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The PRESIDENT (the I-on. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 11 .30 a.m., and read prayers.

SELECT COMMITTEES

Standing Order No. 358. Statement by President
THE PRESIDENT (the H-on. Clive Griffiths):

Honourable members, three articles have ap-
peared in local newspapers over the past week.
The articles publish details of submissions given
by two organisations to the Council's Select Com-
mittee on racing and trotting.

Yesterday, the Standing Orders Committee dis-
cussed the matter and it has requested me, as
President, to restate the position regarding the
publication of evidence given before a Select
Committee. Accordingly, I believe that I should
state the meaning and interpretation of Standing
Order No. 358.

This Standing Order prohibits the publication
of the evidence taken by a Select Committee be-
fore it has reported to the Council. The only ex-
ception to this blanket prohibition is where the
Council gives leave for publication to be made.
The fact that strangers may be admitted to Select
Committee hearings does' not override the pro-
visions of Standing Order No. 358. Strangers may
attend meetings, but they are still forbidden to
publish what transpires unless the Council has
otherwise ordered.

Inquiries I have made suggest that Standing
Order No. 358 may have been departed from, or
not strictly enforced, on previous occasions. The
Standing Orders Committee, although not a com-
mittee of privilege, believes that it would be un-
fair to proceed against any person on this occasion
given the uncertainty of past practice.

If the Council takes the view that the Standing
Order, in its present form, is too rigorous, I would
suggest that at a later date it be amended.

Personal Explanation
THE HION. N. E. BAXTER (Central) [ 11.35

a.m.]: Mr President, as Chairman of the relevant
committee I seek leave of the House to make a
Statement.

Leave granted.
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Of the three state-

menits that appeartd in the Press, only one was
from an organisation that gave evidence to the
committee. I believe it thought it was quite within

its rights to divulge the evidence it gave. The
other two items, although we have seen themn,
were also discussed by you and me last night, and
I inform members that the organisation involved
did forward a submission to each member of the
committee, but no evidence was taken from it and
nor will it be.

I make it clear that the only publication of evi-
denc was that given by an organisation that did
give evidence. I do not believe these people
realised they were breaching Standing Orders in
any way by publishing the material.

In most cases evidence has been taken in cam-
era and witnesses have been told it is not for pub-
lication. Since last night I have not checked to see
how this particular evidence was taken, but I will
do so. I thank the House for granting me leave to
make my statement.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

Questions postponed to a later stage of the sit-
ting, on motion by the I-on. 1. G. Medcalf
(Leader of the House).

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE

AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 3)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from I0 November.

Cognate Debate
THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister

for Labour and Industry) [11.46 a.m.]: I seek
leave to deal with Orders of the Day Nos. I and 2
together in the second reading debate.

Leave granted.
THE HON. ROBERT HETHERINGTON

(East Metropolitan) (11.47 a.m.]: Like the Minis-
ter, the Opposition had hoped that by now it
would be possible to have the Metropolitan Water
Authority Act and the provisions for metropolitan
water services completed and up to date. It is a
pity that this has not proved possible, but in the
meantime the Government has introduced these
two related Bills to deal with aspects of drainage
and rating. 1 understand the Bills, to a large de-
gree, especially as concerns drainage, have re-
sulted from discussions between the Public Works
Department, the Metropolitan Water Authority,
and the Local Government Association, which or-
ganisations have been speaking about the prob-
lems for some time. I understand further that the
Government has employed Mr Brian O'Brien as a
consultant, and that he, together with the local
government engineers association and representa-
tives of all local government associations, has
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examined in some detail problems concerning
drainage and other questions concerning local
government authorities and legislation in relation
to water. The proposals in the Bills are the result
of these discussions.

The shires most concerned in drainage matters
are shires such as Canning and Gosnells, which
shires are in my electorate. I am aware of the
problems associated with a high water table ex-
perienced in these shires; my own house sits on a
high water table, which is not an unmixed bless-
ing. Also the shires of Kalamunda, Swan, and
Stirling have been concerned because they have
some problem areas.

These Sills represent the consensus reached be-
tween all the bodies concerned. I understand it
will be necessary also to bring down complemen-
tary legislation to amend the Local Government
Act and the Health Act. As with all water auth-
ority legislation, these Bills arc very complex and
it would take me a long time to go into them in
detail; therefore I will not do so; I will only note
that the result of careful and detailed discussions
between the Public Works Department, the
Metropolitan Water Authority, the Local Govern-
ment Association, the local government engineers
association and Mr O'Brien is that agreement has
been reached.

The Opposition supports the Bills. We will be
interested to see if they produce the results ex-
pected of them are achieved. We will watch devel-
opments under the amended Act with great
interest and hope that by the time we are i n
Government next year a draft will be ready for
the new Minister of that Government to bring
down an amended and completed Metropolitan
Water Authority Act and bring the legislation up
to date. We look forward to that. In the mean-
time, the Opposition supports the Bills.

THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister
for Labour and Industry) [1 1.50 am.]: I express
my thanks for the support given by the Opposition
to these Bills. The honourable member did make
one slight mistake. He should have said, "if we
get into Government".

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: "When" is cor-
rect.

The Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: I am sure that
was a mistake and a slip of the tongue. The
rewriting of this Act is important and it will have
a great effect on the efficiency and operation of
the metropolitan water supply. It will provide for
an authority and a management board. I think
those parties involved will agree that the consul-
tations and considerations in respect of these Bills

have been great. All those people the honourable
member mentioned were involved.

The IHon. G. C. MacKinnon: Your comments
sound remarkably like the ones made by the Hon.
Sir David Brand when he introduced the water
board Act.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If I sound any-
thing like that member-I am not allowed to
mention his name-I am very happy. The mem-
ber who has just been mentioned played a great
role in the area of water supplies as a past Minis-
ter and I acknowledge his expertise in this field. I
thank members for their support of this Bill.

The PRESIDENT: The procedure with each of
these two Bills is that the question that they be
read a second time will be put separately, after
which we will go into Committee. The question is
that Order of the Day No. I be read a second
time.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

METROPOLITAN WATER AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Order of the day read for the resumption of de-
bate from 10 November.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE

AMENDMENT BILL

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.
0. E. Masters (Minister for Labour and Indus-
try), and passed.

METROPOLITAN WATER AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT DILL

In Committee, etc.

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

5068



[Thursday, I I November 1982]106

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon.
G. E. Masters (Minister for Labour and Indus-
try), and passed.

LAPORTE INDUSTRIAL FACTORY
AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 10 November.
THE HON. FRED McKENZIE (East Metro-

politan) ( 11.55 a.m.]: Opposition members sup-
port this Bill and the point uppermost in our
minds at the time of making this decision was that
350 jobs were involved. When one looks at the
original agreement drawn up in 1969 and con-
siders the fact that the people of Western Aus-
tralia accepted the responsibility of the disposal of
effluent for a period of 50 years, one wonders
whether the decision taken at that time was a wise
decision. Certainly we have gained employment
out of it. However, I do not know what it has cost
in terms of disposing of the effluent since the
agreement was entered into some 21 years ago,
and it has another 29 years to run before we can
escape from that responsibility.

Until 1968, as the Leader of the House has
said, effluent was discharged into the ocean and
as a result protests were received from various or-
ganisations and from the people in the area be-
cause of the staining that occurred. It was found
necessary to develop a new method to dispose of
the greater part of that effluent.

At that time the land adjacent to the 316 hec-
tares to be purchased by the Government was
utilised. However, it is clear that the site currently
used will not last forever; in fact, I think it will be
used for the disposal of effluent for only another
eight years.

A committee was appointed to look at alterna-
tive methods of disposal and it was found that the
most environmentally desirable method of dis-
posal would be by the installation of a chemical
plant, and this would involve the capital expendi-
ture of an amount in excess of $16 million. The
operating costs for the chemical plant would be $4
million. When this is put into perspective and it is
recognised the investment involved in the factory
would be $25 million and the annual wage bill
would be $6.5 million, it is clear that a chemical
method of disposal is not a viable proposition.

It appears that to safeguard the future it is
necessary for the State to purchase 316 hectares
of land alongside the Lesehenault Inlet and on the
ocean front. I do not know what this land will cost
the Government; a purchase price was not indi-

cated by the Minister in his second reading
speech. It would be a tidy sum because it is prime
beachfront land and as such, it will no doubt be
an expensive exercise to purchase it. When we are
in Government next year we may-

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: A great "if"
The Hon. FRED McKENZIE: Certainly it

does~not-
The Hon. G. E. Masters: You could almost be

accused of misleading the House with a statement
like that.

The Hon. FRED McKENZIE: We will see
about that next year.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I hope you do not
come up with a proposition like the Tonkin
Government did in relation to the manganese pro-
posal.

The Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I suppose
Governments of each political colour have made
these mistakes in the past. However, I am in the
Labor Party Caucus and we will not make them
in the future.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: You were going to
spend $25 million on the railway.

The Hon. FRED McKENZIE: In answer to
those interjections, once a decision is made as far
as the environment is Concerned, in the current
economic climate it would be absolutely disas-
trous not to make provision for the future and to
attempt in any way to impede the production at
the Laporte Australia Ltd. factory, which em-
ploys 350 people. The important fact is that this is
an established industry and there seems to be no
alternative to at least purchasing the land. As I
said prior to the interjections, it would be our en-
deavour to find an alternative. I have looked at
the report, and obviously any alternative would be
very expensive. From the System 6 report and the
Bunbury town plan, it is quite clear that the par-
ticular area we are now to purchase was really not
intended to be utilised for the ponding of the
effluent discharge. It was to be used for rec-
reational purposes, reserves, or like uses. It seems
a tragedy that we are to buy these 316 hec-
tares-and that is the purpose of the Bill-to use
for effluent discharge.

I wanted to advise the House of the other
method of disposal mentioned in the "Laporte
Factory Effluent Disposal: Report on Disposal
Options", Volume 1. When I made those remarks,
I was quoting from pages 2 and 3 of that report.

The other method considered was the barging
of the effluent. If this were to be successful it
would mean taking the effluent a fair distance out
to sea. The annual operating cost of that option
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would be $650 000, and up to $3.8 million if the
total effluent were dumped beyond the continen-
tal shelf. Again, a very costly exercise, and regret-
tably it appears at this stage that the safest move
to make is to purchase the land, notwithstanding
the fact that we hope it is never used for the pur-
pose for which it is to be purchased. We hope it
will be used for the purposes recommended in the
new Bunbury town plan and also in the System 6
report.

We support the Bill, essentially because the
jobs of so many people are involved, It is an estab-
lished industry and, therefore, it is important that
the jobs of the people are protected.

THE HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [ 12.04
prn.]: In supporting this Bill it is appropriate that
we should remind ourselves of the Circumstances
under which the Laporte Australia Ltd. factory
came into existence at Australind near Bunbury.
It is an industrial operation that has had its share
of critics over the years, and the concern ex-
pressed by the Hon. Fred McKenzie, is a concern
shared by, I believe, many thinking people. His
expression of concern demonstrates a responsible
attitude in that he is expressing concern for the
industry and for the environment in its totality
and he is not just expressing concern for the sake
of criticising the industry as such. I commend him
for that.

People in the community, and particularly in
the Bunbury area, have attacked the company
and the industry because of the very nature of its
operations. The Bill before the House is an at-
tempt to deal with the real problem; that is, the
disposal of the effluent from the plant itself. This
is a long-standing problem, and it will continue to
be a problem for a while yet.

I would like to refer briefly to an article which
appeared in the Daily News on Thursday, 4
November 1982, under the headline of, "Effluent
report earns tough rebuke". It reads as follows-

A government report on effluent disposal
at Leschenault Inlet has come in for stinging
criticism.

Harvey Shire Councillor Mrs Pat
Rutherford said yesterday that new proposals
for the disposal of toxic effluent from
Laporte factory at Australind were
"extremely selfish and arrogant".

"My sympathy is with Sir Donald
Eckersley and the inlet management auth-
ority," Mrs Rutherford said.

"I think they have had a gutful of the sand
dune disposal method, but there is nothing
they will be able to do about it.

"Management has been taken away from
them.

"The government has decided to take 360
hectares of unspoiled sand dune from its
owners and pour effluent into it.

Further on the report refers to the comments of
Sir Donald Eckersicy, the Chairman of the
Leschenault Inlet Management Authority, and I
quote-

In Perth yesterday Sir Donald said: "Our
major concern now is that toxic effluent is
disposed of with effective failsafe methods
and that the inlet is managed properly for
recreation and fishing.

"There were many leakages of effluent in
earlier years.

"We think that the sooner the government
gets going on deep sea disposal the better.'

Sir Donald said it would be an advantage
in the long run to have the government man-
aging the whole peninsula area.

He also said-
The government's purchase of the land

would ensure the use of the peninsula for
public recreation in the years to come.

So that is the Chairman of the Leschenault Inlet
Management Authority confirming the Govern-
menit's action, and in his view the Government is
taking the right step. It is niot without passing
comment that Mrs Pat Rutherford, the Harvey
Shire councillor to whom the report refers, was a
Labor Party candidate for one of the south-west.
seats at an earlier election. She is trying to make
political capital out of a public issue, an issue
which is recognised by all parties and which is
being tackled in a responsible way. I deplore the
politicking in that context; it puts the situation in
a bad light.

I would like to refer briefly to the history of
this issue from earlier times. Negotiations were
entered into originally by the Hawke Labor
Government in this State, and for various reasons
the company could not see its way clear to estab-
lish an industry in Western Australia at that time.
The company is based in the United Kingdom,
and at that time it wished to establish in WA to
take advantage of the mineral sands, and ilmenite
in particular, in the Cape] region, and the closest
factory proposed was in the south-west. A year or
two went by. and during that time the company
decided it was not a viable proposition.

Tn 1959 the Government of this State changed,
and the new Government under David Brand,
later Sir David Brand, took office and ongoing
negotiations continued. It was in 1961 that a Bill
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came before this Parliament to ratify an agree-
ment to establish an industry which was hitherto
thought not to be feasible or viable. I refer to
page 1852 of Hansard of Thursday, 19 October
1961, when the then Minister for Industrial De-
velopment (Mr Court, later Sir Charles Court),
said this-

This industry is one that calls for very
careful treatment of the effluent. Clause 10
sets out the provisions that have been made.
It is proposed that a pipe-line will be con-
structed from the works site across the estu-
ary to a point for discharge into the sea.

It is the intention at the present time for
the pipe-line to be above the estuary water so
that it will be easy to maintain, and so that
there can be no suggestion that the waters of
the estuary are being in any way affected by
the effluent from the works site. Adequate
provision will be made for passage of small
craft.

There was a fear in the minds of the
company that if the pipe-line went under the
water and could not be seen by people, and
anything happened to the crabs or marine
life in the estuary, the works would be
blamed. The company is quite emphatic on
this point. It wants to be free of criticism, so
far as the estuary is concerned.

