me out.
Children do not change very much over
the years. If a child wants to get over
a wall, he will find a way to do so.

The situation now is like having a
loaded shotgun without a safety catch,
locked up in a room. Once the child gets
in the room the danger confronts him.
Similarly, once a child gets over a wall,
fence, or structure surrounding a pool, he
can enter the pool and drown. All this
Bill seeks is a more definite form of pro-
tection at the point of no return, and that
is on the pool.

Mr. Taylor: With no fence.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: What the Premier
has said about the word "device" is quite
true. I suggest to the member for Darling
Range that he amend it to read "physical
device."

The points raised by the member for
Darling Range are quite valid. The Min-
ister could In fact make the by-laws or
regulations to stipulate exactly what the
device should be.

It is all very well for the Premier to
say that a fence is there all the time. I
know that the latch on the gate is sup-
posed to be self-locking, but what happens
when the spring of the latch wears out?
If the Person who owns the property is
Irresponsible then all the self-closing gates
in the world will not make any diff erence,
p3articularly when the catches on such gates
are worn out.

If the person in question does not care
about the lives of his children or of his
neighbour's children, accidents will occur
anyway. This legislation says that the
point of no return is the edge of a pool
and once a child reaches that point he
will drown. If a child is dinkumn about
getting over a fence he will get over It,
but once he reaches that point he has
the protection of the measure.

I support the Bill but I hope the Premier
will accept what was said by the member
for Darling Range. I support by-laws and
regulations which will clear this up and
prevent the baby being thrown out with
the dishwater. This could be a very help-
fl piece of legislation; indeed anything
that will save lives is worth while.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I think the Premier
has adopted a narrow line in respect of
safety precautions for private swimming
pools. In effect he says there is only one
way to make these pools safe against the
accidental drowning of children.

Mr. Taylor: He makes the most Im-
portant one which is that you have a net
as well as a fence.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: If we can have
devices which are not necessarily struc-
tures then I cannot see what the debate is
about and we might as well agree to the
amendment.

Msr. Taylor: This is an alternative.
Mr. HUTrCHINSON: That is what I say.

The Premier has adopted a line that there
must be no departure from the structure
form of safety which is provided for at the
moment. The amending Bill suggests there
may be other ways to achieve safety.

Mr. Taylor: But not as good.

Mr. HTrCHINSON: it is probably a
personal opinion as to whether one is as
good as the other. There will always be
times when there is a greater safety factor
in the device described by the member for
Darling Range. On another occasion
there might be a greater safety factor in
a fence four feet high. But we do not
have the mechanical geniuses apparently
sired by the member for Fremantle who
are able to climb over four-foot fences.

The children in question will be of very
tender Years. It will be possible for them
to climb on a box or stool and get over
the fence in that way. The Premier Maid
the fence was an adequate safety factor
because it was a fence whereas the net
was not because It could be left un-
guarded.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: And it will be left
unguarded.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: He said it would
be left unguarded on a long summer day
when people are using the pool. But the
same thing will happen with a structure
when the gate is left open on a hot sum-
mer day when people are in and out of
the pool.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Don't you think there
is more chance of the gate not being left
open than of the net being left off?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Not necessarily.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Well that is my

opinion: you are entitled to yours.
Mr. HUJTCHINSON: I will admit there

is a greater percentage of safety in one
but let us not overlook the other.

If this provision bad been placed In the
1969 amending legislation it would have
received the general approbation of this
Parliament. There is no doubt in my mind
that a safety device in some circumstances
could be considered by the Minister Who
prepared the model by-laws to be better
than a farm of structure, but when he ad-
vocates that there is only one form of
safety it seems to place a very narrow in-
terpretation on the matter. The thinking
seems to be that the legislation must not
be touched:. that it is a perfect instrument.

Mr. Bickerton: You taught us that
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Mr. HUTCHINSON: I have already told
the Minister that when in Government we
accepted many worth-while suggestions
from the Opposition.

Mr. Davies: Not only is the interjection
correct but your memory is bad.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: If the Minister for
Health believes that he will believe any-
thing.

Mr. Davies:. Let us inspect the records
in a spirit of togetherness. You can buy
me a beer for every one you have knocked
back and I will buy you one for every one
you accepted.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: There would be an
orgy on the acceptances. Let us permit
human ingenuity to be used. Nothing is
perfect and the amendment provides a
form of safety.

Mr. COURT: From the debate I feel that
the Bill is being misunderstood and in f air-
ness to the honourable member who
obviously put in a lot of work before in-
troducing the measure it would not be a
bad idea to recapitulate the circumstances.

As I understand the motive behind the
introduction of the Bill, it is to increase
safety factors to counter the difficulties
that have been experienced by local
authorities.

I gather the Impression that members
feel if they accept the Bill they will be
accepting what is a structure and what is
a device, or whether a structure or a device
should be employed. We must go back to
the Local Government Act, section 245A,
which provided the necessary by-law-
making powers for both local authorities
and the Goverrnent in respect of private
swimming pools. No problem existed in
connection with public pools which could
be controlled by local authorities.

To overcome the weakness in connection
with private swimming pools we brought
down an amendment to the principal Act
-section 245A-which gave specific power
in respect of private swimming pools. We
virtually made the owner responsible to
a certain extent in respect of his own
family and those who were not known to
him and who might enter the pool. It
was the wandering child rather than the
more disciplined child of the family who
was considered to be the danger. We only
allow local authorities to make by-laws
and they can refuse to make by-laws in
relation to structures.

Whatever might have been said in
favour of structures they have not stopped
drownings, though I admit they have
apparently reduced the number of drown-
ings. Many of us have grandchildren about
whom we are in continual fear until they
learn to swim. Children are inclined to be
attracted by stagnant pools and other
danger spots more than rivers and the sea
and I know that I am not really happy
until my grandchildren learn to swim.

By-laws are made by the local author-
ities but they must go through the Minis-
ter. We went fturther and extended the
by-law-making power to the Government
and we included this sp~ecific section in
respect of uniform general by-laws. So
general by-laws can now be promulgated
by the Government and accepted by local
government authorities; or the authorities
can bring down their own by-laws, submit
them to the Minister, and have them gazet-
ted, after which they will run the gauntlet
of this Chamber.

All the honourable member is suggest-
ing is that we extend these by-law-mak-
ing powers with the same precautions so
that the local authority can make a by-
law relating to devices having regard for
the special physical problems in the area.
If the members on the other side, in-
cluding the Minister had been arguing
that there was a doubt about the power
of the local authority to enforce the
device after it had been approved and
installed, that would have been another
matter. It would have been an argument
purely about law and not about principles.
But I understand under these provisions
the local authority cannot only make a
by-law defining the type of structure or
device but it can also make by-laws. as
to the preservation, maintenance, care
and custody of the device. in other words,
the local authority could give itself the
power to withdraw approval for a device
that has not been properly maintained
and power to insist on certain standards
of maintenance and operation.

I do not want to talk about fences. We
have already heard about the ingenuity
of children in getting over fences by means
of ladders, boxes, and a thousand-and-
one things they can invent. Exactly the
same situation applies in the case of'
devices. In spite of self-locking and self-
latching gates on swimming pools. I have
seen many of them open. Human beings
are basically lazy and many times a box
or stone is used to keep a gate open when
a party is in progress, it some of us had
the moral courage. I suppose we would
object, but we do not think about such
things when a pool is in use at a particular
time.

We are not specifying a device or
structure. We are only giving a local
authority power to put forward a by-law
which the minister must approve; or, in
the case of the Government, the Power
to incorporate general by-laws relating
to structures and devices. Again, the by-
laws do not have to be adopted by the
local authority. The local authority would
only adopt them if it thought they were
better than the by-laWs the authority had
in mind.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.
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Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

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

Thompson, and transmitted to the Council.

rJLBARA REGION
Future Development: Motion

MR. COURT (Nedlands--Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) (12.34 p.m.]: Mr.
Speaker. the notice of motion I have on
the notice paper is as follows:-

That in the opinion of this Hous-
(1) Future development of the M1-

bare region should conform to
the principles planned and be-
ing followed by the previous
administration, namely:-

Natural resources to be
developed by groups capable
of developing and operating
on an approved basis to en-
sure economic stability and
security to the region over a
long term.

The programme to pro-
vide for iron ore mining
operations which will
permit beneficiation, up-
grading, integration and
processing (including pro-
duction of metal) of all
types of ores on a basis to
avoid excessive early mining
of high grade ores without
proper regard for the long
term objectives that are
economically practicable
through co-ordinated and
rationalised large scale de-
velopment.

Co-operation with Aus-
tralian and multi-national
corporations and the Com-
monwealth and other State
Governments to develop
large tonnage export steel
complexes in Western Aus-
tralia and in the Eastern
States through the eco-
nomic and co-ordinated use
of Western Australian iron
ore and other indigenous
materials and Eastern
State's Coal.

All towns, railways, ports,
Pawer, water, education,
health and other com-
munity facilities to be so
planned and co-ordinated
that they expand as logical
developments of the Initial
regional framework already
established and thus avoid
duplication and fragmenta-
tion of development so that

the overall objectives of
stability, long life and
maximum economic re-
covery of resources are not
defeated or inhibited.

The royalties, rents, com-
mitments for essential ser-
vices and community facili-
ties and other develop-
ments; such as ore beneficia-
tion, upgrading, integration
and processing and contri-
butions in lieu of commit-
ments avoided because of
use of established facili-
ties, will not in the case of
new projects under negotia-
tion or negotiated in the
future be such as to give
these new projects advan-
tages over established pro-
jects or those currently
under construction.

Where contributions are
made to the Government
by new projects in lieu of
actual provision of essential
services and community
facilities then such contri-
butions will where practic-
able be spent on the de-
velopment of the region
with the object of en-
couraging and assisting
consequential r eg ion al
growth and community
facilities which will en-
courage more people to
make the Pilbara region
their permanent home.

implementation of a
policy of diversification of
Pilbara Products and indus-
tries, including other min-
erals, fisheries, agriculture,
chemical processing and
tourism to give greater
economic and social
strength to the region and
thus further encourage per-
manent residence of fami-
lies.

(2) The Government should place
before this House full details
of the Pilbara. iron ore deci-
sions it has made since taking
office, the rights and com-
mitments of the parties con-
cerned In those decisions
and the Government's overall
plan of which these decisions
are intended to form a Part.

(3) The Commonwealth Govern-
ment should be approached
to participate in the provision
of community facilities and
essential services related to
the development programme
and thus improve the overall
export economics from an
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internationally competitive
point of view as well as per-
mit maximnum Australian
financial participation and
the consequential growth
which will produce the mnaxi-
mnum benefits to the region,
the State and the nation.

I seek your guidance, Mr. Speaker, on the
form of moving this motion, in view of
the ruling you have given that certain
aspects of It are sub ludice. As I under-
stand it, It is in order for me to move
paragraphs (1) and (3) of the motion and
delete paragraph (2). Need I seek leave
not to move paragraph (2), or may I go
ahead and move paragraphs (1) and (3)?

The SPEAKER: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition may do it either way. He
can seek the leave of the House to delete
paragraph (2) or to deal with paragraphs
(1) and (3). 1 think the simplest way
would be for the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to seek the leave of the House
to delete paragraph (2).

Mr. COURT: I seek the leave of the
House to delete paragraph (2) from my
motion.

The SPEAKER: If there is a dissentient
voice, leave will not be granted. There
being no dissentient voice, leave is granted.

Mr. COURT: I move-
That in the opinion of this

House-
(1) Future development of the Pilbara

region should conform to the prin-
ciples planned and being foallowed
by the previous administration,
namely:-

Natural resources to be de-
veloped by groups capable of
developing and operating on an
approved basis to ensure econo-
mic stability and security to the
region over a long term.

The programme to provide for
Iron ore mining operations
which will permit beneficiation,
upgrading, integration and pro-
cessing (including production of
metal) of all types of ores on a
basis to avoid excessive early
mining of high grade ores with-
out proper regard for the long
term objectives that are econo-
mically practicable through co-
ordinated and rationalised large
scale development.

Co-operation with Australian
and multi-national corporations
and the Commonwealth and
other State Governments to de-
velop large tonnage export steel
complexes in Western Australia
and in the Eastern States
through the economic and co-
ordinated use of Western Aus-

tralian Iron ore and other indi-
genous materials and Eastern
State's coal.

All towns, railways, ports,
power, water, education, health
and other community facilities
to be so planned and co-
ordinated that they expand as
logical developments of the
initial regional framework al-
ready established and thus avoid
duplication and fragmentation
of development so that the over-
all objectives of stability, long
life and maximum economic re-
covery of resources are not de-
feated or Inhibited.

The royalties, rents, commit-
ments for essential services and
community facilities and other
developments such as ore bene-
ficiation, upgrading, integration
and processing and contribu-
tions in lieu of commitments
avoided because of use of estab-
lished facilities, will not in the
case of new projects under ne-
gotiation or negotiated in the
future be such as to give these
new projects advantages over
established projects or those
currently under construction.

Where contributions are made
to the Government by new pro-
jects in lieu of actual provision
of essential services and corn-
munity facilities then such con-
tributions will where practicable
be spent on the development of
the region with the object of
encouraging and assisting con-
sequential regional growth and
community facilities which will
encourage more people to make
the Pilbara region their per-
manent home.

Implementation of a policy of
diversification of Pilbara pro-
ducts and industries, including
other minerals, fisheries, agri-
culture, chemical processing and
tourism to give greater economic
and social strength to the region
and thus further encourage per-
manent residence of families.

(2) The Commonwealth Government
should be approached to partici-
pate In the provision of conirun-
Ity facilities and essential services
related to the development pro-
gramme and thus Improve the
overall export economics from an
internationally competitive point
of view as well as permit maximumn
Australian financial participation
and the consequential growth
which will produce the maximum
benefits to the region, the State
and the nation.
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The Pilbara regional development is per-
haps the most vital thing that has been
undertaken in Australia in the last genera-
tion. I ask the Indulgence of the House to
explain my view that the decisions 'we are
making at the present time are decisions
for centuries and not just for today. in
other words I1 believe we will be making
centuries of history if we do the right
thing now, and It could have repercussions
on generations yet to come far beyond
anything we might imagine at this
moment. For that reason I want to sub-
mit in all sincerity that the consideration
of the regional development of the Pilbara.
and the plan that must go with It are
far too Important for any petty party
political considerations or, for that matter,
for personalities.

In the course of speaking to this motion
I will set out to cover the whole of the
case without labouring it too much. I
realise it is late in the session and the
Premier has agreed to bring this matter
forward In accordance with his promise,
but I think in fairness to myself and to
the House I should say that the matter is
of such complexity and importance to the
future of this area of the State that it will
take some timne to cover all the points.

Basically, I believe we must get behind
the facade of the d~e facto Position that
some people have endeavoured to create
by constant repetition of certain claims.
We will then see more clearly the Proce-
dures and courses that are open. I want
to assure you, Mr. Speaker, that in the
course of speaking to this motion I will
do my utmost not to offend because you
have been good enough to explain to me
why certain aspects are sub judice.
Although it Is like fighting with one hand
behind my back. I will endeavour to avoid
offending in any particular and 1 will give
the sub judice aspects as much earnest
thought as I can.

I believe that in dealing with the Iron
ore part of this project-which is only one
aide of the total Pilbara development pro-
gramme-we must establish once and for
all that temporary reserves as we know
them under the present Act are not a chat-
tel to be dealt with as such; they are a-
right to explore and, in certain circum-
stances, a right to negotiate. Unfortun-
ately, a minority of people has claimed that
temporary reserves are something of a
chattel. I think the sooner 'we establish
it in our minds that they are not a chat-
tel, the sooner we will clearly see the re-
sponsibility of Parliament and what is
expected of us by the understanding public.

I also believe if we approach this motion
in the right spirit it can be of tremendous
assistance to the Government. We under-
stand the Government's problems: we have
experienced them all, as has probably been
gathered from some of the criticism I have
received personally over the years from

certain quarters. We therefore feel we
would be remiss if we did not summarise
our experiences and give our reasons for
certain decisions and reports given to the
House on progress and plans for the future
when the Brand Government was in office.

I know It is the desire of my leader that
this should be clearly and fairly stated as
a sort of guide for those in the future who
might be confronted with a similar situa-
tion. Probably I would not have found It
necessary or desirable to move this motion
had it not been for the fact that the pre-
sent Government adopted a certain atti-
tude in respect of the work of the previous
Administration. There was an apparent
readiness on the part of the Government
to seize on the propaganda of Hancock
and Wright and others to the effect that
no Plbara plan existed. Members will
recall that this became an issue around
election time and It resulted in some elec-
tion promises by the present Government
to the electors and, I understand, to Messrs.
Hancock and Wright,

I 'want to refer also to a similar situation
which unfortunately developed with regard
to the Robe River project-the Govern-
ment once again took up the catch-cry of
Hancock and Wright who had a vested
interest in trying to prevent the project
from proceeding. I gather from subse-
quent comments that the Government now
has had second thoughts on the matter
and has accepted the judgment of the
previous Government that the Robe River
project is a vital one in the overall d~e-
velopment of the region at this time.

Then there was the so-called Ludwig
plan which was resurrected at about elec-
tion time and it would be the last thing
the present Government would wish to be
implemented if it made a study of it. I
hope to refer later to the reasons for the
Brand Government rejecting the plan. I
am sure the member for Pilbara, who is
now the Minister for Housing, would have
been horrified If the development of the
Piilbara region had been based on the Lud-
wig plan.

Perhaps I will have time to refer to it in
more detail, but in ease I do not let me
make passing reference to it now. The
Ludwig concept discussed with the Brand
Government in 1964 was a Ludwig-type
development completely orientated on
Depuch Island. Just how limited would
any plan be if that was to be the basis
of development? The railways from New-
man, Hamersley, and other piaces were
to converge oni this particular place. Of
course, it was basically a concept of a Lud-
wig transport system, bearing in mind
that Ludwig's great interest is in sea
transportation rather than mining activ-
ities.

If the Minister for Housing has read
DI. JK. Ludwig's report-and no doubt since
he has been appointed a Minister he has
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had a chance to read it-he will realise
that this Is a very limited concept com-
pared with what we had in mind. Let
me hasten to add that when the matter
was discussed with Mr. Ludwig he was
very quick to agree with the idea that,
whilst his plan was a suggestion on his
part for a co-ordinated transport system
which he would substantially finance, it
was also substantially a Ludwig benefit
plan.

There is yet a further cogent reason for
bringing the motion forward, inasmuch as
in its original form the motion would have
given the Government the opportunity to
explain the decisions it has made in regard
to iron ore and, in particular, why it
weakened its position by making a decision
to give preference to the McCamey's Mon-
ster, Western Ridge, and Rhodes Ridge
deposits. However, in view of the fact
that the relevant part of the motion has
been ruled sub judice members will ap-
preciate that I cannot refer to it.

The position confronting the Govern-
ment on Friday, the 13th August, is now
well known, because that is the date on
which an injunction was taken out against
the Government. I might add that this was
not an unexpected result, having regard
for our experience when in Government.
However, I will say that it has helped
many people to see in proper perspective
what was attempted by the previous Gov-
ernment. I think people will realise that
this matter cannot be resolved from a
position of weakness. We must thoroughly
understand the ec facto position which
exists and the Government, of course, must
expose and reduce it to something which
is -at least acceptable to the Parliament
and, above all, to the people of this State.

Before getting on to the format of the
mot~on, I think it would be remiss of me
If I did not make reference to the unfor-
tunate situation which has developed and
has made it neceessary for me as an
elected member of this Chamber to with-
drew part of my motion because it is sub
iudice.
Sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.15 p.m.

.Mr. COURT: Before lunch I was ex-
plaining the Pilbara motion that is on the
notice paper. I had reached the point
where I commented briefly on the imt-
portanee of the motion, because if we
make the right decision then in my opinion
we are literally making centuries of
history. The matter is as important as
that, I believe this to be the most 'n-portant single move of its kind in this
generation; therefore it was felt desirable
that at least the position, up to the time
when the change of Government took
place, should be stated, and some of the
myth and the ec facto position that had
been built up by certain people around

this problem should be debunked so that
at least Parliament has a clear-cut record
of the situation.

I was about to comment on the fact
that as an elected member of Parliament
one is placed in the extreme situation of
being deprived of freedom of expression in
this particular matter. I never thought
that I would see the day when we in. this
Parliament would be debarred from mak-
ing comment on certain issues-and I do
not intend to transgress in this respect--
while others who are not elected members
of Parliament seem to be as free as the
sea to say what they like,

We have the situation where legal action
has been taken, but I believe the appeal
will not be decided until next March; so
under our own Standing Orders of our
own making, we are now denied the right
to talk about a matter which I believe to
be of tremendous significance at the na-
tional as well as the State level.

Mr. T, D. Evans: Do you say this is a
case of our hoisting our own petard?

Mr. COURT: Not quite. We are faced
with a situation 'where the Government
stepped in quickly, after prompting from
certain quarters, to take action against
The West Australian. That case has been
decided. Whilst in some respects this has
clarified the law in respect of the position
of a newspaper and the news media gene-
rally in commenting on matters that may
be currently or are about to be brought
before the courts, it has not cleared up the
position completely; in other words, the
newspapers and the news media generally
still have to walk a tight rope in respect
of what is and what is not permitted.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Do you agree the court
has given us a start on maintaining a
balance?

Mr. COURT: I have read the court
decision, and felt it left one free to express
comment on a case1 provided it is not in
an area where a lay juryman might be
influenced by anything appearing in the
Press, That Incident is now closed,

It is passing strange that we as mem-
bers of this Parliament can be denied the
right for weeks and weeks, and now for a
few more months, to talk about a matter
which is of national interest. I have the
alternative of moving to disagree with your
ruling, Mr. Speaker, to see whether Par-
liament will set aside this particular Stand-
ing Order, but I feel it would be the wrong
thing to do. I am one who has always
supported the basic principle of having
matters before a court treated as sub
iudice, with the one qualification that the
Government can introduce legislation to
deal with a matter before the court, other-
wise we will have an untenable Situation.

Without exaggeration we are confronted
with a situation where certain People are
Virtually adopting a Mafia type of rules
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for the conduct of their business; yet as
members of Parliament we can be villified,
kicked to death, and criticised untruth-
fully and unfairly, and literally we have
no way of getting redress because of the
restriction which we as members of Par-
liament are obliged to set an example by
honouring.

In the course of my introduction of this
motion I propose to outline the events
leading up to the iron ore breakthrough
in the Pilbara. It is important to view
this matter in its proper perspective, and
it is important in studying the regional
concept. I then propose to sumnmarise the
steps that have been taken to formulate
a regional plan, and the progress made in
its implementation. I also hope to explain
the proposal for east-west steel making for
the export trade to the semi-finished steel
stage, as well as the progress that was
made with those negotiations.

In particular I want to refer to the
unfortunate complications that were
brought about by Hancock and Wright,
and the Armco negotiations round about
May and June, 1970. In my opinion it was
this unfortunate breakaway by Armco from
an established arrangement that has
brought upon us many Problems, the de-
lays, and the confrontation that we have
experienced over the last 12 months or
more.

I would like to explain why this regional
Programme extends beyond Iron ore and
minerals generally; it extends virtually to
the concept of developing a new state. I
do not think it Is any exaggeration to say
that the decisions that have been and will
be made in the Immediate future are
equivalent to the problems that were con-
fronting those who had to set out to de-
velop the State in the early days, except
we are doing it on a bigger scale and In
a modern concept. We do not have to
undertake the development with wheel-
barrows and shovels, as was done then.

I then hope to sumnmarise the role of
Messrs. Hancock and Wright and the prob-
lems they have generated for the State
and the community generally because it
is unfortunately a fact that we cannot
consider the present situation without con-
sidering their position within It, although
I want to make it clear the Prime Purpose
of this motion is to clarify and codify, the
concept surrounding the approach to Pil-
bara and the reasons certain decisions were
made at certain times.

The first question members would be
entitled to ask is: What is this concept?
It is a concept to get away from the old
idea that beset many countries including
our own State when development took
Place in the initial stages. In those days
a mine was commenced and a certain
amount of development took place around
It. We have the case of the goldfields.
Most of the younger generation remember

only the Golden Mile, but those of us
who are a little older remember the great
numbers of mines and little mining towns
which sprang up. some of which reached
quite a sizeable population. Some pros-
pered, but not for long, and so we have
the whole area pock-marked by a series
of ghost towns.

The whole concept behind regional de-
velopment and, in fact, enunciated by the
Minister for Mines the other day when
replying on the Goldsworthy Bill, is to en-
deavour to gain the maximum concentra-
tion and permanence so far as the popula-
tion is concerned in order to have a social
Infrastructure of a high order. This means
that instead of having just a series of
fragmented developments, integrated de-
velopment takes place. In this case it Is
necessary for a properly-planned regional
concept in order to know where best to
establish the main educational, hospital,
and other faculities. Such a place must
be looked on as a new metropolis. We will
never break the magnet of big capital
cities. Unless we approach these new re-
gions in this way, we will never establish
the high-quality social Infrastructure re-
quired so that people can have educational,
hospital, and other facilities of a standard
reasonably comparable with those avail-
able In the metropolitan area.

Mr. Graham: Don't you think the Gov-
ernment and Its advisers are well aware
of this?

Mr. COURT: I am not introducing this
motion on a controversial basis because I
do not think it Is controversial. I
explained before the Deputy Premier re-
turned to the Chamber that-

Mr. Graham: I am referring to any
Government, irrespective of its political
colour.

Mr' COURT: This has not been the
order in the past and I just want to clarify
and codify this in its proper sequence.

Mr. Graham: There is a co-ordinating
authority, as you would be well aware, and
It has had regard for this.

Mr. COURT: Because we set it up; and
I am making the point for the benefit of
those not here when the idea was con-
ceived so it can be a starting point for
future deliberations when the Deputy
Premier and others will bring agreements
to this House and also, I hope, various
other propositions for the proper balanced
regional development of the area.

Mr. Graham: You need have no fear
on that score.

Mr. COURT: We have only just started.
and this is the point we must realise. An
Improvement has been made in the method
of setting up Pilbara compared with, say,
the early days of the goldfilds, but it has
only just started and, as members know.
we ran Into some resistance, and that Is
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why I made the remark earlier that I
believed the introduction of the motion
to give Parliament an understanding of
what is intended will be of value to the
Government. I believe that It will give
it strength in its negotiations if it is able
to say that it is not only the Government's
idea, but the idea of the opposition and
Parliament: that it is in fact a new order.
This is what we must do if we are to de-
velop.

It will also assist in another way: that
is, in the approaches to the national
Government. I believe the national Gov-
ernment has yet to really grasp the real
concept of development on a national level.
We have had it so easy in this country; we
have had so much given to us on a plate
and so much done for us in all these
remote areas by private enterprise that
we have not as yet got to grips with the
main problems of development-the prob-
lems of supplying ample water, power, fuel,
energy, educational facilities, and so on
in these areas.

This Is most essential if we desire to
establish permanent communities instead
of communities in transit, with people
working in an area for a while and then
leaving. Because of this I feel it is an
added reason for this motion to be sub-
mitted in Parliament. Without doubt, the
national Government will have to take a
much greater interest in this type of de-
velopment if we are to get anywhere at
all: and that is why the eighth leg of this
motion is, in fact, directed at this question
of national participation in development.
However, I will get back to my train of
thought now I have answered, effectively
I hope, the interjection by the Deputy
Premier.

I mentioned the importance of per-
manent residents. The modern parents,
to their credit, are more interested in the
educational facilities available for their
children than in many other amenities.
In earlier days the high wages and that
type of thing were the attractions, but
nowadays If we want permanent com-
munities in these areas we must have a
higher and good standard of education.

I can give a simple illustration. When it
was -announced that Karratha was to be
a five-year high school everyone said this
was wonderful because that was what was
needed in those areas. However, some of
the parents who belonged to the new order
now living in the north compared with the
older brigade-and we must realise the
new community up there consists mainly
of people from capital cities-wanted to
know the standard of the education. I
think the Minister will have caught up
with this already. They say in simple
terms-and fair enough-that they want
their children In those areas to be able
to matriculate at approximately the same
standard as children in the metropolitan
area: in other words, they want languages

and sciences taught and do not merely
want classrooms for a five-year high
school. I do not intend to pursue that
matter any further, having made the point.

I come now to the next item I wish to
emphasise; that is, when did the regional
concept commence? This is why it is ima-
portant to trace the history of the iron
ore developments. The simple fact is that
an embargo had been Placed by the Com-
monwealth Government on the export of
iron or'e. Some of us argued very strongly
that it should be lifted and that while it
was in force it was not possible to ascer-
tain what iron ore we had.

It was fairly clearly understood in the
market place that a number of people had
a good Idea where large areas of iron ore
existed, but they felt it was no use telling
anyone because all that occurred was that
their names were placed on the list, but
they would be lucky if they ever heard
any more about the matter because of the
embargo.

It was a misconception that we had only
about 400,000,000 tons of high-grade iron
ore in Western Australia. Many commit-
tees were set up and many representations
made. In fact, one proposition was put to
the Commonwealth Government that it
should lilt the embargo on the basis of
allowing the finder of new deposits, out-
side of declared ministerial areas, to have
the right to exploit one ton for every
three new tons found. This did not find
favour, but eventually the embargo was
broken in an unusual way; namely, by
calling tenders for the Goldsworthy de-
posit. It was fortunate that a seller's
market existed at that time and the de-
posit of 30,000,000 tons, although modest
in dimensions in terms of today's figures.
was in demand throughout the world. As
members have heard in previous discussion
on this subject the tenders we received
gave us the basis on which to negotiate
such things as royalties, Infrastructure,
timetables and the like. It gave a fair
Indication of what buyers were prepared
to pay for this commodity.

The original Goldsworthy agreement was
completed on the 27th February, 1962. it
was followed by the Hamersley agreement
on the 30th July, 1963; the Newman agree-
ment on the 26th August, 1964; the Robe
agreement on the 18th November, 1964:
and the Deepdale agreement on the 24th
November, 1964. These five agreements
were generally referred to as the pioneer
agreements. There was a good reason for
this: developers were going into the
unknown to a large extent. We knew
the seller's market could not prevail in-
definitely and we also knew that other
countries were very active in exploration
and development. For these reasons it
would only be a matter of time f or the
world demand to be mere than met by
known deposits and known developments.
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It was at this point that there was some
uncertainty as to whether all the projects
would get off the ground at all or whether
they would get off the ground over a
rather protracted period. Fortunately, the
Japanese demand became so great at the
time and the growth rate was so strong
that Japan could enter into contracts with
all these people; namely, Goldsworthy,
Hamerslcy, Newman, and Robe. The Deep-
dale agreement was always In a special
category because of its association with
E.H.P. and the fact that that company
had access to the Koolyanobbing and
Yampi deposits. Nevertheless It was con-
sidered the Deepdale agreement could
form an important part of the future
E.H.P. developments.

Since then there has been a further
modification in respect of linking the
Deepdale deposits with the Robe deposits
to a certain extent on conditions approved
by the Parliament. This has been done to
further guarantee viability and to allow
for the quick opening up of the Robe de-
posits.

Mr. May: Are you going to deal with
that more fully?

Mr. COURT: I can If the Minister
wishes.

Mr. May: Nothing has happened since
1964.

Mr. COURT: A great deal has happened.
I will come back to the Minister's point
later on and I hope he will remind mue If
I forget.

To deal with the five agreements, one
of the problems was to determine the
order in which they were to go forward.
As it happened we were able to see fairly
clearly that all would get off the ground
'within a reasonable time. Once this was
known we were able to set about prepar-
ing a concept of development for the total
region. It Is at this point that we ran
into some troubles. We had made up our
minds because of the multiplicity of de-
velopments and their decentralised nature
that it was possible to go for a regional
concept. Therefore in all planning con-
nected with railways and ports, and in all
submissions of Proposals, we made it neces-
sary-in fact obligatory-for the com-
panies to have regard for the total develop-
ment of the area.

It is now history that these proposals
were submitted and subjected to very close
examination by the Government's advis-
ers, beaded by Mr. John Parker who was
then Director of Engineering and later
Co-ordinator of Development. These
People did a tremendous job and generat-
ed a world reputation for this because
of their capacity to handle projects of
this magnitude. We must bear in mind
that schemes of such magnitude had not
been handled before in such quick succes-
sion anywhere else in the world.

Perhaps it is appropriate now to mention
just what progress has been made. Through
listening to some People it is possible to
gain the impression that nothing has hap-
pened or that development is being held
up. Same people convey this impression
despite the huge railways, ports. towns.
and mines which now exist.