It felt that the only way to satisfy the pub-
lic was to have the pipe-line above the water,
so that it would not only be easy to maintain,
but become obvious to everybody that there
was no effluent being discharged from the
works site either directly, or through leaks in
the pipe-line, into the estuary.

Referring to the details involved, I quote again
from page 1853 of Hansard-

The company has to pay three-eighths of
the cost incurred in providing and laying the
pipe. The State will provide five-eighths. This
is for the initial 18 in. internal diameter pipe-
line. Any expansion of the works involving a
larger pipe-line will be at the cost of the
company.

I shall refer to a speech made by Mr John
Tonkin, the then Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition, on Wednesday, 25 October 1961. His com-
ments should be made known and we should re-
mind ourselves of them. I quote from page 1987
of Hansard as follows-

Frankly, I am prepared to admit that the
Government has made a real achievement in
the establishment of this industry, at this
point of time. After having gone into the

matter very closely in London, I believed that
it was not likely the industry would be estab-
lished in Western Australia under four to
five years. However, having regard to the
fact that the company intimated it was not
abandoning the project completely, but was
only deferring it for the time being, I felt
j ustified in believing that sooner or later
Laporte would be established in Western
Australia.

I listened carefully to the recital of events
by the Minister for Industrial Development.
and I could follow very closely what took
place in London, calling upon my own ex-
perience with this company. I can appreciate
that it was a very difficult matter on which to
arrive at final agreement; so I do not hesitate
to give the Government full marks on getting
the industry at this time.

The Government had the advantage of a
good deal of spade work and of the nego-
tiations which had taken place previously.
The Government was entitled to use and did
use these to the best possible advantage. I
thought it was an excellent method to follow.
I could see the hand of Sir Russell Dumas in
these negotiations quite easily, when the
company was asked to state what was hold-
ing it back and to make available to the
Government its appraisal of the situation.
That obviously was the key to the situation,
and it enabled the Government ultimately to
break through. I congratulate the Minister
and those associated with him on following
that line, and ultimately on getting this in-
dustry for Western Australia.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition at that
time, who was later to become the leader of the
Labor Party and Premier of this State, was
putting forward his attitude to the Laporte indus-
try at Bunbury. It is commendable that all parties
should take a responsible view of this matter. I
deplore the attitude of Mrs Pat Rutherford and
others in this State who continually knock the ef-
forts made to overcome a real difficulty in the
situation.

I shall refer briefly to the Laporte factory itself
to put it in context in terms not only of Western
Australia, but also of Australia. The Laporte fac-
tory at Australind produces titanium dioxide for
use as a white pigment for paints, rubbers, and
plastics by reacting ilmenite with sulphuric: acid
by what is known as the sulphate process.

This is a very important industry, because it is
linked with the mineral sands industry based in
the Cape[ and Busselton districts. On previous oc-
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casions in this House I have spoken about the at-
tack on the mineral sands industry by certain per-
sons in the community. In so attacking that indus-
try, they are in effect attacking also the Laporte
industry and I deplore that. Let us face it, no in-
dustry is perfect and if difficulties are experienced
in any industry, let us accept our responsibilities
and try to resolve the problems in the fullness of
time and go on to better days.

As mentioned by the IHon. Fred McKenzie, this
factory employs 315 people in a round-the-clock
operation, seven days a week. Energy stoppages
have a devastating effect on the industry, because
it needs to operate continuously. Therefore, it is
vital that it continue and I have not yet heard
anyone put forward the proposition, in a respon-
sible way, that the factory should be closed down.

We recognise the effluent problem. I, for one,
support the proposed purchase of the 316
hectares. I know the area intimately. I have been
over it a number of times and it is regrettable that
the land is required for ponding of the effluent or
putting down bores, etc. Nevertheless, I concur
with Sir Donald Eckersley, the Chairman of the
Leschenault Inlet Management Authority, when
he says that it is better for the Government to
own and control that land and to have it on hand
either for this purpose or for some other purpose,
such as recreation or whatever the Government
sees fit, in years to come.

It was my good fortune to attend the last meet-
ing of the Leschenault Inlet Management Auth-
ority approximately two weeks ago at Dardanup.
The avail-able reports and other issues were dis-
cussed at that time. As I recall, the authority,
charged with the responsibility to protect the
Leschenault Inlet, agreed unanimously that the
Government's proposal was in the best interests of
the area. Therefore, it is quite out of place for
Mrs Pat Rutherford or anyone else to criticise the
responsible attitude being taken by the members
of the authority or the Government. Such criti-
cism is to be deplored.

The activities of Laporte Australia Ltd. at
Australind result in 70 000 tonnes of ilmenite per
annum being converted into 36 000 tonnes of
titanium dioxide, valued at approximately $1 700
a tonne on the domestic market.

Only last week I spoke with a representative of
the Farm and he was able to inform me that the
company is competing extremely well on the open
market at the present time, both in Australia and
overseas. I was delighted to hear that. Really, that
is what it is all about. If one can sell one's prod-
net, one's industry is safeguarded and the workers
engaged in the whole region benefit. It is to the

credit of this company's good management and
expertise that it is continuing to sell its product to
advantage in the market place.

I turn now to the method of disposal of efflu-
ent. The Bill before us indicates the effluent
should not be put into the ocean, but rather dis-
persed on land. A considerable amount of re-
search has been undertaken to ascertain alterna-
tive methods to dispose of this effluent. I com-
mend all the work which has been done over a
number of years. I do not think anyone has
shirked his responsibilities in this regard. Every-
one, including this Government and previous
governments, has endeavoured to obtain the best
possible result to ensure that the least harm is
done in dispersing this very toxic effluent. All
sorts of ideas have been examined and generally
chemical treatment is considered only where other
alternatives are not available. My understanding
is that the cost of chemically treating effluent is
extremely high and, therefore, it detracts from the
revenue and viability of the company producing
titanium dioxide.

I am aware that the Government Chemical
Laboratories and the company have carried out a
comprehensive review of the treatment options
available to recover or neutralise the process
wastes, A firm of consultants;, Valentine, Laurie,
and Davies, was engaged also and its examination
of all possible chemical treatments indicated the
expenditure of large amounts of energy was re-
quired. Therefore, the economics in this area are
extremely sensitive to energy costs and become
less feasible as a result of today's rising costs of
production.

It has been suggested that the use of chemicals
for the treatment of effluent from the Australind
Laporte plant would involve capital expenditure
of the order of $16 million, and annual operating
costs of the order of $4 million. That would be a
tremendous burden to place on this industry. I
suggest that at present it would be totally out of
reach of the company to remain viable under that
sort of situation.

Of course, other methods are being considered
such as biological treatment, acid recovery,
roasting, and, as I mentioned, chemical neutralis-
ation; however, the real question is whether it
would be viable for the company to continue while
paying exorbitant costs to treat this effluent. The
only alternative is to use the land site for the dis-
posal of this effluent.

Some areas used over a number of years are
capable of being rehabilitated Or have been re-
habilitated, and I believe that in the fullness of
time that coastal strip will become a recreational
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area enjoyed by generations to come. In the
meantime the land will not be a pretty sight, and I
for one would normally deplore such actions, as
others would; but the disposal of the effluent onto
that land is the only alternative we have. I rest
with the knowledge that everything that is poss-
ible to be done to try to achieve a better way of
meeting the challenge has been done.

I return to the studies carried out in recent
years regarding the disposal of effluent onto the
ocean floor. The original agreement, as members
would realise, provided for that method of dis-
posal, but now by way of this legislation We pro-
pose to ensure the effluent is disposed onshore. It
is appropriate to record that a considerable
amount of. work was carried out to pipe the efflu-
ent into the ocean and to determine the effect of
that exercise. Those early investigations suggested
that a submarine pipeline would need to discharge
the effluent some 16 kilometres offshore as the
currents from the low amplitude tides would be
insufficient to disperse the effluent. However, in
1974, ocean investigations with self-recording
current meters showed that in the coastal waters
offshore from Bunbury. water movement was
dominated by wind-driven currents, and that the
associated velocities in water only Five to six kilo-
metres offshore might have been adequate to dis-
perse effluent discharged in that zone.

A pipeline, therefore, became a much more
feasible proposition. Based on engineering studies
carried out as a segment of the investigation pro-
gramme, a pipeline was estimated to cost $6
million to construct, and $150 000 each year to
operate. Ocean disposal through a submarine
pipeline is used at several locations overseas to
dispose of wastes similar to the Laporte factory
effluent. Experience from these operations have
shown that the acidity, ferrous sulphate content
and, possibly, the heavy metal components could
have a harmful effect on the marine environment.
It is important to realise that point. For the sake
of the record, and with the tolerance of the House
I will list the potential risks because an under-
standing of them is pertinent to the whole oper-
ation of the industry and to the legislation before
us. The risks are-

(a) Change in colour, transparency and
turbidity of the water.

(b) Localised effects on seawater (acidity,
concentrations, reduced oxygen supply,
etc.) which could affect living species.

(c) Localised reduction in the abundance
and diversity of plant and animal life in
the discharge area.

(d) Repulsion and departure of some
species.

(e) Possible long term effects on eggs and
larvae of marine creatures.

Those risks are important to remember, and rep-
resent the reason for the Hill being before us at
this time. Had it been possible, practical, and de-
sirable to discharge the effluent into the ocean I
doubt whether we would be here today debating
this matter. But as a result of studies that have
been carried out, it has not been wise to discharge
that effluent into the ocean.

Further studies in 1975 involved an experimen-
tal pipeline 50 millimetres in diameter and
capable of carrying five per cent of the full pro-
duction flow of concentrated effluent. It was laid
on the seabed and extended 5.5 kilomtres offshore
into water 16.5 metres deep. The outlet from the
pipeline was directed deliberately onto a colonised
area of the sea floor where damage would occur
and could be measured.

The trial offshore-effluent discharge com-
menced in February 1976 and was terminated in
April 1978 following pipeline damage caused by
cyclone "Alby". The cyclone put an end to a
number of projects across the south-west of the
State, and it is certainly a pity that it put an end
to that pipeline experiment and research. How-
ever, I understand it has been determined by the
EPA that if the submarine pipeline proposition
were to be accepted, studies would have to show
that the discharge would not unduly harm the
water, the marine life, and a number of other
things. So, that is the point we are at.

We may see in the next year or two another
amending Bill suggesting that once more a certain
quantity of effluent be discharged into the ocean.
I say that in the knowledge that it is possible, as
shown by the research I have done, and as indi-
cated by the research papers made available to
me, that the worst and most highly concentrated
effluent could be treated onshore to form a di-
luted effluent-effluent of a lesser density than
the original effluent-and that that effluent could
be piped well out into the ocean and would not
cause any real detrimental effect to the marine
life and environment of that part of the ocean.

Of course, it would cost money again, but the
Government and the company may have to meet
their responsibility to fund this disposal. In. the
course of time-it may only be two or three
years-a pipeline may carry a weakened solution
of this effluent into the ocean. One must recognise
that the most toxic components of the effluent
would need to be treated on land, and therefore
this extra land would be needed.

I wish the company well. It not only supports
its local area, but also provides benefits to West-
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emn Australia and Australia generally. It com-
petes well in Australian and overseas markets. I
support the Bill.

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West)
[12.28 p.mn.1: From time to time ever since its es-
tablishment, the Laporte industry has been com-
mented on locally for a variety of reasons. Indeed,
once or twice efforts have been made to make
same political capital out of its situation. I was re-
minded of that when the Hon. Fred McKenzie
made some vague comments about what the
Labor Party might do if it got into power. Last
election it made some rash promises to the effect
that Bunbury could be spared all the problems of
the effluent The proposal was one that had been
thrown out by the then Premier, but taken up by
Mr Tonkin. The proposal was that the manganese
be treated with the acid effluent, but everybody
knew it was designed to sway the electors of
Bunbury, and nobody took any notice of it. In-
deed, it created that situation.

The Hon. Vic Ferry gave a detailed analysis of
the situation. Of course, two effluents emanate
from the factory and are piped together for econ-
omic purposes, but are totally different. They can
be treated separately in different ways.

The point I emphasise in order that people in
that area can be reassured of their position is that
any change of plans must be the subject of an
EPA environmental review and management pro-
gramme. The Government has no intention of
changing its attitude to a pipeline going out to sea
without conducting an environmental review. The
rumours that the Government may change its
mind without a review are quite mischievous and
without foundation.

The people in the area can rest assured that
until the various problems and difficulties associ-
-ated with neutralising the acid content at sea are
resolved, nothing further will be done. Theoreti-
cally the acid should neutralise and become absol-
utely invisible once at sea, but for some unknown
reason this does not happen. Until these problems
are resolved I very much doubt whether that
method of disposal would receive the imprimatur
of the EPA.

The Minister will affirm what I said: No
changes or admissions can be made unless they
are submitted for a full review. All the
Rutherfords and like people of this world are
completely mischievous and are attempting to
upset the locals who use the whole of Geographe
Bay as a very happy recreational area.

THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-
Leader of the House) 112.31 p.m.J: I am indebted
to those members who have made contributions to

this debate and to the members who have sup-
ported the Bill.

The comments of the Hon. Graham
MacKinnon, as a former Minister for Conser-
vation and the Environment, are valuable because
he knows the position. I must say that we heard
the honourable member earlier this morning
referred to as the former Minister for Works and
Water Supplies. Last night we heard his com-
ments as a former Minister for Education and
only a few day ago as a former Minister for
Health. Such a variety of experience is useful to
this House.

I am certainly indebted to the Hon. Vic. Ferry
for having so comprehensively rounded up the
whole subject. I would not pretend to have a frac-
tion of the knowledge he has of the factory and it
is very good that he has drawn our attention to
the history of the foundation of the factory in
3961 and has quoted the comments made by the
leaders at the time, including Mr Tonkin who
made it quite clear that he was delighted that fac-
tory had been sited in that area. He was delighted
that the Government of the day had made this
contract and arrangement with Laporte Australia
Ltd. I appreciate the comments which were made
by both members.

I would like to refer to the comments niade by
the Hon. Fred McKenzie because it is unfortu-
nate he did not look at the history of this matter
and did not find out about the matters which were
referred to by the Hon. Vic Ferry. Mr McKenzie
was critical of the industry but had he been in
Government at the time he would most certainly
have adopted the view adopted by Mr Tonkin
when he commended the Government for what it
was doing. It is all very well to be wise with hind-
sight as we have been with a number of environ-
mental matters. However, we have endeavoured
to rectify that.

People who prophesy the results of an election
such as Mr McKenzie has done are endangering
their reputations. We have seen this happen on
many occasions. Indeed, we have had ALP mem-
bers here before who have prophesied they would
be Ministers following the next election but they
were not. Their reputations suffered accordingly.
It is dangerous to prophesy the result of an elec-
tion.

The Hon. J. M. Brown: Members on your side
of the House do that.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I suggest Oppo-
sition members would be unwise to continue in
that fashion. I am reminded of the words of the
Recessional which I heard at a memorial service
recently, particularly the words "frantic boast and
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foolish word". I suggest that those who are con-
tinuing in that fashion should do so no longer.

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 the Hon.
1.0G. Medcalf (Leader of the House), and passed.

Sitting suspended from 12.36 to 2.15 p.m.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 4)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 10 November.
THlE HION. J. M. BROWN (South-East)[2.15

p.m.]: The Local Government Amendment Bill
(No. 4) contains two very important areas of con-
cern to local government. I refer to clause 3 of the
amending Bill which repeals and substitutes sec-
tion 266 of the Act to allow a local authority to
carry out certain activities in relation to the dis-
posal or use of land. It is a very important amend-
ment to the Act, allowing a local authority to dis-
pose of land without seeking the approval of the
Minister. I refer in particular to land vested in the
local authority.

We are aware of the previous legislation before
the House which enabled local authorities to lease
land to Government instrumentalities; in this in-
stance, they will be able to dispose of land to
Government instrumentalities.

A further clause in the amending legislation en-
ables a local authority, with the approval or' its
electors, to utilise for any other purpose that the
local authority thinks fit and that has been vested
for a specific purpose. Certain constraints are
placed on the disposal of that land.

I support the Government in its amendment to
this important part of the Local Government Act,
an amendment to allow local authorities to have
greater authority, and to be masters of their own
destinies. Naturally we will support that part of
the legislation.

The amendment was initiated by the City of
Stirling, which wanted an organisation to estab-
lish aged persons' homes within its area. Because
the land was vested for another purpose, the City
of Stirling was unable to carry out that project.
As I mentioned to the Minister responsible for the

aill in this House-the Chief Secretary-the
legislation still requires the approval of the elec-
tors, and that safeguard is important for the elec-
tors to continue to have a say in what is hap-
pening in their local authority.

If land is sold by a local authority, it is a re-
quirement that the proceeds of. such sale shall be
applied by the council to the purpose for which
the land was held immediately before the sale. In
other words, if any person bequeaths land to a
local authority for a specific purpose, and it is
vested in the local authority, the vesting can be
changed, but the proceeds from the change of
vesting must be put to the purpose for which the
land was intended. That would satisfy any ben-
efactor giving land to local government and his
community, because he would know that if cir-
cumstances changed, the proceeds of the land
would be used. It is a sensible amendment.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: What you are actually
saying is that the proceeds should be utilised
specifically for the purpose for which the land was
sold?

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: That is exactly what
the Minister said as well. As I said, if any
benefactor vests land in the local authority for a
specific purpose and through changing circum-
stances the vesting has to be altered, any proceeds
received from the land must be put towards the
proposition for which the vesting was originally
intended. That is the way I see it.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: You probably misunder-
stood. Perhaps I did not put it the right way.
What you are saying is that the profits from the
land are to be put into the project?

The H-on. J. M BROWN: I cannot hear the
honourable member. I suggest that he makes his
comments in the debate when he is called. I could
not hear his second comment. We have a certain
time constraint in the debate, and we have a fairly
heavy programme to push through.

It is very important to note that proposed sec-
tion 266A (4) states-

(4) A council may dispose of land,
otherwise than by way of sale, under this sec-
tion if and only if-
(a) the council has power to do so in accord-

ance, with the trust in respect of the land
(whether that power was conferred when
the trust was created or has been con-
ferred by variation of the trust pursuant
to section 265 (c)); and

I have indicated to the Minister that under sec-
tion 265 of the Act the approval of the ratepayers
is essential. To continue-
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(b) the person to whom the land is to be dis-
posed of' executes a declaration of trust
declaring that he will hold the land for
the purpose for which it was held by the
council immediately before its disposal.

A deed of trust must be executed if a council
wishes to change the vesting of' land without any
financial considerations. A person or organisation
to be responsible for the use of' the land woulu
have to execute a declaration of trust indicating
the land would be held for a set purpose. The BW'
contains all the necessary safeguards in this re-
spect. This change does represent a very import-
ant step in local government matters.

I am not of the opinion that the second amend-
ment will be of any benefit to local government; in
fact, it may prove to be the exact opposite, and I
refer now to the change to be made in the
auditing of accounts. Members probably would be
aware that in the first instance the Public Works
Department was responsible for auditing local
government accounts. In the second instance this
responsibilit y fell to the Local Government De-
partment.

It should be noted that the Local Government
Act has always contained a provision allowing
local authorities to utilise private auditors rather
than the services provided by the Government de-
partment. This was allowable so long as the pri-
vate auditor was, in the main, a qualified account-
ant or someone sufficiently qualified to satisfy the
department he was a suitable person to audit local
government accounts.

The Minister indicated that I1I of the 139
municipalities in this State have taken advantage
of this provision in the Act, and I would like to
refer to the remaining 128 municipalities which
have not taken advantage of this provision and
have preferred to enjoy the services provided by
Government auditors. This service is subsidised on
a 50:50 basis between the Government and the
local authorities. It has proved to be a very suc-
cessful operation and I am at a loss to understand
why the Government has introduced this amend-
ment. I am not aware the Government has come
under pressure from any of the local government
associations, such as the Municipal Officers As-
sociation of Australia (WA), the Local Govern-
ment Association, or the Country Shire Councils
Association. Perhaps this is just another part of
the Government's private enterprise approach to
matters; perhaps the Government is wanting to
show it has confidence in the private sector's
ability to handle this work rather than it being
under Government control. The amending Bill
contains many stringent requirements that must

be adhered to, and we can discuss these as we pro-
ceed.

The Government -auditors responsible for this
work throughout this vast State have done a com-
mendable job, and their task has not been easy.
Members would realise this when they consider
the vast areas in the north such as the Pilbara and
the Kimberley, as well as the Murchison area,
without worrying about the south-west portion of
the State. So this small band of dedicated officers
has had to service a very vast area to support the
local authorities. Although they are rewarded for
their performance their attitude goes beyond the
master-servant situation and really reflects their
dedication to their duty. The auditors I have met
in my travels have done a very commendable job,
not only in the auditing of the books of accounts
but also in offering advice to the professional staff
of the councils and also the councillors them-
selves. They have a wealth of knowledge of local
government matters and I doubt if any member in
this Chamber would really understand the wealth
of knowledge and assistance they are able to offer
to the local authorities for which they have re-
sponsibility.

I cannot understand why the Government is to
take this area of responsibility from them and
allow it to be given to private enterprise. The
present situation has proved to be more than satis-
factory in the past. The Act contains all the
necessary requirements and safeguards to protect
the councils, and a cost saving has been provided.

I might help the Minister in this instance by
indicating that I understand that under the tender
arrangement the private auditors will be able to
undertake the function at the same cost as pre-
viously had to be met by local authorities. The
local authorities will pay the same 50 per cent of
the auditing charges to the private sector. Mem-
bers might ask why we have not done this earlier,
but they should know that four years ago we
could buy fuel at 16c a litre, while today it is over
40c a litre.

The same thing will happen in the field of local
government auditing. I am not criticising the op-
erations of the auditors who will have to be regis-
tered, but this does seem to happen. Ifr one is look-
ing for new business, naturally one will put for-
ward a tender price which is competitive in the
long term. This is not a forward step and I do not
think the Minister for Local Government appreci-
ates the contributions that auditors have made,
not only in the sphere of financial statements, but
also in regard to the services they provide to this
vast State together with the counselling and ad-
vice they afford people responsible for carrying
out local government functions.
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I point out to the Chief Secretary that section
626 of the Local Government Act states-

([) The financial year of councils ends on

the thirtieth day of June in every year.

(2) A council-

(a) shall cause to be provided and kept
books in which are entered true and
regular accounts of-

(i) the sums or money received
and paid on account of and for
the municipality, and of the
several purposes for which the
sums of money have been re-
ceived and paid:

(ii) particulars of land which is
subject to the encumbrance of
a charge under this Act in re--
spect of work carried out by
the council and particulars of
the charge; and

(iii) particulars of contracts entered
into by the council, and deeds,
and other documents executed
by the council; and

(b) shall permit members of the coun-
cil, ratepayers and creditors of the
municipality, and persons nomi-
nated by the Minister, to inspect
and take copies or extracts From the
books at the office of the council at
reasonable times free of charge.

I appreciate auditors' requirements. That pro-
vision allows any small creditor of the local auth-
ority, any member of the councii, or any rate-
payer to take copies of extracts from the books of
the office of the council. This is rather a restricted
practice because we all know the tremendous ad-
vantages that can flow in respect of personal in-
come tax, and a citizen of a community-whether
it be the City of Stirling or elsewhere-should
have the same rights in respect of local govern-
ment as any other citizen, creditor or otherwise.
The word "creditor" is really meaningless if we
look at accounts audits. I know it is not part of
the amending Bill, but I do have reason for saying
that. We are talking about auditors and those who
can review the affairs of a local authority. Young
people should be encouraged to take an interest in
civic affairs, and I therefore see no harm in ex-
panding the field to citizens of the district. The
word "creditor" should be removed from the Bill
because it deals with the accounts of the local
authority.

Section 638(l) of the Local Government Act
says-

638. (1) A council of a municipality that
is a city or town may appoint a person to be
the auditor of the municipality, who shall at
the time of the appointment be a member in
good standing of the Institute of Chartered
Accountants in Australia or the Australian
Society of Accountants and registered as an
auditor under the Companies Act, 1943.

It goes on to outline the provisions of an auditor
and to state the specified period is two years.

The M-on. R. G. Pike: Are you talking about
subsection (3)?

The I-on. J. M. BROWN: Yes. "it is eligible to
operate the office." Perhaps it might be opportune
to make a suggestion to the Minister. He will ap-
preciate that the Bill was introduced only
yesterday and I have only today had the oppor-
tunity to look at it. I mention the Provision con-
crning the disqualification of an auditor which is
on page 9 of the Bill. The provision sets out the
terms and conditions of appointment and men-
tions the appointment of a board to register audi-
tors, and refers to suspensions.

The Hon. R. G. Pike: Are you aware that sec-
tion 638 has been repealed and is therefore no
longer relevant?

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: No, I was not aware
of that.

The Hon. R. G. Pike: That will explain the
point you are making.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: That explains it. I
did not reach the last two pages of the Bill be-
cause it came in only last night. It does explain
the situation and I accept the Minister's expla-
nation. I wanted to understand the position re-
garding auditors in the first instance, and now I
am concerned about the suspension of an auditor.
An auditor has the right of appeal, but whether
he is right or wrong, he cannot carry out his
functions as an auditor of a municipality pending
his appeal. There should be some explanation for
that inclusion in the amending Bill. I refer to Sec-
tion 638 (4) which reads as follows-

(4) Subject to this section the council may
make the appointment or appointments on
such terms and conditions including the re-
muneration and expenses of the person to be
appointed as he and the council agree.

A time restriction should be imposed pending an
appeal rather than suspending a registered audi-
tor. His livelihood will be taken away and his op-
eration discredited while he awaits the appeal.
This period of time would enable justice to be
seen to be done in that regard.
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Irepeat that the Opposition is not enthusiastic
with the removal of the audit provisions from the
Government sector, which has performed so well
in the past. I know the Premier said in the middle
of this year that he will transfer this work to the
private sector. He said the Government would
proceed with this Bill. I know the Government has
been looking at the matter for several years, and I
thought it wanted to shelve the Bill. The Govern-
ment has made the regrettable decision to take
this course and to remove the audit from the field
of government.

I certainly endorse the proposition of the
freeing up of local government and the use of
land.

With those remarks, the Opposition supports
the Bill.

THE HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [2.40
p.m.]: I can understand the disappointment that
the previous speaker feels in relation to this Bill. I
understand the Government's decision to go
ahead with a somewhat private enterprise philos-
ophy in relation to local government. It is my op-
inion that the move of local governing authorities
and Government departments to the use of private
enterprise where possible will be to the benefit of
the community at large. Sixty-six per cent of the
population are involved in some way with private
enterprise and the remaining 34 per cent are
involved in local, State or Federal Government.

I am concerned about the proposed method of
disposal of land as outlined in the Bill and I am
anxious to hear the Minister's comments. I am
not critical of the requirement of local authorities
to buy or dispose of land but frankly, that require-
ment is contained in the articles of association of
any company or any State or Federal Government
department. They all operate under articles of as-
sociation and it is not necessary for that to be re-
peated in this Bill. I recall the Hon. Howard
Olney suggesting that articles of association, be-
cause of their very repetitive nature. should be
referred to in a specific Hill rather than be
introduced in every Bill which comes before this
Parliament.

I find great difficulty in comprehending why
the Government should bring forward this Hill.
Many clauses deal specifically with the manner in
which land should be disposed of. Local governing
authorities are required, by the very nature of
their operations, to buy and sell land. Why should
local authorities set themselves up as total corpor-
ations and make that their ultimate aim?

If members examine the Saturday editions of
The West Austaliian from 1981 until now they
will find many advertisements in respect of local

authorities and the Government disposing of land.
I cannot gain any support from the Opposition in
this regard because it is already committed to it.

The H-on. J. M. Brown: Are you opposing it?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I am not opposing
it, I am supporting it. However, I am exercising
my right as a member of this Government to point
out to the Government, which I believe is my pre-
rogative, what is wrong with this legislation. If 1
were to propose an amendment to the Bill I know
that the Hon. Jim Brown and his colleagues, even
if the bells were rung, would not gather in this
House to support me.

The Hon. J. M. Brown: Neither would they.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: How do you know?

Several members interjected.
The Hon. P. H-. Lockyer: It is the honourable

member's duty and right to bring it to the atten-
tion of the Parliament.

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I could not agree
more with the Hon. Phil Lockyer.

I am not in favour of local authorities being
involved commercially in the sale of land. I am
not referring to the willy-nilly sale of land, but to
the excision of an area and its disposal of the land
for the benefit of a particular town planning
scheme.

I am disappointed with the manner in which
this Bill has come before this House. It gives ap-
proval to local governing authorities to dispose of
or buy land.

I do not wish to presuppose the Minister's
views, but I do not believe he would disagree with
me. However, this has been done because of the
legal technicalities of the drafting of the legis-
lation. I register my disapproval of auctioning and
marketing of land, which is contrary co the poli-
cies of the O'Connor Government and private en-
terprise.

To become an Associate of the Australian So-
ciety of Accountants is quite an ordeal. One must
have at least three references and must have
already undertaken all the preliminary require-
ments. This includes passing an examination and
obtaining references from previous employers,
even if it involved a semi-unofficial position be-
fore obtaining the position of an accountant.
Therefore, I am alarmed that this Bill provides
for the establishment of a board. I do not know
what will be its name, but it will be a registration
board which will accept those people who are As-
sociates of the Australian Society of Accountants
or Fellows of the Chartered Institute of Account-
ants. As well as having attained those qualifi-
cations they will be subject to further scrutiny in
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order that they may be qualified persons to audit
the books of local governing authorities.