If we put the clock back five years we
were not exporting in the big league at all;
now we are in the big league by world
standards. This is one factor which puts
development into proper perspective. At
the moment there are Just over 200 listed
iron ore mines in the world. Out of the
200-odd which are listed there are only
50-perhaps the figure is 52 or 63-with
the capacity of 3.000,000 tons per annum.
This is in the total world scene. Although
we had none a few years back we have six
today.

Mr. May: We had one in 1966.
Mr. COURT: Very soon we will have two

more. I am casting my mind back to 1985
when the final contracts were signed.

Mr. May: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition mentioned that we did not
export five or six Years ago. The year 1966
saw the first export of iron ore from the
Pilbara.

Mr. COURT: I was casting my mind
back to 1965. It does not matter very much
if we say it was six Years or 51. 1 am talk-
ing of mines with a capacity of 3,000,000
tons per annum and above; of mines which
are producing above that level. Probably
there are mines with a greater capacity
than this but they are not producing it.

It Is interesting to note Australia already
has six of the 50 mines with a capacity in
excess of 3,000,000 tons per annum. Within
a very short time we will have eight. This
shows the extent to which we have stepped
into the international scene.

To put it in Perspective even more prop-
erly the United States has 13 mines, but
that country has been in the iron ore busi-
ness in a big way for a long time. As I
have said, it has 13 mines with a capacity of
3,000,000 tons per annum plus which are
operating above that level. I repeat that
we already have six and soon will have
eight. The Canadians are big producers of
iron ore and have huge mines. That coun-
try has six mines with a capacity of over
3,000,000 tons per annum.

It can be readily seen that we have
projected ourselves very quickly, by any-
one's standards, into large-scale operations.
It has given the basis for a complete re-
thinking of the whole concept of develop-
ment of these areas if we are to have
permanent development.

This is why I like to feel the Parliament
is thinking in terms of centuries of develop-
ment and not in terms of a generation. If
some People have their way we will have
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a gay and happy life for one generatiun,
but that will be the end of it, because
world competition in this mineral is very
intense. We do not have the mineral to
ourselves and more discoveries of high-
grade ore which is low in contaminates are
being made. In other words quality stand-
ants will be increased in the immediate
future instead of stabilising or going down.
This will inevitably happen as competition
becomes keener. We will certainly have to
match that keen competition.

The question may be asked: What. was
the reaction of the main parties to the con-
cept of having to conform to a regional
project? It was extremely good. In tact the
only people to resist at all were Hancock
and Wright. They started the story that
there was no plan for the Pibara, but I
have never known something that allegedly
did not exist to be kicked around and
criticised as much as the Pilbara plan, This
happened when they felt it might curb
their own Ideas of having an open go.
They started to become restless and hit on
the idea of saying it did not exist as part
of their technique. In actual fact the plan
is very real and tremendous progress has
been made. It is there for everyone to see
-everyone, that is, who wants to see it.
Their story does not tool anyone.

The factor that has brought everything
into proper perspective much more quick-
ly is the trouble which the new Govern-
ment has had with Hancock and Wright.
This rather convinces a few people that
the previous Government may not have
been as silly as it was made out to be in
certain quarters.

The next reasonable question for mem-
bers to ask is: What steps were taken to
implement this concept once the broad
principles were accepted by the Govern-
ment? The fact that there was a multi-
plicity of development made it possible-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Is this plan in the
building anywhere?

Mr. COURT. I am coming to this be-
cause the Premier has, I believe Quite un-
fairly, made reference to it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I do not think un-
fairly at all, because I have searched for
this plan and I have niot been able to find
it up to date.

Mr. COURT: I will tell the Premier
about this in a minute. Perhaps I can
visit his office one day and I will also ex-
plain what the plan is. Do not let us be-
come contentious at this stage. Let us
get the facts recorded because I am now
coming to the very point I dealt with.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Let us get the f acts
recorded.

Mr. COURT: I ama coming to the ques-
tion the Premier raised because I do not
think he did himself justice In his anxiety
to jump on the bandwagon, I hope he

realises as a result of experience we were
not quite as silly as some people thought
we were. We had the performance. Mem-
bers know in a game of cricket If the runs
are on the board that is what counts.

Mr. May: You had an export license,
too.

Mr. COURT: I come back to the ques-
tion of how we set about this. The first
thing to do was to convince the companies
which were to put up the money. The com-
panies said, "This is for us; we want to
be here in generations to come. We do
not want a short life and a gay one." The
next thing was to convince the buyers,
because without long-term contracts there
was no Pilbara development at all.

We were at the start of a new era of
international financing. The cash flow
became the big factor in arranging finance
and not the assets as previously. This
was an era of changing ratios of borrowed
money as to equity capital. We were for-
tunate that it happened when it did or
we would not have got off the ground.

The main buyers thought it was desir-
able in the interests of security and stabil-
ity to have a proper regional plan. We
did run into a bit of bother with the
Commonwealth Government and a number
of other people in regard to the question
of whether we could plan on a regional
concept, We wanted one development
based at Port Hedland and another de-
velopment based at Danmpier and Cape
Lambert. We agreed we would never get
the regional concept started with one rail-
way for two or more projects. We worked
on the philosophy that If one puts two
plants in the one Pot neither prospers, but
if one puts two good plants in separate
pots both prosper. And this was the re-
sult.

The Commonwealth thought it would be
better to have everything concentrated in
the Dampier area. The Ludwig plan con-
cept was based on having everything con-
centrated in the one place. In fact, in the
Ludwig plan everything was to be shipped
from Depuch. I ask members who know
the area at all to envisage the predica-
ment we would have been In if the whole
of the Pibara, area had been concentrated
on Depuch. I would be amazed if this
area could cope with exports of a total of
more than 10,000,000 tons a year. It Is
a very inhospitable island and it has a
very doubtful approach. Fortunately we
resisted this idea although ocainlyI
Is brought up again. ocsnal

When Mr. Ludwig found out the dinien-
slon of our plans he readily agreed with
our ideas. We had a responsibility to the
commnunity to plan on a larger basis. in-
stead of having a "Ludwig", Pilbara we
wanted a Western Australia Pilbara. Mr.
Ludwig did not get angry about this. In
fact, I have seen him many times since
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we last discussed this plan in 1965 and he
agreed we had made the right decision.
I hope that is the end of that.

We did meet with resistance about the
railway system. Some people argued we
-should have had one railway system to one
point, one big port, and so on. We argued
there would not be the same security as
far as the buyers were concerned or the
same opportunity for the development of
the area. We considered we would have
overconcentration.

Eventually we managed to establish the
joint developments of Goldsworthy and
Mount Newman at Port Hedland and the
Hamersley project at Dampier. At that
time it was thought that Deepdale would
move into On-slow and the Robe River
development would move into Cape Pres-
ton. However, subsequent studies proved
this to be undesirable. The situation now
is that the Robe and Deepdale projects
will go to Cape Lambert and this is well
advised.

There is good reason for having& two
ports as this is a cyclonic area. The Jap-
anesce decided that two ports would be
better than an over-concentration because
of the danger to rakilways and ports
as these areas are Prone to cyclones.
Of course, experience since then has en-
abled the companies to engineer the rail-
ways to a point where there is very little
stoppage because of floods. Nevertheless,
there is always the possibility of flooding,
and I believe we took the right course as
we now have a pattern of railways for
future development,

I should touch on the fact that we ex-
perienced a certain amount of rubbishing
in connection with the Port Hedland
scheme. Certain people thoug-ht it ex-
pedient to foster the idea with the Jap-
anese that it was a port which could never
be developed to take big ships. This
culminated in a special inquiry being held,
headed by Mr. Parker and his own ad-
visers. Sir Alexander Gibb and Partners
were consultants, and these matters were
discussed with the representatives of
Goldsworthy and Mount Newman, the
Japanese shipping companies, and the Jap-
anese steel industries. After two days'
deliberations at a very high technical
level, it was agreed unanimously that the
port could be developed to take much big-
ger tonnages in size of ships and total
volume than was previously felt possible.

We now know that Port Hedland can
load two ships of over 100,00 tons on one
side and at the same time a ship of 70,000
on the other side.

Raving convinced the buyers and the
companies that this type of development
was a desirable thing, and that the com-
panies would participate with the infra-
structure and a certain amount of conse-
quential growth, we were able to press on

with a bigger and broader concept. A lot of
work was done by Mr. Parker to co-ordin-
ate the development. He was the chairman
of the North-West Planning and Co-or-
dinating Authority originally and later he
was Co-ordinator of Development as well.
I cannot speak too highly of the men in-
volved. They approached this scheme with
imagination and tremendous dedication,
We commenced to see the fruits of our
labour but it was obvious that the main
inhibiting factor was going to be money.
UP to that point the companies had been
able to absorb most of the costs but the
day was fast approaching when we realised
it would not be fair to ask them to bear
more than a certain proportion of the con-
sequential costs. The consequential growth
could become far removed from the ori-
ginal development.

We wanted some independent support
for the Government's regional concept,
and we made overtures to a number of
people who were vitally interested. The
companies themselves were approached
and same of the big banking concerns from
overseas-such as those from Britain and
America. The names of some of the better
known overseas firms like Bechtels, Ralph
M. Parsons, and others, were put forward
as people who should look at our concept.
Eventually we were advised by a very res-
ponsible group that we would be well ad-
vised to have someone like David Lilien-
thai of Development and Resources Corp-
oration to come here rather than one of
the better known firms like Bechtels or
Ralph M. Parsons.

We then bargained to get the services
of David Lilienthal. I only wish this man
could be brought back to Western Aus-
tralian at intervals; that is, personally
brought back here to confer with the Gov-
ernment of the day and its officers, be-
cause he is a great man. The reason that
he was nominated by our friends overseas
was that if it were possible to obtain his
personal presence in this State he could
advance more ideas in a week than most
people can advance in 12 months. He had
had great experience as the chairman of
the Tennessee Valley Authority which,
throughout the world, is regarded as one
of the great concepts of modern develop-
meat. The authority is better known as
the T.V.A. He also became the first chair-
mnan of the American Nuclear Energy
Commission.

Mr. David Lilienthal came here with
Ralph Grim and a Eugene O'Brien; two
very capable men in their own right. They
were specialists in their own field, but were
not of the same broad stature as David
Lilienthal. Incidentally, Mr. Lilienthal has
been engaged by the Shah of Iran to ad-
vise on the Shah's economic development
which is part of the great concept of bring-
ing into production land which has not
produced for hundreds of years. Mr. David
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Lilienthal has also been retained by the
United States of America to give advice
on the development of the great Mekong
Delta in Vietnam, after the fighting in
Vietnam has settled dawn.

I mention all this only to give some idea
oif Mr. Lilienthal's capacity. Mr. John
Parker and I had the good fortune to have
him in the Pilbara area for five days. It
was very refreshing to talk to a man of
this capacity who was able to pick up
quickly what one had in mind and to
express his views on the problem at hand.
The Government will know, of course, if
it has looked at the file, that his com-
ments are there; very much to the point.
It is a very simple and straightforward
type of document. He supported the con-
cept we had. His support gave us added
encouragement and we also hoped It would
give us added strength when trying to con-
vince the Commonwealth.

I must admit that this support has not
helped us very much up to date In getting
this message across on a national level.
I feel certain that not only have we to con-
vince the Commonwealth Government but
also people throughout the Commonwealth
of Australia. People in Melbourne, for
instance, do not realise yet what Western
Australia has done for them over the last
few years. We have toa keep talking about
it and keep them reminded that they would
be practically bankrupt if some of the
large development in Western Australia
and Queensland had not taken place dur-
ing the last few years. bringing with it the
flow of investment money from overseas
and the export income that has been
generated.

Having mentioned Mr. David Lilienthal
I now want to carry on from this point.
At the time we had a decision to make
on whether we engaged Mr. Liliernthal's
organisation-its name is the Development
and Resources Corporation-whether we
engaged some other group, or whether we
set up a group of our own. We decided,
with the type of work we wanted to do
and the progress we needed in our think-
Ing and planning, we could not expect the
personalised attention of David Lilienthal.

Obviously, we could not expect to retain
Mr. Lilienthal here indefinitely, and we
just did not feel that we could be sure of
getting the same type of man from among
some of the people nominated by the De-
velopment and Resources Corporation.
Also, I say quite frankly that, in my experi-
ence, I have never found anywhere a better
team than John Parker, Don Munro, and
Mr. E. Gorham, and Dr. Des Kelly. W~ork-
ing together as a team, I have never en-
countered in other parts of the world men
who were better than they are. once given
a lead they seem to have a natural capacity
to work out the ways and means to plan
these developments. One advantage they
do have in their capabilities-which cannot
be obtained from outside advisers-was

that they had a clear idea of how far Gov-
ernments could go in providing money.
This is a mighty helpful faculty to have. So
it was that we organised this team and
set up the North-West Development
Authority. Under the chairmanship of Mr.
John Parker, it was to get assistance from
any constituted State department.

This authority was an extremely flexible
one. It was an ad hoc administrative body
which I found to be very successful. This
group of men was able to call on people
with experience in town planning, water.
and power, etc. Whatever emphasis was
needed this body of men was able to call
on these specialists from each department
to back them up. I was full of admiration
for them, because they were working on a
shoe-string. They did not have any money
and whenever they went to the Treasury
for finance, the Treasury officers always
said that whatever they suggested was a
fine idea so long as someone else Paid for
it. This is a familiar tune which every-
one knows.

Nevertheless, they persisted and were
able to go further ahead as we were able
to obtain money from the private sector
and from the Government, However, we
yet have to tap the national pool of money
which is imperative if we are to continue
to develop not only this area, but other
regional areas, such as the Murchison,
eastern goldfields, and the Kimberley, so
that they may utilise their full potential
In the grand concept of decentralisation.

If I may, I will now mention the next
phase, which brings me back to the point
raised by the Premier. He has asked:
Where is this plan? If he studies the files
-and takes note of my answers-I will be
amazed if they present a different story
from that which I can give him on the
subject because we were all working so
intimately on this matter step by step.
That is how it will always be dome unles
there is a fortune available to plan on a
fixed basis 10 years ahead. On studying
the file the Premier will find that a number
of very important studies were conducted
which formed the basis for a great deal
of our thinking and planning.

For Instance, a study was conducted on
water. This was not done to the last degree
with every potential underground water
supply in the Pilbara and elsewhere proved,
hut the study group could say to the Gov-
ernment, "You can go ahead as fast as
you like on the industrial development of
the Pilbara, and provided you can pro-
duce the money we can produce the water
for industry and towns because of the
nature of the rivers, the dam sites, and the
indicated supply of underground water."

One example of this type of develop-
ment was, of course, the Millstream pipe-
line, to Dampier and Karratha townsltes
and then to Cape Lambert. This com-
pletely, 1ransfonned the attitude towards
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the development at Cape Lambert, Dam-
pier, and Karratha. We are now in the
position of being able to say to the corn-
panies, "You can go on to expand your
townsites. and absorb the people necessary
to continue your processing because this
underground water has been tapped and
it will supply up to 12.000.000 gallons a
day." Again, of course, we have to use
private money to achieve this. The big
advantage of that scheme is that the com-
pany paid for it, and the State owns it,
but we cannot keep on doing it that way.

We then come to the question of power.
I will be amazed if the Government has
not been told what appears on the files
with regard to power; that is, we realised
that, sooner or later, we would have to
have a grid system extending from Fort
Hedland to Dlampier, but how far inland
we did not know. Obviously, the State
Electricity Commission cannot find the
money to develop a grid system because
if this project went ahead we would be
duplicating, within a short period of time,
the volumec of power that is now being
supplied to southern parts of the State.
Everyone knows that the more power that
is generated the more power that is de-
manded. The study of Power -supply be-
came crucial. We realised the State could
not pay for it. We hoped that we might
get money from the Commonwealth along
the same lines that were used to obtain
money for the Gladstone scheme, but that
proved to be unsuccessful. Two studies
have been undertaken In the United King-
dom. One was a study by a nuclear energy
group-it did not necessarily have to be a
nuclear energy installation; it could have
been a conventional one-but this was a
study which was unsuccessful, largely due
to a misunderstanding within the group.

The next study was headed by English
Electric which undertook a very exhaustive
study and expended a great deal of money
on it. Again it ran into problems of the
high cost of private money to be used in
a system which is normally financed by
cheap Government money. At that stage
we did not find the ways and means to
provide It. although we did obtain a lot
of information from the work done by the
English Electric organisation, and more
importantly the work done by our own
officers. Other power studies were also
undertaken.

Then we get to the question of the estab-
lishment of ports. I shall deal with the
initial problems which faced two basic
developments-Cape Lambert-D~ampier and
Port Hedland. A concerted campaign was
launched to rubbish the Port Hedland de-
velopment, but it was successfully coped
with. Then it came to the question of how
many ports and of what size we were to
have. The test was not only In relation
to the size of ships that could use the
ports, but also the physical volume of ore
that could be handled.

At this stage we had to declare our
objectives, so far as tonnages were con-
cerned. We had declared our annual out-
put target to be 90,000,000 tons per annumn
by 2977. and 200.000.000 tons a year by
1985. These figures have been roundly
criticised, but I can put forward some con-
vincing arguments as to why they can be
achieved. I well remember the argument
that arose when we mentioned the sale
target of 10,000,000 tons a year. At the
time this output was thought to be im-
possible of achievement. in fact, one
leading man In the mining industry had
to buy me a dinner in 1965, because he
said we would not be able to sign an order
to supply 1,000,000 tons by the 17th March,
1965. Of course by that date we had
signed orders for much more than that
quantity. We agreed to the 17th March,
as it was St. Patrick's day: but it was of
no significance, because I was dealing with
a Scotsman! I mention that incident in
passing, to show that If an important pro-
ject is contemplated there is always some-
body on hand to say it cannot eventuate;
but such projects are possible of achieve-
ment if one tries hard enough.

The port study became quite important
If we were to achieve the target of
90,000.000 tons by 1977 and 200,000,000 tons
by 1985. Some of this could be straight
ore, some pellets, some conglomerates, and
some metal. This port study was under-
taken. At that stage Mauinsells were
brought in. They subsequently came up
with a preliminary report which indicated
what our own officers and some of the
iron ore companies previously had con-
sidered to be desirable; namely, 250,000
and 300,0300-ton vessels could use the facili-
ties at Legendre. They rightly emphasised
this would have to be a major project, and
it was not one which a single company
could handle. They emphasised it was to
be handled on a communal basis.

The next point in the studies concerned
the situation of local government. When.
all1 these developments' are projected on
top of small local authbrlties which have
a mere handful of officers available, it is
not fair to expect them to absorb such
developments all of a sudden. We had to
provide them with some assistance, but I
do not think that we helped them as much
as we should, However, we did as much
as we could within the finances that were
made available from the Government and
by the companies. The main drawback
was the lack of personnel. Those local
authorities did not have the town plan-
ning nor the administrative staff to cope
with the sudden expansion. It was In this
field that Mr. Parker, the co-ordinator"
and chairman of the planning authority,
came to their assistance and gave them a
tremendous amount of help.

It was also in this area that a series
of good town plans were drawn up. The
companies were responsible for putting in



[Thursday, 2 December, 197l1) 3

,Plans in respect of their own towns, but
the Government had the responsibility of
overseeing the development of the overall
areas-for example, Port Hedland, Cape
Lamnbert, Dampier, and Karratha. This
involved a series of reports, plans, and
concepts that all go together to make up
this total plan for Pilbara; but for some
extraordinary reason the Premier wants
to be able to pick up a map from one of
the drawers. I can tell him that he will
not find one, but he might find half a
dozen maps showing the Interlocking of
railway systems and that type of thing.

.Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I thought the plan
should exist somewhere other than In the
Imagination.

Mr, COURT: It is not a question of it
existing in the imagination. In saying that
the Premier is being quite unfair, because
some officers have done wonderful work
on this from the start- The detail will
change and change. Even in the last few
months the concept of revised power gene-
ration and processing must have been in
the mind of the Premier, because natural
gas is available on that coast. Unless some-
body is completely out of touch with the
situation, I am sure the Premier will have
been told that the State is sitting on a
great gas field in that region. Even the
most pessimistic will agree. The Premier
must know that within between 40 and
120 miles of the coast at varying distances
there is a great reservoir of gas.

This completely changes our dimensions.
The Cliffs oirganisatlon at the Robe River
project could be using by 1980, 300,000,000
cubic feet of natural gas a day for produc-
ing pellets. If the company can be assured
of a supply of gas at a cheap price for 30
years, but preferably 50 years, the whole
dimension will be changed. This is a fuel
which is needed more and more.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Was there any plan
to give the Robe River development more
iron ore than it has?

Mr. COURT: Yes.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: From where was it to

get the ore?
Mr. COURT: From within the Pilbara

region. I will deal with the breakup of the
total Pilbara area shortly, but in so doing
I will not transgress in the area which is
restricted by the Speaker's ruling. The
State Government has some responsibility
and must have authority in this matter.
It is not a question of confiscation of
others. If the Premier is saying that we
should not have entered into this sort of
understanding then I am amazed. For
reasons which I will give shortly, it was
part of the concept that all these projects
would expand. There was an inbuilt Phil-
osophy in the reason why they were re-
stricted initially to 300 square miles in t 'he
final analysis after they completed proving
and discarded the balance of their tempor-

ary reserve areas. I believe this would give
to the final development of the Pilbara the
maximum potential.

The next point I want to deal with in
sequence Is the critical phase of processing
-having traced the situation through from
the original concept, the approach to the
developers, the approach to the buyers, to
the Government Organisation which dealt
with all these matters including planning
and Organisation. It was always believed
that we would eventually finish up by mak-
ing large quantities of metal. There was
criticism of the original agreement that
we did not go big enough, or fast enough;
but we had to be realistic about the com-
mitments that could be accepted. This is
tied up with the question raised by the
Premier. In the original agreements, be-
cause we did not know in what order all
of them would go, we had to write separate
commitments; and each was a package
deal.

It was understood by the companies that
they were the minimum commitments, and
not the ultimate commitments. It was al-
ways understood the commitments could
not be unrealistic; and that if they co-
operated in this total concept they would
have the situation where-rather than pro-
ducing 1,000,000 tons of steel a year which
would be quite uneconomic, because the
economy of scale has changed quite
dramatically in the last few years, and
a certain quantity of pellets and conglom-
erates--it would be better to have a ration-
alised type of development, so that they
could Produce huge tonnages. However, this
was subject to negotiations.

One had to assume that the companies
-and they agreed to this-would want to
participate in something that was econ-
omic in its own right, and not something
that was marginal merely for the sake of
meeting a legal commitment under the
agreement. There is no future in doing
that sort of thing.

This adaptation of the original agree-
ment was already starting to be formulated.
The objective was to achieve large
quantities of semi-finished steel for export.
Obviously, the modern dimensions of steel
making have meant a complete transform-
ation of the European and Japanese steel
industries. The old 1,000,000 tons and
2,000,000 tons per annumn are no longer
viable propositions.

Britain, Europe, and Japan have all had
to replan their steel Industries and re-
locate them near the coast so that they
can Letter handle the huge tonnages of
imported materials necessary. The old
plants are shut down as they become ob-
solete and the expansion has gone into
big new plants. We put a proposition to
these overseas industries some five years
ago that because they did not have the
raw materials on the same basis as we had
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In the southern hemisphere, and because
they had advanced into more sophisticated
fields of processing, the time had come
when they should join in a partnership
with the people In the southern hemis-
phere for processing steel on a larger scale.

It was originally thought steel should be
Produced up to the Ingot stage but that
Idea has changed and we have to think
of semi-finished steel such as blooms, slabs,
and plate because there are economies in
keeping the heat and going straight
through the process to semi-finished steel.
With modern methods it has become a
much more attractive proposition. Also It
becomes more attractive from Australia's
point of view because the product would
be worth more per ton of export. We
timidly put the idea to the steelmakers that
it was time for joint ventures. Many
people ask why Australia does not do It.
but there is a very good reason. We can-
not do it because each complex starts at
about $1,500,900,000 Investment. First of
all, our people would not be prepared or
able to invest this much but the more vital
factor is we would not have a market. The
ideal situation Is to avoid the position in
which the agricultural industry now finds
itself. We would have to get a captive
market. In other words, the people who
provide the money to build the project
would be committed, throughout the life
of the plant, to buy the products. That Is
the best way to ensure stability.

I believe that will be the concept of
world marketing in many minerals. That
Is the only way to get stability. I can fore-
shadow iron curtain countries actually
being in partnership with ventures in Aus-
tralia. I know that might be hard to
accept and 10 years ago I would not have
believed it Possible. The situation will
exist In a modified version where the State-
owned steelworks In Britain could be one
of the first joint venturers In Australia. I
refer to the British Steel Corporation.

So it Is not being fanciful to say we
could have joint venturers from some of
the Iron curtain countries. To my mind
this does not matter two boots so long as
they pay up and buy up. The plants
would be constructed in our country and
run under cur industrial laws because the
agreements would be made under State
laws.

I can see that the target originally set.
of 50,000,000 tons of semi-finished steel in
1985, can still be met. That might seem
far out and fanciful but it has to be
realised that the world, by that time, will
have many old plants which will be obso-lete and there Is expanding demand. Let
us not be mesmerised by the present down-
turn; it is only temporary. The market
will take off again and in a couple of years
People will be buying at full capacity. That
Is the message we are trying to get across

and building should be taking place now.
Once a decision is made it usually takes
from five to seven years before there Is
any flow of products. If a new steelworks
were agreed to next year it would be 1979
before It would be commissioned and fully
productive.

The initial reception of this idea was a
fairly cool one because when countries
have been making steel themselves, and
making it successfully for a long time, they
do not take cheerfully to the idea of a
change after several generations. Also,
they have political problems because their
towns have been based on the production
of steel and the local people would not like
the Idea of plants closing down because of
a suggestion from Australia.

I believe the idea Is now being explored
in a sensible way. it may not be able to
be done quickly through obsolescence, but
it may be done more smoothly, from their
point of view. through the expansion
factor. It will be found that as the Itali-
ans, Germans, French, Dutch, and Bel-
gians start to build new works in better
locations completely dependent on im-
ported materials such as iron ore and coal
it will be easier for them to join in the
concept of making steel in Australia.
They cannot make the change overnight.

This is something we have to get them
committed to, I believe, within the next
few months and, certainly, within the next
year. It was not until about 1969 that the
idea was properly accepted and full-scale
studies were cardied out In those countries,
and quite open talks took place in Aus-
tralia.

I want to emphasise that until we reach
this stage of processing in Australia we
will not receive the full development bene-
fits of the resources we have. Some People
ask why we should bother about making
steel, and recently I heard a "friend" of
ours saying that it did not matter If we
became the biggest quarry in the world.
However, the quarry is only the catalyst
to get the operation going. It should be
the object of all of us to work for the
next phase. It is at that phase that if we
do not have help at a national level we
will not get the venture off the ground.

There were two concepts of steel mak-
ing: The Jervis Bay preliminary concept
was known as AUSI. The name is derived
from the initials for Australian United
Steel Industry, and it was coined in ad-
vance. The group included Arnco, Beth-
lehem-which dropped out-Kaiser, some
European people, potentially some Japan-
ese-although not named-and, of course.
Hamersley were Part of it.

The idea was progressing and going
along very nicely indeed. The idea was to
make steel at Jervis Bay, based on Eastern
States coal and Western Australian ore.
Simultaneously, discussions were going on
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concerning a consortium in Western Aus-
tralia because the only way to get a ven-
ture off the ground is to have the two
States working together to derive the most
economic benefit.

The ore would have to be moved from
West to east, and the coal would have to
be moved from east to west. It would be
a delicate balance to have the ships com-
pletely full each way. A certain amount
of fuel coal could be used from the Eastern
States. It is available very cheaply. We
could have the situation whereby shipping
was closely balanced and we would derive
the maximum economic benefits from
moving bulk cargoes both ways. In this
way the concept of 50,000,000 tons of steel
a year could be achieved partly in New
South Wales and Queensland and partly
in Western Australia. The idea is not
fanciful, and it could be done.

At that time it was anticipated that the
ore for the New South Wales project
would come out of the Hamersley complex
through the agreements which have been
completed by this Parliament, including
the revised Hanwright agreement. The
ore for the Western Australian project
was to come out of the Mt. Newman com-
plex, with additional material from the
McCamey deposits, on a negotiated basis.

That is probably where our troubles
really started because while in 1970 there
was a complete understanding between the
Western Australian Government and the
partners in AUSI, and It seemed to be a
case of full steam ahead, we found Armco,
-in my opinion very indiscreetly-without
reference to the Government or its part-
ners, had been induced to enter into
negotiations with Hancock and Wright.

These negotiations became public
through the Press--not in the ordinary
way through the companies-and of course
this triggered off a reaction which began
to rock the boat; because this whole con-
cept of orderly development was imperilled
and we had to say forcibly to Armco. "If
You were not satisfied with your conditions
you knew you could always come to us.
because the final umpire in this matter
must always be the Government." But
that company thought it could do a deal
with other people who persuaded the com-
pany they had all the ore In the world,
while we said they did not have a title to
anything because they had only temporary
reserves. and some of those belonged to
other people.

Mr. Hartrey: A temporary reserve is not
much good.

Mr. Lewis: Not in your opinion.
Mr. COURT: We said, "We will negotiate

this for you but you must do it in the total
concept of having steel In Western Aus-
tralia and in the Eastern States." I also
said very forcibly to Mr. P~uller, the Minis-
ter in New South Wales, "Of course, you
will get all the ore You want in Western

Australia but we will have steel in Western
Australia and some steel will be made in
Queensland. This is a national concept."
It will not all be conventional steel; some
will be made with Hlmet through electric
furnaces and so on.

This Is where the real confrontation
started. This story was blown up because
it was a good story from the point of view
of the mass media but the Government
did not change its ground. We insisted. in
a frank, forthright way, where the parties
stood and what our objectives were. I be-
lieve our objectives were right; and if we
were in the position of having to decide
the matter again, we would make the same
decisions with one exception-we would
change our philosophy of being fairly
human and less legal in our administra-
tion of these mining laws to being more
legal and Possibly less human. I think
many officers and Ministers have learnt
from the Hsnwright people that one can-
not always conduct business in the way
one would like to conduct business.

Mr. flartrey: Are you suggesting the
legal people are inhuman?

Mr. COURT: I am not suggesting they
are inhuman but I am suggesting it is
very difficult to have flexibility with some
people when one wants to be human and
administer matters in a fair and common-
sense way rather than getting out the law
book every time someone comes intp one's
office. I imagine my own colleagues and
the officers who worked under them, as
well as the new Government and its
officers, will in future be getting out the
little book. It is unfortunate. I think
business can best be done in a friendly.
human, common-sense way; but a few
people of the next generation because of
recent experiences will be talking to the
customer with a book in one hand and
sticking to the letter of the law.

This situation is unfortunate because we
were in a happy and unique position in
relation to the rest of the world, whence
our money had to come and where our
markets were.

I now want to touch on the question
that is invariably asked: Does the future
of the Pilbara depend entirely on iron?
The answer is: "No." Iron will provide a
dramatic breakthrough but it Is not the
final arbiter in the Pilbara. It will always
be a major factor but, to my mind, other
things will develop.

Mr. May: A similar situation exists in
the goldfields.

Mr. COURT: Yes. The Minister knows
a great deal of exploration has been car-
ried out and many things will be going on.
We now have an infrastructure that will
absorb some of the costs. Towns and ports
have been developed and minerals that
were marginal will be worked on large
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low-grade tonnages instead of having the
eyes Picked out of them. This will give
added strength to the area.

I also believe that with the proper
regional approach things will be developed
there which are quite beyond our present
expectations. For instance, the day will
come-certainly within 10 years-when we
start processing salt. Instead of sending
salt all the way to Japan, we will b@ send-
ing chemicals. our own requirements are
pathetically small, and we must keep in
mind that the total consumption of any-
thing in Australia, when the total popula-
tion of the country is less than that of
Tokyo. is only wheel-barrow loads on world
standards. Our whole future Is tied up in
those countries.

Now that we have prodigious quantities
of gas we do not need to send it to Japan.
We will burn it here for Japan, using it for
our purposes but for Japan's benefit, thus
saving Japan problems regarding labour,
space, and pollution, and supplying essen-
tial fuel and energy. I can foresee the
establishment of a great range of indus-
tries.

We must accept that the Pilbara is a
very diverse iron ore field. There are
various grades of ore with various physical
characteristics and varying degrees of con-
tamination. Only when we bring all these
together to Produce a marketable mix will
we derive the full benefit. All these pro-
ducts need to be processed and handled
In some way, which means people. Then
there are further industries that will come
when we have natural gas, and there will
he other forms of industry. We will have
a great fishing industry, and an agricul-
tural industry to feed these people. We
will have affluent people who want to be
fed. They will want vegetables, fruit, andl
meat that can be grown when we have
water in the area, to say nothing of the
service industries making bricks, cemlent~j
and a thousand and one things that will
be required.

The estimate of a population of 250.000t
in the Pilbara during the lifetime of most
of the members of this Parliament is there-
fore not at all fanciful. In fact, in my
opinion, given the right atmosphere, it will
be beaten. I do not want to labour the
necessity for a social infrastructure. Mem-
bers know this is basic. Without schools,
hospitals, conmmunications, and amenities
it is not possible to place these areas on aL
Permanent and lasting basis.

Some people visit these areas and write
horror stories about the climate. Those
of us who have visited the area or lived
there for varying periods know there are
times when it is mighty hot, but there
are also times when it is mighty pleasant.
Everyone thinks the climate of the world
should be like that of Perth. There are
very few places In the world that have such
a climate as Perth has. For instance, in
Houston, Texas, where the population Is

about 2,000,000, any day is worse than the
worst day in the Kimberley. We over-
look this fact. It must be realised the
climate in our north is normal for this
type of area, but people will accept it only
if the social infrastructure is good and a
little ahead of need.

It will be asked why there was the final
delay in allocating iron ore areas. The
Premier was leading up to this question.
I said earlier that the only mistake-if it
was a mistake-made by the Brand Gov-
ernment was in being too human and not
sufficiently legal in its approach. Had we
been strictly legal, we would not have had
half the problems. But I would like to feel
there is still room for humanity and com-
mon sense in Government administration.
Whatever may be said to the contrary by
Hancock and Wright, every attempt was
made to arrive at something that would
be fair and equitable.

We must understand the history of
Hancock and Wright in this exercise. They
did not come into it as the originators of
the Pilbara scheme. They developed a
certain amount of folk lore around them-
selves, but they came in as people who
were negotiating areas with RTZ. They
came to the then Government with a pro-
position which we would not have a bar
of. We would not have been in Govern-
ment for 10 minutes had we come to Par-
liament with that proposition. We there-
fore negotiated something that was sale-
able and acceptable, and out of it came
the Hamersley agreement. It was not the
first agreement. It followed the Western
Mining Corporation and Qoldsworthy
agreements.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin-: Why did you deny
there was a proposal originally?

Mr. COURT; I denied it because there
was not one.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I found it In the
Premier's office.

Mr. COURT: If the Premier wishes to
bring it here, as I presume he is implying,
in an effort to convince the Parliament
that the previous Government should have
accepted the very tentative proposition
which wats Put before it, I would be most
interested Indeed. if we had accepted that
tentative proposition we would not have
lasted two monthis. Our people would not
have let the matter through the party.
room. We told Hancock and Wright and
Sir Val Duncan that we wanted something
much better, and we got it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: This was a definite
proposal for a steelworks.

Mr. COURT: No, it was not.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I will produce the

document.
Mr. COURT: The Premier may do so If

he wishes, and he may also produce all
the information that goes with it. I am
sick and tired of all the stories that are
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being paraded around the world, such as
the mythical steel industry for the Pilbara.
When we confronted Hancock and Wright
and Armco we found the plan was for
100,000 tans of steel balls a year.

Mr. Hartrey: That is a lot of balls, isn't
it?

Mr. COURT: Under pressure they said
they might get It up to 200,000 tons a
Year if they could find the markets. We
told them to come back with a project for
2,000,000 tons of real steel and then we
might talk to them. All the ballyhoo
which is being spread around is not fair
to Ministers. It is not fair for Ministers
to be confronted with this sort of criticism
or snide remarks. We do not mind criti-
cism-certainly I do not-provided It is
fair. We had to justify what is right.

Mr. Grayden: There is another proposi-
tion for 1,000,000 tons. That is the latest
proposition.

Mr. COURT: No, it was not put to the
Brand Government. If the honourable
member reads the letter to which he refers
-which was supposed to be confidential
between two people-he will see that it
was tied up with so many conditions that
it virtually meant nothing.

Mr. Orayden: It was not confidential;
it was given to me by Hancock.

Mr. COURT: It was intended to be con-
fidential, but then he does that sort of
thine.

IMr. Orayden: I would like to move for
a Royal Commission In this respect.

Mr. COURT: Well, that might be good
fun and games for all of us. I1 can fore-
see a few red faces in the event of that
happening, and I think some of the Brand
Government Ministers would be very
pleased to see it. However, that is not
the subject of this exercise.

I want to give the background of this
because it is most important that we
understand the facts. The original
Hamersley agreement was negotiated by
the State Government because it was quite
obvious that we would never get to first
base in trying to work out something with
the two local people. They were happy
for us to go along and negotiate that
agreement with Hamersley, through a man
named Straun Anderson. Eventually the
agreement was put to Parliament, and
members know the result.

Subsequently an unfortunate incident
occurred: I refer to the closure of the
Wittenoomn asbestos mine. Members know
the story of that. Two reasons were in-
volved. The first was that the mine was
uneconomic, and the other was that the
mining practices were archaic. I do not
think any human beings should be expec-
ted to work under the conditions prevail-
Ing In that mine.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It was a tremendous
health hazard.

Mr. COURT: That is right. Also there
was fear of asbestosis, which is a diaboli-
cal disease and cannot be avoided unless
the wet process is used. At that time the
ballyhoo was that if the Brand Govern-
ment gave Hancock and Wright certain
temporary reserves for which they were
clamouring-and they were not then avail-
able for application-all sorts of things
would happen: a great Australian project
would be developed, there was talk of a
steel project, and there was also talk of
reopening the Wittenoom mine. The Gov-
erment was under intense pressure.
Eventually the Government gave Hancock
and Wright the chance to apply for the
temporary reserves, and then came the
first Hanwright agreement.

That was an important agreement be-
cause first of all the negotiations com-
menced between Hancock and Wright and
an Australian partner, and it was intended
that the project should be completely Aus-
tralian. The intended Australian partner
was a person of repute, and we were pre-
pared to negotiate with him. We got to
a certain stage and then suddenly the
partner said, "This is no go because we
cannot work out our affairs with our two
partners." Therefore, we had to call It off.
Hut we had made so much progress that,
in view of the position, we agreed to go on
and finish. Out of that came the first
Hanwrlght agreement.

I emphasise that so that members will
know the background of all the ballyhoo
which occurred about a great Australian
project. But in a matter of weeks Han-
cock and Wright were back having discus-
sions with Hamersley and saying, "We can-
not do this on our own, but Hamersley will
help us," This Is the story which has been
heard many times, and it will be the same
in the future.

We then sat down and negotiated what
are now known as the Paraburdoo and Mt.
Bruce projects. We were satisfied to go
along with those because we had the key
to a further form of development.

The Paraburdoo deposit is high in phos-
phorus as well as iron content. Incident-
ally, Mt. Tom Price was not discovered by
Hancock; it was discovered by the Hamers-
iey geologist. But it happened to be an
extension of the area, and therefore it
came under the agreement between Han-
cock and Wright and Hamersley for Ran-
wright to get private royalties. It so hap-
pens that the Mt. Tom Price deposit is
low in phosphorus, and the combination
of Mt. Tom Price and Paraburdoo was an
ideal set-up. This is part of the total
integration of ores in the Pilbara, which
we must achieve. We have made two
starts nn this-one at Robe with the use of
limonites, and the other at Paraburdoo
with the use of Mt. Tom Price ore.
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That agreement came to Parliament. and of confiscation. I mention the fact that
we finished up with the Paraburdoo, pro-
ject. At the same time there were, of
course, the Wittenoomn and Lockyer areas
and the balance of the total complex which
came from the first Hanwrlght agreement.
It was not very long before Hancock and
Wright came to Mr. Madigan, of Hamersley
Iron, and myself and said they were rather
conscious of the fact that they had not
a mine and that they were merely what
are commonly called "5 per centers.'
Although It was not a matter of 5 per
cent., that is the term used throughout the
world for people In Hanwright's position.
All of this can be verified with Mr. Madi-
gan, if the Minister wishes to do so.

However, they said to us that they wanted
a mine of their own because people were
asking, "Where is your mine?" and they
had to reply, "We have not got one; we
are only receiving royalties from some-
body else's mine." So a deal was worked
out, and I believe it was a most generous
deal. It was incorporated in what we know
as the Wittenoom. agreement whereby those
two gentlemen could develop a mine of
their own. I must admit I fell for the
three card trick. Mr. Madigan and I both
thought they were genuine, and we worked
out a very generous proposition in respect
of the deposit. Hamersley Iron was not
only going to assist those gentlemen but
it also agreed to the use of the railway for
a certain number of years, and it was even
going to sell a certain tonnage of ore to
give Hancock and Wright a guaranteed
cash flow for a certain number of years.

However, of course, within a matter of
weeks of all this being worked out with
great travail-as is inevitable in these
agreements-we found ourselves in a situa-
tion where Hancock and Wright had gone
to Bli.P. and were "hocking" 50 per cent.
of their project. But no mention of that
was made to us; I think we first heard
about it when it appeared in the Press.
Then, to our even greater annoyance, a
few days later we saw in the paper that
they were trying to sell 25 per cent. of the
project in Japan. Yet they came to us with
a great, tear-jerking tale of needing a
mine of their own. Actually, this matter
is still in the hands of the present Govern-
ment because it relates back to the Wit-
tenoom agreement which. I believe. Is
nearing finality.

I was not opposed to the Wittenooin
concept, but I must admit that both Mr.
Madigan and I were very angry because
we had gone to so much bother to give them
a mine of their own. Yet before the agree-
ment had been even signed Hancock and
Wright tried to negotiate 50 per cent. of
it to B.H.P, and 25 per cent, with Japan.

I give this as an illustration of the prob-
lems confronting the Government in its
efforts to arrive at something which was
fair and equitable. This is not a question

certain deposits-such as McCamey's Mon-
ster-were intended to be part of the New-
man complex for the development of a
great steel industry in Western Australia.

But this was not a question of confisca-
tion: it was a question of negotiation; to
sit down and say, "This must be done,
because this is where the interests of the
State lie"; as was to be the case with the
development of the Jervis Bay industry.

This brings us to the question of the
extra ore for Robe. The same policy was
to be followed there-there was to be
negotiation, not confiscation. This reference
to confiscation was one of the phrases
that was repeated time and time again.
If lies are repeated often enough people
eventually start believing them.

I always resented this and I know that
my Premier resented it because he knew
the discussions that had taken place in
Cabinet; that we discussed this on a basis
of treating everybody fairly and that those
who had made an investment were entitled
to a reward.

Mr. May: Before you
from where were you
additional resources for

went out of office
going to get the
Robe River?

Mr. COURT: Out of the total of the
unallocated areas. This Is the key to the
whole thing. We were anxious not to let
go of the areas. We made up our minds
that had we been returned after the elec-
tion we would take the whole of these
things and make an allocation on a nego-
tiated basis. The Minister might ask, "What
would happen if the People did not nego-
tiate?" At that time we had made UP our
minds that we would come to Parliament
on this issue.

Mr. May: There is nothing to show this.
Mr. COURT: There is. The Minister is

precipitating me Into making a comment
I did not want to make, but which perhaps
I had better make.

The Minister knows from his experience
that when dealing with these people it Is
necessary to introduce special security
arrangements. This is sad but true. Their
Mafia-like methods of doing business were
not the type of methods to which we are
accustomed in Australia.

Mr. Jamieson: You had better be care-
fill.

Mr. COURT: The Minister can work out
a different word if he likes, but I am sure
he knows what I mean. Because of what
we did the people in question tried to
stand over us, but I do not get stood over
too easily; and I do not scare very easily
when this sort of thing is involved. They
tried all sorts of tactics.

I do not know whether the experience
the Minister has had has been anything
like ours but in our case things got so bad
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that we were almost afraid to put any-
thing in a Cabinet minute. We knew that
our officers were loyal and trustworthy but
nevertheless we would read of things that
were being discussed in Cabinet.

Mr. May: We have been having our
troubles.

Mr. COURT: It is all most embarrassing.
I know that at one stage my staff came
to me on this matter; they were most up-
set. They consisted of a tight group of
people whom I would have trusted with
anything. The whole thing was most un-
fair to them, because of the leakages that
were occurring and getting Into the Press.
One of the reasons we were anxious not
to have a completely definitive breakup of
the areas officially documented was that
we would not negotiate with people who
were only interested in making a dollar
for themselves: and they could use their
usual methods in trying to obtain this
information.

I used the expression "Mafia methods,"
because I would point out that there Is a
mighty difference between being tough In
business and following the sort of methods
adopted by these people.

I remember when I was very young in
practice that a venerable leader of the
legal profession was Instructing us In pro-
fessional matters and while doing so he
said, "if you want to be rude, if you want
to be selfish, if you want to be objection-
able, slanderous, or libelous, there are two
main requirements-you must be either
very rich or you must be bankrupt, If you
are bankrupt no-one will take any notice
of you because you are not worth suing;
if you are very rich people will not take you
on because they believe they will not be
able to get to you."

Mr. Bickerton: What category do you
think they come under?

Mr. COURT: These people are certainly
not in the bankrupt class.
Sitting suspended ITO??? 3.45 to 4.05 p.m.
Mr. COURT: Before the afternoon tea

suspension I was in the process of answer-
ing questions and making comments on
the experiences of the Brand Government
in connection with matters of security and
other factors.

it was a very sorry state of affairs and
I do not believe that Ministers of the
Crown should be subjected to the type of
treatment that was being experienced. It
is always the case in business that people
can be tough and hard-during my pro-
fessional career as well as my ministerial
career I have met some tough characters-
but in the final analysis it is usually pos-
sible to hammer something out with them.
However, in this particular case I must
say we could not get the people to sit
around the table and work something out
'which we believed was in the interests of
this particular area.

As I was about to finish earlier an inter-
jection was made to the effect that I was
saying these things under privilege. I
make no apology for it at all. This is the
Place to say these things; but, in point of
fact, I have said things of equal strength
outside this House, because members know
my views on the matter. If a Minister has
a job to do he must do It, even if it is
unpleasant; and I am rather proud of the
fact that to the best of my knowledge I
cannot recall anyone in this Parliament
who has become rich because he has been
in Parliament, or has made a profit out
of his office. This applies to members on
both sides. Some people should have re-
gard for this on occasions. Being a mem-
ber of Parliament or a Minister is not the
most profitable business nor is it the most
pleasant job. Some of those people who
have a responsibility to negotiate with
Governments would do well to have regard
for this fact.

I want to tell members that my own
experience was a very distressing one. it
is not very nice to have a -study made of
one'Is private affairs, not that I was worried
about It. As a matter of fact I told one of
the partners not to bother about arrang-
Ing a private investigation because he
could have my balance sheet which would
save him a lot of bother, and he would
certainly get the true picture.

Mr. Jamieson: He would not have been
able to carry that home surely!

Mr. COURT: What does the Minister
mean?

Mr. Jamieson: It would have been too
heavy.

Mr. COURT: Fortunately balance sheets
can be expressed in fairly -simple terms.
The point is that none of us has anything
to hide in these matters, but this is part
of the fear complex and the intimidation.
We have veiled threats of litigation always
hanging around us. My answer to them
was, "Well, litigate. Do something if you
feel this way." I think the community
generally was shocked when they saw the
reply given to W. Mitchell when he had
the temerity or courage to write and buy
into this argument in August, if my
memory serves me correctly. The answer
given to him enlightened and shocked a
lot of people. They were shocked that
Hancock and Wright were prepared to
disclose the fact that they had been in-
vestigating his private affairs and to pub-
licise it-although innocent dealings-in
an attempt to frighten people, as if it was
something diabolical.

One of the more humorous aspects-and
we must retain our sense of humnour-was
the long-range psychiatric report on my-
self. Two friends of mine were very dis-
tressed about this report. Members should
be careful. I thought it was telescopic
cameras we had to beware of, but appar-
ently there are Professional Psychiatrists
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Prepared to do long-range forecasts. Mem-
bers should remember that when they are
on the election platform delivering an
impassioned oration it is quite likely they
are being psychoanalysed by a person at
the back of the ball!

Mr. Lapham: Did they use an E-meter
on you?

Mr. COURT: I do not know. Maybe they
bad a telescopic version of it.

Mr. Davies: Finish your story. How did
you go?

Mr. COURT: I am emotionally and
otherwise psychiatrically unsuited to be a
Minister or to have a position of respon-
sibility!

Mr. Jamieson: We knew that! You didn't
need a psychiatrist to tell you that!

Mr. COURT: Let it be in the official
record that one of the people who were
very distressed about this report-he has
some regard for my reputation-was try-
ing to induce me, if I left Parliament, to
be a member of his board: in fact, the
chairman. Therefore he was not very
impressed with the psychiatric report!

I make the point that this is not the
way the country should be run and it is
not an experience to which Ministers of
the Crown, regardless of their political co-
lour or position, should be subjected. Mem-
bers will understand my concern about
the sub judice aspect because although we
have been restricted in debate in this Place,
articles have been appearing in the Press
and publications circulated. One was
headed, "It is a steal." On the 4th No-
vember, in Sydney appeared the report
of a speech called "The struggle for
rights" which contained some rather inter-
esting and untrue information. I Imagine
the Premier's colleagues will not be excited
when they read some parts of it because
apparently the author thinks a lot of the
Premier but not of Caucus or the other
Ministers in the Cabinet.

In addition, we all know of the campaign
to foul up the State abroad by a specialist
public relations officer. I do not think any
member of Parliament is amused with this
type of propaganda because this is a State
which needs to be fostered internationally.
Fortunately, however, I believe we have
succeeded in rising above this influence
because of the reputation gained by the
State under the previous Government and
which the present Government is endeav-
ouring to maintain, It is conveying to
People abroad that it is the type of philo-
sophy to be followed and this is more
important in the mind of the average in-
vestor than the highly emotional type of
damaging talk which really does not
achieve its purpose. It is most unfortunate
we must go through this period of travail
in our efforts to arrive at something sen-
sible.

I wish to press on as quickly as I can
with the balance of this story about the
region. A lot of criticism has developed
around the question of areas of Influence.
I make no apology for it. I imagine any
Government, doing Its job properly, would
adopt this type of solution. It is not
a question of confiscation. We are in a
highly-competitive market.

The amount of high-grade direct ship-
ping ore low in contaminates such as
alumina, sulphur and phosphorus is not
very great. It looks huge but when mea-
sured in terms of 30 or 40 years it is not
very much, and other countries have pro-
digious quantities. However, if we consider
the total amount of all ore available in
the total province it Is prodigious. It can
keep us going for 200 years. I would like
to feel that all of us would Join with any
Government-regardless of Political co-
lour-to make this possible.

This is one of the objectives of the
motion; that is, to let it be known publicly.
and to let the Government understand that
we on this side believe in this sort of
thing; and if the Government plans sen-
sibly towards it it is our duty to help in
the exercise even though troubles are en-
countered along the road. This type Of
behaviour is being branded as socialistic.
I do not accept this. I do not think any
member of the Government or Opposition
would think of mec other than as an arch
disciple of the private enterprise system;
but I still believe in orderly development.
because it is in the interests of the private
sector itself to be able to continue for
generations instead of having a good life
but a short one.

Mr. J. T.
from that
example, in
Company.

Tonkin: Occasionally you stray
private enterprise idea; for

regard to the Midland Railway

Mr. COURT: If we want to enter into
an argument about that, I could repeat the
performance I gave when that legislation
was being debated in this House; but I
think we did the right thing. Doesn't
the Premier think so?

Mr. Nalder: Can you report a nod of the
head in Hlansard?

Mr. COURT: I have known Governments
with socialistic tendencies to fall in line
with private enterprise; but this is part of
the game.

Mr. Bickerton: We would be right in
that, wouldn't we?

Mr. COURT: According to Mr. Wright
a while ago, he thought the present Gov-
ernment was just the ant's pants, but he
has Probably changed his mind now!

Mr. May: I wonder why you think that.
Mr. COURT: Anyhow, let us press on.

This philosophy of the areas of influence
is related to a total concept of getting the
best out of an area; in other words we

744



(Trtda, 2 December, 19711 '4

should "farm" it and not "plunder" It.
Under the old order, particularly in the
Soldmlning days, small companies went in
'and took out the high-grade profitable
minerals leaving the rest. No-one was
prepared to go back for the rest because it
Was uneconomic. However to start on a
total basis means it is economic aUl the
way. It is a fact In mining that low-grade
ores are prodigious In tonnage by com-
parison and high-grade ores are of lesser
tonnage. Therefore, it Is essential the
Government of the day should press this
situation. It cannot be done in two min-
utes. It takes a long while to get to know
what the areas contain and to rationalise
development.

T'his brings me to the next point in the
policy being followed. When we originally
brought the agreements to Parliament we
provided that after the period of tem-
porary reserve had expired the companies
would have to divest themselves of areas
'with the exception of 300 square miles.
There was a reason for this but perhaps
we made a tactical error in not placing
the rest of the area under ministerial
reserve once the 300 square miles was
determined. However it meant that people
could come along and reapply for the sur-
rendered areas. This was quite unfair.
The concept of reducing the area to 300
square miles after the search had taken
place was to place the Government In a
position of strength. This could be [n
perhaps 10. 15, or 20 years* time but the
4effect would be that companies which,
wanted to expand on a long-term basis
would have to come back to the Govern-
ment to negotiate. if we made a tactical
error this was It. We should have placed
the areas under ministerial reserve at the
time so that the Government would have
complete and utter control.

Mr. May: There was the situation where
Rhodes Ridge was under Newman. New-
mn had the area.

Mr. COURT: That is right. Newman
had to surrender It. This brings me to
another point in relation to exploration
Work and I have been remiss in not refer-
ring to It earlier. There Is a lot of mis-
conception as to what Is "discovery" in
the iron ore Province. It is a province and
it is quite different from other mirnng
such as lead, nickel, or zinc, where the
mnaterial is found by an arduous process.

I well remember in 1956 and even before
-although I stall state 1956 to be precise
-flying over areas in the Plibara with
'none other than Mr. Hancock himself.
In those days he did not think I was such
a bad fellow.

Mr. May: I bet you will not be flying
with him now.

Mr. COURT: Mr. Hancock explained to
me that so far as Iron ore was concerned
it was a question of getting on to one
thing and It carried on from there. He

as)

said the same applied to manganese. He
almost convinced me at one stage whens
he gave me this explanation. I have not
forgotten. However, iron ore Is an entirely
different mineral from, say, lead. copper,
or zinc where there Is a costly search
programme to find and prove it.

I want to come back to the question of
discovery. The man who really is the
unsung hero of this exercise is Stan HUl-
ditch. Very few members have met him.
He is a modest man and a typical old
prospector type. He has worked hard and
was backed by Warman for his keep and
wages. Hence the discovery was known
as the Hilditch and Warman discovery:.
Mr. Warman was of pump-making fame.
Mr. Hilditch literally discovered the east-
ern Plbara. iron ore; In fact the whole (Nf
the deposits In the East Pilbara were the
results of Hilditch's work.

It is unfortunate that other methods
were not taken to avoid the present con-
flict which Is a serious one so far as
Governments of the day are concerned in
trying to ensure there Is adequate ore for
large tonnage steel making in Western
Australia and the East.

Mr. Jamnieson: That is your story and I
hope you will stick to Lt.

Mr. COURT: What Is that?
Mr. Jamieson: At some time it might

be worth your while to go and look at the
old records in the Mines Department. I
refer to the 1885 records.

Mr. COURT: That Is an entirely differ-
eat matter. The Minister will find that
the man who discovered the geological
secret of the East Pilbara, sb far as the
modern Iron ore concept is concerned, was
Stan Hilditch. The man who discovered
It In 1885 had some other observations to
make about the time when iron ore would
be economic if, in fact, It would ever be-
come economic.

Mr. Jamieson: That is right. It was
because dieselisatlon. was not thought of.

Mr. Grayden: The Hilditch deposit was
reported in 1922.

Mr. Jamieson: The other was reported
in 1885.

Mr. COURT: No-one Is disputing that.
Mr. Jamieson: The Deputy Leader of the

opposition stated that the key man was
Hilditch.

Mr. COURT: The Minister is talkcing
about last century. There is a tremendous
amount of iron ore In the Plbara.

Mr. Jamieson: It was stated in 1885 that
the whole of the world could be supplied.

Mr. COURT: It did not get started.
After Hilditch's discoveries people got
established. This became the Mt. Newman
project. So far as the Hamersley project
Is concerned, the deposits which were
originally found by Hancock and Wright
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and sold to Hameisley did not become the
site of the main mine. The Mt. Tom Price
deposits were outside this altogether. These
are high-grade deposits which were found
by the company's own geologists.

As I have said, I believe it Is our job
to "farm" and not to "Plunder." We should
not take the best and leave the rest, but
make sure that through properly ration-
alised operations we can. In fact, finish Up
with something which will last not for one
generation but for many. This was the
objective of the previous Government.

The last 12 months have been difficult.
1 believe the main problems occurred when
the Armco people made the tactical error
of stepping outside of the arrangements
they had made. They had a very good
arrangement with the AUSI Partners. Had
they continued and negotiated with the
Government they would have obtained all
the types of ore they wanted.

This Is tied in with another factor. There
is a feeling that if a country has Iron ore
it can make steel. It is a fact that no
steel in the world Is made out of ore of
the one deposit. it has to he a highly
scientific metallurgical function. Under
the original arrangement, the Armco
People showed good sense by tying them-
selves up with a company with a multi-
plicity of deposits. They knew and were
told in the clearest of terms that If they
iound the deposits which were earmarked
for their production did not have the
grades and types of ore necessary for the
Jervis Bay-AlIBI project, they should talk
to the Government because we could ar-
range for the required maixture.

The problem which will beset the Coy-
ermnent when' it allocates an area to the
company Is to make sure It has the right
ore and the right varieties of types to
make it Possible to produce steel.

I cannot proceed much further In the
part of the story I wanted to develop be-
cause it is tied up with the paragraph
'which You, Mr. Speaker, have ruled sub
judice. I regret this, because I believe it
is my responsibility at some time to set
out in clear terms exactly how we felt the
next steps should be taken. However, I
cannot do this without becoming specifi-
cally Involved and referring to the areas
which are the subject of litigation. I as-
sured you. Mr. Speaker, that. I would not
touch on these. I appreciate I cannot, go
any further.

I have looked at my notes to see whether
I can stretch them a little to do this with-
out transgressini in any way, but I will
not twist your arm any further, Mr.
Speaker. You have been co-operative and
the House has been more than patient in
listening to me,

Perhaps I could round off In this way:
I genuinely believe that what we are dis-
cussing is the most important single thing
of its kind In Australia in this generation.

We have seen only the beginning of it. This
is a concept that most of us accept 'with-
out question. However, when it comes down
to the nitty-gritty of getting it implemented
it brings all sorts of problems, not the
least of which is money. One has to be
realistic and accept the fact that without
very generous assistance at the national
level it is simply not on.

I would like to feel that, on reflection,
the Government will get away from its
attitude of saying there was no plan. There
was a plan and there was logical develop-
ment of it, I have endeavoured to go
through most of the steps, although not
all of them. There are many documents
left to codify this. I refer the Government
to Cabinet minutes which are available
to it. These were written in May, August,
and November, and I wrote a special min-
ute on the 26th February summarising the
situation. At the time I made a definite
statement to the officer concerned that
doubtless he would want to discuss this
with the Minister if and when he felt in-
clined. No doubt this was passed on. It was
intended to give a lead to the thinking
of the Brand Government and a lead to
the documentation that went with this. In
addition, I knew I was leaving behind
very competent officers who had lived every
minute of this exercise and who would be
available to the new Minister at any time.
I would be amazed if those men are happy
about the way in which the Government
has endeavoured to belittle the work of
the previous Government and about its
attempt to rubbish the type of thinking
and work which was put in. In point of
fact this work was very real and it was
done with a Purpose.

In conclusion I want to say this regional.
concept is a vital one. It is a concept
which can only be developed through very
close co-operation between the State Gov-
ernment, developers, local authorities, and
the national Government. It is. too, a con-
cept that will call for a great deal of care-
ful negotiation. One has to accept that in
this type of exercise there has to be some-
body in control.

It is not a question of having a heavy
hand, but perhaps I could liken it to an
orchestra. which must have a conductor.
The electors appoint the conductor and if
they do not think he is playing the sym-
phony well enough they will get rid of
him at the next election. Whilst the con-
ductor, in the form of the Government of
the day, Is in offlee I believe there is' a
responsibility to pull into lie People who
may be discordant members of the orches-
tra,' for want of a Phrase. I believe it is the
job of all of us to go along with the idea
that some degree of rationalisation Is
necessary even though it may be irksome
on occasions for people to be told by a
Government, "You have to do something
this way, you have to do something that
way." When saying this I mean within
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reasonable limits. I am not suggesting in-
terference with technical mining matters
and no Government in its right mind would
want to do this.

The motion before the House is in eight
parts, seven of which deal with the region
itself. The Policies Previously followed are,
I believe, the right ones to obtain proper
integration of areas, to ensure there is
a diversification of development, and a sup-
ply of commodities such as water, power.
energy, and fuel for complementary in-
dustries. All these must be properly planned
and negotiated.

The last part deals with the request to
the Commonwealth Government. I hope
the Government will go along with this
motion in the spirit in which it is moved.
It has been worked out on the basis of a
considerable amount of experience over a
very difficult period of negotiation. To-
gether we may be able to bring more pres-
sure to bear at the national level, not only
on the Government but on the people of
Australia to make them understand that if
this is to represent centuries of history
and not one generation there must be
greater participation at a national level.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. Harman.

(Continued on Mae 754)

QUESTIONS (25): ON NOTICE
1. EDUCATION

Free School Books

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education;
(1) Do the answers given to parts (5)

and (6) of question 30 on 30th
November, imply that all costs of
the Government's free book
scheme are not known and will
not or cannot be accurately
costed?

(2) Has a selection been made by the
Education Department of the atlas
and dictionary for free Issue?

(3) What orders have been placed,
that Is-
(a) numbers;
(b) cost;
(c) section or person responsible

for Placing orders;
(d) name of atlas:
(e) name of dictionary;
(f) with whom has order been

placed?
(4) Referring to question 30 part (3),

will he show in some detail how
the teachers are to have complete
freedom of choice of all reading
materials and demonstrate the
degree of freedom of choice of
other text material?

2.

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The officers referred to in question

30, part (6) are already involved
In varying degrees In existing
curriculum activities and therefore
additional costs to the Govern-
ment are not involved. The
additional officers referred to in
part (5) will be employed as the
need arises but the costs will not
be significant in the total estimate.

(2) Yes.
(3) (a) 24,500 atlases.

24,500 dictionaries.
(b) Atlas-15c each.

Dictionary-49c each.
(c) Controller of Stores.
(d) Jacaranda press special edition

for schools.
(e) Chambers' foundation english

dictionary..
(f) Atlas-Jacaranda Press Pty.

LWd.
Dictionary-Thomas 0. L~oth-
ian Pty. Ltd.

(4) A list containing over 1,500 titles
of reading books was circulated to
schools. Three blank pages were
provided so that teachers could
add any other titles which were
not on the list. Books to a total
cost, depending upon the enrol-
ment of the school were selected
from this list.
As the other text materials are
still at the planning stage, it is
not Possible to demonstrate the
degree of freedom which will be
offered. The planning is based,
however, on freedom to select from
a variety of text materials Instead
of using a single prescribed text-
book.

HOSPITALS
Building Pro gramme

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:

Will he advise the hospitals build-
Ing programme for this financial
year?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
The details are as follows:-
Hospital construction Programme

1971-72.
Works in progress:

Hospital works-
Albany, permanent care unit.
Albany, maternity wing.
Armadale, maternity wing.
Brockton, transportable ward

block.
Sunbury, permanent care unit.
Coolgardle, matron's house.
Esperance, house.
Fremantle, children's ward.
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Fremiantle, nurses' quarters.
Kalgoorlie, children's ward.
Ktalgoorlie, managing secre-

tary's house.
Katanning, single ward and

morgue.
Kellerberrin, additions.
Kojonup, ward wing.
Manjimup, additions.
Narrogin, additions.
Northam Regional, erection.
Pinjarra, additions.
Princess Margaret hospital.
Quairadlng, additions.
Rockingham, site Investigation

fees.
Royal Perth, south east wing.
Royal Perth, emergency

centre.
Royal Perth, remodelling lifts.
Royal Perth Rehabilitation,

X-ray theatre block and
canteen.