Frankly, I am amazed and totally dumb-
founded that these people who are Associates of
the Australian Society of Accountants or Fellows
of the Chartered Institute of Accounta nts should
be put to further examination when they are ac-
cepted by every stock exchange in Australia. I
cannot understand this and I hope the Minister
will give an explanation. Why should a Fellow of
the Chartered Accountants of Australia and audi-
tors of any public companies who are accepted by
stock exchanges and the Corporate Affairs Office
of each State be required to undergo this scru-
tiny? Why is it necessary to have another board?

THE HON. R. G. PIKE (North Metropoli-
tan-Chief Secretary) [2.50 p.m.]: I thank the
Hon. J. M. Brown for his contribution; his great
knowledge and experience of local government
was evident in his comments. The honourable
member queried the time involved in the appeal
provision. New section 635 F(4)(a) states-

he does not appeal against the decision
within the prescribed time: or

Proposed new section 6358, in part, states-

... for the purposes of this Act in accord-
ance with the regulations.

So, the direct answer is that obviously it is envis-
aged prescribed regulations relating to the
auditing section will be laid down. However, I
undertake to refer the Hon. Jim Brown's com-
ments to the Minister in order that a reasonable
time be allowed for appeal.

The IHon. J. M. Brown: Thank you; that is most
important.

The Hon. R. 0. PIKE: The other matter raised
by the Hon. Jim Brown really was a point of
philosophical difference between us. The point on
which the honourable member and I differ is that
the Government has made a decision in principle
to allow private enterprise auditors who satisfac-
torily achieve the qualifications laid down by the
licensing authority-which will have a local
government emphasis-to be auditors to local
government. The Hon. Jim Brown perceptively
pointed out the difference between the present
charges, and the charges which will be made. We
take the view that private sector auditors more
appropriately should perform this function, which
is not to put down auditors from the Auditor Gen-
eral's Department. Like the Hon. Jim Brown, I
have had I5 years in local government and I
found always that the auditors did a splendid and
excellent job.

Indeed, the Government is so conscious of this
situation that it has arranged for extra staff to be
made available to local government on a consul-
tation basis because outlying local authorities in
particular use the visit of the auditor to bring
them up to date with what is happening in respect
of the Local Government Act.

The Hon. J. M. Brown: Did you say specialised
additional staff will be available to local
authorities?

The Hon. R. 6. PIK E: Yes.
The Hon. J. M. Brown: That was not men-

tioned in the second reading speech.
The Hon. R. G. PIKE: That is true; however,

the Minister for Local Government has informed
members in another place the Government con-
sidered it important to increase the inspectorate
staff of the department in order that those local
authorities which wish to have some advice as to
accounting procedures and other matters with
which previously the auditors assisted may receive
a visit from one of these inspectors to assist them
if they wish. In fact, the Minister pointed out that
provision has been made for this additional staff. I
am as aware as the Hon. Jim Brown of the ad-
ditional services provided by the auditors. In fact,
on one occasion, an auditor found I had not paid
the sum of13.10. 5Son one of the many properties
I owned at that time, and I was tossed out of my
role as a shire councillor.

The Hon. J. M. Brown: I remember it well.
The Hon. R. G. PIKE: I thought the honour-

able member might; mark you, I got back again.

I thank the Hon. Jim Brown for his comments
and indication of support relating to the disposal
of the land.

I come now to the comments of the Hon. Neil
Oliver. The fact is, Of Course, that the Govern-
ment seeks to establish a board which it is pro-
posed will have on it a representative of the
Institute of Municipal Administration, a local
government representative, a representative of the
Australian Society of Accountants and the
institute of Chartered Accountants, and an
officer from the Auditor General's Department.

I could enter into an erudite discussion with the
honourable member in regard to the desirability
or otherwise of the establishment of the board.
However, the fact is that is the way the Bill is
constructed. In fact, it will play an important role
of liaison and appeal.

[ thank members for their support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

5079



5080 (COUNCI LI

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 Kon.

R. G. Pike (Chief Secretary), and passed.

CEMETERIES AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 10 November.

THE HON. J. M. BROWN (South-East) [2.57
p.m.]: This Bill is consequential upon the passage
of the previous legislation, and it has the support
of the Opposition.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (the

Hon. R. J. L. Williams) in the Chair;, the I-In.
R. G. Pike (Chief Secretary) in charge of the Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
R. i. L. Williams): Order! Does any member wish
to speak to any of the clauses of the Bill? If not, I
intend to put clauses one and two together.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Mr Deputy Chairman-

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I dis-
tinctly asked whether any member had any com-
ments to the clauses of the Bill. I remind mem-
bers that if at any time they wish to speak in this
Chamber, they must draw the attention of the
Chair to that fact. With some of the gymnastics
which occur in the Chamber, it is difficult to
know whether a member wishes to speak, or
simply to go outside.

The Mon. Garry Kelly: Do you want to leave
the Chamber, Mr Oliver?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Does any mem-
ber wish to speak to any clause of the Bill?

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Yes, Mr Deputy Chair-
man;, I wish to speak to clause 2.

Clause I. put and passed.

Clause 2: Section 30 amended-

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Mr Deputy Chair-
man, I was not involved in gymnastics.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon.
R. J. L. Williams): You were making it extremely
difficult for the Chair to recognise that you
wished to speak.

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Clause 2 relates to
a person who is the auditor of a municipality For
the purposes of part XXVII of the Act.

This clause refers to auditors who are usually
members of the Australian Society of Accoun-
tants or the Chartered Accountants Association
of Australia. I do not know why it is necessary to
have this provision, because accountants and
auditors in this country must pass the relevant
examinations--either a Bachelor of Commerce or
a Bachelor of Economics-to obtain membership
to the Australian Society of Accountants Having
obtained the required qualifications, they must
then apply for membership to the society,
although they may not necessarily be accepted.

Why is it necessary that a person, who has ob-
tained a Bachelor of Commerce or Bachelor of
Economies and who has applied for membership
of the Australian Society of Accountants, the
Chartered Institute of Secretaries of Australia, or
the Chartered Accountants Association of Aus-
tralia, be asked to meet the further requirement
of obtaining certification by the Auditor General?

Before one may become an associate of the
Australian Society of Accountants, one must ob-
tain the requisite qualifications.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: It is like a closed shop.
The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It is not a closed

shop. It is necessary to obtain certain qualifi-
cations before applying for membership and one
must also produce certain credentials, such as
references and the like. I remind you, Sir, that in
order to obtain the qualification in the first in-
stance the person must complete the curriculum,
which includes the study of local government ac-
counting. However, having done all that, it totally
amazes me that the person is required to meet the
further requirement of obtaining certification by
the Auditor General. I-low many kilometres does
one need to go before obtaining all the qualifi-
cations?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE: In all courtesy, that is in
fact the same point the honourable member made
previously and it is the same point that I
answered.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon.
R. G. Pike (Chief Secretary), and passed.
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PETROLEUM RETAILERS RIGHTS AND
LIABILITIES BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 10 November.

THE HON. 3. M. BROWN (South-East) [3.07
p.m.]: This Bill seeks to alter the requirements
under which service stations obtain fuel from oil
distributors.

The Opposition introduced this proposition at
the same time as it was introduced by the Govern-
ment. Therefore, this measure is supported by
both sides of the Chamber. The effect of the
amendment is that a petroleum reseller will be
able to obtain approximately 50 per cent of his re-
quirements from a supplier other than his
landlord.

The Bill has been well canvassed and members
would be well aware of its purpose. With those re-
marks, I indicate our support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (the
Hon. 1. G. Pratt) in the Chair; the Hon. R. G.
Pike (Chief Secretary) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.

Clause 4: Tenant's rights-

The Hon. R. G. PIKE: I move an amend-
ment-

Page 3, line 19-Insert after the word
"law" the words "affecting the contractual
relationship between a landlord and his ten-
ant".

This amendment was suggested to the Minister by
the Crown Law Department, because it appears
that the words, as they stand, could entitle tenants
to disregard any law, such as the Explosives and
Dangerous Goods Act, and it is not intended that
be so; thus the amendment will limit the effect of
the provisions of this Bill.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 5 to 15 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, with an amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hor.
ft. G. Pike (Chief Secretary), and returned to the
Assembly with an amendment.

LAND AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 9 November.
THE HON. J. M. BROWN (South-East)

[3.12 p.m.]: This legislation is very important. In
particular, it affects the pastoral industry and is
well worthy of support.

I note reference was made by the Minister to
the Jennings report, which was put forward as a
blueprint for activities within the pastoral indus-
try. In principle, the Opposition agreed with that
report, but opposed, on what I believe to be a fair
and sound basis, the expansion of pastoral leases
to areas of 500 000 hectares-l .25 million acres.
We believe such a parcel of land would be too
large for a pastoralist to handle. However, we ap-
preciate what is being put forward by these
amendments, and believe that in the main they
will assist pastoralists.

The Labor Party has an ongoing programme of
conference with the Pastoralists and Graziers As-
sociation so that both parties have a better under-
standing of the requirements of the pastoral in-
dustry. Pastoralists should not be denied in any
way, as a result of their contributions to this
State, the benefits enjoyed by others in the State.
As I have said, we are still concerned about the
lease of land 500 000 hectares in area, but in the
main we believe the purpose of the Bill is good. It
will provide fair and equitable compensation to
pastoralists who have parts of their land resumed;
it is an important step forward.

My reading of the Bill is that it will apply to
any conditional-purchase land, not just to pastoral
leases. It seems that this provision is included so
that there will be no disparity between con-
ditional-purchase land and pastoral leases; the
situation will be equalised, a move that is com-
mendable and fair to all sections of the industry.

I am well aware of the establishment of the
Pastoral Board, its functions, and its improved
premises. As a matter of fact, the Minister for
Lands had a type of reception area for pastoralists
at the Royal Show to show them the improved
functions of the board, and the improved con-
ditions under which it will operate at the central
Government building in Perth.

The decision to improve compensation en-
titlements in regard to the resumption of land was
said to have been necessitated as a result of pre-
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vious compensation being restricted to lawful,
physical improvements, with no recognition of the
adverse effect resumptions may have on the pro-
ductive capacity of a station. While I recognise
that the Public Works Department will have some
input to compensation matters, I note that the
Land Act specifies certain matters outside the re-
sponsibility of the PWD. I accept it will adjudi-
cate in relation to amounts of compensation to be
paid.

It was said that the previous situation inhibited
pastoralists from investing large amounts of capi-
tal into their stations. I would disagree with that
suggestion. As I am sure the Minister and every-
body else would understand, if a pastoralist uses
capital funds on leased land, the arrangement is
that he will receive benefits such as taxation al-
lowances. This point was not canvassed. The com-
mon sense of pastoralists would mean that they
would look to improve their own lots, and instead
of the existing legislation having stopped them
from investing large sums of money, it might be
the case that they have not done so because they
have not had those sums of money to invest.

I recognise that there will be the compensating
factor as the Minister has stated. The provisions
in respect of the loss of the viability of a station
are very important. I believe the Minister spelt
out the situation when he said that it is the first
time in the history of pastoral leases in this State
that changes in productive capacity of a lease will
be included as an additional basis for compen-
sation. At the same time, the House ought to be
aware that some of the potential productivity of
pastoral leases is not obtained as a result of abuse.
We recognise that the Bill provides an oppor-
tunity to give compensation in the manner
outlined, but we ought to recognise that some pas-
toralists have not been fair with the land under
their control, and certainly some have caused
problems within the industry.

As I pointed out, the provision is quite satisfac-
tory, and certainly this House should support it as
it has been supported in another place.

I was interested to read in the second reading
speech that the base for compensation is
broadened and peripheral benefits contained in
the Public Works Act relating to the provision of
a 10 per cent solatium for compulsory taking will
become available. If my reading of the Act is cor-
rect, an overriding compensation of 10 per cent
already applies above the normal compensation.
Is that so?

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Is this a 10 per cent
loading?

The Hon. i. M. BROWN: I suggest that was to
qualify for the additional benefit that would be
applied. When we are bringing forward such mat-
ters and talking to our constituents about them we
ought to be able to inform them of what is
available to them.

I notice interest payment on compensable
value, rights of objection to resumption, and
referral of disputed claims to a compensation
court, become available. That protects the pastor-
alist and gives him an additional incentive to
utilise the land in the best interests of the State
and himself. I cannot over-emphasise "in the best
interests of the State".

Compensation has been provided for public
roads. I would have thought that public roads in
the main have received a greater benefit.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: They don't get a
benefit to the same extent because it is a mutual
benefit and this would be supported by the indus-
try generally.

The I-on. J. M. BROWN: Most people realise
that the roads are for their benefit.

Provision has been made for compensation for
the non-renewal of an expired pastoral lease based
only on the effect on lawful, physical
improvements. That spells out the provision to a

tC.

It has been necessary to include an amendment
relating to such tenures as conditional-purchase
leases in order that no inconsistency or anomaly
occurs. That allows farmers with the conditional-
purchase lands to receive these benefits. I believe
that is a wise addition to the legislation and it has
been put forward sensibly.

I note that it is possible for exchanges of land
to be made under this Legislation; no alteration is
made there. All in all the legislation contains
many common-sense provisions and we can pay
tribute not only to the Jennings report but also to
the members or the Pastoral Board and the gen-
eral agreement within the industry, which has
been responsible for bringing forward these
improvements.

Provision has been made for the appointment of
deputies as members of the Pastoral Board, and
provision is made also to update the requirements
for the maintenance and improvement of pastoral
leases and to remove the stock ratios which have
applied.

It is appropriate at this juncture to mention
that the stock ratios will in fact be deleted. This is
certainly understandable. I liken that to the
amendments to the Land Act where we made it
necessary to have a 50 per cent clearing of land,
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which was an abuse of the situation. I do not be-
lieve we should spell out how much land should be
cleared nor should we spell out how many head of
cattle or sheep may be run on a property. I think
the number is 200 head of cattle and something
like 4 000 to 6 000 sheep. Those provisions how-
ever will be deleted and reference will be made to
stock, sheep, and cattle on a property. It is sen-
sible to delete the rigid stock ratio requirement.

We agree that the industry has expanded and I
wonder how much arbitration will be required
when compensation claims are made. I wonder
whether lengthy hearings will occur when claims
are made.

I would like to put forward a suggestion in re-
lation to pastoral leases. While recognising. the
bountiful rains and the abundance of feed in the
pastoral areas at present, I have a grave concern
about the fire dangers which are often prevalent
in the eastern goldf ields areas.

I suggest that the pastoral industry look at the
strip grazing proposition, similar to that which is
done in the dairy industry, where farmers have a
strip running along the boundary of their proper-
ties. This preserves land because once bushfires.
occur they burn for days and do irreparable dam-
age to vegetation and stock. I think this matter is
worthy of thought.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: The land is often de-
nuded and it never recovers.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Whilst I do not dis-
agree with the member's statement, it does take
many years for the vegetation to grow, after a
bushfire has been through the area. I am not
suggesting that this strip grazing be done on a
large scale but I am suggesting the matter should
be considered. I understand the problems associ-
ated with the degradation of our soils, which
should be preserved.

The Bill does a commendable job and has the
approval of the Opposition. 1 know the pastoral-
ists and graziers certainly applaud it and look for-
ward to its implementation, after many years of
trial and tribulation.

THE HON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North)
[3.28 p.m.]: I support the Bill because a large
part of my electorate is covered by the pastoral
industry. The legislation is a continuation of the
implementation of the recommendations of the
Jennings report which was initiated by this
Government in 1977. It was initiated for one
major reason: The pastoral industry, particularly
the sheep pastoral industry, was in dire straits.
The industry was suffering massive drought con-
ditions in 1977 and low prices for its product, as
well as a continuation of higher costs which had

resulted from the massive inflation we had in
Australia from 1973-74 onwards.

The Bill before the House was referred to in a
debate in 1980 when the then Minister for Lands
(the Hon. D. J. Wordsworth) gave an undertaking
he would investigate the compensation provisions
available to pastoralists. I am pleased that his suc-
cessor (Mr Laurance) has decided to bring for-
ward legislation.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Mr Wordsworth prob-
ably instigated it.

The Hon. N. F. MOORE: Yes, it was probably
instigated by him and brought forward by his suc-
cessor.

The position prior to this legislation was that
compensation for the resumption of pastoral land
was limited to lawful physical improvements. No
recognition was given, in the event of resumption,
to the effect of that resumption on the productive
capacity of a pastoral lease.

Sitting suspended From 3.30 to 3.45 p.m,

The lHon. N. F. MOORE: The Jennings report
made many recommendations concerning the
future of the pastoral industry, and I refer to page
132 where, in respect of compensation, it states-

It is the contention of the pastoralists that
there is insufficient provision in the Land Act
which will allow lessees fair compensation for
losses of production and earnings occasioned
either by resumption or by mining activity.

The new Mining Act has been written in such a
way that compensation now is available to pastor-
alists whose properties are damaged as a result of
activities by mining companies. To continue with
the Jennings report-

The Act under Sections I110-lI11 and 140
provides for compensation to cover the loss of
improvements on resumption, but it does not
allow for loss of production or earnings.

The Government has decided to implement the
recommendations of the report. The Bill before us
provides for compensation to be paid if the value
of the productive capacity of a property is
changed by resumption. As the Hon. Jim Brown
remarked, and the Minister pointed out, the com-
pensation will be based on the Public Works Act.

This legislation is a major step forward in the
pastoral areas. I spoke the other night on the
Acts Amendment (Mining) Bill and suggested
many people in our society have a negative atti-
tude towards the pastoral industry. They see it as
people leasing land and refer to it as "only a
lease". For some reason they feel pastoralists have
fewer rights or are somewhat less significant than
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owners or freehold land. However, the pastoral in-
dustry covers the vast majority of Western Aus-
tralia; it creates a situation in which most of the
State is inhabited. It supports small towns
throughout the State. Without this industry we
would have little population over the vast majority
of Western Australia.

The Government has been enideavouring since
the Jennings report first came out to improve the
circumstances under which pastoralists are able to
operate. I am very pleased that this legislation has
come forward now. Other matters still need to be
looked at in relation to the future of the pastoral
industry, but I am pleased the Government has
shown its faith in the industry by bringing for-
ward the amendments in 1980 to which I referred
earlier, and these amendments today.

A further amendment in the Bill relates to
stock numbers, and provides a far less rigid and
more sensible approach in respect of the number
of stock a pastoralist may run on his particular
lease. Clause 5 substitutes the following words in
section 98 of the Act-

such number of sheep or cattle as to enable
it to be worked as an economically viable
pastoral unit.

That makes a lot of sense. The new Pastoral
Board, with its new executive officer-a man of
great expertise-will be in a position to decide
whether a lease is viable and the number of stock
it is capable of running. Rather than specifying in
the legislation that X-number of sheep or X-
number of cattle be permitted, the Pastoral Board
will make this decision in each case.

In his second reading speech, the Minister said
he regretted that legislation in respect of tourism
on pastoral leases could not be introduced at this
time. This is unfortunate because many of the
people in the pastoral areas are unaware of their
status in operating tourist facilities at their home-
steads. Quite a number of these pastoral leases
are now catering for tourists who wish to holiday
in country areas and there is some doubt as to the
status of such tourist facilities. Particularly in re-
gard to pastoral areas which are suffering under
drought conditions, it is very important for the
pastoralists to be able to diversify. In the middle
I1970s quite a number of pastoralists, diversified in
this way in order to assist their incomes. We hope
that the Minister will be able to clear up the legal
technicalities that prevented the legislation from
being amended at this time.

The Hon. Jim Brown referred to the abundant
rainfall throughout Western Australia. His com-
ment may be true in respect of many parts of the

State, but unfortunately in quite a few pastoral
areas, pockets of drought conditions still prevail.

The Hon. J. M. Brown: Yes, and in the agricul-
tural areas.

The Hon. N. F. MOORE: It is a pity that it
does not rain uniformly over the whole country!
Laverton and Leonora have had a fair share of
the rain.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It is no good dis-
cussing that here-you would have to talk to God
about that.

The Hon. N. F. MOORE: As I said, Laverton
and Leonora have had a fair rainfall and they
now probably have an excess of pastures. The
main problem in these areas will be that of
buslires. However, in some areas such as in the
Shire of Murchison and around Shark Bay, the
drought is still quite severe.

I would like to conclude my comments on this
debate by referring to the overall problem facing
pastoralists, and not only pastoralists but all pri-
mary producers. I am referring to the vexed
question of tariff protection and the effect tariffs
have on the viability and productivity of all pri-
mary industries, but more particularly the pas-
toral industry.

We have a system in Australia in.which we
protect manufacturing industries. The extent of
that protection is counter-productive to the needs
of primary industry. I was interested to hear the
Federal member for Moore (Mr Hyde) talking
about tariffs, and it was very easy to be swayed by
his arguments. He pointed out quite clearly that
the cost of producing equipment and various other
requirements of primary industry within Australia
is rising at the same rate as inflation, if not a little
more quickly. On the other hand, the income of
the primary producer is determined by world
markets. As a consequence, if we were to graph
the figures, we would see that the cost of pro-
duction is increasing at the same rate as inflation,
and the income graph is remaining at a horizontal
level. Inevitably this means that the primary pro-
ducers will go broke.

I certainly hope that our Prime Minister and
the Federal Minister for Primary Industry (Mr
Anthony) will put into effect the policy which
they talk about overseas. We always hear them
say, when they are overseas that Australia should
reduced tariffs, reduce protection. However, as
soon as these gentlemen return to Australia, they
are very silent on this issue, If the primary indus-
try is to have a future, something must be done
about the level of protection in Australia.

I would like to conclude by noting the lack of
Opposition members in the House at the present

5084



[Thursday, I I November 1982]

time and in recent days. It is disappointing to find
so few Opposition members here to listen to a de-
bate on a matter which is affecting our primary
industry, a matter which is so important to the
economy of WA. Obviously these members have
taken advantage of the situation to go out i nto
their own electorates. Certainly they are not
taking any notice of the legislation before the
House.

With those comments, I support the Bill.

THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister
for Labour and Industry) [3.55 p.m.]: I thank the
two previous speakers for their comments and
support of the Bill. Certainly I do not have a
greater knowledge of this subject than those two
speakers. In fact, I probably know less about it
than a number of members in this place. I know
that the Hon. Jim Brown and the Hon. Norman
Moore have a great knowledge of the pastoral in-
dustry, and obviously they have many personal
contacts in that area.

The two members canvassed areas of concern
to them without creating any arguments. Rather,
they supported the contents of the Bill. Therefore,
I will not go into the details of it except in relation
to one particular subject; that is, the size of
properties. The Hon. Jim Brown said he con-
sidered that the extension in size of allowable pas-
toral properties to 500 000 hectares was too great.
I believe that this decision was made by people in
the industry who have the experience and the
background to be able to assess what could and
what should be a reasonable or a maximum sized
pastoral property, bearing in mind that, even to
my limited knowledge, properties vary consider-
ably. So I suggest that careful consideration
would have been given to this matter before a de-
cision was made.

Both members supported the proposition in re-
gard to stocking ratios. It is a very sensible and
commendable one, which will allow for variations
in management procedures, and quite properly so.

With those few remarks, and with my thanks to
the members for their support on what is a very
important matter to Western Australia and par-
ticularly to the pastoral industry, I commend the
Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Comimittee, 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.
G. E. Masters (Minister for Labour and Indus-
try), and passed.

ALUMINA REFINERY (WORSLEY)
AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Readin~g

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
motion by the Hon. 1. G. Medcalf (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading

THE HON. 1. G. MEIJCALF (Metropolitan-
Leader of the House) [4.01 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to obtain parliamentary
ratification of the agreement between the State
and the Worsley joint venturers made on 21
October 1982 to amend the provisions of the
existing Alumina Refinery (Worsley) Agreement.
The amendments primarily provide for the
Worsley joint venturers to apply for and be
granted, in accordance with the procedures under
the Mining Act 1978, an all-minerals mining
lease over areas within the "blue picture frame"
area of the agreement special mining lease, with
the areas so leased to remain under the provisions
of the Worsley agreement in the long term. They
also update the principal agreement-

to reflect the changes introduced by the
1978 Mining Act;

to preclude the joint venturers from mining
bauxite other than under the conditions im-
posed pursuant to the principal agreement;

to enable the joint venturers under certain
circumstances to extract other minerals from
bauxite mined, subject to conditions and
safeguards imposed in the interests of the
State; and

to provide authority for the State to grant
a lease which it is already obligated to grant
under the agreement.

Apart from the last mentioned item, these amend-
ments have been made to cover circumstances in
bauxitic areas within the "picture frame" area
over which a mining lease for bauxite is to be
issued pursuant to the principal agreement.

The genesis of these amendments was the joint
venturers' application, under the Mining Act
1978, for an all-minerals mining title over parts of
the agreement mining lease "picture frame" area.
That application was not under the Worsley
agreement, but the surrender of those areas is per-

5085



5086 [COUNCIL]

mutted under the agreement, and thus, subject to
such surrender, the joint venturers could be
granted the mining lease applied for under the
Mining Act 1978 for all minerals, including baux-
ite.

The 1982 agreement contains an amendment
which will stop this by preventing the joint ven-
turers from mining bauxite under a Mining Act
title, except with the approval of the Minister for
Resources Development, and then only under
certain conditions.

This amendment, which ensures that bauxite
within the "picture frame" area of the Worsley
agreement will be mined only under the terms of
that agreement, will not affect the existing rights
of third parties within that area.

Third parties will still have the right to apply
for Mining Act titles over parts of the "picture
frame" land, and to be granted those titles, if the
Minister for Resources Development determines
that the grant will not unduly prejudice or
interfere with the joint venturers' bauxite mining
operations. That condition is already contained in
the existing agreement.

The 1982 agreement contains provisions also to
be incorporated in the principal agreement so that
the joint venturers may, if need be, place them-
selves under the terms of the 1978 Mining Act to
develop minerals other than bauxite within the
Worsley agreement "picture frame" area.

In regard to the lease matter mentioned earlier,
the amendment to the principal agreement defi-
nition of "Crown land" and the complementary
amendment to the clause whereby the State is
empowered to grant leases to the joint venturers,
are the amendments necessary to enable the State
to comply with its lease obligations under the
principal agreement. These amendments are in
the nature of enabling amendments only.

1 commend the Bill to the House.
THE HON. ROBERT HETHERINGTON

(East Metropolitan) (4.05 p.m.j:. The Opposition
has considered this Bill very carefully, and within
the terms of the original agreement we think it is
highly desirable. It makes sure that if the joint
venturers want to mine minerals other than baux-
ite they must do so under terms that can be con-
trolled by the Government and under conditions
laid down by the Government. The Bill makes
sure that in no way will the joint venturers be able
to use a mining lease in order to get away from
the present agreement for the mining of bauxite.
it makes sure they meet their agreements on en-
vironmental matters.

As the Attorney might well imagine, we looked
at this legislation very carefully indeed. I went

through it with the shadow Minister in a-other
place and we tried to find things that were wrong
with it and we came to the conclusion the Bill is
highly desirable. It will protect the environment
and give the Minister power to ensure that mining
leases are not used to get rid of the general agree-
ment and are not used to allow anyone to evade
the agreement. For those reasons the Opposition
wholeheartedly supports the Bill.

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 the Hon.

I. G. Medcalf (Leader of the House), and passed.

RESERVES BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 9 November.

THE HON. J. M. BROWN (South-East) [4.08
p.m.]: Towards the close of Parliament we always
expect a Bill to come before us dealing with "A"-
class reserves, so it is nothing new to have this
measure before us at this time. I have always been
under the impression that, before any action on an
"A"-class reserve may be carried out, that action
must first receive the approval of Parliament. It
seems to me this procedure now has been reversed
and any alterations to these reserves merely re-
ceive the stamp of approval by the Parliament.

This Bill deals with 16 changes to "A"-class re-
serves, the first dealing with Class "A" Reserve
No. 22576 involving three hectares of land foi-
public parks and protection of natural flora now
under the control of the Kalamunda Shire.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: A very good area.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: The reserve was cre-
ated in 1946 to retain the attractiveness of the
suburban countryside -and it now stands in the
centre of the Kalamunda Townsite. We are being
asked to approve or this "A"-class reserve being
changed to a park as no significant flora is
involved and, indeed, the Department of Fisheries
and Wildlife supports the move. The area will be
vested in the shire. We have just passed the Local
Government Amendment Bill (No. 4), and the
Chief Secretary might wonder whether with this
change of use the shire could sell the area, as it
will be vested in the shire!
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The Hon. G. E. Masters: It is vested in the
shire for a particular purpose.

The Hon. J. MK BROWN: I now refer to 168.3
hectares of "A"-class reserve in the Shires of
Cape] and Donnybrook which has been set aside
for "reafforestation" purposes and is not vested in
the Crown. Apparently in 1928 the Forests De-
partment revoked some reserves and dedicated the
land as State forest No. 27 and it is now necess-
ary that we cancel the reserve to avoid the dupli-
cation of purpose. We support the proposition.