Swan District, additions.
Wiluna Nursing Post, erection.
Broomne, staff accommodation.
Derby, transportable wards.
Derby, staff houses.
Derby, native nursing home.
Derby. services block.
Wyndham, new hospital.

New works:
Metropolitan and south-west-

Denmark, extensions.
Fremantle, casualty extten-

sions.
Fremantle, kitchen and cafe-

teria.
Onowangerup, remodelling.
Kalgoorlie, laundry.
Land acquisition.
Moora, houses (2).
Mt. Henry, remodelling J, H,

B and C blocks.
Mt- Henry, stores block.
Pinjarra, laboratory.
Pinjanra, extensions.
Ravensthorpe, nursing post.
Royal Perth Hospital, emner-

gency centre.
Sunset, remodelling.

North-west-
Beagle Bay, extensions.
Carnarvon, extensions.
Carnarvan, houses (2).
Derby. single men's quarters.
Derby. houses (3).
Exiouth, single men's quart-

ers.
Kununurra, outpatient centre.
Paraburdoc, house.
Port Hedland, houses (2)_
Port Hedland, remodelling.
Port Hediland, nursing home.
Roebourne, outpatient centre.
Reebourne. house.

Perth Medical Centre:
Works in progress-

Central plant.
Earthworks.

r

Geriatric unit.
Kitchen, dining and stores.
Long term treatment unit.
Medical school.
Nurses' Quarters, fees.
Psychiatric Unit and Cafe-

teria, fees.
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital,

3rd and 4th floor extension.

3. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Pyramid Selling

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Consumer Protection:
(1) Is he satisfied with present means

of dealing with the Pyramid sell-
ing organisations in respect of
certain features of their opera-
tions that are causing hardship
and concern within the com-
munity?

(2)

(3)

4.

If not, what steps does he intend
to take to remedy the situation?
Is he aware whether or not dis-
tributor contracts, Prohibiting the
sale of products of Pyramid
organlisations at reduced prices,.
are now unenforceable under the
provisions of the Commonwealth
re-sale Price maintenance legis-
lation?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) There is no State legis-

lation being contravened as
far as I am aware. However, a
meeting of State Attorneys Gen-
eral in Hobart on the 28th October
agreed to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment reviewing the operation
of this practice and the findings, of
the Commonwealth inquiry are
awaited.

(3) 1 am informed that section 660 of
the Commonwealth Trade Prac-
tices Act (Rtesale Price Mainten-
ance part VIA) which reads:-

"Where the practice of resale
price maintenance is provided
for by an agreement, the agree-
ment Is unenforceable as regards,
engaging in the practice"

renders the contract of prohibition
unenforceable.

M.T.T. BUSES
Amendment of Traffic Regutlationis
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Trans-
Port:
(1) Has he received a request from

the M.T.T. bus drivers' union to
amend traffic. regulations so as to
extend privileges to M.T.T. bus
drivers?

(2) What specific requests were made?
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(3) Can It be anticipated that these
drivers will be singled out for
special consideration over all
other road users?

Mr, JAMIESON replied;.
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Priority to buses leaving bus

bays.
(b) The kerbside lane on the

north side of Adelaide Terrace
between Plain Street and the
circus at the west end of the
causeway be set aside for ex-
clusive use of buses during
afternoon peak period.

Other areas of problems mentioned
by the union include moving left
to pass a stationary vehicle-
entering or crossing priority roads
and clearways--making right hand
turns.

(3) Copiesi of the letter have been for-
'warded to the Police Department,
Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust, National Safety
Council and Royal Automobile
Club, for their consideration and
advice. On receipt of their com-
ments the matter 'will receive con-
sideration by the Minister.

LAND
Point Peron: Development Committee

Mr. RUSHTON. to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) What were the Commonwealth

Government's terms in releasing
Point Peron to the State Govern-
ment as to-
(a) price;
(b) purpose;
(e) reserve classification;
(d) protection of original leases?

(2> What Acts or regulations control
the administration of Point Peron?

(3 Who are the members of the
Greater Peron Development Com-
mittee, and 'who do they repre-
sent?

(4) What administrative authority
does the Greater Peron Develop-
ment Committee hold?

(5) Do the lessees or sub-lessees on
Point Peron pay a rent to the
Lands Department or a rate to the
]ocal authority?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(I) (a) £30,460.

(b) Reserve for recreation and/or
park lands. (This was later
varied by the Commonwealth
to accept the establishment of
public works within the re-
serve).

(c) No classification specified.

(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)

(d) The sale was subject to the
then existing leases, expiring
on 31st October, 1972.

Land Act, 1933.
The committee was established
under the aegis of the National
Fitness Council, whose most rec-
ent annual report shows the mem-
bership as follows:-

V. H. Gubgub, C. A. Giew, Mrs.
F. Hunerston, Supt. J. Graham,
Rt. Cleaver, representing the
National Fitness Council.
J. E. Lloyd, A. L. Kell, Town
Planning Board.
F, W. Byfleid, Lands and Sur-
veys Department.
P. L. Garnett, Rockingham Shire
Council.
A. Powell, H. Roberts, B. Kidd,
Lessees representatives.

The committee is an advisory body
only.
(a) No rent is paid to the Lands
and Surveys Department.
(b) Arrangements with the local
authority are not known.

6. - BUILDING SOCIETIES
Allocation of Commonwealtht Funds
Mr. W. A. MANNING, to the Minister
for Housing:
(1) Further to his answer to question

14 on 19th November regarding
the allocation of Commonwealth
funds to building societies, has the

3 Commonwealth legislation been
passed?

(2) What is the total amount to be
available -for immediate home
building when the allocation Is
made to building societies?

(3) What Is to be the allocation to
each society?

(4) On what dates were such alloca-
tions made in the last four years?

(5) Is he aware that the delay Is
causing difficulty to would-be
home builders?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Commonwealth legislation has

been passed but has not yet
received royal assent.

(2) $5 million.
(3) This is being determined and im

to be subject to approval of Com-
monwealth Minister on some
points.

(4) 1967-68--2Oth July, 1967.
1968-59--22*nd July, 1958.
1969-70-23rd July, 1969.
1970-71-29th June. 1970-prelhn-

inary.
'S '.16th July 1970--final.

S.-
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Under the Commonweal th/State
Housing Agreements 1956-1971
and which expired on 30th June,
1971.

(5) It is considered that the delay is
not necessarily causing difficulty
to home builders.

7. GARDEN ISLAND
Public Access

Mr. RUSHTON. to the Premier:
(1) Having regard for the Common-

wealth Government's opinion con-
tained in correspondence tabled
on 30th November, 1971, relating
to my motion passed In this House
as to access to Garden Island after
establishment of Stirling naval
facility, is he prepared to, and
intending to, take any further
action on this issue?

(2) If so, what action does he con-
template?

Mr. GRAHAM (for Mr. J. T. Tonkin)
replied:
(1) and (2) In view of the definite

nature of the reply received from
the Rt. Hon. the Prime Minister
It is not considered advisable to
make further representations im-
mediately. However, It is Intend-
ed, at a more propitious time, to
make further submissions on this
matter.

8. VERMIN
Control Boards and Schtemes

Mr. COURT. to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) What is the current position with

the operation and financing of
vermin control boards and schemes
In each of the pastoral areas?

(2) What is the expected position
after this financial year?

(3) What Government assistance Is
being given and is planned in view
of the economic, seasonal and
financial Problems of some of
these areas and the pastoralists
who would normally contribute?

Mr. H. fl. EVANS replied:
(1) Vermin control is the responsibil-
* ity of the leaseholder. Organisa-

tion and supervision of this work
is the responsibility of the local
vermin boards, which derive their
income from a rate levied on land,.
holders. Rate collections in many
pastoral areas are very low and

* most vermin boards have had to
reduce expenditure. Some have
already reduced their wild dog
control staff. The Government
and Agriculture Protection Board
also provide money to assist In
area control schemes. Money for.
these for the current year is
assured.

(2) After June, 1972 it is expected
that the funds available from local
sources for vermin control services
in pastoral areas are expected to
be further reduced unless there is
an upturn in economic conditions.

(3) The expenditure on wild dog con-
trol in pastoral areas for the
current year was estimated at
$34e,000, made up of a contribu-
tion of $252,000 from the Agri-
culture Protection Board, $21,000
from the Government direct to
area control schemes and $75,000
from local vermin boards.
The Government has also set aside
money to assist local authorities
by meeting some of the short fall
In rate collections in certain areas.

9. LOCKRIDGE SCHOOL
Enrolment

Mr. BRADY, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What number of children are cur-

rently attending the Lockridge
school?

(2) What number is It anticipated will
be attending in 1972?

(3) Will classrooms for the additional
children be ready for the opening
bf the school in 1972?-

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 502.
(2) 880 to 720.
(3) The buildings are being erected by

the Public Works Department day
labour force. There is every
expectancy that the work will be
completed.

10. TRAFFC
New Zealand System: Report

Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:
(1) Has the study of the New Zealand

traffic control system, which was
being prepared by a former officer
of the traffic branch earlier this
year, now been completed?

(2) If so, what are his conclusions
and/or those of the Minister and
his department?

(3) Will he table a copy of the report?.
(4) If not, for what reasons?
Mr. S3ICKERTON replied:
(1) Notes prepared by a former officer

of the police traffic branch con-
taining his personal observations
of traffic control during a tour of
New Zealand were made available
to the Minister for Police for his
guidance.

(2) The notes have been pemused by
the Minister and found to be in-
formative and interesting.
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(3), No.
(4) The notes were made available in

a Private confidential capacity and
are not considered a departmental
report.

1. WOODCHIP INDUSTRY
Establishment

Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Development and Dlecentralisation:
(1) What is the present position and

the Possibilities for the establish-
ment of a woodehip industry in
Western Australia?

(2) Is a further extension of time to
be given beyond 31st December.
1971?

'3) If so, for what period of time and
upon what conditions?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
iiD There have been no recent devel-

opments In regard to the wood-
chip export project. The econ-
omic outlook for the Japanese
Paper and pulp industry Is still
unfavourable. Until there is an
improvement and a stabilisation
of international currencies, it is
not considered likely that it will
be possible to negotiate a sales
contract.

(2) The question will be considered
when an application for a further
extension is made.

(3) See answer to (2).

12. MINING
Australian Legislation: Rep~ort

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Mines:
(1) When was the last meeting of the

Australian mineral council?
(2) Has council received a report or
* progress report on the study

regarding mining legislation in
it Australia?

J (3) Would he table such report?
* (4) Will the Government consider the

information and 'recommendatlons
if any contained in such report
when drafting the foreshadowed
new Mining Act?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) 7th May, 1971.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.

Ft(4) The information and recommenda-4, tions contained in the report were
taken Into consideration when
drafting proposed new mining
legislation.

The repfl was tabled.

13. WATER RATES
Professional or Commercial Premises

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

Would he please obtain informa-
tion as to-
(a) how the Metropolitan Water

Supply, Sewerage and Drain-
age Hoard calculates the year-
ly amount of water which can
be used (without liability for
excess water rates) by a
metered unit having only pro-
fessional or commercial occu-
pants;

r (b) whether the number of
employees and the size of the
office space are components of
such calculation or there are
any other measures taken into
consideration?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(a) and (b) The method of cal-

culating annual water allow-
ances is Prescribed by law and
is constant with all types or
classification of properties.

rFor every 28 cents of water
rates charged the consumer is
granted an allowanceof 1,000
gallons. In addition to this
an allowance of 5,000 gallons
Per annum is granted, for
flushing Purposes, for each
water closet Installed.

14. CONDITIONAL PURCHASE
LAND

Greenough Electorate
Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) What number of conditional pur-

chase blocks were released In the
Irwin, Mingenew, Three Springs,
Carnamah and Coorow Shires
during the last six months?

(2) How many of these blocks have
been abandoned and reverted to
the Crown?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:

15.

(1) None.
(2) See (1). t4- mr

HONEY POOL

Financial Loss
Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) In view of the fact that the

annual report of the Honey Pool
of Western Australia for the year
ended 30th June, 1971 showed that
packing costs for the year 1970
were $556,842 as compared to
$503,744 for the year 1971, can he
advise if the reduction in packing
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costs is entirely a result of the.
reduced honey bandied, or due to
increased efficiency in packaging?

(2) Was the Press report of 27th
November correct as it appeared
in The West Australian page 12,
where it was quoted that the loss
for the year was $46,505?

(3) If so, will he kindly advise how
the loss was calculated and
whether the figure is associated
with cost or retail level?

(4) What was the amount of honey
produced by private operators and
not accounted for In the Honey
Pool's report?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The reduction in packing costs in

1971 was due to the reduced
amounts of honey handled. The
change-over to the new plant did
not take place until the end of
1970. and the benefits of Increased
efficiency In packaging will appear
in the next financial year.

(2) No. There was no loss. There
was a net surplus for 1970-71 of
$8,328 compared with $4,265 In
1969- 70,

(3) The figure quoted in The West
Australian was the amount by
which total sales had decreased
due to decreased production. Value
Of total Sales 1969-70. $807,024.
Value of total sales 1970-71,
$560,519.

(4) W.A. honey production In 1970-71
was 1.350 tons from producers
with more than 5 hives. During
that year. 743 tons were delivered
to the honey pool. The difference,
607 tons not accounted for In the
Honey Pool's report represents
Production sold direct to the pub-
lic or to private packers.

18. ABATTOIRS
Holding Paddocks

Mr. REID, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:

Does he know what acreage of
land, including holding paddocks,
would be required to adequately
service an abattoir killing 5,000
sheep per day?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
It is considered that an area of
250 acres would be required.

17. WATER SUPPLIES
floyup Brook, and Abattoir Requirement

Mr. REID, to the Minister for Water
supplies:
(1) What is the capacity per day of

the recently completed pipeline
from the Bridgetown water scheme
to Boyup Brook?

(2) What is the present daily average
water consumption of BOYtiP
Brook?

(3) What is the daily water require-
ment of an abattoir of 5,000 sheep
per day capacity?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
1.) 100,090 gallons per day.
(2) 53,000 gallons per day annual

average.
95,000 gallons per day summer
average.

(3) 350,000 gallons per day.

18. This question was postponed. e

19. INDUISTRIAL DEVELOPMNT
Automotive industry at Santa Maria

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation:

Are there any negotiations pro-
ceeding for the siting or an auto-
motive or similar type industry at
Santa Maria or adjacent to the
proposed Pacminex Alumina RO
finery (Upper Swan) site?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
Not to mly knowledge, _,j

20. MEDICAL S3CHOOL
Failure Rate: Paraclinical and Clinical

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the failure rate increasing in

the paraclinical and clinical years
of the Medical School of Western
Australia? -

(2) If so, why? .. A fX4

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) and (2) As far as I am aware

there has been no obvious varia-
tion in the failure rate in recent
years.

21. ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL
Diagnostic Block

Dr. DADOUR. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the Royal Perth Hospital plan-

ning a diagnostic block to cater for
in excess of 1.300 beds?

(2) If "Yes" is this good planning?
(3) If "No" why are such facilities

being planned?
Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) The Royal Perth Hospital is plan-

ning a diagnostic block. The ulti-
mate number of beds in the hos-
pital has not been determined.

(2) and (3) The planning of the
diagnostic centre entered into by
the Board of the Royal Perth Hos-
pital has my approval.

22. This question was postponed.
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* MEDICAL SCHOOL
jJ Professors: Resignations

J~ .DADOUR, to the Minister .-fr
Health:

Further to question 5, part (7), of
Wednesday, 22nd September. 191
regarding the possible resignations
of medical school professors-
(1) What action has he taken

since the question was asked?
(2) What action is he going to

take in the future?
(3) Does he agree his inability to

make a decision is holding up
planning and building at the
medical centre?

Mr. DAVIES replied;.
(1) The Department and I have

been in continuing discussions
with the University author-
ities, the board of manage-
ment, and the clinical staff,.
of Sir Charles Gairduer Hos-

* pital.
(2) Continued discussions to en-

sure the best possible use Is
made of the accommodation

* being provided and to endeav-
* our to eliminate or reduce any

'inadequacy.
Q3) There is no inability to make

a decision, but there is a
genuine desire to make the
correct decision on all the
evidence available and in the
best interests of the State.

24. ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Contributory Scheme: C, J. Feast
Mx. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Electricity:
U1) Has he given further consideration

to the representations I made on
behalf of Mr. C. J. Feast of 50
Road, Baldivis and his State
Electricity Commission contribu-
tory scheme?

'(2) Has he recently visited this pro-
perty to review this issue, and, If
so-
(a) when did he make this visit;
(bI) who were present on this

visit;
(c) If other Members of Parlia-

ment were present, who were
they;

(d) were any representatives of
unions present, and, If so-
(i) who;.

(ii) representing which union?
Mr. MAY replied:
(1) No.
(2) Yes. Por the purpose only of In-

sipecting S.E.C. Istallations.
(a) Tuesday, 30th November,

1971.

I.

(b) Messr. Dah knd Thompson,
M.L.C's.

(c) and (d) Answered by (b).
MINERAL CLAIMS

Number and Acreage
Mr. CRAYDEN, to the Minister for
mines:
(1) How many mineral claims are in

existence in Western Australia,
and what is the total acreage in-
volved?

(2) How many mineral claims were In
existence in Western Australia on
30th June, 1971, and what was the
total acreage of same?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) As at 31st December, 1970, there

were 20,22 mineral claims in
force in Western Australia and
the total acreage involved was
5,344,357 acres.

(2) The information sought by the
Member is not readily available.

QUESTIONS (4): WITHOUT NOTICE
ABATTOIR

Eat ablishtment at Serpentine-Jarratdate
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Will he give the House an ex-

planation of the Government's
intentions and of his own ex-
pressed indications to a deputa-
tion introduced by myself from
the Shire of Serpentlne-Jarrah-
dale that he did not favour the
establishment of the proposed
abattoir in that area because It
conflicted with the Government-
financed abattoirs in the metro-
politan area?

(2) Will he reconcile to the House-
(a) his. own department's an-

nounced intentions;
(b) the Government's intentions;

and
(c) the differing intentions as

stated by the Deputy Premier
yesterday relating to the
establishment of abattoirs In
the metropolitan area and
throughout the State?

The SPEAKER: This question could
have been placed on the notice
paper.

Mr. H. D. EVANS repled:
I thank the honourable member
for some notice of this question.

(1) and (2) The reference made by
the Deputy Premier and reported
in the Press refers to a proposal
being examined for an export
abattoir and no conflict arises.

753
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2. ADUMISTRATOR FOR THE
NORTH-WEST

House: Transfer to Medical Department
Mr. RIDGE, to the Minister for
Works.,
(1) Is It a fact that the house at

Derby which was formerly occu-
pled by the Administrator for the
North-West Is to be transferred
to the Medical Department and
converted for use as a nurses'
home?

(ZV Was the West Kimberley Shire
Council given an opportunity to
acquire the building, which Is on
land adjoining its civic buildings
complex?

(3) If "Yes", will he outline the terms
of the offer?

(4) Is he aware that the former
Minister for the North-West (Mr.
May) wrote to the council on the
15th September and expressed
hope that the residence would be
made available to the shire so
that the whole of the area known
as Stanley Square could be vested
in the -shire council?

(5) In view of the protestations from
the shire council will he defer
action on the matter and give the
council the opportunity to nego-

* tiate for the building?
The SPEAKER: This question could

also have been placed on the
notice paper.

*Mr. JAMIUESON replied:
I thank the honourable member
for prior notice of this question.

(1) Yes.
(2) Possibility of acquisition of the

building was discussed with the
West Kimberley Shire Council at
the same time as future Govern-
ment requirements were investi-
gated.

(3) Informal discussions only have
taken place. No formal basis of
sale was agreed or offered to the
council.

(4) Yes.
(5) No. Government needs have to

be considered. When the site is
no longer required, it Is apprecia-
ted that Investigations -will be
necessary to include the land in
the council civic Centre if at all
possible.

.3. MEDICAL SCHOOL
.Failure Rate:- Paraclinicai and Clinical

Dr. DADOOR, to the Minister for
* Health:

With reference to the answer
given by the Minister to question

20 on today's notice paper, would
the Minister kindly make sortie
Inquiries into this matter?-

Mr. DAVIES replied:
Professor Lennon who would prob-
ably be the best authority on this
matter was not available today
when we sought information. The
information given to us from an-
other authority was from the
figures available except for the
fourth year for which he did not
have the current figures. There
did not seem to be any variation.
but if the honourable member
could be specific In any direction
I would be happy to seek the In-
formation he requires. Normally
this does not come to the Minister.
The Medical School is the real
authority and we will check with
them.

4. MEDICAL SCHOOL
Failure Rate: Paraclinteal and Clinical

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:

I do not wish to teach the Minis-
ter his business, but surely an in-
quiry from the Medical School and
its departments would provide the
necessary answers?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
We do not have any direct author-
ity over the Medical School and
it would be as easy for the hon.-
curable member to make these
Inquiries as it would for me. How-
ever, I am quite happy to do this.

PILBARA REGION
Future Development: Motion

Debate resumed, fromn an earlier stage of
the sitting, on the following motion by Mr.
Court (Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion):

That In the opinion of this House-
(1) Future development of the

Pilbara region should conform
to the principles planned and
being followed by the previ-
ous administration, namely:-

Natural resources to be
developed by groups cap-
able of developing and op-
erating on an approved basis
to ensure economic stability
and security to the region
over a long term.

The programme to pro-
vide for iron ore mining
operations which will per-
mnit beneficiation, upgrad-
ing, integration and pro-
cessing (including produc-
tion of metal) of all types

.754
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of ores on a basis to avoid
excessive early mining of
high grade ores without
proper regard for the long
term objectives that are
economically practicable
through co-ordinated and
rationalised large scale de-
velopment.

Co-operation with Aus-
tralan and multi-national
corporations and the Com-
monwealth and other State
Governments to develop
large tonnage export steel
complexes In Western Aus-
tralia and in the Eastern
States through the econo-
mic and co-ordinated use
of Western Australian iron
ore and other Indigenous
materials and Eastern
State's coal.

Ali towns, railways, ports,
power, water, education,
health and other community
facilities to be so planned
and co-ordinated that they
.expand as logical develop-
ments of the initial regional
frame-work already estab-
lished and thus avoid du-
plication and fragmenta-
tion of development so that
the overall objectives of
stability, long life and
maximum economic re-
covery of resources are not
defeated or inhibited.

The royalties, rents, com-
mitments for essential ser-
vices and community faci-
lities and other develop-
ments such as ore benefici-
ation, upgrading, integra-
tion and processing and
contributions in lieu of com-
mitments avoided because
of use of established faci-
lities, will not in the case
of new projects under ne-
gotiation or negotiated in
the future be such as to
give these new projects ad-
vantages over established
projects or those currently
under construction.

Where contributions are
made to the Government by
new projects in lieu of ac-
tual provision of essential
services and community f a-
cilties then such contribu-
tions will where practicable
be spent on the develop-
ment of the region with the
object of encouraging and
assisting consequential re-
gional growth and com-
munity facilities which will

encourage more People to
make the Pilbara region
their permanent home.

Implementation of a po-
licy of diversification of
Pilbara products and indus-
tries, including other min-
erals, fisheries, agriculture,
chemical processing and
tourism to give greater
economic and social strength
to the region and thus
further encourage perma-
nent residence of families.

(2) The Commonwealth Govern-
ment should be approached
to participate in the provision
of community facilities and
essential services related to
the development Programme
and thus improve the overall
export economics from an in-
ternationally competitive point
of view as well as Permit
maximum Australian financial
participation and the conse-
quential growth which will
produce the maximum bene-
fits to the region, the State
and the nation.

MR. ORAYDEN (South Perth) (4.54
p.m.]: I regret the necessity to speak on
this motion at this juncture immediately
after the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion has addressed the House, but unless
I take the opportunity to do so now -it

is Possible that the m otion will come on
very late in the evening on the last day
on which we sit, which could mean we
might be deprived of an opportunity to
debate it. I also regret that I fid myself
In complete disagreement with the remarks
made by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition-I disagree with them almost in
their entirety. It is my intention now to
Put the other side of the case, particularly
as there is such a buddy-buddy relation-
ship between the members of the Opposi-
tion and the Government on this question
of iron ore.

This relationship came to light very
early after the change of Government and
it has been obvious in many ways. When
the Minister for Mines was at Mt. Newman
earlier this year he said, "We are proud
as the Government to acknowledge the
work of the previous Government in con-
nection with these projects. We will con-
tinue the same policy during the period we
are in Government."

That was the statement made by the
Minister. We then saw the manner in
which the Opposition co-operated wit
the Government when it brought down
amendments to the Mining Act, which
amendments were aimed at Hancock and
Wright; to prevent their taking action.in
the matter. So, as I have said, we have
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this buddy-buddy relationship existing be-
tween the Oppositioni and the Govern-
ment.

In the circumstances, when certain in-
Jivlduals are attacked in this House there
is nobody to defend them. Accordingly I
find myself in opposition to the remarks
made by the Deputy Leader of the Oppoal-
Ion, not because of any regard that I
night have for Lang Hancock-I would
)oint out that I have only met him twice
Jrior to this matter being ventilated-
3ut because I now wish to put the other
dde of the case.

Because this Is my intention I am at
ince labelled a bed-fellow of Lang Hancock
yen though I disagree strongly with many
of the views he holds, Particularly as they
'elate to environmental matters.

When the Deputy Leader of the Oppos.
ion introduced his motion I thought he
wlould explain what the Previous Govern-
sent-and he Particularly-had done in
espect of iron ore ;I thought he would talk
in the subject generally. But although the
ionourable member spoke for a very long
line almost all his remarks were virtually
y way of a tirade against Hancock and
Vrlght.

Mr. Court: No.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This Is the situation.
V'e will have an opportunity to look back
rough the speech made by the Deputy
eader of the Opposition and see how
Luch substance there is in the statement
have made; but I have little doubt that
bat I have said is actually the position.
The Deputy Leader of the oppositionIso went to great lengths to proclaim that
,a private member he was denied cer-

Lin rights in this House; that he had
.en denied them for a long time, because
rtain subjects relating to Hancock and
'right were sub judice.
in the last two months I can recall
ie Deputy Leader of the Opposition ask-
g long questions On matters which I
icught were sub lud ice, though they were
)t ruled as such by the Speaker at the
me- On another occasion the honour-
ile member spoke again on this particu-
r subject, and I again felt that the re-
arks he was making referred to a matter
iich was sub fudice.
Today again we find, notwithstanding
at he spoke at length and for far longer
an any back-bencher is permitted to
eak-he, of course, being in a privileged
sitlon as the Deputy Leader of the Op-
sitlon-hls speech almost in its entirety
m directed against Hancock and Wright.
spite of this the Deputy Leader of the
position still complained that he was

ing denied his right as a member of Par-
inent.
,Ur. Court: I was not allowed to talk
out the matters in dispute.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I appreciate that, but
had this matter not been sub %udice I
would have moved a motion for the ap-
pointment of a Royal Commission. I feel
sure we will have this opportunity some
time next year and we should avail our-
selves of it, because these events are of
such tremendous importance they cannot
be disregarded.

Accordingly the House can anticipate
some debate from mue on this matter in
the future. As fas as I am concerned
I Will certainly move a motion for
the appointment of a, Royal Commission to
look Into certain matters which unfor-
tunately are sub judiee at the moment.

Having considered the motion I would
like to see it amended to give Hancock and
Wright the opportunity to come to the Bar
of the House and tell their side of the
story.

Mr. Bertram: Can't you amend it?
Mr. GRAYDEN: When? Following the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition one does -
not have an opportunity to give any
thought to that sort of thing. If Han-
cock-though not necessarily Wright-nwe
brought to the Bar of the House and given
an opportunity to present his side of the
case Parliament and the State could have
a different outlook on the event&.

Mr. Court: He has been doing this every
Sunday in the newspaper.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition did make a comment that
one had to be terribly poor or terribly rich
when making libellous and slanderous
statements; that if one were terribly poor
one would not be worth suing and that
If one were terribly rich one would stil
not be sued, because of one's wealth.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
now says that because Hancock and Wright-
own a newspaper they can get all the
publicity they want. That is not the caae1
because the newspaper they own has a
very limited circulation, and many other
newspapers will not publish aspects of this
case. I have had first-hand experience
of writing letters relating to this matter to
the Press, but I Will not indicate whih
newspaper. Notwithstanding the fact that
my letters contained some damaging staLte-
ments, they were returned to me without
being published.

Mr. Court: I thought more people read
the Sunday Independent than Hansart!

Mr. ORAYDEN: Not too many people
read the Sunday Independent, and Hran-
cock and Wright will acknowledge that.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
made Hancock out to be a thoroughly
objectionable character. I do not imagine
he can see one good quality in Hancock
or Wright.

As I mentioned earlier, until this issue
came up I had only met Hancock twice in
my life. In 1949 when we were mining
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Just outside of Marble Bar and about 1954
1 met Hancock; but I was very conversant
with what be was doing in that part of
the State. His parents bad pastoral inter-
ests there, and Hancock was prospecting
in every nook and cranny in the north-
west.

He was in every way a good Australian
citizen. I could point to one woman living
in the electorate of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition who throughout her life
has been going up to the north to look
after the Hancock children, and she re-
gards him as being thoroughly moral and
in every way a good Australian citizen.
This is the type of comment by people who
have known Hancock all their lives. He
is not the sort of character which the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition would
have us believe he is.

Hancock has done a great deal for
Western Australia. Let me draw attention
to some of his accomplishments in the
discovery of Iron ore deposits. With the
exception of whaleback, where Hancock
and Wright have the extension known as
Western Ridge, the rest of the known
commercial deposits in the Hameraley
field have come from the Hancock and
Wright stable. They cover the original
Hamersley iron holdings including their
present operation at Mt. Tom Price; the
Paraburdoo Grande, about twice the size
of Tom Price; the Hanwright areas, rati-
fied by an Act of Parliament, and at pre-
sent under option to RTZ-Kalser. The
last-mentioned include the balance of
Paraburdoo. Wittenooni, Mt. Bruce, the
Koodalderie ores now being tested by
Hamersley Iron, and the Dales Gorge
limonite similar to that at Robe River.
The rest of the discoveries by Hancock and
Wright include the Robe River deposits,
both of B.H.P. and Cleveland Cliffs;
MeCamey's Monster; the Nimingarra de-
posit, and the manganese deposit in that
area, sold to Ludwig: the Rhodes Ridge
deposit; and the East and West Angelas
deposit.

Mr. May: Rhodes Ridge was not dis-
covered by Hancock.

Mr. ORAYDEN: The Minister Is right.
It was found by Rhodes. He developed
the deposit to a point, and handed it
over.

Mr. May: He has not handed it over
to Hancock. He has no security of tenure.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I appreciate that.
Mr. My: He has never had security of

tenure.
Mr. ORAYDEN: Rhodes had it.
Mr. May: You are referring to Hancock.
Mr. GRAYDEN: He took over from

Rhodes.
Mr. May: He has not taken over. You

should get your facts right.

Mr. ORAYDEN: The facts are very
clear.

Mr. May: They do not seem to be at
the moment.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Rhodes is one of my
constituents. He obtained the occupancy
rights. When he could not develop it he
handed it over to Hancock and Wright.

Mr. May: How could he hand it over to
Hancock and Wright? He was not entitled
to.

Mr. ORAYDEN: He handed over In the
same way as others have handed over
temporary reserves.

Mr. May; You have the aspect where
Hancock is illegally on Rhodes Ridge.

Mr. ORAYDEN: That is the situation
In regard to iron ore in the Pilbara, With
the exception of Whaleback the rest of
the known commercial deposits in the
Hamersley field have been found by
Hancock and Wright, or came from that
stable. People, such as Rhodes, who had
the deposits in the first place approached
Hancock and Wright for financial assist-
ance to develop them.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
made the statement that there Is no
trouble to find iron ore deposits in the
Plbara. He said we were looking at an
Iron ore province; and that all one had to
do was to walk over the area and find
all the Iron ore deposits one wants. How
nonsensical is that when we look at this
record! Hundreds of companies are en-
gaged in the search for Iron ore in West-
ant Australia. Despite this, all the Iron
ore deposits in the Pilbara of any conse-
quence with the exception of Whaleback,
were found by Hancock.