Reserve No. 31362 was the subject of debate in
another place. Approximately in 1957 lessees of
several hay locations near Irwin Inlet cleared and
cultivated about 30 hectares of Crown Land in
conjunction with their own properties. I assume
they did not pay any rates on those properti es
although they had the use of them for that time.
Despite representations being made during that
25-year period they have not been able to acqui re
the land. It was subsequently suggested the land
should regenerate itself, and accordingly it was in-
cluded within the Walpole-Nornalup National
Park.

That was the original intention. I do not
suggest that when the land was initially cleared
the farmers were aware that they were trespassing
in a national park, but the farmers since have not
been permitted to utilise the land. The fact that
no regeneration or growth has occurred indicates
that the land must have been utilised for farming
purposes. No doubt the farmers have submitted
applications and have eventually been unable to
persuade the Minister that this land interferes
with the National Parks Authority and should be
excised from Class "A" Reserve No. 31362 and
made available to the adjoining landholders.
While I have no doubts about opening up that
land, I presume they will pay the commercial
value of that land, and one wonders if over the
years they were aware of this.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I wonder how many
other places are being worked the same way.

The H-on. J1. M. BROWN: I am only aware of
one other, but that has since been rectified and is
now utilised by the local authority as a tennis
court. There were certainly many farmers in the
area.

Clause 5 concerns Reserve No. 27004,' the
Kalbarri National Park. The west coast working
group with the support of the EPA, recommends
an excision of 22 hectares of the area, and weaon
this side of the House do not oppose that. I under-
stand an equestrian centre is to be established and
developed at Kalbarri, and that is a good aim.
Those 22 hectares must be excised now, but a

further change of use is intended in this area, and
that seems to be quite commendable.

Class "A' Reserve No. 11681 is set aside for
"parkiands" under the control of the City of
Gosnells. The Readymix Group, quite generously,
according to the Minister's second reading speech,
will exchange 255 hectares of freehold land for
143 hectares of Crown land. I presume a cost-
benefit study has been carried out in relation to
the value of that land to Readymix and to the
Government. I hope the Government will make an
additional reserve available for conservation.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Are you questioning it?
The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Of course I am

questioning it. That is the idea of Parliament.
The Hon. Robert Hetherington: That is right.

That is what we are all here for.
The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I am talking about

"A"-class reserves and am exercising my right to
question the use of reserves. That is why the Bill
must be passed by both Houses of Parliament.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: Yes, well said.
Welcome back, Mr Moore.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Welcome back, Mr
Moore.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: I have been here all the
time.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: You left for
that debate, didn't you?

The Hon. N. F. Moore: I have been here all
day. I can't say the same for you.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
R. J. L. Williams): Order! The Hon. J. M. Brown
has the floor.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I have

called order twice and I do not propose to do so a
third time.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: A commercial
judgment is involved, and the land ought to have
been exchanged for funds. I believe that will hap-
pen. I know many members of the Readymix
Group and from their performances in this State
and in country areas I know they do a lot towards
decentralisation; but I accept this would be a
commercial judgment as well as an environmental
judgment. We have explored already the environ-
mental proposition and are just looking at the
proposition of whether any commercial
transaction should take place. I expect that the
Minister for Lands will consider the matter in
that light.

Class "A" Reserve No. 1814 at York is of his-
torical significance. It is situated in Centennial
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Park and it certainly has a significant background
in regard to York's establishment. It is proposed
to erect an aged persons' home on the reserve and
lot No. 596 needs to be excised and the remainder
landscaped for this purpose. Thai is a very com-
mendable use of the area and the people of York
wilt be very pleased that their trend of preserving
historical things will continue.

Class "A" Reserve No. 6922 situated in Dar-
lington is vested in the Shire of Mundaring for the
purpose of "public park." Approximately 41 hec-
tares of predominantly bush country will be affec-
ted by this Bill. It is virgin bush except for the
hotel adjacent to the Great Eastern Highway
which contains the Bilgoman olympic pool and as-
sociated facilities. I think that is the pool adjacent
to Green mount.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: On top of
Greenmount hill?

The Hon. i. M. BROWN: I have witnessed its
continual use for that good purpose. No doubt
this development will provide further facilities for
the community which will be very welcome. On a
word of caution, we must look at its location on
Great Eastern Highway because depending on the
section of road involved, traffic problems could
result in the future if further activities take place.
No doubt, the Shire of Mundaring is aware of the
situation. I wish the enjoyment of the people who
utilise that pool to continue and safeguards should
be implemented, particularly in regard to the
amount of vehicular traffic that uses the Great
Eastern Highway at Greenmount near the
location of the pool. I am sure that when the
council establishes the additional facilities adjac-
ent to the pool it will recognise its responsibility.

Class "A" Reserve No. 29977, containing ap-
proximately 72 hectares is near the Meenaar
townsite east of Northam and is vested in the
wildlife authority for conservation of flora and
fauna. I wish this referred to the section of road
between Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie. The Main
Roads Department, which is recognised under the
Land Act, is to upgrade this road and an area of
7.2 hectares is required to be excised from that re-
serve.

It is interesting to note the remarks of the Min-
ister in his second reading speech. The Depart-
ment of Fisheries and Wildlife is satisfied that the
excision will have no significant impact on the re-
serve. However, it does suggest that it may have
some impact. I hope the department keeps that
awareness in future years. No doubt the depart-
ment would not permit this excision if it were not
satisfied with the proposal. I am sure that Mr
Masters, as a former Minister of Fisheries and

Wildlife, will understand that while this will have
no significant impact, it will have some impact on
the area.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There may be one rab-
bit seen there occasionally.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Thai could be true,
there are not too many rabbits between Northam
and Perth. The department has said no significant
impact will result, but by implication it suggests
some impact will occur.

The H-on. G. E. Masters: Everything we do in
this life has an impact on the environment in one
way or another.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I am endeavouring
to make sure that we protect our environment. As
I have said before, when the Main Roads Depart-
ment goes east of Northam I hope it attends to
the road between Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie be-
cause there is a need frT that road to be upgraded.

Portion of Reserve No. 30082, which is an
"A"-class reserve vested in the National Parks
Authority, is to be excised to enable the Main
Roads Department to construct an 18-kilometre
section of the national highway between Newman
and Port Hedland. The north-east corner of this
reserve will be required by the Main Roads De-
partment. Again the National Parks Authority
has agreed to the proposal, provided that certain
environmental safeguards are implemented during
arid after construction. As far as I am concerned
the words "after construction" are the operative
words and no doubt the National Parks Authority
will maintain its awareness of this matter.

Class "A" Reserve No. 21054 is situated in
East Perth, and it has been found that the Police
Department has been using the reserve illegally.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: A little retro-
spectivity is what we need.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: As a result, this
amendment is required because the department
no longer uses that reserve. After all these years it
is significant that the Police Department has been
caught for the illegal use of the reserve. The Op-
position has no objection to this amendment.

The Class "A" Reserve No. 11710 is situated
west of Waroona and is set apart for a national
park. A transfer of land is to take place and it
cannot be completed until Parliamentary approval
is given. The Opposition has no objection to this
amendment.

Reserve No. 27575, known as Neerabup
National Park, is situated at Quinns Rock and
vested in the National Parks Authority for the
purpose of a national park. An area of the reserve
is required for the Mitchell Freeway alignment
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and the Opposition, together with the Shire of
Wanneroo, has no objection to this proposal. It is
essential that the proposed exchange take place.

I understand the Minister intends to seek that
clause 14 of the Bill be defeated, so I will not
refer to it.

I refer now to Reserve No. 29713 in
Ravensthorpe which is classified as an "A"-class
reserve, and is set apart for a "stopping place".
An exchange of land of equal value is proposed,
and it appears to be a fair exchange.

Reserve No. 20956 is vested in the Shire of
Bayswater and is set apart for "recreation". The
shire now requires that land for a dog pound. This
amendment is merely administrative and the Op-
position has no objection to it.

Reserve No. 1337$, situated near the Causeway
and set apart for "roads, park and public rec-
reation", is vested in the City of Perth. That area
of land is now required for a heliport. Helicopters
are now a sign of the times and the excision of an
area of 2 587 square metres will be sufficient for
this purpose.

At the commencement of my remarks, Mr
President, I pointed out that these amendments to
the reserves have been made already and they
have come before Parliament for its rubber stamp
of approval. It is my opinion that we should pay
more attention to land utilisation and give it the
full scrutiny it deserves. I hope we have fewer
changes in the future so that we can preserve the
flora, fauna and wildlife that is important to the
welfare of the State.

THE HON. W. M. PIESSE (Lower Central)
[4.21 p.m.]: I support this legislation. I do not
wish to delay the House but because of my
interest in national parks and conservation gener-
ally I feel 1 must make one or two remarks.

I do not wish to deal with the reserves one by
one. While the public recognise the need for con-
servation and the preservation of the flora and
fauna of our national parks, one of the complaints
constantly reiterated is that the National Parks
Authority is unable to care for all the land that is
already allocated to it. One of the reasons for that
complaint has undoubtedly been the lack of
finance allocated to the National Parks Authority
to enable it to take care of the parks in its care.

The other reason for the complaints is that in
some instances the land allocated is of such a
nature that it is almost impossible for the
National Parks Authority to really care for it in
the way it would like to. In many ways this is due
to the staggered nature of the boundaries of the
various allocations of land and in some cases the
smallness of the area of land set aside.
ow6)

So, by the time a piece of land was taken from
the farming area or whatever, surrounding it, no
way existed of providing for a buffer zone to pre-
serve the land.

I am pleased to see such Bills coming forward,
particularly this one which adopts a more
reasoned approach to Crown and reserve land. So,
the legislation involves an exchange, a give and
take, and a tidying up of the various areas.

I support the Bill.

THE HON. MARGARET MeALEER (Upper
West) [4.31 p.m.]: I take this opportunity to ex-
press my appreciation to the Minister for Lands
for making provision for the release of part of Re-
serve No. 27004 for the purpose of an equestrian
centre. Reserve No. 27004, of course, is the
Kalbarri National Park. While a good deal of
work has been done on this matter by the west
coast working group, the balance of the group's
work will be brought forward in another Bill.

It is at least four years since Mr Tony Mouritz,
a Kalbarri businessman, proposed to develop an
equestrian centre as a tourist attraction at
Kalbarri. Mr MOUTrz looked around for a suit-
able site. He had drawn up plans for a substantial
building and set aside quite a sum of money to
Finance the project.

As most members who are familiar with
Kalbarri would know, the township is confined to
a section of the west coast, and very little spare
land is available. So, the only site appropriate for
the establishment of an equestrian centre was in
the national park itself. Just outside Kalbarri, the
land rises in a long incline.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: It would have been a lot
easier had the Government accepted the IUCM
recommendations of the Select Committee. How-
ever, the Minister has not accepted them.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: They are under Cabi-
net scrutiny.

The Hon. MARGARET McALEER: I have
done my best to study those recommendations,
but I am not fully familiar with them. The only
suitable land was between the road from Kalbarri
to Ajana and the river which, naturally, was a
prime site. There was even some good soil, which
is rare around Kalbarri. However, the site pres-
ented environmental problems. So, it was not un-
natural that successive Ministers for Lands hesi-
tated to alienate that land for what may have
been looked upon as a glorified riding school.

In fact, for the last four years, every Minister
and every member of Parliament who has visited
Kalbarri has been conducted over the site by the
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Northampton Shire Council, which enthusiasti-
cally has supported Mr Mouritz's proposal.

No progress was made on the matter until re-
cently, when the working group examined the pro-
posal. The working group did not agree to the
proposal in its entirety, due to the environmental
problems; nevertheless, it proposed a site not far
from the original area, which is quite satisfactory
to Mr Mouritz. As soon as the excisions are com-
pleted, he will be able to commence the construc-
tion of the buildings. Due to the fact the land he
required for the growing of oats for horse feed is
not to be excised, he will not be self-supporting;
however, he has made arrangements to sharefarm
at Ajana.

While horses are not always acceptable in
national parks, in fact his proposed trail rides and
camps all will be conducted on the other side of
the Murchison River and in Murchison House
Station; thus, the project will not threaten or
damage the park.

I trust the project will prove to be as great a
tourist attraction for the town as it is hoped, and
will be rewarding for Mr Mouritz, who certainly
has persevered in the fact of disheartening
Government reaction to his proposal.

THE HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [4.34
p.m.]: My remarks will relate to-

The Hon. A. A. Lewis interjected.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Obviously, Mr
Lewis has great knowledge on this subject and,
rather than interjecting on every speaker, as he
has done to date, he should make a more mean-
ingful contribution to the debate as befitting one
of such great knowledge.

I do not intend to go through the legislation
item by item, as other speakers have done. I wish
simply to refer to Class "A" Reserve No. 13375
situated near the Causeway in East Perth, set
aside for "roads, park, and public recreation" and
partly vested in the Perth City Council.

Good reason has been advanced to allow the
Perth City Council to establish a helicopter site
on portion of the reserve adjoining the council's
No. 4 car park. Nobody could possibly object to
providing for a helicopter landing site in close
proximity to the Royal Perth Hospital. The heli-
copter fast is coming into its own as a lifesaver,
particularly when injured patients need to be
transferred to hospital speedily, and when injured
people need to be extracted from areas which, in
some cases, are inaccessible even on foot.

When one considers the situation at the Queen
Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre, one realises it may
soon be necessary to resume portion of Kings

Park to provide a similar landing pad and ancil-
lary services, Of course, to Mr Lewis and the rest
of his committee, such a suggestion amounts
almost to indecency.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: It is heresy.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: Sacrilege!

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The suggestion
that we may need to excise portion of this
"sacred" piece of land is greeted with horror.
However, we are talking about humanity, and if a
helicopter landing pad is necessary to enable the
speedy transference of patients to the Royal Perth
Hospital, it should also be necessary in the case of
the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre.

However, the point I make is chat it still will be
necessary (or the patient to be transferred from
the helicopter to an ambulance, and it becomes
obvious this is not the total answer to the prob-
lem.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Dr Dadour believes
helicopters could land in the corridors of the
Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The principle
surely must be that the helicopter should land as
close as possible to the medical facility. Perhaps
we were not Car-sighted enough at the planning
stages or these hospitals in not providing helicop-
ter landing facilities on the roofs. After all, many
buildings today provide such a facility. That is
where they should be.

The Bon. W. M. Piesse: Quite right.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Nobody seems to
have done that extra bit of planning which would
mean that helicopters could land directly onto the
roofs of these hospitals, enabling the patient's
speedy transfer to the hospital facility.

The Hon. Winifred Piesse is agreeing with me,
and she is a person of some esteem in these mat-
ters. It is often injurious to transfer a person from
a helicopter or a plane to an ambulance and then
from the ambulance to the hospital. Even then,
the distance travelled means a great deal. For this
reason, I look at the Queen Elizabeth It Medical
Centre, and if we say it is good enough and it is
necessary for the Royal Perth Hospital, and if the
roof design of Queen Elizabeth 11 is not strong
enough to provide such an amenity, the only other
site in close proximity would be Kings Park.