Mr. Court: Nothing of the sort.
Mr. ORAYDEN: If the discovery pf

iron ore deposits Is as easy as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has said, how is
it that all the companies exploring for
iron ore could not locate the deposits?

Mr. Court: They were not allowed to.
There are some rules around the place.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have before me a
booklet which Is published by the Mines
Department showing the approved Iron
ore holdings in this State. It lists the
temporary reserves which have been
granted. There are 10 pages each of
which I would think contains 30 temporary
reserves; so approximately 300 temporary
reserves have been handed out to iron ore
companies throughout the world. In those
circumstances it Is absolute rubbish for
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to
say other companies were not allowed to
take part in the search for the iron ore
deposits.

Whilst I am dealing with the comments
of the Deputy Leader of the opposition,
he mentioned manganese and said aDl one
had to do was to walk over this province
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to find the manganese. On one occasion
as a Federal member of Parliament I had
the opportunity to take part in a survey
of the manganese reserves in Western
Australia, and we were accompanied by an
officer of the Mines Department of this
State and an officer from the Bureau of
Mineral Resources, We went over every
known manganese deposit in Western Aus-
tralia, and I can assure the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition that they were
widely scattered. It is not merely a
question of going to the Pilbara and
walking over the province to find a de-
Posit of consequence, because in the area
he is talking about there is nothing of
consequence.

There is, however, a deposit at Woody
Woody. 256 miles south-east of Port Ned-
land, and one at Horse Shoe near Meks-
tharra. These are two manganese deposits
of consequence. There are also minor de-
posits on the Canning Stock Route at
Balfour Downs station. So, the statement
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion in respect of manganese has no sub-
stance.

Mr. Court: I am talking about the so-
called discoveries. That word is used
loosely. I am not talking about the proving
of the deposits.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I aLM also talking about
the discoveries. I sam saying Hancock and
Wright have gone out of their way and
found the iron ore deposits. In respect of
the development of iron ore deposits the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has said
consistently that the important thing is to
get the ore out of the ground before the
world markets become saturated. He i's
giving the impression that many countries
of the world are falling over themselves to
develop Iron ore deposits and that the mar-
ket is conscious of this fact. The honour-
able member has said we should develop
the deposits quickly; and the individuals
in this State who have done something
quickly are Hancock and Wright. They
have gone out and discovered the deposits,
thus enabling them to be developed quickly.
Yet we hear this constant criticism of Han-
cock and Wright.

Mr. Court: They have not as yet de-
veloped a single one.

Mr. GRAYDEN: They have spent a huge
sum of money on the various reserves they
hold, and the amount runs into millions of
dollars. On each occasion they got the pro-
ject off the ground by bringing in overseas
companies. That is the end result. In
those circumstances surely the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition cannot say they
have not made a contribution of conse-
quence.

Mr Court: No-one is saying they have not
made a contribution, but the point is they
are so unfair in their approach. You must
have missed my part of the story about the
Wittenoomn project.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am not quite clear on
what the honourable member was talking
about. The statement frequently made by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and
the present Minister for Mines is that Han-
cock and Wright have failed to co-operate.
Every time we have before us legislation
affecting these two individuals, or affecting
iron ore deposits, this statement has been
made, and in many cases the legislation
passed through Parliament because mem-
bers were of the impression that Hancock
and Wright would not co-operate. That
was the impression of members, but on
no occasion has the Deputy Leader of
the opposition or the present Minister for
Mines come along with one instance to
show that Hancock and Wright have failed
to co-operate.

Mr. May: I could give five or six in-
stances.

Mr. GRAYDEN: And back them up with
facts?

Mr. May: I can back them up with letters
which we have written and they have not
answered.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It depends on the sort
of letters that are sent to them.

Mr. Court: I wish You could be Minister
for Mines for one day and have the ex-
perience of trying to negotiate with them.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This also works in the
reverse way, because I have here a letter
from Hancock addressed to the present
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, and dated
the 1st December. 1969. The letter states--

if the W.A. Government doesn't want
us to write and it refuses to talk with
me, it virtually blocks off all means of
communication between the parties,
except by way of the press as an inter-
mediary-which is a risky business as
far as Governments are concerned be-
cause of the certainty of being mis-
quoted, Personally I think your sug-
gestion that we talk to the Government
is the right method, but just how do
we go about it? It is some four weeks
since I wrote to the Premier without
reply and some five months since I
wrote to the Minister for Industrial
Development that we needed an agree-
ment.

There we get the other side of the storyr
and it is found that Hancock and Wright
were trying to negotiate with the previous
Government and were not getting replies
to their letters. They say precisely the Same
thing is occurring as far as the present
Government is concerned.

Mr. May: Then they are telling lies.
Mr. GRAYDEN: That is what I would

like to ascertain and I think if we could
have Hancock and Wright brought to the
Bar of the House we could have their side
of the story and then elicit the truth. The
Minister, of course, could came forward
with his facts.
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Mr. Court: We will get the story. in the
Sunday Independent.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the
member is getting a little away from the
motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate that but I was answering the com-
ments of the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion. I will forget that issue because I can
bring it up again during the next session
of Parliament.

One comment made in connection with
this motion-which Is, of course, to a large
extent all-embracing-was In respect of
Armico. I would like to mnake a brief com-
ment about that company. Notwithstand-
ing what was said by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, it is a relatively small
company. When I say "relatively small"
perhaps that is not the situation at all, but
I want to say it has a paid-up capital of
$2 with a nominal capital of $10,000.

Mr. Court: That is not the Armco com-
pany to which I have referred.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I am sorry; this is its
subsidiary which is dealing with iron ore
deposits in this State.

Mr. Court: That is one you have pro-
duced for convenience.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The objects of the com-
pany were to carry on the manufacture
and sale of patent medicines and beauty
preparations, and generally to carry on the
business of manufacturers, buyers, and
sellers of, and dealers in. all kinds of medi-
cines, medical preparations, cosmetics.
beauty preparations, and toilet requisites.

Apparently in Armnco's haste to assume
an Australian image it took over a defunct
company and named it Australian Steel
and Mining, hoping that the Australian
public would confuse it with Australian
iron and Steel which is a 100 per cent.
Australian company wholly owned by
B.H.P. However, in their haste to assume
this image they overlooked the very neces-
sary procedure of modifying their Articles
of Association with the result that they
have no power to prospect, mine, manufac-
ture, or sell iron ore or to conduct any
engineering studies in connection with it.
That is the company which has been
handed this huge deposit in the north-
west.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the
member for South Perth is getting towards
the sub judice section.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker, I will get away from that subject
and confine my remarks to the motion.

I will now refer to temporary reserves
because the whole development of the P11-
bara and the iron ore deposits of Western
Australia have hinged on this aspect.
When the Bill to amend the Mining Act

was introduced during the last session of
this Parliament I had occasion to refer to
a temporary reserve as a mining tenement.
I was immediately taken up by the mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas, but as far as I
am concerned a temporary reserve is a
mining tenement.

Mr. Hartrey: But the Act does not say
that.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I appreciate that it is
not defined by the Mining Act, but as far
as I am concerned it is still a mining
tenement. The fact that the definition has
been left out of the Mining Act does not
automatically mean it is not a mining
tenement.

Mr. Court: It was left out on purpose.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It was an oversight.
Mr. Court: No, It was never intended to

be a mining tenement.
Mr. May: The provision has been in the

Act for a long time.
Mr. GRAYDEN: It was an oversight,

because one does not have to have a miner's
right to have an occupancy right for a
temporary reserve. The Mining Act de-
fines a mining tenement as any land held
by virtue of a miner's right.

The SPEAKER: I hope the member for
South Perth will not refer to another case
which is before the courts.

Mr. GRAYDEN: No, I will not do that,
Mr. Speaker. I am referring to the fact
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said a temporary reserve is not a chattel
As far as I am concerned, it Is. It is as
much a tenement as a mineral claim or a
mining lease or a dredging lease.

Temporary reserves are the whole basis
of the iron ore industry in this State-or
they have been In tbe past. The important
thing which -everybody should realise. in
respect of temporary reserves is that every
temporary reserve for iron ore in this
State has been granted on mutual under-
standing and in good faith. Temporary
reserves could not be allocated on any
other basis because no company would earn3
out a prospecting operation on a tempor-
ary reserve over a period of 12 mnonth,%
without being assured of obtaining occu-
pancy rights. To make fish out of one and
flesh out of the other in respect of occu-
pancy rights, to my mind, calls for the
appointment of a Royal Commission tc
inquire into what has been going on ir
respect of temporary reserves.

When any individual in this State appliec
for a temporary reserve it was on the cleaw
understanding that provided he carriec
out the requirements of the agreement he
would ultimately obtain occupancy rights,
to that reserve.

Mr. Hartrey: That Is not true.
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Mr. G.RAYDEN: The member for Boul-
der-Dundas, of course, comes from the
eastern goldfields. and temporary reserves
in that area are for minerals. That is a
very different matter. The temporary
reserves we are discussing are in relation
to iron ore, and in many cases millions of
dollars have been spent on those deposits.
On what basis could a company take up a
temporary reserve and explore it if it were
not to obtain occupancy rights? The com-
pany simply would not carry out any ex-
ploration work.

The iron ore deposits at Yarnpi were the
first to be worked in this State, but the
present development commented with the
opening up of the Goldsworthy iron ore
deposit. As far as I am concerned the
Goldswortby project was a copy-book ex-
ercise. It was a deposit which Was well
known to the State, The Mines Depart-
ment had looked at it, drilled it, and
estimated the probable tonnages.

The State Government called for appli-
cations throughout the world for the die-
-velopment of that particular deposit. Sub-
sequently, the State Government chose
the particular company, and that was one
way to start the development of iron ore
in Western Australia. It was a copy-book
exercise, and I believe development should
have carried on along the same lines.

Officers from, the geological department
should have gone to the iron ore province
and actually located the deposits and car-
ried out certain work. Applications should
have been called throughout the world
%nd the deposits developed on that basis.
Trhere Is no question that we would have
'wned our own shipping lines which would
bave been taking the iron ore to the
markets of the world, and we would have
3een obtaining the maximum royalty. That
'ype of development could have taken
)Iace in this State.

At that time I was extremely opposed to
he temporary reserve system because over-
tight the entire iron ore province was
brown open and various people pegged
%uge areas. I was bitterly opposed to it
nd my thoughts at the time have now
ten conflrmed- I have had quite a lot of
Xperience with temporary reserves and I
ave seen cases of individuals applying,
icluding Mr. Hilditch who was mentioned
y' the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Ir. Hilditch located a deposit in 1956. Pre-
ously, in 1922, the owner of a station in
Re area had sent samples to be analysed.
owever. in 1956 Stan Hhlditch examined
ie deposit but said nothing about it offi-
ally until the embargo on iron ore was
ibsequently lifted, When the embargoas lifted Mr. Hilditch came to me for
[vice because he used to manage the sym-
Cate operation we worked outside of
arbie Bar. He told me that the depart-
ent was going to call for applications for
nPOrary reserves and he wanted to know
wetber he would have any chance of

obtaining the 'reserve, he had in mind If
be applied lot it. I went to the Ministier
of the day and explained the situationi

Hilditch felt that if he advised the
Mines Department the news Would have
leaked out and bigger companies Would
have applied and he would have finished-
up with nothing. The Minister, at the
time, said that if he applied for a small.
portion he would at least get that. How-'
ever, nobody else applied for the reserve
and Mr. Hilditch finished up getting the
deposit. That is the sort of thing that was
involved in getting one temporary reserve.

in those circumstances how do HancockC
and Wright finish up with 50 or more tem-
porary reserves? I have had Instance af ter
instance of other genuine prospectors really
battling to get temporary reserves from
the Mines Department of Western Aus-,
tralia, not only in respect of iron ore but
ini respect of other minerals also. Time:
after time their applications were refused.
However, while that sort of thing Was go-
Ing on Hancock and Wright finished UP
getting about 50 reserves.

I take violent exception to the fact that
they got so many temporary reserves and
there is something wrong somewhere when
that can happen. However, having been
ranted the deposits I also take violent.

exception to any Government, whether
Liberal or Labor, confiscating the deposits..
When a person obtains occupancy rights.
for a temporary reserve there Is a clear,
mbral obligation on the part of the Gov-
erment to grant continuation of occu-,
pancy rights if the people concerned fulfil.
the requirements which are imposed.

Mr. May: That is right; that is the post--
tion now.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I appreciate the Min-
ister's remarks. Hancock and Wright. have:
not been-

The- SPEAIKER: Order! I think the honm-
ourable member had better keep off that
subject.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I appreciate what hoa
been said but, of course, Hancock and:Wright did deny what was said. I think.
they should have an opportunity to put
forward their case.. I will not proceed
further on the subject of temporary ye--
serves because my- time Is. running out,.

In respect of Nimingarra,.I am very disr.
appointed to see that- the Government has.
confiscted that deposit.. To my way of:
thinking-which will be denied by the.
Minister for Mines-the deposits which.
Will be given to Goldsworthy have been:
confiscated. I understand that legislation.
will come forward in the next session of
Parliament.

I say they will be confiscated because-
some years ago we passed an Act of Parlia-
ment which was. entitled, the Iron Ore-
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(Nimingarra) Agreement Act in which we
-gave these deposits to the Sentinel Mdining
Do. That company spent a huge t=m of
money on these deposits. Prior to the
company coming into It-, RHacock and
Wright spent a huge sum of money on the
deposits, and apart from those two indivi-
duals Rhodes has also spent a huge suim
of Money on the deposits. They are now
to be taken away and given to Mount
Goldsworthiy.

I do not know what the terms of 'the
agreement are but I sincerely hope Han-
cock and Wright and Rhodes will be com-
pensated for the huge sums of money they
have spent on these deposits. There is a
Provision in this agreement that if, after
a certain period, the Sentinel Mining Co.
is not in a Position to go ahead with that
agreement, the minister retains the right
under certain circumstanOes to bring in
another company. That is precisely what
he is doing, so without any doubt he Is
acting quite lawfully. But I believe the
mporal obligation was to go ahead with the
Sentinel Mining Co. If it were possible to
do so. 1f It Is not possible to do so, I
repeat that I sincerely hope the Govern-
mnent will ensure in any new agreement
that Hancock and Wright and Rhodes will
be adequately compensated for what is to
my mind an act of confiscation. We did
exactly the same thing in regard to
another deposit but I cannot mention it
because it is sub ladie.

The final matter I would like to touch on
Is the establishment of an authority to
deal with the Iron ore reserves of this State.

the SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five more minutes.

Mr. GRAYDEN: One of the things that
horrify me In respect of the whole situa-
tion in regard to iron ore, both in the past
,and at present, is that the planning and
development of our resources is in the
btands of a relatively small advisory com-
mittee and in the hands of the Govern-
ment. In the past the advisory committee
comprised only six Individuals-the Under-
Secretary for Mines, the Under-Secretary
for Law, the Director of Industria Devel-
opment. and the Director of Development
in the North-West Planning and Co-
ordinating Authority, In addition to the
Minister for Mines and the Minister for
Industrial Development.

There is virtually nobody in that group
who knows anything about the mining of
iron ore. The Under-Secretary for Mines
is an administrative officer who knows
nothing about mining. The Under-Secre-
tary for Law knows absolutely nothingz
about it. The Director oif Industrial
Development and the Director of Develop-
ment in the North-West Planning and Co-
ordinating Authority lo 'know nothing
about mningn.

lmx. NW~ I Whb &&'up the agreements
with farley and Mount Newman? The
same ninftittee.

Mr, QIIAYDEN: Together with the Min-
ister for Mines and the minister for Indus-'
trial Development, there were six indiVi-
duals who knew practically nothing abouV
knining but they are the people who have
'been advising the Government.

In lieu of an advisory committee 61 Vkhig
sort, for the,- Important matter of iron
ore we should have an iron ore develop-
ment advisory authority which would in-
clude all the individuals I have mentioned.
It could go much further and include Per-
haps the head of the Department of Geol-
ogy of the University of Western Australia,
three persons nominated by the Minister
as representatives of companies actually
engaged In mining iron ore in the State,
one person nominated by the Chamber of
Mines in Western Australia, and one per-
son nominated by the Under-Secretary for
Mines as representing the geological survey
section of the Department of Mines or its
equivalent, from time to. time.

I have not time to enlarge on this theme
hut I want to say the question of the de-
velopment of the Iron ore resources in this
State is a matter of tremendous Impor-
tance. I entirely agree with the Deputy'
Leader o 'f the Opposition in this respect.
It is too big, a job for the small advisory,
committee of which I have spoken. It is.
too big a Job Tot the Minister for Mines
or the Minister for Development and De-
centralisation. It Is a Job for an iron ore
development advisory authority.

In these circumstances, I sincerely hope
the Government will give this suggestion
a great deal of consideration because If
such an authority were established we
could at least be sure the Iron ore resources
of this State were not being allocated on
the basis of friendship or a clash of per-
sonalities; they would be allocated in the
Interests of the State.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
May (Minister for Mines).

BILLS (3): REflJRND
1. Railway Standardisation Agreejnnt-,

Act Amendment Bill.
2. milk Act Amendment Bill.
3. Cement Works (Cockburn Cement

Limited) Agreement Bill.
Bills returned from the Couqczl with-.

out amendment.

ALUMINA REFINERY (MITCHELL
PLATEAU)I AGREEMENT.'BILJJ
Introduction and Ft rst Seedng

Bill1 Introduced, on mtotion by Mr:'
Graham (Minister for Development and
Decentrallsation), and rea4. a 11rst~time.

LM i bbc;ember, 18711 ,
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Second Reading
MR. GRAHAM (Baicatta-Minister for

Development and flecentralisation) (5.39
p,..: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

'I apologise for the late hour at which this
Bill is being Introduced but I assure mem-
bers that although it appears to be a very
weighty document it Is merely the re-
enactment, with very few amendments, of
legislation that was previously enacted.
There Is some urgency about it and It Is
therefore now appearing.

The Bill now before members is to ratify
an agreement between the State and Amax
Bauxite Corporation for the mining and
refining of the Mitchell Plateau bauxite
deposits. In addition to ratifying an agree-
ment, it repeals the 1969 agreement Act
and simultaneously validates anything
done In pursuance of the provisions of that
Act while it was law.

The agreement which is printed as a
schedule to the Bill is identical with the
agreement which was ratified in 1969, with
the exception of a number of minor neces-
sary alterations which I will explain later.

.The re-ratification of this agreement is
necessary because, prior to tbe signing of
the original agreement, approval as re-
quired under the Banking (Foreign Ex-
change) Regulations was not obtained.
This omission rendered that agreement In-
valid.

This is the second agreement In recent
years which has been of no effect because
of these regulations. In 1970 the then
Government had to re-introduce the Iron
Ore (Cleveland-Cliffs) Agreement Act
Amendment Bill for exactly the same
reason,

I will now explain the variations be-
tween the present agreement and the
original. Naturally throughout the agree-
ment dates have been altered to have re-
gard for the fact that the agreement was
signed recently, and not in' 1968. I will
not specifically refer to these.

The first amendment is in line 4 of
clause 3 (3) (1). The original agreement
referred to a partition under the Partition
Act of 1878. This Act has now been super-
seded by the Property Law Act of 1969.

Another amendment is to clause 10 (j).
commencing with the word "provided" in
the fourth last line. This is to give the
company the benefit of the amendment to
the Local Government Act regarding rat-
ing of mineral leases.

A further amendment Is the addition of
a new clause 2 3. This is consequential on
the decision to substitute the 1968 agree-
ment and its eff ect is to terminate the
earlier agreement.

During my recent visit to America I had
a discussion with Amax regarding the
Mitchell Plateau project. I was informed
that the project was to proceed and, bar-
ring unforeseen developments, work on
Preparation of the area ready for com-
mencement of construction will proceed
Immediately following the current rainy
season. This Is expected to be in May.
1972.

I have two copies of the plan referred to
In the agreement, and with your permis-
Sion, Mr. Speaker, these will be tabled for
exsmination by members.

The plan Is identical with the plan that
was attached to the 1968 agreement. I
commend the Bill to members.

The plants were tabled.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.

Court (Deputy Leader of the opposition).

BILLS 12): RETURNED
1. Rights In Water and Irrigation Act

Amendment Bill.
2. Fisheries Act Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council with-
out amendment.

ALUMINA REFINERY (UPPER SWAN)
AGREEMENT BILL

Council's Message
Message from the Council received and

read notifying that it had disagreed to the
further amendment made by the Legisla-
tive Assembly to the amendment made by
the council and insisted on its original
amendment.

in Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. Bate-

man) in the Chair; Mr. Graham (minister
for Development and Decentralisation) in
charge of the Bill.

The amendment made by the Council
to which the Assembly had agreed, sub-
ject to a further amendment, and which
is insisted on by the Council, was--

Page 2, line 5-Add after the word
"authorized" the following-

when the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority proposed by the
Bill entitled-

A Bill for an Act to make pro-
vision for the establishment of
an Environmental Protection
Authority, a Department of En-
vironmental Protection and an
Environmental Protection Coun-
cil for the prevention and con-
trol of environmental pollution
and for the protection and
enhancement of the environ-
ment, to repeal the Physical
Environment Protection Act,
1970, and for Incidental and
other purposes.
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has come Into being and has con-
sidered and reported to the Pre-
mier on the project covered by
the Agreement and the terms pro-
posed so far as they relate to
matters of environmental protec-
tion.

'The Assembly's further amendment, to
which the Council has disagreed, was--

Add the following words after the
word "Protection" at the end of the
paragraph:-

such report to be presented to
the Premier not later than the
twenty-ninth day of February, one
thousand nine hundred and
severity-two.

-The Council's reason for disagreeing
to the Assembly's amendment to the
Council's amendment was as follows:-

The Legislative Council considers
that adherence to the original
amendment made by the Legis-
ative Council will place the Gov-
ernment in a better position In
finalising the agreement with the
Company if no time limitation for
the production of a report is In-
sisted upon.

Mr. GRAHAM: I suppose in every battle
there comes a time when one side or the
other must admit defeat, however unpalat-
able it may be. Accordingly It is not my
intention to take this matter further, al-
though I am just as emphatic in my view-
point this evening as I was yesterday.

The company was concerned about the
matter and phoned me at 10.30 p.m., our
time, in order to find out exactly what was
the position and what was likely to happen.
Then, on account of the gap in time be-
tween Western Australia and Australia. at
2.00 an,. a communication went to Sydney
on the way to the other side of the world.
I indicated to the representative of the
company who contacted me-a Mr.
Shepherdson-that I felt party politics
Would win the day, the alternative being
to lose the Bill which would be too ridi-
culous for words.

I told the representative that if such
be the will of the Legislative Council-not
the Government-then I would endeavour
to do the next best thing so that he would
have an official document to transmit to
the principals who are to provide the funds
and the markets. I told him I would ask
the Premier to supply with the utmost
expedition a letter giving an undertaking
in the terms of the Legislative Assembly's
amendment. I hope and trust that will
suffice. We both acknowledged that that
would be not Dearly as reassuring as If it
were a decision of Parliament because.
after all, the agreement is a decision of
Parliament. When one is confronted with
a situation like this it Is necessary to do
the best possible thing not for the Gov-
erment, but for Western Australia. This

is the best the Government Is able to do.
I sincerely hope and trust that the be-
haviour of Parliament will not have any
detrimental effect upon negotiations which
have been proceeding for such a lung
period. I mov--

That the Assembly's further amend-
ment be not insisted on, and that the
Council's amendment be agreed to.

Mr. COURT: I appreciate the Minister's.
Position. This is one of the times when
being a Minister Is not all fun and games.
However, I think he has done the right
thing not only for the company but also
for the project because this morning some
of us were contacted. Obviously there is
some perturbation that the Parliament
should attempt to direct the authority in
regard to the date.

From what the Minister told us, this
course of events will mean that the
report will be in the hands of the
Government well before the date stated
in the Assembly's amendment. It is much
better that the report arrive on the Minis-
ter's table in the natural course of events
rather than by direction. If the authority
wishes to have a few more days, the time
will be available. The authority will not
be under a direction that, come hell or
high water, the report must be concluded
by a certain date. I support the motion.

Qu estion put and passed; the Assemb-
ly's amendment not insisted on, and the
Council's amendment agreed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted.

and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta-Minister for

Development and Decentralisation) t5.55
p.m.): I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This is a formal Bill resulting from the
reorganisation of what was formerly the
Department of Industrial Development.
but is now the Department of Develop-
wnent and4 Decentralisation. During the
course of reorganisation some changes
occurred in the titles of some of the
officers.

The Industrial Lands Development
Authority Act states specifically that the
Director of Industrial Development shall
be a member of the authority. We are in-
formed by the Crown Law Department
that, as the office has been abolished, it
Is im~posible to constitute the Authority
and therefore it is unable to do business.
I think it will be readily admitted that



(ASSEUMLY.]

the authority carries out important busi-
ness for the State in the acquisition and
sale of land for industrial purposes. Of
course, land transactions are legal trans-
actions; therefore any action taken must
be unchallegeable.

Accordingly, the Bill seeks merely to
delete the present title of the person
who sits on tbe authority, and to des-
cribe him by his new title which Is Deputy
Co-ordinator (Industries) in the depart-
ment known as the Department of Develop-
ment and Decentralisation. That Is the
purpose of the Bill, and I commend it to
the House.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. Court
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

(Continued on page IM9

APPROPRIATION DI
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumied from the 26th Novem-

ber. -

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) (5.57
pim.]: I would like to touch on a number
of matters in speaking to the Budget The
first concerns the question of venereal
disease among Aborigines in Western Aus-
tralia. I do so in the knowledge that under
the Estimates for the Consolidated Re-
venue Flund, which we are now considering.
we will spend something in the order of
$54,000,000 on medical services and the
Public Health Department. We will also
spend money from loan funds for the
same purpose; in all, the amount to be
spent in Western Australia in this finan-
cial year will be in excess of $60,000,000,

Whilst we are spending that huge
amount, we are doing virtually nothing
about the incidence of venereal disease
among the natives in this State. In fact,
I would say the Public Health Department,
based on evidence I have which I will ex-
plain to the House shortly, is clearly remiss
in carrying out its obligations.

Some months ago-I think it was during
the Address-in-Reply debate in the first
session-I brought up this subject and I
was immediately criticised by missionaries
who for years now have turned a blind
eye to the question of venereal disease
amongst our Aborigines. Subsequently the
Aboriginal Advancement Council made
gome statements which were published in
the Press. The statements criticised the
ract that I. as a member of Parliament.
mlentioned the Incidence of venereal
lisease among Aborigines. However, I did
;o simply and solely as a result of a trip
o0 the Murchison during which I was in-
'ormed by certain authorities in a parts.

cular town that the Incidence of venereal
disease in that town was to the order of
50 per cent. of the Aboriginal population.

Many People disputed this by question-
Ing how a figure such as that could be
obtained, and I agree with them that it
could not be done. One can only accept
the estimates on such matters that are
made by people residing in various towns.
Since then I have received estimates on
the incidence of venereal disease in Kal-
goorlie, and the figures are very high. I
think the member for Boulder-Dundas will
realise how high they are, and I am sure
the member for Kalgoorlie will be aware
of these figures.

I have also obtained estimates of the
incidence of the disease in the towns of
Wiluna, and Leonora and these estimates
are very high, too. In the very small
towns throughout Western Australia, it is
very difficult to get people to come for-
ward and relate their own experiences in
regard to these matters. I know that the
Australian Medical Association frowns on
doctors who make public statements of
that kind.

Mr. Lewis: They are notifiable diseases.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, I know, but we

will see how notifiable they are after the
letter which r have in my possession L9
read to the House.

A doctor contacted me in regard to this
disease, following which I wrote to him.
He then wrote me a fairly lengthy letter
in reply. The reason he has spoken so
freely in this letter is that he has now
left the State after practising at Meek&-
tharra, for 18 months. Here we have a
instance of a doctor serving at Meeka-
tharra, for 18 months and being completely
conversant with the incidence of V.0. in
that town and then leaving for another
State where he is now practising. In these
circumstances he was able to write and
set down his thoughts quite freely, and I
would like the House to hear what he said
because he is a. highly qualified Medical
practitioner.

The reply I received from him is dated
the 3rd November, 1971, and reads as fol-
lows:-

Shortly before I left Meekatharra
istrict, there was Mr. Peter Coyne.

M.L.A. I told him that I disagree with
Hon. Minister for Health Mr. Davies'
opinion that aboriginals do not suffer
more (statistically) from V.D.

My opinion, based on statistics, is
that V.D. is focused in Aboriginal
Population and is being spread over
the rest of Australia.

I want to interpolate here to say that this
is a most serious statement to come from
a medical practitioner. He is saying that
as a consequence of his experience,
venereal disease is focused in the Abori-.
ginal population and is being spread over
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Lhe rest of Australia. He goes on to say-
,If my memory does not deceive me,

in the last 18 months (while in Meeka-
tharra) I discovered at least twelve
cases of syphilis--three whites, the
rest were aborigines. Diagnosis was
proven clinically and serologically. I
reported the cases to Public Health

-Commissioner in Western Australia.
stating the fact that the Aborigines
'failed to attend the treatment. No-
thing was done to -enforce the treat-
ment.

interpolate again to point out that here
ye have a medical practitioner saying that,
n Meekatharra, a small mining town in
he Murchison, holding only a handful of
ieople; 12 cases of syphilis were discovered
iy him as the resident doctor during a
;eriod of 18 months. Nine of those cases
vere Aborigines, and although the doctor
iotified the Public Health Department.
iothlng was done.

Mr. Stephens: Did he indicate what per-
-entage of the total population of the town
hose cases represented?

Mr. ORAYDEN: Members will recall that
be member for Moore interjected a while
go that venereal disease was notlifiable,
'ut here is an Instance of where a medical
ractitioner notified the department, but
othing was done.
Dr. Dadour: That percentage would be

eny high.
Mr. GRAYDEh: Yes, it probably would

e a, very high percentage.
Mr. Lewis: There would bie more than
handful of people in lveekatharra.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Does the member for

I oore know how many more?
Mr. Lewis: It would be considerably

iore.
Mr. GRAYDEN: How many more would
ie member for Moore suggest?
Mr. Lewis: It would be a considerable

umber,
Mr, GRAYDEN: What does the member
ir Moore regard as being a considerable
amber?
Mr. Lewis: Several dozens, any-way.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Well, this medical prac-
bionier said that he discovered at least 12
6ses of syphilis within a period of 18
oaths in that small town.
Mr. tewis: The member for South Perth
id it was 50 per cent.
Mr. C*RAYDEN: That is completely un-
tie. 'The member for Moore is referring

a statement I made some months ago
3en.I was talking about Laverton.
Mr. Lewis: You repeated it today.

Mr. GRAYDEN: You know, Mr. Speaker,
and other members of course know, that
I am now talking about Meekatharra. The
two to wns of Laverton and Meekatharra
are a considerable number of miles apart.

Mr. Hartrey; About 500 miles.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, that is so. This

letter continues as follows:-
Typical cases were:-

(1) An Aboriginal woman, aged
20. came to my office with a
broken clavicle after a fight
with her boyfriend. I took
her blood for serology, She
had syphilIs-she never at-
tended the treatment.

(2) A field assistant from Sydney
(white) who lives in the bush,
came to see me. He had a
lesion on the penis. He stated
that, since he is sleeping in a
tent, most probably an anlt bit
him. He added, however, that
about three or four weeks ago
be had had intercourse with
an aboriginal girl, while in
Meekatharra. The case ws
reported to the Public Health
Department-I heard no more
about him.

This, of course, is a serious reflection on
the Public Health Department and I will
make some comment on that aspect shortly.
The letter continues-

Re gonorrhea, since the majority of
the male aboriginal population has an
artificial epispadla (after the initia-
tion ceremony) they usually have an
urethral discharge., Since they are not
sophisticated, they do not seek medical
aid or advice, and so are not aware that
they are suffering from this disease.

That is a most serious statement. To con-
tinue-

A typical case:
A 21 years old uncle raped his niece.

aged 13, 1 examined the niece, found
the sperm and neisserle. I examined
the responsible male-he had a flour-
ishing gonorrhea. The man was sen-
tenced to 6 years of jail, not so much
for raping but for spreading the
disease. During the examination, in my
opinion, he sincerely did not know that
he was suffering from the disease.

On several occasions, verbally, I sug-
gested to the Medical Department that
a wide scale screening amongst the
aborigines should be done In order to
prevent spreading of the disease
throughout the country.

Recently in the press it was stated
that the number of cases of syphilis
has risen in Australia three or four
times. A Medical Department spokes-
man stated this, saying he did not
know the reason for this. My answer

765



'766 1 ASSEMBLY.]I

*to this: since the mining boom the
*traffic increased considerably, with

Young men travelling to and fro to the
distant areas of the North West. With
Meekatbarra and Cue being the stop-
over places the disease is especially
being contacted in these towns and
spread all over the country.

Proof of this is that one day 1 got
a letter from Carnarvon-Dr. Williams.
stating that one of his patients was
suffering from syphilis and gonorrhea.
He gave the name of the contact. I
checked her and found that she bad
syphilis and gonorrhea.

To demonstrate the ignorance of the
aboriginal people to V.fl I diagnosed
gonorrhea in the eyes of a 16 year old
aborigine girl which Is a most unusual
case In medical history. I brought this
to the attention of an optholmologist
Dr. J. Rogers and the case was pre-
sented in the Congress of Optholneo-

*logists.
I hope that I have been of help to

you with this letter, however, all statis-
tics re VD). could be obtained only from
Meekatharra Hospital files. I have to
point out that my findings were mostly
accidental due to lack of trained staff.
I have to add that, despite my effort to
obtain help from the Medical Depart-

*ment in this problem, the response was
only moderate. If you wish you could
contact the Matron of Meekatharra.
Hospital, Miss M. Trenawan, who will
confirm the problem of V.D. amongst
the aboriginals in Meekatharra Dis-
trict.

This is an extraordinarily serious letter.
The medical practitioner makes it clear he
came across the cases accidently. No
blanket screening of the Aboriginal popu-
lation was carried out. He found 12 cases
of syphilis, but he probably would have
found four times as many cases of gonor-
rhea, another serious venereal disease.

We all know the type of disease syphilis
is. The sufferer apparently goes through
three stages; that is, primary, secondary.
and tertiary. When the disease reaches the
tertiary stage the victim's muscles dis-
integrate. in some cases the sufferer
loses his tongue or a limb, and in other
cases the brain is affected. That is how
serious the disease is. Yet In a town the
size of Meekatharra, 12 cases of syphilis
were detected accidently and an unknown
number of cases of gonorrhea exist. Nine
of the Aborigines did not return for treat-
ment. They can continue to spread the
disease among other Aborigines and to all
parts of Western Australia.

Mr. W. A. Manning: flow can YOU make
them return?

Mr. ORAYDEN: In a dozen different
ways. Under the Health Act the com-
missioner has power to gaol the individuals

if necessary. They can be placed in a.
gaol hospital to make sure they receive
treatment.

This problem was dealt with in the re-
port of the Public Health Department
tabled here a few weeks ago. The inci-
dence has increased from about 131 cases.
of venereal disease in 1965 to about 1,300-
odd this year. Is it any wonder that
the incidence is increasing when the
disease is so rile in many of the mining
towns in Western Australia?

Mr. Hartrey: Not only In the mining:
towns.

Mr, GRAYDEN: It is particularly rife
there because of the Aboriginal popula-
tion. It is rife in Kalgoorlie, Laverton,,
Leonora. Wiluna, and Meekatbarra.

Dr. Dadour: What about Boulder?

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is rile elsewhere. too..
This is why it Is imperative that the Public
Health Department does something about
the problem.

I am glad the Minister for Health Is
present now, but I ami sorry he was not
here when I read the letter concerning
the number of cases of syphilis reported
at Meekatharra. However, no doubt he
will read the letter in Hansard, although.
I certainly can supply him with a copy.

In the Swan Valley is a training Centre
called Bandyup, which is, I understand,.
used for the detention of Aboriginal
women. Between the 1st July, 1970, and
the 1st July, this year, 249 different Abori-
ginal women were detained in the Centre.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

MT. GRAYDEN: Prior to the tea sus-
pension I mentioned the increase in the
incidence of venereal disease in Western
Australia. While speaking I think I re,
ferred to a period of five years but during
the tea adjournment I have been able to
locate my missing papers and I find that
the period was from 1961 to 1970. In 1961.
136 cases of venereal disease were notified
to the Public Health Department. In 1970.
the total number of cases notified to the
department was 1,328.

I have previously referred to what is
happening at the Bandyup training Centre
in the Swan Valley. Bandyup is a training
Centre to which Aboriginal women are sent,
and last year 249 persons were admitted
to the Centre. Because it is possible to
have a blanket check on individuals when
they go into such a training Centre the
Public Health Department carried one out.

Of the 67 cases of syphilis among women
notified to the Public Health Department
last year, the blanket check at the flandyup
training Centre was responsible for locat-
ing 28. I repeat: There were 28 cases of
syphilis among the 249 inmates at that
Centre last year.
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In addition, and quite apart from
syphilis. 60 cases of gonorrhea were
located. That is the situation at the train-
lug centre in the Swan Valley which has
been established for native women. Be-
cause it is possible to carry out a blanket
check-a compulsory medical check-it
was Possible to locate 28 cases of syphilis
and 60 cases of gonorrhea out of a total
of 249 Individuals. That is a total of 88
cases of venereal disease.

Dr. Dadour: That was a blanket check?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, all Aboriginal
women who go to the centre are checked.

Dr. Dadour: Many of them would niot
have had symptoms.

Mr. GRAYDEN: As the member for
Subiaco would know better than anyone
else in this Chamber, the symptoms of
syphilis are such that in the primary stage
the outward manifestation of the disease
may only be In the form of a small sore.
Possibly, 18 months later. the infected
person gets the secondary stage in the form
of a rash, and then the disease can disap-
Pear until 10 years later.

An infected person can then go for a
period of 10 years, or longer before the
disease reaches the tertiary stage. At
that stage the muscles rot away, and all
sorts of things happen to the brain. Many
of the inmates of the Claremont Hospital
are there as a consequence of syphilis
iNcause they have suffered brain damage.
We are spending huge sumns of money
looking after individuals In hospitals
whose flesh is rotting away as a result of
syphilis.

Notwithstanding the extraordinary level
of the disease at the Bandyup training
centre, and notwithstanding the extra-
ordinary incidence of the disease In the
wining towns of Western Australia-as
evidenced by the letter I read prior-to the
tea suspension in which the medical prac-
titioner at Meekatharra stated that in 18
months he had located 12 cases of syphilis
-virtually nothing is being done to halt
this menace.

Prior to the recent change of Govern-
.ment I understand the previous Minister
for Health appointed an individual within
the Public Health Department whose job
it was to deal with this question. I was
delighted to hear that that appointment
had been made. I1 also understand that
nursing sisters throughout Western Aus-
tralia. employed by the Public Health De-
partment have been instructed to look out
for the disease.

What I am pointing out is that notwith-
standing all that has already been done,
we are not going far enough. I have
quoted the letter I received from a doctor
who has been in Meckatharra for the last
18 months. He accidentally discovered 12
cases of syphilis and advised the Public

Health Department in each case because
he is obliged to do so under the Health
Act.

Notwithstanding the fact that those
people had syphilis, and the doctor had
advised the Public Health Department.
the Aborigines did not go back for
treatment and nothing was done by the
department to ensure that they did. I
find that absolutely extraordinary. In the
Estimates we are now considering Parlia-
ment will approve the expenditure of
something in excess of $60,000,000 to ad-
minister to the health of the people of
Western Australia.

Mr. Davies: It is not enough.
Mr. ORAYDEN: I agree with the Minis-

ter that It is not enough. However the
position is that a doctor who left the State
only a few weeks ago has stated that he
notified the Public Health Department of
12 cases of syphilis but the department
did not do anything about them. I con-
sider this is absolutely appalling. I am not
criticising the Minister for Health or the
Government; I am merely drawing their
attention to the position which exists in
Western Australia at the present time.

During this session a great deal of
legislation dealing with the humanities has
been introduced. I have been delighted
to see that kind of legislation come for-
ward, In these circumstances I hope the
Government will give most serious con-
side ration to the subject on which I am
speaking and, in fact, do something about
it.

The Aboriginal population in Western
Australia Is quite considerable. on the
last figures the population was shown at
22.000 individuals, or, possibly, 23,00. The
greater proportion of them would certainly
be In total ignorance of the disease of
which we are talking.

After a person contracts the disease
there are minor symptoms, but these dis-
appear and do not reappear for another
18 or 20 months, On the second appearance
the symptoms are relatively minor, simply
a rash. Again it disappears but 10 years
later reappears at the tertiary stage. It
is then that people who have contracted
the disease can go mad and be confined in
the Claremont asylum. Alternatively they
are confined in other hospitals throughout
Western Australia because the flesh rots
from their bodies.

in these circumstances, I take a dim
view of what the Public Health Depart-
ment is doing In respect of this problem.
As far as I am concerned, the Comnmis-
sioner of Public Health has been remiss In
the extreme. I consider the lack of action
to be a dereliction of duty on the part
of the Commissioner of Public Health. He
has abrogated his responsibility so far as
public health is concerned.

Mr. Davies: That is fairly strong langu-
age and simply is not true.
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Mr. Ofltbik The Minister Skb thbt
it is not true. I qualified my reknatka by

sayili,"-A it as I am concerned." 'Re-
ceaw. I &aed a question of the 1inister
tAr Hktt.

'Mi., bavies: it is on page O4S bf Ha'*e~i"
A6! 'th e 22nd July.

UMr. GRAYDEN: My tpFrstiofl ield-
(1) As far as the Pubic H6a'tb De-

partment Is aw ,whbft is the
incidence of Ncneresl disease
among Aborigines in the following
areas-

- (a) Lavetton;
* (b) Leonora;

(c) Wiluna;
(d) Warbuitdt "Ranges?

(2) What aditdh is being taken to
ehilnkfe "tll disease?

The 'Minister replied-
(1) NcitIM69ions of venereal disebs

Edo 'ndt include information on the
* rhei4i origin of patients. For This

-Tet§6n'f the precise incidence of
*V.D. among Aborigines in the areas
likied cannot be provided. 'Never-

1theless inquiries from the flying
ildoctor covering the area do not
:suggest a major problem. So far
as the Warburton Range Mission

'Is concerned no patients 'with V.P.
have been brought to the attenition
of the doctor over the last 18
months (despite regular 'visits to
the Mission).

(2) The diagnosis abd treatment of
venereal (or any 'other) disease Is
a routine cominitmeht undertaken
by general medicEil 'Practitioners.
The treatment -6f idigent patients
In the country I4s subsidised on an
individual "fee-fqr-riervicq" bpasis.
When soufrtes 'o4 Infection are
notified to Whe Commissioner for
Health a~b*dbriate action is taken
to eflStM %bhat these are dealt
with,

The inferenke %t edrw from the ant&Wer
is that this 'i Whdt ka .problem. The ?51bU6
Health DepAirtirient iad to ring tbe. tyi
Moctor in the boldfieldk to find out whethtr
there was, any 'Incidehtee of this dikiehse.
It was stated 'that thtre had been h6 in-
cidence of ' the diseikse at the Wa~ibirton
Mission 6ir 'the l-ast 18 months. -1 stes
that the inswer rstates..

Wi( &i ifces of infection are noti-
fied'to th'e Commissioner tot Health
apprap~ri~te action is taken 'to ensure
that'th~se are dealt with.

With defeence to the Minister, because I
know le 'did not write the answer but it
came frbin the Public Health bipartment,

Is&k, that Is a stfdikab;t l h. I have a
lettVr from a doci who ftcently left
#tWelatharra. Whit le liii to say was--

In the Wi-t -18 .. bnths (while In
Meekathal'a)~ I discovered at least
twelve ca~ht 'of 'dflhills--three whites,

p the rest were Aborigines. Diagnosis
was proiven cifically and sr~gcly
I repti~ed the cases to Public Health
Commftissioner in Western Australi
staling t fact that the Aborigines
f ailed 'tb 'attend the treatment. Noth-
ing wa done to enforce the treatment.

These iidividuals are walking around
syphilitic. They have passed the second
stage. Now there will be an interval of
several years--probably l0.-before the terz
'dary stage is reached. Then they Will g6
Mad, suffer heart complaints, or some
thing else will happen. In the meantime
they are spreading infection throutghout
Western Australia.

Mr. Davies: Are you suggesting they are
promiscuous?

Mr. GRAYDEN: .1 am not suggesting it,
I ann stating they are promiscuous. For
this reason it is a dereliction of duty on
the part of the Commissioner of Public
Health not to have done something about it.

Mr. Davies; I think you are wrong.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I make allowances for

the Minister because he has to defend the
Commissioner of Public Health. How-
ever, I1 state quite categorically that if I
were commissioner and charged with the
task of spending $ 60,000.000 of public
moneys in any one year and I knew of
12 cases of syphilis from one tiny little
township in Western Australia which must
result in the ultimate destruction of tbe
individuals concerned and spread misery
amongst miany hundreds of others, I
Would do something about It. If I did not
it would be' a complete dereliction of duty
on my part and I would be remiss in the
extrefne. -

Mr. Davies., Are these nomradle nativest
Mr. ORAYDEN: They Certainly are not-.

nomadic, because there are no nomadc
natives in the vlclnltt, of Meekatharra. It'
we were talking about Laverton, that:
'Would be a differebt proposition, because-.
inatives in that area are nomadic.

There is anf extraordinarily high inici--
dence of --a disease called Yaws amongst
natives. -the disease has been prevaltt

Vra lbhig time. It is rife amongst natives.
['at tho Warburton Mission, and in- the'
Laieiton and Kimberley areas. It is in-
distinguishable from syphilis except in cir-
cuistances where most detailed tests are'
'chlTed out. There is not a nursing sister
in Western Australia who could determine
Whether the disease in question- was Yaws

'or syphilis, They simply cannot do it. A
doctor cannot do it, because the-symptoms'
are virtually the same in that the' flesh-

i AWEhMtY.) V
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rots away from the body. To Identify
one disease from the other it Is necessary
to take a blood smear and have it checked.

The disease of yaws is rife among
nomradic natives. There Is not one
individual In this Parliament or In the
Public Health Department who could say.---
on inspection, that a 4l3eAsq was yaw5 and
P91t syphilis.

We know the experience at the Bandyup
training centre. Out of 249 inmates, 88
had venereal disease, Of those with
venereal disease there were 28 cases of
syphilis. To help Aborigines in Western
Australia we should institute a blanket
medical check in the towns to which I
have referred.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Has this state (f
affairs which you are so clearly describ-
Ing developed since'the 20th Februry?

Mr. OHAYDEN: I would 991t begin to
,usgest that1  V"

Mr. S. T. Tonkin: You have been very,
silent about It for a 12-year period.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have not been silent.
I would like to tell the Premier that for
the first time it has been reported by the
Public Health Department in its annual
report. The reference is in the last annual
report which was recently laid upon the
Table of the Howse. The Public Health
Department states for the first time that
8S cases of venereal disease were found at
the Bandyup training centre. What I
,want to know is what the Government
intends to do about it. The Minister has
indicated he does not think it is a problem.

Mr. Davies: I have not Indicated that
at all.

Mr. GIRAYDEN: I gathered from the
answer the Minister gave to the question
I asked that the Public Health Depart-
mnent felt there was no problem.

Mr. Davies: Are you advocating com-
pulsory V.D. checks for natives?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Definitely. In the army
there is a regular compulsciry check. No-
one takes exception to it. As far as the
army is concerned, other than in excep-
tional circumstances, the check would be
unnecessary. But faced with the figures
that have been presented from Bandyup
training centre and Meekatharra. why not
have a compulsory check in the Interests
of the individuals themselves? It takes a
matter of moments and It saves lives. We
could go further and make It a compulsory
check for many other people In the towns
concerned, and I think they would welcome
it.

There is ample provision in the Health
Act for such checks. If the Public Health
Department Is notified of someone who
bas V.D. and falls to report for treatment,

tbe commissioner has power to order that-
person to be detained in a gaol bospflaL
Secttou 307(2) of the Health Act reads--

if the report discoses that the per-
son is suffering from any venereal
disease in an infectious stage ad is
in the opinion of the Commissioner
likely wnless detained to Infect otr
persons, the Commissioner may by
warrant under his hand in the pre-
scribed form, and directed to the pre-
scribed persons, order the person to
be apprehended, and to be detained
for any period not exceeding two
weeks in any hospital or other peWo,
and the Commissioner may by such
warrant order any bacteriojgial. n
other examinations an%4 iiw~esi~MtnA
to be made of an4 vs -p c ~Zsch

LFor all the purposes of this and t&
succeeding subsections of this section
any gaol hospital shall be deemed to.
be a place of detention. The Comn-
missioner may by warrant order any
person to whom any such subsection
applies-
(a) to be detained in a gaol hospital

in the first instance:
(b) to be transferred from a hospital'

or other place to a gaol hospital.
There Is page after page dealing with the
power of the Commissioner of Public
Health in cases of this kind, and the Act
is not being administered.

Mr. Davies: They are very hard to trick
down. We receive many reports. We had
one the other day but the only lead we
were given was that the suspected person
was a milkman, flat Is hard to follow up.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not go along with
a comment of that nature.

Dr. Dadour: They are not always fol-
lowed up. I can vouch for that.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister for
Health spoke about a milkman being hard
to track down. In fact, It would not be
very hard at all because with milk zoning
he could go to the milk Board which would
be able to tell him there were Perhaps
two milkmen in that sone.

I am speaking about a doctor at Meekar.
tharra who had 12 cases of syphilis re-
ported to him. He did not say how many
cases of gonorrhoea there were. T'here
would be four times as many. A few injec-
tions; of penicillin would cure or mask it.
He would not waste his time mentioning
in his letter the cases of gonorrhoea. He
has actually complied with this Act by
advising the Public Health Department of.
the 12 cases of syphilis. A penalty is
Imposed on any medical practitioner who
fails to notify the Public Health Depart-
ment of the incidence of this disease. What
hsppens then? He notifies the Public
Health Department and that is the end of
the matter. No further action is taken,
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Mr. Davies: You are not suggesting the
doctor resigned because of this, are you?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am not suggesting
that.

Mr. Davies: I missed the early part of
the debate.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am suggesting that
because of the situation prevailing in the
A.M.A. it is very difficult to find a doctor
who will confide to the extent that this
doctor has confided. This doctor spent 18
months in Meekatharra recently and has
now left for the Eastern States. He has
commented freely-"In a tiny town like
Meekatharra. accidentally I came across
12 cases of syphilis and nothing has been
done about them, although I notified the
Public Health Department", or something
to that effect.

The failure of the Public Health De-
Partmnent to Pursue each of the cases that
doctor notified means this State will
ultimately be saddled with a huge expense.
In those 12 cases the original symptoms
would have disappeared by now. In another
18 months those 12 people will get a rash.
After a few weeks the rash will disappear
and they will think they have no
venereal disease. Twelve years later
the tertiary stage will be reached when
they will go maid or the flesh will rot away
from their bodies. Those 12 individuals
fromn that one small town alone are walk-
ing around Western Australia at the
moment infecting other People. Unless
they realise the significance of this disease,
those other people will finish up in exactly
the same way..

UP to date, I have been speaking about
one small mining town in Western Aus-
tralia. We can see what will happen
because of the failure of the Public Health
Department to do something about the
problem, even though cases have been
notified. Let us think of what is happen-
Ing in the rest of Western Australia. We
could go to Wiluna, which is only about
100 miles east of Meekatharra. and find
the same situation. I know of one- in-
dividual at Wiluna who, when he was
advised he had this disease, went off Into
the bush. What does he do? He infects
all the people he comes into contact with.
We could go across to Laverton, where the
authorities in the town tell members of
this House-

The SPEAKER: The honourabli member
has one more minute.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I wanted to go through
all the mining towns of Western Australia,
including Kalgoorlie, and tell members the
situation in those towns.

I appreciate the position of the Minister
for Health. Obviously he must defend his
department, but at the same time I hope
the Government will recognise the serious-
ness of the problem and ensure that some

sort of a blanket check is made. If this is
done through the Aboriginal Advancement
Council, it will be with the co-operation
of the Aborigines, because at a meeting
only the other day the Aborigines of this
State proposed or were going to propose a
motion to ask for a compulsory check not
only in respect of venereal disease but also
in respect of other ailments. It is to their
advantage and I think it would be a
wonderful thing.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber's time has expired.

MR. HUJTCHINSON (Cottesloe) [8.00
p.m.): I want to take the opportunity
afforded me by the Appropriation Hill
(Consolidated Revenue Fund) to talk about
three rather enigmatic aspects of Govern-
ment administration. The first concerns
water, or more particularly bore water,
which is used in the State; the second
concerns some detail about Patch Theatre;
and the third, on which I will spend a
little more time possibly, is concerned with
the Yundurup canals project.

The first topic of water, and more par-
ticularly bare water, is one which is well
known to all people. Almost everybody
in the State appreciates that water is a
most precious commodity. It is not in
plentiful supply; it is expensive to get, and
it is necessary. In the past it has been
found necessary to supplement our water
supplies by using substantial quantities of
bore water.

When I returned from my overseas trip
I found a Press notice from the Daily
News dated the 3rd September, 1971. This
article was headed, 'Government will not
boost from bores.", The article read as
follows:-

The State Government did not
favour supplementing WA's water
supplies by boring, the Premier, Mr.
Tonkin, said yesterday.

He said that when he was Minister
for Water Supplies In the last Labor
government he had rejected moves to
put down additional bores,

The Premier went. on to say that people
were entitled to hills water and that he
was concerned about the water situation
at the present time. He thought the pre-
sent situation called for an economic use
of water but, he said, generally -people
objected to bore water.

There is little doubt in my mind that it
is probably better to have hills water.
However, everyone cannot have hills water.
It will be found as our population Increases
there will need to be greater supplementa-
tion of our water supplies from bore water.
I am happy to say that the Department of
Water Supplies does not believe in what
the Premier said. It has completely re-
jected the Premier's philosophy.

Mr. .3 T- Tonkin: How do you know
that?
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Mr. HUTCHINSON: In order to be
helpful I asked the Minister for Water
Supplies a question the other day. The
Question I asked was-

How many bores have been put to
use in the matter of supplementation
of water supplies for the metropolitan
area for each of the last three finan-
cial years?

The Minister replied there were 14 bores
in 1968-69; 16 bores in 1969-70; and 22
bores in 1970-71. So despite what the
Premier said the number of bores used for
supplementing the metropolitan area is
Increasing, It is enigmatic; it just does
not make sense.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin: As regards the period
you used by way of Illustration, how much
of it relates to this Government?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Question asked
by the Premier is quite easily answered-
only the proportion since his party has
been in power. I wanted to find out what
action the Premier is going to take and
the next question I asked was--

What percentage of the total of water
supplies consumed In each of these
years come from these bores?

The answer I received to
was-

4.33% In 1968-69.
10.96% in 1269-70.
8.72% in 1970-71.

this question

I then asked questions about country
towns because many country towns exist
on bore water. Apparently people are differ-
ent in country towns, I asked the Minister
for Water Supplies this question-

How many country towns are served
wholly from bore water supplies?

And the answer I received was 54 country
towns. How are we to supply hills water to
these people? In the Premier's view -are
they a different breed?

Mtr. J_ T. Tonkin: Surely you know very
well the reference to the use of bores re-
lated to the metropolitan water supply.

.Mr. HUTCHINSON: I see we have nar-
rowed it down to metropolitan water sup-
plies. Can the Premier at this juncture
-he can have time to think about it if he
likes-tell me he will instruct the Minister
for Water Supplies not to supplement with
bores in the future?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No, we will not do that.
What I intend to do is to supply the maxi-
-mum amount of water from hills supplies.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Mr Speaker, this
is a problem which faces all Ministers for
Water Supplies. There is nothing new in
this. However, statements such as that
made by the Premier on the 3rd September
discredit a Government. Obviously the
Minister for Water Supplies will carry on

with his job. He cannot take notice of
what the Premier is saying-it is foolish
for the Premier to make these remarks. He
has a tendency to jump on the bandwagon
and make rash statements.

I will now turn to the next subject, Patch
Theatre. This theatre is well known to
many people. It is part of the live theatre
scene of the State and it plays an imn-
portant role in the cultural life not only
of the metropolitan area but also the coun-
try areas.

In the main it is an amateur Organlisa-
tion devoted to bringing theatre in all its
forms to the Western Australian public.
It presents productions which range from
modern plays to classics, from musicals
to musical comedies, and children's panto-
mimes. its members handle all departments
of theatre activities-acting, production,
stage management, lighting. sound effects,
and front office administration.

Mr. Davies: They are up in the old St.
Mary's now, aren't they?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Yes. One of the aims
of Patch Theatre has been to endeavour
to enrich and increas the cultural life of
the State in the sphere of live theatre. it
has presented productions in Hyde Park,
in shopping centres, and at social functions.
It has toured to the north-west of the
State. Patch Theatre has a professional
touring company and obviously needs
some money to make tours. This company
has played to metropolitan and country
audiences.

Mostly these audiences are composed of
students from high schools and the pro-
fessional touring company of Patch
Theatre played an increasingly important
role in this regard until recent times.

I would also like to say, not only do its
members handle all the facets and feat-
ures regarding theatre life and manage-
ment, but it also conducts quite a flourish-
ing student theatre which attracts young-
sters. Patch teaches these youngsters,.the
various aspects of the theatre.

Then In October, 1970, tragedy befel the
Patch Theatre when a fire destroyed, its
rented William Street premhises.' ,We
premises had proved to be most usefu~i .fpr
the purpose of the theatre but, atfter the
fire destroyed them the rebuildinig., pro-
gramme had no room for the company.
Patch was without a home and at pr~qnlt
-as the minister for Health said-It Is in
the grounds attached to St. Mary's Girls
School In Colin Street. Of course,"the
members of the company tried to find ~n-
other home. They have a whole list of
places which might prove to be satisfac-
tory, but none of them are particularly
satisfactory. They approached the Brand
Government in an effort to secure assist-
ance, but before any final determination
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had been made the 20th February loomed
up and the responsibility to assist the corn-
pany' fell upon the present Government.

I think it should be the aim of the
Government to do all in its power to try
to assist the members of that company to
find a new site. At least the Government
could try to find a new site and give it to
Patch at a peppercorn rental. I think the
Government could also assist Patch not
merely with an annual grant, but with a
substantial grant of money which will en-
able the company to build, because the
role it plays in the cultural life of this
State is most Important.

The second tragedy which betfell the
Patch Theatre was net an act of God like
the first, but an act of Government. in
August of this year the Education Depart-
ruent withdrew permission for the Patch
touring company to perfonn at country
schools. This is a tragedy of a different
kind, but a very practical tragedy. I be-
lieve this action also militates against the
training of school students in theatre,
literature, and In the study of plays--all
of which very properly fall into the curri-
cula placed before students in the various
grades.

I find It difficult to understand why that
action was taken. The obvious reason Is
the one given by the Director-General of
Education: that it is difficult to- fit in these
performances because there are so many
different features of education intruiidng
into the school day., I agree that does hap-
pen'. but when a school can fit in this type
of performance to assist and to supple-
ment the students' literature programme

-then its importance is overriding. This is
so regarded by most teachers. In any
case, the arrangements are made by di-
rect contact and by negotiation with the
appropriate master's class.

A paper was drawn up by one of the
officers of the Education Department on
the subject of the future role, If any, of
Patch Theatre Incorporated in drama In
secondary schools. The reference given
in the paper is a previous talk on the 4th
June, i972. The paper presents the genesis
of the present problem. The problem is
whether Patch Theatre should continue in
drama in secondary schools and an analysis
of Patch's efforts was presented. The
papr mentions how English superintend-
ents were consulted, and how principals
and beadmasters were to be written tq first
and then Interviewed personally. The
comments of the teachers were clear. A
whole list of comments from teachers in
various parts of the State from both
primary and secondary schools Is Included.
The paper also mentions that permission
was first given to Patch In 1969 and how,
from its beginnings in that year it pro-
gressed to become stronger, more valued,
and more important in the following year.

The officer who prepared this report for
the Director-General of Education then
went on to say that possible courses of
action included-

(ii) Have Patch withdraw from Gov-
ernment schools,

I point out that is actually what happened,
The paper goes on to state-

This would be a serious depriva-
tion for our schools. it would be
an embarrassment to the English
superintendents who have en-
couraged Patch, and found ndt
only co-operation and courtesy,
but a readiness to meet the ex-
Pressed needs of teachers and
superintendents.

(ii) Have an acceptable itinerary cov-
ering, say, eight months, drawn
up by the National Theatre and
Patch at a planning session. One
group could then begin at the
beginning, and the other halt way
through the list of schools-

Perhaps I could interpolate here, It was
also thought that the reasons given to
Patch, apart from the trouble of fitting
the performhances into class programmes,
also included the fact that the National
Theatre can adequately handle the situ-
ation. But, of course, it cannot. The pro-
gramme has been expanded tremendously,
so why not use Patch?

Mr. Davies: Whose comments are you
quoting?

Mr. HUTCHINSON! This is the com-
ment of an officer of the Education De-
partment. I think his name is Mr. Biggins,
although it is not mentioned here. The
comment goes on to say-

Most schools would welcome the
opportunity of two drama visits
annually, if spaced at three to
four month intervals.

It goes further, but 1 have not time to read
it all. The third and fourth points are-

(ihi) Have the National Theatre submit
its proposed itinerary and selec-
tion of plays, and have Patch -work
cut a programme and Itinerary
which avoided any conflict.

(iv) Allocate some schools, convenient-
Ily arranged in districts, to each
group-the lion's share to the
National Theatre. Serious objec-
tions to this are obvious.

The whole tenor of the paper is: For
heavens sake, let us retain Patch because
it is doing a good Job. However, the ate
fell: and I think it was an act of mal-
administration which ought to be cor-
rected. I would like the Minister to have
another look at this matter and to entei
into further negotiations with Patch in an
effort to try to help the company. With
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regard to a home for the Patch Theatre,
I ask the Treasurer to consider assisting
the company.

Mr. Court: You have convinced the Min-
ister.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I hope so. This is
a worth-while organisation and part of our
contemporary scene. Patch Theatre has
trained People who are now engaged in all
facets of theatre work all over the State,
in other parts of Australia, and in not a
few countries of the world.

I wish now to devote myself to the topic
of the Yundurup canals project. At the
outset I say that it is a real estate develop-
mental project, one of many such ventures
which have been floated, particularly in
recent years, not only in Western Australia
but also in other parts of Australia and
in other parts of the world. I refer not
necessarily to canal projects, but to real
estate development projects.

In Western Australia perhaps this Yun-
durup canals project is more enterprising,
more venturesome and more ambitious than
most, and certainly there has been a great
deal of controversy about it; controversy
based firstly on -its viability, and secondly,
on the effect It will have on the ecology
of the area or, in general, the environ-
mental effect it will have. I do not want
to deal at length with the possible en-
vironiental effect of the project on this
area because this aspect has already been
dealt with at length and no doubt It will
be dealt with again during the course of
this debate. All I wish to say about
the ecological aspect is that it represents
a classic clash between a developmental
Project and conservationists.

Suffce it to say at this stage that the
Brand Government was aware of the con-
flicting interests and, after hearing rele-
vant representations, it laid down condi-
tions for the continuance of the project.
These conditions In the main related to
uuch matters as the developers having to
Place at least eight feet of sand over the
area for health reasons and to guard
aiainst flooding. Secondly, steps had to
be taken to obviate possible harmful effect
on the marine life, and, thirdly, dredging
was to be carried out only in the winter
months, ranging from March to October.
This condition was imposed again with a
view to protecting the habitat of the
'Wildlife in the area.

As I recall, in this short space of time
the Murray Shire in its negotiations with
the developers Indicated its willingness to
cater for the maintenance of the canals
system whilst the Government was pre-
Pared to maintain the main canal. Apart
from delays occasioned by the necessity
for investigation to be made into a wide
inumber of planin g problems, several
Government obfficers were able to be of
considerable assistance to the developers
by -tendering their professional advice on

many occasions, in much the same way as
Government officers assist today in such
matters without infringing too deeply on
the area of private enterprise.

Some Government officers objected to
the proposal. I think, in the main, these
objections came fromn the Fisheries and
Fauna Department, and the views of some
of these officers were expressed. I point
cut, however, that the Brand Government
did not, in any shape or form, offer any
guarantees in relation to this develop-
mental project. They were not even con-
sidered, It was regarded as being a
private-enterprise developmental project.
My own particular view is that I have
no objection to the project. In fact, I
would like to see it succeed.