If the site was not located at Kings Park, it
would be at some other park like Rosalie Park. I
would think that would be worse than taking a
few square yards out of Kings Park-completely
knocking off the whole of Rosalie Park. Not many
people would appreciate that.
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It happens that this could be the start of cre-
ating a difficulty because of demand for the re-
serves and parks people. If it is the forerunner of
providing helicopter pads near buildings in the
metropolitan area, it is about time our planners
had a look at the future and strengthened build-
ings generally so that helicopters could land
where they should land, on the tops of buildings.
If that were done, the patient would be
transferred into the building immediately upon
landing.

As I have said, I could refer to many aspects in
this Bill. While I agree with everything else that
is to be done, I wonder about embarking on con-
sideratioa of helicopter landing pads for the
future. We must give careful attention to this as-
pect in the near future, as we become more reliant
on helicopters as part of our daily needs.

THE HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [4.43 p.m.]:
I endorse the remarks of the previous speaker, but
I dissociate myself from the possibility of helicop-
ters landing on buildings. The fact is that the heli-
copter is a somewhat hazardous form of aero-
plane. It has one motor and a rotor which is based
on the creation of a vacuum at ground level.
Therefore, it would be quite hazardous to bring a
helicopter into areas where major public buildings
are standing.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: That is why they land
on tight ships, and little destroyers, and things?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: They land on tight
ships and lighthouse reserves because they have a
glide path which is not obstructed-

The Han. H. W. Gayfer: What about Mr
Ansett in Melbourne?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Sir Reginald Ansett
was not allowed to land-

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: He was originally.
The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Sir Reginald Anset

was never allowed to land at the top of Swanston
Street, He always had to land on the Yarra. River,
and he had to follow the shore of Port Phillip Bay.
Eventually he used the landing facility on the
Yarra River.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (The Hon.
R. J. L. Williams): I am not much interested in
the gyrations of the late Sir Reginald Anset
around Melbourne. I am more interested in the
Reserves Bill (No. 2) before us. I ask members to
stick to the provisions of the Bill.

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I am sorry that I
was sidetracked in that manner. The point I make
in support of the previous speaker is that I do not
doubt the need to locate proper helicopter landing
sites in close proximity to the medical centres in

the Perth metropolitan region and, specifically, in
the Perth city area. However, I find no satisfac-
tion in the proposal to plade the landing site in re-
serve No. 21054; so I support the Hon. H. W.
Gayfer in that regard.

In the not-too-distant future, a demand will be
placed upon us to provide a more suitable landing
site than the one of which we are now asked to
approve. We will hear a loud public response if we
do decide to place it in Kings Park, as Mr Gayfer
suggested. However, I believe that Kings Park
would be the logical place to site it, because it is
ideal. To have a helicopter landing site in a
specific area, one needs to have a glide path in
and a glide path out. People believe that helicop-
ters just go vertically up and down; but they actu-
ally glide in and glide out. Therefore, I am con-
cerned.

I did not doubt the need for the excision and
change of this reserve until the previous speaker
rose to his feet.

I have seen the site in question used on a mili-
tary basis. In fact, the first time it was ever used
was on a military basis. People used to land on the
Causeway and then gain access to the Royal
Perth Hospital.

Bearing in mind the location of medical services
in the Perth city area, it seems to me that the ex-
cision of reserve No. 21054 will be a forerunner to
changes some future Parliament will be asked to
make.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central)[4.47
p.m.]: I will speak briefly on several clauses of
this Bill.

The first one is the proposed change to Class
"A" reserve No. 29977 situated in the Meenaar
townsite. The proposal is to excise 7.211I 8 hec-
tares-about I5 acres in the old terminology-for
the purpose of realigning the Great Eastern High-
way. If my memory serves me correctly, this area
is near the railway crossing at which a number of
deviations have been made from time to time for
the purpose of improving the crossing, even with
the lights as they are at the moment.

Personally, I do not believe any problems have
arisen in this area. I do not know how many times
I have travelled over that section of the road in
the 30 years that I have been in the Parliament. I
would not be able to count them, if I had 10
hands.

The excision of the land will allow for a further
deviation to make the crossing much safer. At
times, especially when approaching the crossing
from the west, when one comes to the turn in the
road it is hard to see the crossing until well
through the turn.
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As the Fisheries and wildlife people say, I do not
think this will affect the flora and fauna to any
degree. For a start, it is not a particularly import-
ant fauna area in which there is much mnore than
a rabbit or two. A Few birds might exist on some
of the salt patches.

As far as the flora is concerned, the area has a
very limited amount of flora. Some wildlife and
flora are there; but I believe it is of a scattered
nature, and there would be enough in what is left
of the reserve to conserve it.

I turn now to the location of a helipad near the
Causeway. As indicated by the Hon. Mr Oliver,
that location is desirable, because it provides a
safe approach path for helicopters, which can
drop down gradually without interference from
trees, buildings, and the like. That was one of the
reasons for the location of the helipad in that
area.

A further reason is that country patients
seeking medical attention naturally go to the
Royal Perth Hospital, therefore, the location of
this helipad is highly desirable in those circum-
stances.

When land was allocated for teaching hospitals
in the metropolitan area it was intended that
certain zones be created. One zone encompassed
Fremantle and areas in that vicinity, south of the
river. A northern zone was created going out to
the Wannerco area and a further zone en-
compassed Bentley, Belmont, East Perth,"
Bassendean, and Bayswater. Country patients
represent 4.5 per cent of patients in teaching hos-
pitals in the metropolitan area. Royal Perth Hos-
pital was designated under the zoning plan to ac-
cept those patients, bearing in mind the location
of that hospital and the ease of access for country
patients.

Country people visiting Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital were faced with a very difficult route
and it was really only suitable for people in the
northern zone who travelled down Wanneroo
Road and along Thomas Street. Therefore, Sir
Charles Gairdner Hosital served the northern
area, but most country patients found the ideal
hospital to meet their needs was Royal Perth re-
gardless of whether they travelled by road ambu-
lance, aeroplane through Perth Airport, or heli-
copter.

If later additional helipads in the metropolitan
area are required, it will be necessary to establish
the best approaches available and to take into ac-
count their proximity to major hospitals. I would
not recommend a helipad being situated adjacent
to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, bearing in mind
the topography of the area, the buildings, and the

number of tall trees in Kings Park and its sur-
rounds. Those aspects would result in a poor ap-
proach for a helicopter.

As indicated by the H-on. Mr Oliver, it is
necessary to have a good approach to a helipad
and, at the present time, the area on the edge of
the Causeway near the Swan River is suitable, be-
cause of lack of obstructions.

I support very strongly the location of that
helipad.

THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister
for Labour and Industry) [4.53 p.m.]: I thank
members for their contributions and support of
the legislation. Firstly, I shall refer to a comment
made by the Hon. Jim Brown who quite incor-
rectly said the transfer of these lands into or away
from "A"-class reserves was a fait accompli and
we were really only acting as a rubber stamp.
That is untrue. Certainly all the planning and
preparation of the material is carried out prior to
the Bill coming to the House. The boundaries,
transfers, and compensation requirements are
worked out and the situation is assessed prior to
the matter coming before us; but once all that
work has been done, nothing can happen until this
Reserves Bill is passed.

The honourable member took some time to
read the proposals clause by clause, but he
seemed to miss the final words which appear in
almost every case to the effect, "As the reserve is
Class "A" parliamentary approval is required to
change the purpose. This clause seeks that ap-
proval."

I am surprised the honourable member did not
know this, but I hope he understands now.
Nothing can happen in regard to the addition to
or deletion from "A"-class reserves unless the
matter is passed by this House.

I want to ensure the Hon. Jim Brown under-
stands fully that is the position, because it is very
important. Many people today talk about Govern-
ments throwing away 'A"-class reserves and not
taking care of the reserves for the future, but that
is just not true. Parliament itself is required to
make those sorts of decisions. I just draw that fact
to the attention of the H oust.

I appreciated the comments made by other
members and I was very impressed by the contri-
bution of the Hon. Mick Gayfer, because it
caused a number of other members to get to their
feet. We understand that member's great concern
for the emergency services of this State and his
compassion for the needs of the public in these
areas has been recorded in Hansard and should be
acknowledged.

I thank members for their support of the Bill.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (the
Hon. L. G. Pratt) in the Chair; the Hon. G. E.
Masters (Minister for Labour and Industry) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses I 10 13 put and passed.
Clause 14: Reserves Nos. 25141 and 32376 at

Cape Leeuwin-
The Hon. V. J. FERRY: I wish to speak

against this clause. I am aware the Minister
intends that the clause shall be defeated and I
support that view. When I became aware that the
parcels of land detailed in clause 14 were in fact
before the Parliament, I took an interest in this
matter and contacted the Augusta-Margaret
River Shire Council which comes within the area
I represent.

I have been aware for some time now that
much good liaison work has been going on
through the Leeuwin-Naturaliste working group
and representatives of the shire, the National
Parks Authority, and others who have been work-
ing very effectively to review a number of reserves
and parcels of land in the Leeuwin-Naturaliste
area.

Accordingly it seemed to me a reason may exist
that this provision should not be passed on this oc-
casion. I contacted the shire, as did my colleague,
the member for Vasse, and subsequently I had
discussions with representatives of the National
Parks Authority. It was quite clear the shire had
agreed originally that these provisions should be
presented to the Parliament. That occurred some
time ago.

Accordingly, as I understand the situation,' the
Department of Lands and Surveys correctly pre-
pared legislation for submission to the Parlia-
ment. Subsequent to all the work of the Leeuwin-
Naturaliste group, to which I have referred, re-
gard was given to other areas of land under
investigation and consideration, and the group
made recommendations to the EPA, which is con-
sidering a number of those recommendations, if
not all. Therefore, it seemed appropriate that the
areas of land referred to in clause 14 should not
be dealt with by the Parliament until a package of
adjustments might be prepared after the EPA has
had a chance to respond to the recommendations
of the working group. Eventually that package
might come to this Parliament for consideration.

I am grateful for the response of the Minister
for Lands to my representations to alert him to

the situation. He recognised readily that there
had been a change of procedure, -through no fault
of the Government or the Department of Lands
and Surveys; it was just the way that the various
reserves being dealt with had been created, and he
recognised it was best not to proceed. Therefore I
support the deletion of this clause, and look for-
ward to a package deal coming before this Parlia-
ment at another time.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I thank the
honourable member for supporting the deletion of
this clause. It was through the efforts of the local
member and him that this matter was picked up.
a matter which the Minister did not pick up in his
studying of the legislation. I express my appreci-
ation for the attention they paid to this clause,
which could have resulted in an unfortunate move
at this time.

Clause put and negatived.
Clauses 15 to 17 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, with an amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon.
G. E. Masters (Minister for Labour and Indus-
try), and returned to the Assembly with an
amendment.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Consideration of Tabled Paper

Debate resumed from 10 November.
THE IHON. D. K. DANS (South Metro-

politan-Leader of the Opposition) [5.05 p.m.]: I
support the passage of the Budget through this
House somewhat reluctantly. As members would
recall, on previous occasions I have recorded in
Hansard my position in regard to the Budget even
being in this House. That is a political objection; I
do not believe that money Bills have any place in
this Chamber, but here one is.

I have thought for some time about the
question of the Budget being in this Chamber,
and having been here when the system was
changed. I am aware of how the present situation
came about. I do not intend to belabour the
question for very long.

I am of the opinion that our Standing Orders
do not allow us to debate the Budget in this
Chamber until it has passed through the As-
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sembly. I know the motion is that we take note of
the Budget papers, but it is important to note our
Standing Orders. Perhaps when we determined
that the old system would be changed; the Budget
actually was brought into this Chamber after it
had gone through the other House; and when the
new motion that we take note of it was introduced
we did not read our Standing Orders. I believe
those Standing Orders should have been changed.
Every member of this Chamber would be aware
that Standing Order No. 84 reads-

No Member shall allude to any debate of
the current Session in the Assembly, or to
any measure impending therein.

The cold, hard facts are these: The Budget is still
in the other Chamber, and none of the Budget
papers has been passed. In 1962 there was -an inci-
dent in the Senate over the very same question. At
that time the Standing Orders of the Senate were
similar to ours, if not identical. The difference
with the situation now in the Senate is that. I be-
lieve, its Standing Orders have been changed. I
want the House to take note of that, because if I
am in this position again, or in this Chamber dur-
ing the Budget debate next year, I will raise this
matter again.

If we are to be technically correct on every
other occasion, we should be correct on this oc-
casion. When a member somehow or other either
accidentally or on purpose alludes to a debate or a
Bill currently in the other Chamber, a point of
order is called very quickly, and the President, or
a Deputy President, quickly draws to the atten-
tion of the offending member that he is in breach
of the Standing Orders.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: Aren't we alluding to
tabled papers, not to another debate?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: If the Hon. Phil
Pendal-

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
R. J1. L. Williams): Order! I suggest to the Hon.
D. K. Dans that he ignore the interjections.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Had the member
listened carefully, he would know I said I was
aware we are considering tabled papers and that I
referred to the debate that took place in the Sen-
ate in 1962. However, the motion before us does
not change anything; we would have been more
correct had we changed our Standing Orders. No
matter how we dress up the situation, the Budget
is still in the other place-no matter what we say.
We are debating the Budget; we can give it any
other name we like, but we are debating the
Budget and are in breach of the Standing Orders.

The Hont. P. 0. Pendal: I think you are wrong.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: If the member can
prove me wrong-

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: He is cleverer
than we think he is.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: -on this issue, he will
be able to prove me wrong on a whole range of
other issues-that is what his statement means. I
am raising the issue to let members know that at
some time in the future I will take up the matter
with a little more gusto.

I will pass on to the Budget itself. It is a very
ordinary document brought down by a very ordi-
nary Premier on behalf of a bewildered and
colourless Government. I can well understand the
dilemma of the O'Connor Government as the
Fraser Government shifts more and more onto the
States, without corresponding funds, these new-
found State responsibilities. As I have said before,
I understand the predicament in which the
Government finds itself, but I cannot understand
why it embraced the system of so-called new fed-
eralism with such open arms. Everyone in this
Chamber, and indeed in this Parliament, knows
very well that when that new era was entered into
it was hailed as the new system of co-operation
between the State and the Commonwealth. How-
ever, it has turned to ashes in the mouths not only
of Government members but also of the people of
Western Australia.

Perhaps the kindest thing I can say about the
Government's inability to keep up with the situ-
ation with which it is confronted is "We told you
so." However, that does not solve the problem.

This Government has presided over some good
years in which it has not had to do very much
thinking or any planning. It has relied On rhetoric,
and it has been pretty good at rhetoric which has
appealed to the masses in this State.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
R. J. L. Williams):. I draw the honourable Leader
of the Opposition's attention to Standing Order
No. 7 I because I have reason to believe that he is
making his speech with considerable physical dif-
ficulty. Under this Standing Order he may con-
tinue his speech while he is seated.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am one of those
peculiar people Sir-if I sit down it is as good as
cutting my tongue out. I know plenty of people
would like me to sit down but I will not do so.