Mr. Graham:, Why are you and your
colleagues trying to knock It, then?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I can hardly be-
lieve the Deputy Premier cannot under-
stand the line I am about to take. I have
no personal opposition whatsoever to this
project, and I speak the truth, I would
like to see it succeed, but on its own
merits; not on account of the Govern-
ment stepping in and assisting a private-
enterprise project by guaranteeing a loan
of $1,750,000.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What happened to
Coral Bay?

Mr. HUTCHIN4SON: Coral Bay. Is a
different matter altogether.

M~r. J, T. Tonkin: Did it go on its own
merits, or did It obtain Government
assLsbafnce 9

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I prefer not to talk
of Coral Bay because the facts relating
to Coral Bay are entirely different from
the facts relating to this project.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin., It was not allowed
to go on on Its own merits as you say.

Mr. HUITCHINSON: Coral Bay was a.
different project altogether. It was in the
north-west of Western Australia where we
were trying to find accommodation of the
kind that would attract people to the area.
In any case, the two projects are not com-
parable. However, let me continue. I do
not blame the developers for one moment
for asking the Government for a guaran-
tee. If I had been placed in the same situ-
ation I would Probably have done the

se, but I blame the Government for
giving this guarantee.

Mr. Graham: No, the blame lies with
the Previous Government for sabotaging
the project.

Mr. HUTfCHINSON: The Government
always tries to lay the blame on someone
else. It is never the fault of the Govern-
ment: it Is always the fault of somebody
else.

Mr. Graham: We are trying to be con-
structive.
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Mr. HUTCHINSONq: The 'viability of this
project is doubtful. There is a substantial
risk in the Government guaranteeing a
loan of $1,750,000 through its agent by
certificate. I think the viability of the
project is the concern of the developers;
it is not the concern of the taxpayers. It
is not up to the taxpayers to contribute
to this venture, as they well could. There
is no doubt that the developers knew
financial risks would be involved. What
really big private enterprise project does
not run the same financial risk, and how
many fall by the wayside compared with
all those that are successful? One has
only to look at the State concerns that
fall by the wayside because of the inherent
risks attached to them.

Thbis is a factor that must be appreciated
and taken into consideration by developers
when they are considering the viability
,of their projects. Many other worthy in-
dustrial projects could have been assisted
to the same degree by the Government as
this one has. in the view of the Opposi-
tion the guarantee of a loan of $1,150,000
to the developers of this project is cer -tainly bewildering and amazing in the
extreme.

As I understand the position, the pro-
ject, in the initial stages--the Premier
may have something to say on this--is
based on developing the swampy land in
the area, building the canals, and then
selling the blocks at a minimum price of
,$10,000. The premier blocks, of course,
will probably range between $12,000 and
314.000, or whatever price could be ob-
tained for them. This Is the type of proa-
ject the Government is supporting with
this £1,750,000 guaranteed loan. It is of
-no use the Government saying It is think-
ing in terms of housing development.; to
house the people and assist the little man.
What little man, whom the Government
talks about all the time, would be able to
buy a block of land for $10,000 or even
$8,000 on which to erect a holiday home?
In addition, he would need to have a boat
'and probably would need at least two cars
in the family.

so this Is certainly not a housing de-
velopmental project. I do not think the
.Minister for Health would agree it is a
housing development that would assist to
house the little man, because he could not
afford to pay the price that Is asked.

Mr. Davies: The Minister could not
afford to live in it himself.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin:* What does the local
shire think about it?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: In the main I would
think that the local shire thinks mutch the
same as I do about It-that is, the shire
would want it to succeed. In all prob-
ability It wants more people living in the
area which would result in more rates
being collected and, furthermore, no doubt
it would like to see this area- developed.

Some of the councillors might go along
with the $1,750,000 guarantee, because the
thought of wanting it so much overbears
any other consideration; but that does not
overbear my feelings, nor the feelings of
other members on this side of the House.

IEn regard to helping the little man and
housing development, and to the Govern-
ment using its excess loan funds or pos-
sible loan funds to meet a deficit that
might result from the Project. I wonder
how the masters of the Government at
Trades 11611 feel about the matter.

Mr. Grahiam: This Is soap-box stuff.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: Do the people at

Trades Hail think this is a good proposi-
tion, and one designed for the benefit of
the little man? This project is designed
to provide blocks for holiday homes.

Mr. Graham: Just like the Coral Bay
development. That was for the little man,
too!

Mr. HUTfCHINSON: I do not blame the
developers for their astuteness In getting
the Government to agree, but I condemn
the Government on this act of financial
stupidity.

Mr. Graham: Would you agree that your
Government contributed to the diMcuities
of the concern?

Mr. HUTfCHINSON: Yes, I suppose one
can say that, if one wishes to point out
that delays were involved.

Mr. H. D. Evans: What caused the de-
lays?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The negotiations
that took place in order to set the project
off the ground.

Mr. H. D. Evans: What specifically?
Mr. HUTCHINSON: In order that the

interests of the conservationists the
Government departments, and other par-
ties could be met, and to enable the views
of the Government to be fitted into the
right channels.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: All of those things
should have been thought of before t he
offer was made.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: That sort of delay
is not unnatural at all- It happens in
respect of almost every Project. I

Mr. H. D. Evans: What about the phras-
ing of the agreement? Did that cause any
delay?

Mr. Graham: You changed the agree-
ment.

Mr. Court: This applies to all agreements
such as those relating to town planning.
local government, and sewerage.

Mr. HUJTCHINSON: So I condemn the
Government for its financial stupidity.
There is another thing I wish to point out;
almost immediately after the election the
Tonkin Government began to cry poor-
mouth.
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Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: And with justifica-
tion.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: It blamed every-
body else but itself. It blamed the pre-
vious.Government. No matter what might
be said, no Government has made such
progress and put Western Australia more
on the map than did the previous Govern-
ment,

Mr. Graham: Not the Government.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: Let posterity prove

me right or wrong. The Tonkin Govern-
ment has said that the previous Brand
Government was responsible for leaving
this State in a financial mess, that the
Commonwealth Government would not give
it enough money, and so on. It blamed
everybody else but itself.

Mr. Court: It received record funds from
the Commonwealth.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Do not forget that
this Government has received record funds
from the Commonwealth Government. In
regard to revenue generally it is receiving
in this financial year at least $57,000,000
more than the Brand Government received
in the last year of office. That is a pretty
healthy sum, but still this Government
cries poor-mouth, and says it does not have
enough money to implement all its pro-
mises.

Let us look at the subject of education
where there is supposed to be a dramatic
improvement. What we are really faced
'with is a list of deferred public works, and
these have been listed in answers to ques-
tions asked by, I think, the member for
Dale.

Mr.. T. D. Evans: Deferred at whose re-
quest-the former Prime Minister's re-
quest?

Mr. Williams: What will happen when
members opposite do not have anybody
else to blame?

Mr. HUTCHINSON; No matter what the
cause, the present Government cries poor-
mouth. Why did it not put some of. this*
guarantee money into other necessary
things, or get the Rural and industries
Bank to put the $1,750,000 Into the provi-
sion of two or three new schools?

Mr. T. Dl. Evans: Do you think the Loan
Council will approve of our Government
doing that? You are uttering absolute
nonsense.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Let us see what the
Commonwealth Government has said. I
intended to refer to the then Treasurer's
speech when he introduced the Appropri-
ation Bill (Consolidated Revenue Fnd)
on the 16th September last. Among other
things, the Treasurer said, as recorded on
Page 1427 of the 1971 Hansanf-

At a further Premiers' Conference,
held in April this year, the Prime Min-
ister agreed to provide $43,000,00 to

assist in reducing State deficits. In
providing this sum, of which our share-
was $5,030,000,...

Mr. T. D. Evans: What was the amount
you just quoted?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The amount stated
here is $5,030,000, but it might be
$5,300,000.

Mr. T. D. Evans; It is.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: In that case the

Minister should see the Chief Hlansard
Reporter to have the figure corrected. To
continue with what the Treasurer said--.

*..the Prime Minister sought and
obandan assurance from all Pre-

miers that the additional grants would
be applied only in reduction of deficits
and not used to finance increased
expenditure.

Mr. T. D). Evans: Exactly.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: What could happen

as a result of this guarantee of $1,750,000
to a risk venture? Is it not possible this
could result in an increased deficit for this
Government? Of' course, that is possible.
The Treasury might be able to spread the
loss aver a number of years if a loss does
occur, but It still adds to the overall deficit.

Mr. Graham: Do You think that even if
the worst happened the whole amount
would be lost?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I sincerely hope not.
Mr. Graham: Of course not. Not much

could be lost. Why don't you be rational?
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am hoping there

will not be a loss at all.
Mr. Graham: You are doing your best

to see there is a loss by throwing cold
water on'the project.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: My responsibility is
to see that this matter Is aired properly,
otherwise we would be failing in our duty
as the Opposition.

Mr. Graham: You have been nagging
on this for weeks.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Minister would
know that if this Government 'were in
Opposition at the present time, and an
occasion like this arose, a long debate
would take place lasting well Into the
night.

Mr. Hartrey: Not at this time of the
year!

Mr. Court: You should have been here
a few years ago.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Here we have a
deferred list of public works, and the cry
of poor-mouth by the Government; yet
It has given a guarantee running into
$1,750,000 to a private enterprise develop-
ment project.

Mr. Davies: if the guarantee had been
refused the opposition would be saying
that the Government should have helped
the project.
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Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Minister for
Health is being facetious.

Mr. Davies: No, I am quite serious.
Mr- HUTCHISON: Is the Minister

'being really serious?
'ba. Davies: Yes, because I can imagine

what would be the cry of the Opposition
If we had refused the request.

Mr. HUJTCHINSON:. That being the re-
action of the Minister, his word is not
worth anything, in view of the loan
Which is being granted to the Yundurup
canals project, which is very lucky indeed.
Imagine the feelings of other industries
which might seek support under the In-
-dustry (Advances) Act. Just imagine their
feelings when their applications are re-
jected! I will give just one example, be-
cause usually the Premier asks, "Can you
give me one case as an exarnple?" This
is a recent case.

Mr. Davies: Your acting 14 yery goca
tonight..

15?. IIUTCHINSON: A Western Aus-
%krallan fArm, Western Livestock, is battl-
1mng against bigger firms like Elders, and it
is asking for a guarantee from the Govern-
ment for a loan to build a wool store at
iSpearwood. In a letter dated the 29th
October the Premier rejected the proposi-
'lion and stated blandly that the project
did not conform with the provisions of
the Industry (Advances) Act. How would
this firm feel about the Government's
guarantee to the Yundurup canals project?
How would we rate its chances of assist-
ance under the Industry (Advances) Act,
as compared with the chances of the de-
velopers of the Yundurup project? I think
Western Livestock, just as other appli-
cants, will not feel well at all; and like
the People of Western Australia they do
not like this guarantee by the Government;
one scrap. I1 hope the Goverrnent can
extricate itself from the situation-

Mr. Graham: How many lots will you
be buying down there?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Premier has
talked about a moral obligation because
of what the Brand Government has done.
We have already referred to this a little.
'This Government will blame anyone and
not take the real responsibility for Its
own actions. This is something which is
this Government's own responsibility.
Some people still listen to the remarks of
the Premnier when he talks about these
matters.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you remember
when your Government came into office
and it was going to have an Investigation
into the Trust Fund because it blamed the
previous Government for spending the
money? Did you ever carry out an in-
vestigation?

Mr. Court: Yes we did and it took us
n long time to get things on an even keel.

Mr. HUJTCHINSON: I have about only
five minutes left.

The SPEAKER: A little less than that.
Mr. HUITCHINSON: When the Govern-

ment talks about a moral obligation and
covering up for the sins of the previous
Government as the reason for its action,
It is a large and smelly red herring which
must be disregarded because such views
are absolute nonsense. As in most projects
of this kind delays occur, and initial ap-
proval to commence does not mean there
will not be other provisos. of course other..
people had to get into the act.

Mr. Davies: We had a moral obligation
to make amends for the previous Govern-
ment's change of mind,

Mr. HUTCHINSON: If that is the cause
of the delay I want the Premier to restate
it. Itt him spell out the moral oblige,-
tions. It is no good trying to talk about
Coral Bay or the Trust F'und situation..
We are talking about the action of the
wpoment. That Is the Issue, Do members
know that already $840,00 of the
$1,150,000 has been expended on out-
standig debts?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: In connection with
the project,

Mr. HUTCHINSON: That is quite right.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: F'or work already done.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Yes, but so much
more remains to be done. At what Price
will the blocks be sold?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Not at the price You
said.

Mr. ELITCUISON: I see. More con-
ditions are to be imposed. That is very
Interesting. I would like to hear the
Premier on this, We want to know a lot
about the situation. It was a very fool-
hardy action for the Government to take.

I would have liked to move an amend-
ment on this matter, but I cannot do it
because an amendment was moved on this
particular Bill before the prorogation. of
Parliament. Although I tried very hard
to find some way of phrasing an amend-
ment, I was not successful. I was going to
move that the Bill be not read a second
time until after the Government had suc-
cessfully negotiated to have the State and
any Government instrumentality which
may be financially involved, released from
any obligation in connection with the
Yundurup canals project.

I believe that most people would prefer
the Government to be released from this
obligation because it was a very foolhardy
action t~o take in the first place and one
which will create discord in industries
which should have received attention
before the one in question.

Mr. Graham: In your opinion.
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Mr. HUTCHINSON: My leaders are con-
sidering whether we ought to divide the
House on this Issue at an appropriate
stage during the Estimates. I wholeheart-
edly disapprove of the action of the Coy-
ement, and I hope it can extricate itself
from the very stupid situation in which it
has placed itself.

MRI. -MENSAROS (Floreat) 18.44 p.m.]:
Some time ago, before the unfortunate
death of the previous Speaker and the
subsequent prorogation of Parliament, I
was contemplating almost breaking new
ground by using my time available in this
debate to analyse the Estimates definitely
and constructively instead of speaking
about any matter, as is the custom. How-
ever, the unfortunate announcement by the
Premier concerning the guarantee for the
Yundurup canals project prompts me to
use my time on this subject. I would like
to emphasise that perhaps unlike the mem-
ber for Cottesloc I desire to be as unpoli-
tical as I can be and plead an appeal to
the Premier to listen to me and consider
what I am saying, and then show his great-
ness and strength, and not his obstinacy,
by reconsidering his decision in the inter-
ests of the State and in the interests of
future generations, and not in the Interests
of politics.

I will deal with two aspects of this
matter-firstly the environmental aspect.
and secondly the fiscal aspect.

Mr. Graham: 7f it will do any damage
to the environment, that would be asa
consequence of a decision by the Govern-
ment you supported.

Mr. MENSAROS: I will come to that.
At the outset I anticipate two sets of
accusations. One I have heard already
from an esteemed member of this House
-in fact a Minister-which is that I am
dealing with matters beyond my own elec-
torate. The second one has been publicised
in newspapers and through various other
announcements: that is, that I have a so-
called vested interest.

As to the first accusation, it is very easy
to answer. Because of the letters and
phone calls I have received from people
in my own electorate, I would say, in all
conscience, that I am satisfied the major-
ity of my constituents would deem this
question more important than anything
else I Could deal with tonight.

As to the second accusation, it all de-
pends what is meant by a vested interest.
If the facts that I live there and love the
surroundings and know them perhaps bet-
ter than anyone else here mean I have a
vested interest, then I am guilty as
charged, no matter how the connotation of
this expression sounds because I know
what this decision will mean to the en-
vironment. I know the environment, and
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therefore I feel I have an obligation to
voice what I know and to point to the
dangers which can occur.

I said, and I repeat, that I will not deal
with this matter from a political aspect,
and if I slide towards this, it will perhaps
be out of necessity rather than out of
volition. This is a matter for the whole
State, and not for a particular party, and
it is the responsibility of the whole State.

Dealing with the first aspect of environ-
ment: what is the environment which I
set out to save as much as I can and to
protect and about which I raise my voice
in the name of so many? It is the only
real delta in Western Australia, and ac-
cording to some experts It is perhaps the
only one In the whole of Australia.

It has eight islands which contain
unique scenery along the branches of the
river, with trees, bushes, and wild-
flowers. It has a variety of fish which
meet the needs of the professional fisher-
men. It also has prawns and crabs. The
birdlife Is magnificent, because besides the
more conventional birds like pelicans,
ducks, shags, and seagulls, there is a
variety of special birds Including the white
egret, the blue wren, the snakebird, blue
and brown heron, sandpiper, kingfisher,
moorhen, and many others. If ever there
was a connotation of the word "sanctuary,"
this is it. It is the presence of nature
or God, whichever way people want to
express it. It has a majesty which Is
ever-changing with the splash of the
jumping fish, and the colour of the orchids.
I who am a layman have catalogued 33
different orchids on the islands in the
delta.

Some people, who are experts, can name
many more. I refer to the phosphorescence
in the water when one travels on the river
at night under a clear sky with no moon.
That Is when one can see the fish darting
through the water like silver stripes.

Mr. Harman: What about the mos.-
qultoes?

Mr. MENSAROS: I will refer to the
sound of the early morning birds singing
and I do not think these sounds can be
experienced anywhere else in the world.
I feel I am not doing justice in describing
the area so I will refer, with your indul-
gence, Mr. Speaker, to the words of some-
one who is infinitely better able to express
the beauty of the area. I will refer to a
book written by Mrs. Hasluck-now Lady
Hasluck-which captures to perfection the
atmosphere of this area. The title of her
publication Is, ThMnws Peel of Swan River,
and the section to which I wish to refer
reads In part as follows:-

I think now, after experience of
much travel, that the Murray River
Was one of the most strangely beauti-
ful places In the world. It had a
quality of absolute pristine freshness
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belonging to the morning of creation-
a view which seems to have struck
some of the diarists of the early days.
Here the world was still young and
untouched, virginal and waiting.

It leads further-
I responded to its emptiness, to the

silence at night that rang In my ears,
to the splash of fish by day crashing
in the absolute quiet, to the river smell,
the crack of dry twigs in the still sumn-
mer heat, the sense of anticipation.

She goes on-
We bathed in the greeny-brown

water, delicious bathing as there were
warm springs rising here and there
from the river bed to titillate and car-
ess the body. We fished.

She states further-
Prawning parties at night on the

snow-white estuary sands, the drift-
wood fires flaming, lighting up the
strange shapes of the tea-trees.

Many others besides Lady Hasluck know
the area. 1, myself, have invited a num-
ber of overseas visitors there and I
would say that I have had one-quarter or
one-third of the visiting A.B.C. celebrity
artists down there at one time or another.
Those People would have travelled all over
the world and would have seen just about
everything, but they have all said that
they had never seen such a unique panor-
ama of nature.

When I was overseas, only about 20
months ago, I wanted to be proud of
Western Australia and I showed slides In
16 countries. However, I did not show
slides of city buildings and landmarks
such as the university; I showed slides of
the Murray River bends, birds, bushes,
orchids, and at the same time I played
a tape recording of birds singing in the
background. The people to whom I showed
the slides said that they had never seen
anything like the scenery on the Murray
River, not even in professionally produced
films. Does this not also apply even to
Western Australians?

I have received numerous letters as a
result of the Press publicity concerning
this matter. It was not my desire to re-
ceive Publicity, but I would like to refer to
one of the letters, which reads as fol-
lows:-

The aerial photograph In the recent
* issue of The West Australian makes

it clear that the present environment
cannot be preserved in the face of the
dense residential development planned
under the Yunderup "canals" scheme,
If that scheme Is permitted to pro-
ceed.

The environment of this region-so
close to Perth-is unique and it should
not be our generation which permits it
to be destroyed. Like authoress

Alexandra Hasluck, I have, over the
Years, had the simple privilege of visit-
ing, quietly enjoying and being re-
freshed in spirit by these primeval
waterways and foreshores.

The letter further states-
May I urge that the Intention to

finance the Yunderup canals land de-
velopment scheme from Government-
provided or guaranteed funds, be op-
Posed In every possible way.

The letter continues-
... nothing can justify the present

ill-advised project - particularly the
proposed dredging of channels through
the ancient silt-banks which have
always protected and preserved the
area.

Mr. Hartrey: You reckon it is strictly
for the birds!

Mr. MENSAROS: I do not reckon that
at all. Accusations have been made, and
there was an Interjection from the Premier
concerning the opinions of the local
people. In answer to those accusations I
will refer to one factor only. Meetings
have been held in the area attended by a
few people bringing down various resolu-
tions; but there was a council election last
Year. One councillor who had been the
incumbent of the office for many years,
and who was all for the project, was put
out of office. Never had so many people
turned out to vote at a council election.

The candidate for the seat who was
violently opposed to the project was elected
with a majority of four to one. That
shows that all those People who voted did
not want the canals project on the Yun-
durup delta. The guarantee by the Gov-
ernment will try to force the project to
succeed but will inevitably lead to the des-
truction of everything else with regard to
the environment.

Some people might say that is not so
but the 300 blocks which will be made
available, if the venture succeeds, will
accommodate approximately 1,200 people.
That Is the size of a small town, and If our
affluent society continues-as we hope it
winl-those people will own 400 or 500
mnotorboats. The river In the area Is
already fairly busy because of recent ad-
vertising, but with the additional boats on
the river we will not be able to fish or
swim or make use of the river as we desire.
The boats will pollute the water and the
nests of the birds along the edges of the
river will be destroyed. The wildflowers
will be trampled and nothing will remain.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin:
did the member for
erment to agree to

Knowing all that, why
floreat allow his Gov-
the project?

Mr. MENSAROS: In answer to the inter-
jection from the Premier, I am not
ashamed to say that I protested against the
project all the way. The member for
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Cottesloe will agree on this point. How-
ever, it was not within my power to allow
or disallow the Government to agree to
the project.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I have never heard you
raise opposition about it previously.

Mr. MENSAROS: I have objected to the
Minister for Water Supplies as loud as I
'Possibly could, and I think everybody
knows that. As I said at the beginning of
my remarks, I did not consider this was
a party matter at that time and I do not
consider it a party matter now.

Apart from destroying the environment,
which is inevitable if the project succeeds.
another question Is raised. What I am
about to say will answer the interjection
made by the member for Boulder-Dundas.
I have nothing against people who want
to live in dense communities, and who want
to live on small blocks alongside one an-
other. However, why should such develop-
ment be allowed alongside a natural area
where people want to live quietly with a
certain amount of soitude?

The area has developed naturally during
the last 150 years. It has not been subject
to town planning. Holiday-makers have
gone to the area and they have en-
deavoured to preserve nature. Most of
them live on half-acre blocks and I know
very well that none of them will pick one
single wildflower,

Logic demands that if people want den-
sity development it should be near other
density development. I would not advo-
cate a law against people living in Surfers
Paradise. They should all live there if they
enjoy this type of life. Why should we not
allow other people, who do not want this
life, the right to enjoy nature if they wish
to enjoy it?

Without being political I merely ask
whether it is hypocrisy to talk about con-
servation, environmental protection con -
taingn "bIg teeth," and other matters. If
anything has to be protected this is the
area. I am sympathetic towards other
areas but there is less importance, even if
much emotion, about areas which people
do not even know or Use. in this case we
would destroy an area and the acquired
rights of people who love it. I am referring
both to People who live there and those who
come there. Many do not live in the district
but visit it regularly. At least a dozen mem-
bers of the Parliament of western Aus-
tralia-belonging to all parties-have visi-
ted the region as my guests. They would
all say the same as I.

Mr. Graham: if "destroy" is the word,
hasn't a certain amount of destruction al-
ready taken place? Who will repair that
damage?

Mr. MENSAROS: I have considered that,
too. I am sorry the member for Cottesloe
did not succeed with wording his motion,

but I challenge every member on this sub-
ject. If they do not raise their voices and
announce they are not in favour of pro-
moting the project and they help the guar-
antee, they will go down in history as hav-
ing been parties to the destruction of the
environment.

How long will the Tonkin Government
last? I wish all good health to the Premier,
but what is two years, five years, or even
10 years, If he were to reach a Churchillian
political age, compared with generations
and generations to come? I say again this
is his moral obligation, not to one person
but to the future generations of Western
Australians.

I know the lady in question is quite a
saleswoman but I trust the Premier and his
deputy are wise enough not to be influen-
ced. I hope they will discount my inability
-or perhaps lesser capacity-to express
myself and think objectively where the
moral obligation lies. in any event what is
this moral obligation? Coming back to
the facts, the Premier expressed In a reply
to one of my questions that he was satis-
fied after examining all aspects that the
project had been jeopardised by the Imn-
position of restrictions which were not
specific in the original advice to Miss Wat-
ters.

As tabled documents show, this is based
on a simple fact; namely, a signed dredging
lease proposal has been released to Miss
Wetters by the Under-Secretary for Lands.
If I am right, I think the date of this lease
was September 1070. The dredging lease
set out all the conditions, It is important
to mention it states quite clearly that the
whole document is subject to the Gover-
nor's approval. This is quite Important
legally if a legal action were to be taken.
For this reason the document was not final.
However let us forget about this legality.

As r have stated, all the conditions are
mentioned except the time restriction. Ob-
viously this was an omission because in
September, 1970, it was public knowledge
that dredging would be restricted to a
certain time. The then Premier expressed
this as a Cabinet decision In a letter dated
the 26th March 1970. I have read the con-
tents of the letter at two public meetings
on the 5th June and the 7th August re-
spectively. Either Miss Wetters or a rep-
resentative was present on both occasions.
In fact, Miss Watters complained about
the timing.

I do not say the Premier is not sincere.
He has been sold an idea or, rather, led up
the garden path, because Miss Watters
knew very well at the time what the
dredging conditions were so far as timing
was concerned.

Merely because the time was omitted in
the September document-an omission
which was rectified three months later-it
is quite wrong for Miss Watters to say she
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was misled. She knew the position con-
cerning timing very well, because she rang
me to complain about it.

Even if the Premier were convinced that
there had been misrepresentation, there
is still the three-months factor. Can
members imagine that a financier who had
seen the document which omitted the time
stipulation-although, after all, this was
only to the effect that she could not dredge
in summer time-would have offered fi-
nancial support to the extent of $1,750,000
and withdrawn It after three months? If
anyone had offered financial support In
September it would not have been with-
drawn after three months, only because
Miss Watters could not start dredging in
the summer time. The money would have
been there ready to start dredging in
April.

There is no substance in stating there Is
a moral obligation because of the previous
Government's misleading attitude. Miss
Watters knew the time restriction, al-
though it was omitted from one letter.How often is something omitted from cor-
respondence? She knew this in advance.

Whatever Crown Law advice is, I would
gladly go to court with 20 other people who
know she had, in fact, knowledge of
the Premier's letter. What better auth-
ority can there be? The time restriction
had already been decided by Cabinet prior
to the 26th March 1970, which is the date
of the letter from the then Premier. I
do not accuse the Premier but I say he
was misled. Perhaps it was deliberate;
in fact, I am quite sure it was deliberate.

Mr. Rushton: The Premier would have
had the Previous Premier's letter. He
must have known.

Mr. MENSAROS: The Premier must
have had advice, but that is a different
question. There Is another point: is there
a moral obligation to recoup any losses
or, perhaps, potential losses? I made a
quick search because It was bandied around
somewhat in the Press that the whole
property was bought for a very small
amount of money and subsequently put
up at the huge amount of $164,000, if my
memory serves me correctly. The de-
veloped property is in two parts. The first
purchase document went through on the
2nd November, 1966, for $840. It was
bought from a Mrs. Hunter and I knew
her very well. The other was purchased
from Mr. Matthel, an old fisherman who
has lived there all his life. He is around
80 and still living. This part of the pro-
perty was bought for $1,210 under the
names P. R. B. Van Hensbroek and J. E.
Walters.

It is obvious from searching the titles
that these two properties have been
amalgamated in a certificate of title, be-
cause the new certificate of title refers to
the same location No. 206. the same lot
Nos. 17. 18, and 19, the ones which appear

on the dredging plan tabled in the House.
It also refers to the same plan No. 4825.
What happened to this property-or at
least to three-eighths and one-eighth of
it-which was subsequently sold by
W. R. B. Van Hensbroek, half-proprietor
through the original purchase to Miss
Watters for $40,750 and $122,250 respec-
tively?

Of course, I have no proof that these
were not real considerations, but I put it
to you, Mr. Speaker, to any member of
the House, and to the Deputy Premier:
Could they stand up and say they believed
that when a property had been purchased
for $2,050 and sold for $163,000 that was
a real consideration and the money had
really changed hands?

Mr. Graham: That sort of thing was
common under the administration of the
Previous Government.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am just casting light
on the fact-

Mr. O'Connor: It was not common to
guarantee this sort of thing.

Mr. Graham: it was common for the
value to go up in the direction I have
indicated.

The SPEAKER: The member for Floreat!
Mr. MENSAROS: I come to the fiscal

Points. The Government guaranteed the
whole expenditure and a loan was given for
100 per cent, of the Project. There is no
deposit; there is no equity by the borrower
other than the fictitious price of the land.
The land puchased for $2,050 has been
shown to have a book value of $164,000.
I challenge anyone to say he believes that
was a real consideration. This is the equity
of the borrower. The equity in this
$1,750,000 is not a real equity at all. It is
a pumped up sum for possible consideration
by any financier who cared to lend some
money.

There were many interjections from the
Government side: I assure them that I
know very well that the Permit for the
original development was issued by the
M.R.P.A. under the last Government. I
know the Government was responsible for
it but again I challenge the Deputy Prem-
ier or any Minister or member: Does he
have a personal knowledge of every file
that is signed? I maintain that although
the Government may have been legally
responsible, it was definitely without its
knowledge, having been a simple permit to
develop and subdivide under certain con-
ditions issued by the M.R.P.A.

Mr. Graham: The point is that the Gov-
ernment changed the conditions after the
woman had accepted the proposition.

Mr. MENSAROS: I have tried already
but will show it again that the Govern-
ment did not change the conditions
because a Cabinet decision imposed these
restrictions and subsequently a letter
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was sent to Miss Watters which omitted
one of the restrictions. This was rectified
three months afterwards. Does the Premier
say that during those three months Miss
Watters had all the money and later, be-
cause the matter was rectified, she did
not? But she probably laughed to herself
when the conditions were omitted from
the document because she knew it was not
intentional, that it 'was a simple oversight.

Mr. Graham: How would she know? She
paid her money and there was a contract.

Mr. MENSAROS: She rang me up and
abused me. She said, "I am not interested
in politics but I will stand against you." I
said, "You are welcome."

Mr- H. D. Evans: Was not broad agree-
ment given to the project, then a committee
set up?

Mr. MENSAROS: It was agreement
given by the M.R.P.A. for subdivision, and
the conditions were laid down subsequently.
I remark in passing that this Is one of the
disadvantages of having many boards. I
am sorry the Minister for Health is not
here because I have this famous docu-
ment about 300 odd boards, in answer to
one of his questions last year.

Mr. H. D. Evans: If you would like to
come with me at some time, I will show
you something.

Mr. Graham: He does not want to learn
the f acts.

Mr. MENSAROS: After these coanditionis
bad been imposed, and after everything
had happened-and I am very sorry it
happened-nature revenged itself because
no-one offered money for this project. I
put searching questions to the Premier but
they did not reveal that a single person
offered money for this project. Not a
penny was offered in September or sub-
sequently. If this restriction in time had
made any difference the money would hiave
flowed in in September. But as I said:
Nature revenged itself. The river banks
were flooded.

Let us examine the economic conditions
o-f this project. Let us suppose it does not
cost any more than $1,750,000-and it must
cost more. Let us suppose there are only
300-odd blocks as it was advertised.
Simple arithmetic shows the blocks can-
not be sold for much less than $1,000 each.
if the Premier says he will consider lower-
Ing the price, it will amount to a straight-
out loss, because I do not think Miss
Watters would give back to the Premier the
$160,000 at which she valued her blocks.
Therefore if the blocks are sold for less
than $7,000 each it will be a straightout
loss to the vendor, Who will pay that
amount of money, or even less, for a
block? Even if the Premier takes all the
losses for the taxpayers, who will pay as
miuch as $3,000 for a block? No-one will
pay it because there are such conditions.

Perhaps I am more qualified than any-
one else to speak about this matter because
I know the conditions at Yundurup. This
project simply cannot succeed. I appeal
to the honesty of the new Minister for
Consumer Protection, because If any pros-
pective purchaser of these blocks went to
the Minister's office the Minister would
have to advise him of the facts, which
I will very briefly tell him.

These facts are that in normal circum-
stances there is a wide difference In the
water level in summer and In winter. The
difference Is between four feet and six
feet. If there were a flood, the difference
would be nine feet or more. We all know
this because we build our jetties accord-
ingly. This was swampy land-almost at
low water level. No matter how it is filled,
the ground water will always come up
during floods and no-one will be able to
use it,

Then we come to the proposed magni-
ficent canals which will have one outlet
to the estuary. if this project is success-
ful, people will try to establish lawns and
roses, which will be manured. All this
manure will be washed Into the canals
and will make the weeds grow. Even In
the natural parts of the river, if Instead
of leaving the bush as it is people try to
grow something to have gardens like those
in the metropolitan area, the washed-away
chemicals do encourage the growth of
seaweeds, which is more and more ap-
parent now.

Furthermore, the water in the canals
will be still water because there is only
one outlet to the estuary. The outlet
faces south-west, so there will be constant
gales in winter and choppy water In
summer. It will therefore be in-
convenient for people to go out in small
boats. In other parts there will be
bouncing stormns. It will be necessary to
have someone attending to the pumps to
ensure they are not blocked up with weeds.
The pumps will have to be maintained.
Who will pay for it-the people of the
shire or only the residents In the area?

If people wish to purchase these blocks
they will have to consider all these things.
The blocks will be worth nothing. if the
project proceeds there will be nothing but
inconvenience and the purchasers will not
be able to enjoy nature because they will
destroy it with their motorboats. They will
prevent those who do enjoy it now from
doing so in the future.

Even the Premier in one of his answers
could not 100 per cent, guarantee that the
people there would not strive to put a cut
through to the natural channel from the
canals. This will be the end of the whole
environment. According to the dredging
Plans, People from the new development
have to go out to Peel Inlet through the
presently allowed dredges. It will
take about three-quarters of an hour to
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get into the natural channels in a small
motorboat. In time the new settlers being
then in a majority will press to cut
through from the artificial canal to the
natural channel. They will do this be-
cause the artificial canal will be intoler-
able and this will put the final seal of
doom on the whole environment.

This project has been compared to the
Florida project. Anybody who has seen
the Florida project would laugh at this.
The Florida project has natural flowing
waters; it has canals many times the size
of these. The subdivisions there are not
49 ft. 6 in. blocks sitting next to each
other-they are subdivisions of substantial
size. There are palatial residences built
there and people will say, "This man made
his fortune in razor blades; another one
in oil." They are all millionaires and they
have made it a viable Project. This pro-
ject has no hope of being viable. The
Premier will succeed in destroying the
environment by proceeding with this
guarantee. The conditions will make the
area intolerable for the people who buy
the land. If they are foolish enough to
consider buying it, I hope the Minister for
Consumer Protection will advise them not
to.

I conclude with the very sensible plea
to the Government to reconsider this from
the environmental point of view. The
Government should not make the excuse
that the previous Government made a mis-
take. I think it did make a mistake by
letting the MERP.A. allow subdivision, but
every Government makes a mistake. This
does not mean the mistake should be forti-
fled, engrossed, and enlarged, The situa-
tion should not be made much worse than
it is. I do not think any sensible member-

Mr. Graham: It is not being enlarged
or made worse than it was. It is exactly
the same project.

Mr. MENSAROS: It is exactly the same
Project but the financiers did not allow it
to go ahead because it was not considered
viable.

Mr. Graham: They two-timed them.
Mr. MENSAROS: I have a letter here

which says-
... there has not been a financial

institution either local or overseas,
Prepared to finance the development
of the scheme to the extent of $1.7
million. This was because neither the
current value of the land or the cash
flow from sales would support such a
figure. Perhaps you could ask the
Government the names of the experts
who carried out a valuation of the
security offered prior to the loan being
guaranteed.

This is a man with much more expertise
than the experts of the developers to whom
the Government referred.

Another argument has been advanced
for the guarantee, and that was the fact
that the Government would have to re-
store the area. Anyone looking at it now
would realise it is not a matter of great
expense to restore it. The losses incurred
would be small compared with the losses
possible with the Government's guarantee.
Some people may say this seems ridicu-
lous but I say very sincerely I would be
quite willing to spend a lot of time to help
any voluntary organisation which would
collect money to restore the environment
for the future generations. It would only
need a few bulldozers pushing the sand
together to restore the damage: nature
would take care of the rest.

I am sorry the Premier has not been
here to hear this very sensible Plea
whether a moral obligation owed to the
present generations of this State is more
important than an alleged moral obliga-
tion to one person, or political expediency.

MR. RUSHITON (Dale) [9.25 p.m.]: This
House has the right to be told by the*
Government why it has entered into this
very rash venture of guaranteeing the
Yundurup canals Project. The people of
this State are certainly entitled to be told,
and I intend to direct my few words towards
the guarantee and the correctness of the
Government entering into a luxury de-
velopment of this type. The environment
issue has been handled by others.

It is one thing for the Government
through its town planning department to
let a venture by a private developer such as
this go forward. However, when a Gov-
ernment commits $1,750,000 to a project,
then everybody in the State is entitled to
know what is going on.

Mr. McIver: Have you been to the Gold
Coast and seen the canal complex there?

Mr. RUJSHTON: That has nothing to do
with It; I am dealing with the guarantee.

Mr. Mclver: That is the same question.
Mr. RUJSHTON: No, it is not. The Gov-

ernment has put $1,750,000 at risk.
Mr. Mclver: Not enough.

Mr. RUISHTON: The Government has
put $1,750,000 at risk at a time when we are
carrying out plans for the develop.-
ment of land to hold the price of
urban land down. The Government
has not indicated to anybody the
financial viability of the project. It has
been making excuses and surely this House
is entitled to have an answer to that ques-
tion. This is why I am raising the point
now. It is certainly not a banking Pro-
position-the R. & 1. Bank has been
forced into it. The excuses presented by
the Premier have not solved anything. How
could they? All we have heard is talk
about moral obligations.
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We should look at the moral obligations.
The Premier is entitled to raise this point.
He has entered into a private development
Project and there is no denying the fact It
is accepted that this is one reason we should
not be involved.

Another one of the reasons put forward
Is that the area would have to be restored.
This is not a valid reason because
it would not cost much to restore
it compared with the $1,750,000 risk. The
Centre of the argument has been the
moral involvement because the develop-
ment has been placed in jeopardy through
delay. When one reads the letter written
by the previous Premier on the 26th March,
1970, to the secretary of the Yundurup
Delta Society, one will see that it spells
cut the conditions. Therefore, the error
must have originated from the Lands De-
partment or from wherever this letter was
written, as the conditions were set out
there. That does not imply a moral obli-
gation.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It was no error.
Mr. RUSHTON: The Premier has read

the letter; he is the Premier. How are we
to equate the letter of the 26th March,
1970, written by the previous Premier, with
this letter from the Lands Department?
It is all spelt out here and Miss Watters
or her representatives knew all about it,
They were at the meeting where it was
spelt out.I

Mr. J. T. Tonkin- The Government had
second thoughts because of thbe pressure
put on it by people like the member for
Ploreat and others. The letter Imposes
additional conditions.

Mr. RUSHTON: It does not impose ad-
ditional conditions.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Oh'yes.
Mr. RUSHTON: The Premier himself

said that Miss Watters would have known
the conditions when she had the letter
from the Lands Department. I have here a
letter dated the 26th March wherein all
this is spelt out. This letter must be on
the filies at the Premier's office. He would
have known about it. How does the Prem-
ier explain this situation when, as the pre-
vious speaker said, her representative was
Present at this meeting?

Mr. Mensaros: If it was not a mistake
how does the Premier explain that she did
not receive any finance after September?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Why didn't you ask for
an extension of time when you were
~speaking?

Mr. RUISHTON: This is the basis of the
.whole question and, of course, it has not
been answered. Unfortunately the Premier
was absent when the member for Ploreat
raised these issues. However, I would like
the Premier to check on them and report
to the House. He used to be most sensi-

tive on the question of the promotion of
land and that sort of thing, but now he
has tied his Government to land inflation
in order to get this project off the ground.
I suggest he should check it out and tell us
and the people of this State what is behind
this move. The Premier's remarks about
moral issues are merely a guise to hood-
wink us. I have a fairly fertile mind when
it comes to thinking about what goes on
on the other side of the House, but I just
cannot think of the reason for the action
of the Government in this case.

Why has the Government involved itself
in a venture of this sort? One wonders
about that. Other ventures which
cause us concern have been proposed.
I will not mention them tonight;
but I have a good idea of what is happen-
ing with Point Peron. However, that is
another issue. The situation of the Yuri-
durup canals development is most doubt-
ful, and certainly it should be explained to
this House and to the people of the State.
The previous speaker put forward his views
very clearly. The moral issue raised by the
Premier is just not on because it could be
Proved otherwise. The Premier was inter-
jecting a short time ago, but he has fallen
strangely silent now because he has no
answer. I think he owes it to the people
of the State to say just what is behind
the guarantee of $1,750,000. There are
many other projects which warrant help
more than this project. Some of those pro-
jects have been held up as a result of town
Planning or departmental action. Wu are
all aware of those Problems,

Goodness only knows, the Deputy Pre-
mier has been involved in so many of those
cases; and I, too, have experienced hold-
ups in land developments in my electorate
awing to extensions of services, approvals,
etc. The Deputy Premier highlighted such
a case in my electorate when he was in
Opposition.

Mr. Graham: I am treating members on
your side rather generously.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Deputy Premier is
entitled to enter this argument, but he will
not be able to answer the question regard-
ing the moral issues.

Mr. Graham: Have you had a look at the
file of the Lands Department in connec-
tion with this matter?

Mr. RUSHTON: No, bring it along.
Mr. Graham: The Minister for Lands has

said you are welcome to have a look at it.
Mr. RUSHTON: I already have the facts.
Mr. Graham:' No, you have part of the

story only.
Mr. RUSHTON- Are the stories in the

Press incorrect?
Mr. Graham: The official story is in the

file.
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Mr. RUSHTON: Then why not tabulate
it and Present it to the House?

Mr. Graham: That is up to the Minister
for Lands, He has invited the member for
Floreat to have a look at it.

Mr. RUSHTON: Why not let us have
the file, instead of making us drag it out?
It is like taking teeth from a hen-and a
hen has no teeth. The Premier said one
could fill a book with such documentation,
but it is sufficient to quote only a few
letters. We challenge him to give us the
information. Surely to goodness many
other projects would have a far greater
priority for a Government guarantee than
the Yundurup project,

It is just as well this matter was not
raised before the Ascot by-election. Just
Imagine what could have happened; with
an extra 2 Per cent. or so going our way
the Government would have been out.
That would have been possible because the
people are so incensed that even in the
Ascot electorate the scales could have been
tipped.

This House Is entitled and the people of
the State are entitled to a factual answer
to the charges which have been made In
connection with the action of the Govern-
ment In guaranteeing the Yundurup canals
Project. We do not dispute the right of
the proprietors of the development to pro-
mote and develop in any way. they wish.
The various approvals have already been
obtained, and the local authority has an
involvement in the project. However, I do
challenge the right of the Government to
involve itself and the people of the State
In a venture such as this. What banker
would take on such a venture? Obviously
the Rural and Industries Bank has been
Pushed Into supplying the funds.

I say the Government guarantee of
$1,750,000 could have been much better
directed towards other projects. In only
the last couple of days or weeks we have
seen that land values are possibly creep-
Ing away again, Consider what had to
be done by the previous Government to
get enough money together to attack that
vital Issue. The previous Government had
to bring in all sorts of money, and even the
Rural and Industries Bank helped. Money
was also found from other sources. That
Is where the Government's guarantee
should be going Instead of being tied to a
venture such as this.

If the venture is viable and capable of
standing on Its own and attracting money
we could not dispute it. As far as the
matter of the environment is concerned.
I will leave that to someone who has
greater qualifications than I have. But
why should the Government provide a
financial guarantee, especially when one
refers back to the statemnents that the
State was almost bankrupt? We were
told that there would be a deficit of over

$30,000,000. That announcement has been
proved to be a fraud based purely on the
estimates of departments. What panic
that caused. It has tied up the pockets of
the people of the State and created un-
employment.

Mr. T. D, Evans: Put the blame where
the blame is due-on the Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. RUSHTON: I will answer that
interjection In a moment. The Govern-
mnent has highlighted so many things in
this State which should not have been
highlighted, and the State Is suffering.

Mr. T. D. Evans: All other States are
booming?

Mr. RUSHTON: If the Government had
acted properly we would have had fewer
problems. Trhe Minister's interjection is
very Interesting,

Mr. T. D. Evans:, You have been badly
briefed.

Mr. RUSHTON: I will conclude my
remarks on the matter of the Yundurup
canals project and then I will turn to the
question of unemployment

Mr. Biekerton: Are you allowed to deal
with Coral Bay in this debate?

Mr. RUSHTON: Yes, one could do so.
We on this side of the House have no
worries regarding that because it Is a diff-
erent type of venture.

Mr. Graham: Your Government used
public funds on that venture.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Deputy Premier
should tabulate and correlate his story
and then present it to us. But first he
should consider how vital Is this project
which the Government has guaranteed to
the tune of $1,750,000.

Mr. Bickerton: Have you ever been to
Coral Bay?9

Mr. RUSHTON: No, but I have read
about it. I know people who have been
Involved In It,

Mr. Bickerton: I think you had better
stick to Yundurup.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am not talking about
Coral Bay; the Minister interjected and
brought up that subject.

Mr. Bickerton: I just thought I would
give you something to talk about.

Mr. RUSHTON: There Is plenty to talk
about on the Yundurup question. The
people of this State are seething as a
result of the action of the Government.
Surely It Is reasonable that the Premier
should come to this House with a state-
ment and lay down the actual position. He
should answer the claims made by the
previous speaker about the land In ques-
tion Increasing in value from $2,000 to
$163,00 by the Internal promotion system.
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Mr. Bickerton: The previous speaker is
a bit sore because he lives there.

Mr. RUSBHTON: Yes, he is involved
there: but he is entitled to speak. He is
entitled to put forward his case.

Mr. O'Connor: Many other people are
also sore.

Mr. RUISHTON: Let the Premier answer
our challenge.

Mr. Graham: All this promotion took
place under your Government.

Mr. O'Connor: The guarantee did not.
Mr. RUISHTON: The Government which

I supported certainly did not enter into a
guarantee of $1,750,000.

Mr. Graham: The action of your
Government made possible all this Promo-
tion business.

Mr. RUISHTON: That is a lot of rubbish.

Mr. Graham: The action of your Govern-
ment made the desecration of the area
inevitable.

Mr. RUSHTON: That is absolute
rubbish. I am speaking purely about the
guarantee.

Mr. Graham: You are anxious to get
away from that subject.

Mr. RUSHTON: I will not be side-
tracked with red herrings. I am speaking
about the guarantee. That is the vital
question. If a private developer wishes to
put money into this sort of venture, that
is fair enough.

Let us relate the various facts. We chal-
lenge the Premier to present to the House
and to the people of Western Australia a
statement relating to the promotion of
this land at the start. He never showed
this project any favour at the start. Let
the Premier now demonstrate the viability
of the loan.

Mr. Hutchinson: What about the new
conditions?

Mr. RUSHTON: I read the letter from
the previous Premier-dated the 26th
March. It was in reply to a letter from
the Yundurup Delta Society. This evening
the Premier has been telling us that we
should check this out, but when that
letter was read to the meeting the lady in
question was present. She knew about
the conditions six months before she
received the other letter.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You keep on saying it
was a mistake, but it was not a mistake,

Mr. RUSHTON: Let the Premier demon-
strate to the House that this lady did not
know what the conditions were six months
before.

Mr. J. T. Tonk in: There is nothing to
demonstrate. I am saying it was no mis-
take and, what is more, you know it was
no mistake.

Mr. RUISHTON: flow do I know what
the facts were six months before all these
conditions were laid down? But the person
in question knew what they Were at the
meeting. Now the Government-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Let me Pin You down.
Are you saying it is a fact that it was a
mistake?

Mr. RUSHTON: I am Saying that be-
cause the facts were known in March,
obviously It was an indiscretion, in Sep-
tember, to send the letter out 'without
all the conditions being contained in it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Now it is an indis-
cretion and not a mistake.

Mr. RUSHT1ON: We call It a mistake,
because obviously It Is a mistake. Let the
Premier demonstrate what support there
is forthcoming for guaranteeing this loan,
and let him set out what the future losses
may be. In the House the other day the
Premier stated that he had reports Indi-
cating that this project Is not so good.
Surely the House is entitled to have this
knowledge? In any event, why not tell the
people themselves? Why should the Gov-
ernment rely on saying It is guaranteeing
this loan because of the moral issues in-
volved and that the previous Government
let the project down? The previous Gov-
ernment did not let the project down. In
fact, that Government should be given
more credit for Imposing the conditions
laid down In order that the environment
may be protected.

The State is now saddled with a liability
of $1,750,000 which will be expended on
this venture. I am not objecting to the
project itself. I am objecting to the Gov-
ernment guarantee being put into It. The
lady who is in charge of the project is
fully entitled to make an attempt to ensure
that this luxury project will work and be-
come a success. However, we have more
urgent priorities on which Government
money could be spent and if the Premier
was not aware of some of the things we
have told him this evening I would ask him
to advise the House of the facts in the next
few days.

Mr. Jones: Do you think he is a slow
learner?

Mr. RUSHTON: The honourable member
does not want me to answer that, does he?
Did the Premier know that this appears
to be a $2,000 or $3,000 Project without any
real value? We want to know how authen-
tic this statement Is. Surely he Should
know, and surely we should be entitled to
be told If he claims this Is dinkun,.

Mr. Bickerton: I would like to be here
when he tells you.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Premier can tell
us in this House. I hope he answers these
questions that have been asked in the
Howse so that we can all hear what he has
to say.
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Mr. Graham:- I think Joan Watters made
a terrible mistake in standing against a
Liberal Party member of Parliament.

Mr. RUSHTON: One could not answer
that sort of remark without being In pos-
session of all the facts.

Mr. Graham: The member she stood
against is the spearhead of the attack
against her.

Mr. RUSHTON: I do not know what his
interests are In this.

Mr. Graham: If he Is half as sincere
as he would like us to believe he would
have stood up and condemned your Gov-
ernment.

Mr. RUSHTON: I think the Government
has a charge to answer and I hope It
answers it in due course. I would like now
to Invite any comments by those who wish
to make them on the Ascot by-election
which was held recently. The results were
most interesting, The people in that elec-
torate showed the Government what It
thought of Its fiscal policy and the action
it has taken over the past few months. We
have observed the fancy statements made
about the by-election by the member for
Mirrabooka. I now invite him to make a
comparison of the figures of the 1968 elec-
tion for that electorate and the 1971 by-
election and see what percentage of votes
were cast for each party.

The member for Mirrabooka is quite
capable of working out the percentages and
he can then make a check to see if they
are correct. in 1968 the number of votes
cast for the A.LP. was 64.1 per cent.: for
the Liberal Party, 35.9 per cent.-a differ-
ence of 28.2 per cent. In 19'?1 the number
of votes cast for the A.L.P. was 53.5 per
cent.; for the Liberal Party, 41.7 per cent.
-a diff erence of 11.8 per cent. If that is
not a 16.4 per cent. swing I do not know
what is. The member for Mirrabooka
might care to answer those figures In due
course.

Mr. Graham: You can win a grand final
by a single point.

Mr. Court: You are very lucky you did
not have a general election on that day.

Mr. RUSHTON: We have heard a great
deal of rubbish about that election not only
in other places but also in this House.

Mr. Graham: A sitting member, of
course, always has an advantage.

Mr. RUSHTON-. One of the amazing
features of that by-election is the fact
that the Building Trades Union ran an
intensive campaign and blamed the Federal
Government for causing unemployment.
Some members said that the union to which
they belonged was spending $1,000 in the
election campaign, and it was quite obvious
that the expenditure was centred on the
Ascot by-election. I am only relating this

to the $5,000 that is to be spent to prevent
various stoppages mentioned by the Min-
ister for Labour.

I will quote a few points. The Minister
stated that the Government had made
$5,000 available to the trade union move-
ment for training purposes. Where does
this lead us? The motivation appears to
be sound, but we should not get involved
in party politics. I think the Minister who
is involved has said on several occasions
that the trade union movement is trying to
look after the interests of union members
and is not involved In party politics. This
is the position not only on the State scene
but also on the Commonwealth scene and
as soon as it ends the better it will be for
Australia.

Mr. A. R?. Tonkin: As soon as what ends?
Mr. RUSHTON: The tie-up between the

trade union movement and the political
parties. The unions should be allowed to
go about their own business In looking
after the men's interests.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: What ties do you
have with the Employers Federation?

Mr. Court: We do not have any ties.
Mr. RUSHTON: The next Issue I wish to

raise relates to Point Peron in respect of
which I have asked a number of questions.
I intend to expose this issue to the full.
It is one over which the Premier has
gained political capital. The general
opinion is that the events surrounding the
Point Peron issue is a backwash from the
political scene.

Let me refer to the sewage works. Just
before the 1968 election the present
Premier, who was then the Leader of the
Opposition, said that if elected his
Government would not establish a sewage
works there. But the engineers, the
specialists, and others concerned recom-
mended that Point Peron was the best
location for these works.

The other day we saw the result of what
the Government is doing. Even the
Premier's Federal colleague got into the
act recently when he implied that effluent
from those works will be Pumped into
Cockburn Sound. I do not know why the
Premier did not put him in his place.
When the Prime Minister recently
attempted to make Western Australia a
little safer by the proposal to establish a
naval base at Cockburn Sound-

Mr. T. D. Evans: I challenge the state-
ment of the Prime Minister. He would
make a full mess of it.

Mr. Court: He was making this Place
safer. Don't forget that.

Mr. RUSHTQN: The Premier came out
in a political vein to sell the Prime Minis-
ter out:, however, the following week when
the Federal Leader of the Labor Party was
here making untrue statements the
Premier did not utter one word of pro test.
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Mr. Bickerton: The Premier does not
have to sell the Prime Minister out. His
own party has.

Mr. RUSHTON: The point is that the
shire wants the sewage works established
at Point Peron and the people there also
want it. Before the 1968 election the pre-
sent Premier was making statements that
he would get rid of those works, and at that
time there were big headlines in the Press
about the secrecy on what was being done
at Point Peron.

At the time questions were asked in the
H-ouse relating to Warnbro Sound, and
the Premier got tremendous political mile-
age cut of them. What he had done did
not affect my electorate, but did affect
other electorates where the people did not
know the position. At the time is was easy
for the Premier to make charges.

What have we seen in the last few
weeks? This Government has not taken
any notice of the recommendations of the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority
in respect of Point Peron; and without
conferring with the shire or without
considering the shire's planning scheme
f or the Rockingham area, it cut off a por-
tion of the reserve from the general public:
but other parts of the reserve have been
kept for public works. The public works
reserve is remaining, but the other section
will be tied up until 1993. The general
pu~blic and the local shire want this land
for public use.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Are you objecting to
that?

Mr. RUSHTON: r am objecting, because
the local authority which is responsible
for the requirements of the people down
there has not been consulted. Planning
for the area has been undertaken by the
shire, and there is to be a big buildup
of Population. The recommendation is that
people, other than the original lessees and
the education section, who went there
should not have full entitlement to the use
of the land after 1982.

Mr. Hutchinson: You are referring to
the holiday homes?

Mr. RUISHT7ON: I will not go into that.
Provision was to be made for the people
of that area.

Mr. Graham: These are still people.
Mr. RUSHTON: Let us take the ratio:

It is 50 to 1,000: and the Government pro-
poses taking away from 1,000 people the
use of the land, and giving it to 50 people.
I am not referring to the original lessees,
or the charitable organisations. The social
clubs are not entitled to that.

Mr. Graham: The figures you quoted
would be the other way around.

Mr. RUSHTON: I1 suggest that the pop-
ulation of the Rlockingham area will build
up to between 50,000 and 70,000.

Mr. Graham: But there is quite a lot of
beach for them.

Mr. RUSHTON: Not in one's wildest
dreams would one be prepared to tie up
the area, and free it of rates.

Mr. Graham: You are worried about the
rates.

Mr. RUSHTON: No. I am worried about
the reserve and access for the majority
of the people in the area. The present
situation is ludicrous. The Government
has not conferred with the shire which
administers the area. flow does the Prem-
ier explain his Government's action? fle
has made a great deal of political mileage
out of this situation, and he is satisfied
with the result, but the local people have
to suffer. What is the advice of planners
worth when a plan for the area is being
put through Parliament, but the Govern-
ment is disregarding it?

Mr. Graham: Whose land is it?
Mr. RUSHTON: It was Comnmonwealth

land, but it was given to the State on
certain conditions. it is leased land.

Mr. Graham: From- the way you are
talking one would think that this land
is vested in the shire council.

Mr. RUSHTON: It has a direct interest,
because the land is in its area. The shire
is responsible for the planning of the area.

Mr. Graham: But it is land belonging
to the Government, not to the shire coun-
cil.

Mr. RUSHTON: But the Government's
agency, the M.R.P.A., is the planner of the
development and it has recommended that
this land should be available to the gene-
ral public, and the other part should be
tied up until 1984.

Mr. Graham: It is still being used by
the Public. It has not been alienated. it
is available to the people as a recreation
area.

Mr. RUSHTON: For a. very small and
a privileged group.

Mr. Graham: That could be said of any
bowling club, tennis club, or golf club.

Mr. RUSHITON: It is not applicable to
the same degree to such clubs. In his
announcement the Premier said the pub-
lic works provision has gone and he is
making provision for the public; but that
is not so. The people of Rockingham and
Medina would like access to the beaches.
but they are denied this. There Is provi-
sion that roads can be put through to the
beaches, but who will be responsible for
them? This is a mast serious matter, and
represents a faux pas on the part of the
Government; and for this the people are
paying very dearly.

Mr. Graham: Would you be surprised
to know that every yard which was avail-
able to the public before is still1 available
to them under the Government's plan?)
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Mr. RUSHTON: This Government has
extended the leases to 1993.

Mr. Graham: What do you want for
the Public-access to the beach?

Mr. RUSHTON: I want the public to
have access to the greater part of Point
Peron for their general use.

Mr. Graham: They have exactly the
same frontage of beach as they had pre-
viously.

Mr. RUSHTON: It has already gone until
1984.

Mr. Graham: It will be available to the
public at large.

Mr. Taylor: And the beach will be avail-
able to the public.

Mr. RUSHTON: The beach has no ac-
cess.

Mr. Taylor: There will be access roads
through the tenements to the beach.

Mr. RUSHTON: Is that what will hap-
pen? Will the Government put the roads
in?

Mr. Taylor: Presumably it will.
Mr. Graham: Provision has been made

for that. You are talking poppycock.
Mr. RUSHTON: No, I am not.
Mr. Graham: One person can only use

a certain amount of beach whether he
tomes out of a cottage or out of a car.

Mr. RUSHTON: Unfortunately aL mis-
statement appeared in the Press. It was
thought this was all aboveboard.

Mr. Graham: You need not worry about
this not being aboveboard. The whole
lot is aboveboard. I think you missed out
on your liver pills this morning!

Mr. RUSHTON: The Deputy Premier
should not get stirred up over this. I am
only answering the Premier's charges in
relation to this area. He has gained a
tremendous amount of political mileage
out of the Point Peron issue, but he will
not be able to do that again before the
19714 election.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: We will get a lot
more mileage out of it, too.

Mr. RUSHTON: We will wait and see
about that. The Government has already
gone back on its word for a start.

Mr. Graham: You do not know the
first thing about it.

Mr. Court: He knows more about it than
you realise.

Mr. RUSHTON: What about the sew-
age works?

Mr. Graham: We are talking about the
public access to the beach.

Mr. RUSHTON: The conservation com-
mittee. the M.H.P.A., and the local auth-
ority advocated, and the Government of

the day agreed, that a major part of Point
Peron would be available for the general
public without the cottages limiting access
with their notices of "Trespassers will be
prosecuted." These were to disappear. Is
not the local authority entitled to be con-
sulted on a change of direction like this?
Are we to see this type of action con-
tinuing?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Are you upset because
the National Fitness Council will stay a
little longer?

Mr. RUSHTON: That council Is at the
end of the peninsula and the previous
Government indicated that the council
would stay there for a long time: in fact,
as long as possible.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Under our proposal
it will stay there aL little longer,

Mr. RUSHTON: Possibly the same time.
This applies to the National Fitness
Council and the Education Department and
to the original lessees and possibly one or
two organisations.

Mr. Graham: You are arguing both ways
at once.

Mr. RUSHTON: What about the social
clubs which have acres down there? The
charitable organisations have leases they
cannot develop because they have no
money, but the social clubs have and this
affects the Planning for the area.

Not one Word was said to the local auth-
ority. The M.R.P.A. made recommenda-
tions. that the leases should cease in 1984,
and consideration was being given to how
this could be phased out and to what land
they could be shifted.

Mr. Graham: Yes, they made re-
commendations.

Mr. RUSHTON: The M.R.P.A. made the
recommendation, but this Government has
not taken it into account.

Mr. Graham: Do you know what the
word "recommendation" means?

Mr. RUSHTON: That was the plan. The
recommendations of the M.R.P.A. are used
as a guide, I know, but if we are to cut
across the recommendations without a word*
to the people concerned, how secure would
they be? what confidence can they have
in their future?

We cannot get an answer from the Pre-
mier about the power station at Warnbro
Sound, but before the election that place
was sacrosanct, and it should stay that
way.

Mr. Graham: How many declarations
did your Government make?

Mr. RUSHTON- It was part of our Gov-
ernment's policy that the area was to be
protected.

Mr. Graham: What action did you Gov-
ernment take in that regard?
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Mr. RUSHTON: It gave assurances.
Mr. Graham: It still left it a power sta-

tion reservation.
Mr. RUSHTON: Yea, but the Govern-

ment was looking for a site further up the
coast and other alternatives were avail-
able.

Mr. Graham:
finding excuses.
to be done some
Power lines.

You are pretty good at
Everything was "going"
time later, including the

Mr. RUSHTON: Before the election the
present Government made statements
about the preservation of Warnbro Sound
and the preservation of this, that, and the
other thing; but now, only weeks after the
election, when a simple question is asked
as to the intention, the options are kept
well and truly open for the industrialisa-
tion of Warnbro Sound. As far as I am
concerned the Government should make a
decision. The Brand Government did.

Mr. Graham: The Brand Government did
nothing about it.

Mr. RUSHTON: It did. It had it in its
policy speech.

Mr. Graham: It did not do anything
about it.

Mr. RUSHTON: It did not have a chance.
Mr. Graham: It was in office for 12

years.

Mr. RUSHTON: It will not be long be-
fore it is back in office again and will be In
a position to honour its commitments.

Mr. Graham: That is about as sensible
as everything else you say.

The SPEAKER: The honourable membez
has only five more minutes.

Mr. Hartrey: Hooray!

Mr. RUSHTON: My next comment Is
not controversial. I appreciate the action
the Premier has taken in connection with
the motion I introduced earlier in the
year concerning Garden Island. I hope
any further moves he makes in that direc-
tion will have a more favourable reception
and will be successful. I still cannot be-
lieve It is not possible to have some access.
The historical Interest should be preserved
along with the monuments. I hope the
Premier will continue to the best of his
ability In his endeavours, and I do ap.
preciate the action he has already taken.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Harman.

ALUMINA REFINERY (MITCHELL
PLATEAU) AGREEMENT BILL

Message: Arppropriationls

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

BILLS (3): RETURNED

1. Reserves Bill.
2. Justices Act Amendment Bill.
3. Western Australian Institute of Tech-

nology Act Amendment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council with-

out amendment.

INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY ACT AMENDMENT

BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage
of the sitting.

MR. COURT (Nedlands-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) L10.07 p.m.]: The Op-
position has considered this Bill, and in
Its desire to send the Deputy Premier home
in a slightly better mood than he has been
in all evening, we agree to it.

Por the sake of the record I refer to the
fact that it involves only a change of name
of the former director of the Department
of Industrial Development, and for the
reasons the Deputy Premier has explained,
it is necessary to make this routine and
legal change, to which we have no ob-
Jection.

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta-Minister for
Development and Decentralisation) [10.08
p.m.]: I wish to thank the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition for his co-operation in
allowing the debate to Proceed so soon
after the Bill was introduced, and also for
his concern in respect of mny health.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by-

Mr. Graham (Minister for Development
and Decentralisation), and transmitted to
the Council.

House adjourned at 10.11 p.m.

I-eginiathwr Qgmnut
Friday, the 3rd December, 1971

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver) took the Chair at 11.00 a.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE BON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan-Leader of the House)-
[11.05 am.]: Mr. President, I again ask