We heard the fancy story a couple of years ago
that the Government could create 100 000 jobs.
We heard the claim that inflation could be beaten
State by State. Those two statements were con-
tained in the Liberal Party policy speech.
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The Hon. P. G. Pendal: We still balance the
Budget.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Even in those days it
was apparent to many people in this country, who
had the ability to think and look back and under-
stand the past, what prospects there were for the
future. Having made those comments about the
lack lustre Budget all I can say is we have to ac-
cept it.

The Budget has many other bad features and
this Government has hoodwinked the public be-
cause it is a fact of life that increased taxes and
charges are not introduced in the Budget, but be-
tween the Budgets.

The Hon. P. 0. Pendal: They do that in New
South Wales, too.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: When I first came to
this Chamber some years ago, I alluded to what
was occurring in another place and I was told by
the then President to keep my feet on the ground,
that I was in the State of Western Australia, and
it would be better if I confined my remarks to
what was occurring here. I do not care what is
happening in New South Wales. I lived there for
some years, but I am living in this State now.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: You are embarrassed
by it.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am not. When Mr
Wran goes to the electors next time-

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: He has gerrymandered
seats, too.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I do not care what oc-
curs in the States of Queensland, Tasmania, Vic-
toria or South Australia because I cannot do any-
thing about what is happening in those places. I
am elected by the people of this State to endeav-
our to do the best I can in their interests, If I
wanted to do something about the position in New
South Wales I would leave this State and seek
pre-selection there. If Mr Pendal did the same he
could criticise the Wran Government.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: In that case you will
not criticise the Fraser Government?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The Fraser Govern-
ment is in a different situation because it is the
national Government of this country and 1, like
all Western Australians, have a vote in national
elections.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: You have been hoist
with your own petard.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. D. K. DANS: What a lot of non-

sense! I must accept the Budget for what it is, but
I believe this Government has engaged in a hood-

winking exercise by increasing taxes and charges
between Budgets. It is a rather refined thimble
and pea trick because we have a Budget which
does not give a clear picture of what the future
holds for the people of this State.

Having passed this Budget, the Government
will, in a few months from now, hit the people of
Western Australia with further increases in taxes
and charges. This is not a figment of my imagin-
ation. The Budget is there for all to read; after all,
we pay for it.

Looking at the overall scene, the future of Aus-
tralia looks bleak, and particularly bleak for
Western Australia. This situation has been caused
by the present economic policies of the Fraser
Government-which affect Western Aus-
tralia-and the O'Connor Government's slavish
following of those policies.

I wish to address to the Minister for Labour
and Industry my remarks on the subject of in-
flation. Inflation at the moment is at a high level
and we have a high level of unemployment which
is rising not every day or even every hour but
every minute.

I agree no State alone can cure the problem of
unemployment or produce a universal cure; but
that did not stop the previous Premier (Sir
Charles Court) from making that assertion. If we
on this side of the House were in Government we
would certainly make some attempt to solve the
problem, but if this Budget is indicative of the
Government's endeavours in the field of job cre-
ation, plenty of room is left for improvement.

We must help those people who are unfortunate
enough to be unemployed and those who are
about to join the ranks of the unemployed. Unem-
ployment is something like a car accident or some
terminal illness; one never thinks it will happen to
oneself.

Let us consider the current unemployment fig-
ures. Every member in this House has read
today's Press, but let me remind them of what
these figures mean. I quote as follows-

The registered number of unemployed in
Western Australia at October totalled some
50 600 persons, representing the unemployed
rate at eight per cent compared to the
national figure of 7.8 per cent.

It has been suggested today that the national fig-
ure is 8 per cent, but that is on seasonally ad-
justed figures. To continue-

That figure represents a huge increase of
4 300 or 9.3 per cent over the revised
September figure and 16 800 more than at
October 1981.
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That is a 49.7 per cent increase in the 12 months,
October to October, figure and a 49.7 per cent in-
crease in the unemployed in the State of Western
Australia. That is the reason that the Minister for
Labour and Industry would be better
served-instead of galloping away on a private
crusade about unions-to try to do something
about this problem and come to grips with the
question of unemployment in this State.

I say that advisedly. The State's unemployment
rate of 8 per cent is now at the highest level since
December 1979, and school leavers are still to
come on the market. What will it be then, given
that unemployment, as I see it, is a bit like an
avalanche on a mountainside? It starts with a
grain of snow and when it gets to the bottom it is
a full-scale avalanche-it gets bigger as it rushes
down the slope. I suggest the Minister for Labour
and Industry should get up in this House, or else-
where, and make some statement about what the
Government proposes to do about this pernicious
situation which is upsetting our community.

The Hon. 1. G. Pratt: What is your recipe for
overcoming it?

The H-on. D. K. DANS: I could say to Mr Pratt
that I believe inflation can be beaten State by
State and if we were elected we would create
100 000 jobs. It worked for his party, but I am
not going to say that. I have just said I would not
be stupid enough--did the member not hear
me-to say that any State could turn it around.
We should be putting into operation some contin-
gency plan before the whole thing engulfs us.

When the Premier next says that Western Aus-
tralia's job creation remains the best in Aus-
tralia-and I have heard him say that-he should
be asked the following question, and perhaps Mr
Masters can answer it by interjection: How many
full-time jobs were created in the last 12 months
in Western Australia?

The Hon. N. F. Moore: I will tell you later.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I can tell the member
now because I have the bureau's figures. The
answer is zero. In thle last 12 months 1 300 jobs
were lost. Mr Masters should get his researchers
on to that.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I am sure you are
wrong.

The l"on. D. K. DANS: I am right. How many
full-time jobs were created in Queensland in the
same time? The answer is 8 600. I did not dream
that up. It was the only State to record an in-
crease in full-time employment, but employment
in Western Australia is not increasing.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Those are not the fig-
ures 1 have.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The Minister should
go to the Commonwealth bureau and get them.

The Hon. IL G. Pratt: What were the figures for
the other States?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Mr Pratt should do his
own research.

How many full-time jobs for Western Aus-
tralian male work force were created in the last
12 months?

The R-on. 1. G. Pratt: Do you find the compari-
son odious?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The member is de-
ficient in one of his faculties-he cannot hear. He
heard me say a few minutes ago that the only
State to record an increase in employment was
Queensland. That presupposes that every other
State is in our situation. To return to my argu-
ment, how many full-time jobs were created for
the male work force? The answer is zero; 1 000
jobs were lost. How many full-time jobs were cre-
ated for females? Again, the answer is zero; we
lost 300. How many jobs of any description-
full-time or part-time-were created for young
people in Western Australia in the last 12
months? The answer again is zero; we lost 3 600.

Mr Masters should listen to what I am telling
him now. Which mainland State now has the
highest proportion of its employed work force in
part-time employment? The answer is Western
Australia. The Minister should do his homework
and get the figures right. Western Australia has
t9.7 per cent of its work force in part-time em-
ployment, as at September 1982, compared with
the national average of 16.8 per cent. I suppose
one could point out that the figure was 17.7
percent as at September 1981, and the national
average figure was 16.3 per cent. So the figure for
WA has increased somewhat faster than the
national average which has gone up by 0.5 per
cent.

One could argue that it is better to be thrown
into part-time employment than into unemploy-
ment, but we should remember that it can have
serious implications for both workers and the
economy. When the Government produces figures
on unemployment the Minister for Labour and
Industry should look at them and dissect the fig-
ures for people in part-time employment com-
pared with those in Full-time employment. I as-
sure him my figures are current figures.

In a speech last year 1 said-
In the opening of an OECD high level con-

ference on youth unemployment in 1977,

5096



[Thursday, I I November 1982] 59

Ray Marshall then Secretary of Labour in
the US commented-

I think this is the nub of our problem-
The credibility of any society depends

in part on its ability to provide meaning-
ful work for those willing to work. For
those entering the job market, inability
to Find work tends to weaken the credi-
bility of that society. Any society is
bound together by civility and a mutual
respect for that society's institutions. If
that society is unable to provide work for
those entering the labour market its
social cohesiveness is diminished.

In all modern societies, industrial or post-indus-
trial, the work place remains essentially the
central institution. I am referring. to the social
fabric of our country. Most people accept work as
an essential part of their lives, giving them a sense
of worth and achievement, and it is an important
element in their social relationships. Work ap-
pears to be economically, socially, physiologically,
and perhaps psychologically necessary for most
people. Withdrawal from work, while welcomed
by many, is dreaded by most. I do not think any
person in this Chamber would argue with that
statement, We are tooking at the spin-off from
unemployment. Apart from the loss of those
people's contribution to the general economic
wellbeing of the country, we also are seeing a frit-
tering away of the kind of society in which we
live.

I believe we need to tell the people of Western
Australia-or better still, a requirement exists to
publicise the critical state of the Western Aus-
tralian labour market. We should let people know
where they stand and where the situation is going.
The present Government is aware of the ramifi-
cations of any further deterioration in the market.
I do not think the Government is under any il-
lusions-it knows what is going to happen, and
what are the social consequences. It reads the
same reports and books available to me and if has
people in the community who have been out in the
work place and who know what is happening. But
I get the feeling, or perhaps more than that, I be-
lieve a design or campaign obviously is under way
to gloss over the true picture-to go back to the
balmy days when rhetoric could talk up the econ-
omy and a rabbit would come out of the hat. That
time is Finished, and I hope the Government
understands that.

It must tell the people what is happening, and
forget the idea of saying that everything is okay.
It is not; a veneer of good performance is pres-
ented by putting forward meaningless 10-point

plans and the Government says no intervention by
the State need be contemplated.

I will come to the promised 10-point plan in a
minute. The Government is withdrawing from
this issue altogether. It will just stand back and
see what happens.

What do we find in the Premier's 10-point plan,
the so-called jobs plan? We find a glib expression
about what employers should do and what em-
ployees should do. However, the State Govern-
ment was omitted from the plan. Presumably it
believes the State Government should do nothing.
Any member who has read the plan would agree
that it says what the employer should do, what
the employee should do, but nothing about what
the Government should do. I can only arrive at
the conclusion that the Government's proposition
in this area is that it should do nothing. The Min-
ister for Labour and Industry may be working
underground like a mole, but certainly from his
public utterances he has led us to believe that the
Government is not doing anything. He has abro-
gated his responsibility.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: You should have a
good look at the Budget. I do not think you have
even bothered to look at it.

The Hon. D. K. BANS: I have studied the
Budget carefully.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Obviously someone
has prepared this speech for you. What do you
think $1 billion of captial works is about?

The Hon. D. K. BANS: I had intended merci-
fully to leave the Minister for Labour and Indus-
try alone. I know he may have arranged to move
amounts from one vote to another. What is SI
billion?

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I said SI billion.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: The Minister moved a

little bit up there-seven -tenths of one per cent.
The Hon. G. E. Masters: Seven-tenths of one

per cent of $1I billion.
The Hon. D. K. BANS: No, I was referring to

the Minister's statement about moving the pro-
grammes forward. It is a thimble and pea trick.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Even you, and you
can do almost anything, cannot gloss over $1
billion.

The Hon. D. K. BANS: Despite the S1 billion
we could not do anything to help the people who
work at Chamberlain John Deere Pty. Ltd. If my
information is correct, that is only the first wave.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: What would you do, Mr
Dams? Break the drought in the Eastern States?
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The Hon. D. K. DANS: I have already said
what we would do, and I am not going to go
through it again. We have heard all the Govern-
ment's rhetoric about curing inflation State by
State and the 100 000 jobs.

The Hon. G~arry Kelly: W. W. Mitchell Inc!
The Hon. D. K. DANS: Our approach to em-

ployment generation must be directed at moderat-
ing the effects of the recession in order to
optimise Western Australia's recovery when that
recovery comes. I was rather amused to see the
headlines in this morning's Press screaming out
about the back-bench revolt in Canberra. What
the back-bench Government members are scream-
ing about is not the loss of jobs in the community.
They are trying to hold on to their jobs. They
have supported the present Government's policies
to the hilt, but when they see the ship start to
founder, they say, "Save me. The Government
must try to do something about unemployment or
I will go down the plughole." I suppose survival is
our first instinct, but we all know what the back-
bench revolt is all about. How cynical.

Australia is in its present position because of
the economic policies being pursued. It is not the
same situation as in Britain, in the United States,
and sad to relate, in West Germany-a country
the economic situation of which we regarded as
being quite healthy.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: It was all a conserva-
tive plot!

The Hon. D. K. DANS: That is exactly what it
is-a conservative plot. The ordinary men and
women of this country have had to bear the bur-
den of inflation for which they were in no way re-
sponsible.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: How did they manage
to re-elect you?

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: They have
more respect for him than you.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Will members cease
their interjections.

A Government member:. They did Rot have that
much choice, did they?

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: At least he is
intelligent!

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Government members
should be on their feet putting forward positive
propositions and not just saying, "$1 billion has
been provided in the Budget." I have pointed out
already to this House the rate at which jobs are
disappearing. I had nothing to do with the head-
lines in the Press this evening. When the March
1983 figures come out, I will be surprised if un-

employment has decreased at all. Sadly, I believe
it will increase.

If the $1 billion in the Budget to which Mr
Masters refers reduces that unemployment figure
to some extent I will be the first to applaud. I
make that statement publicly. I will be very
interested also to hear Mr Pendal's prescription
for economic recovery.

I would like to return to the article in this
morning's Press about the Federal Government's
back-bench members. The article illustrates what
a very weasely exercise those people are indulging
in. They are saying, "Look how good we are; if
there are to be changes we want to end up on the
right side of the ledger. We are not supporting the
policies which we were supporting yesterday." I
do not know where Mr Pendal stands on this mat-
ter. I hope he stands where I am standing-we
want to minimise the effects of the recession.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: Everyone agrees with
that.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Do you have the ulti-
mate answer?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I said that we must get
into the kind of situation that is directed at mod-
erating the effects of the recession in order to
optimise the WA recovery when that recovery
Comes.

I suppose someone is going to ask: When will
that recovery come? I am sure I do not know. I
listen to and read what the world economists are
saying, but most of these economists have egg all
over their faces. It was reported in yesterday's
Press that one large financial institution has
stated, in its annual report, that the present situ-
ation will continue for some years.

Perhaps to give some reassurance to Mr Mas-
ters, 1 believe that if we adopt the approach I
have put forward-and such an approach must
involve action to use public sector finance in the
best way to stimulate economic activity-we will
make the most of the number of jobs available.
Whether $1 billion can do that, I do not know.

As I said, I have to support the passage or the
Budget. However, the economic situation is grim.
Last year's Budget did not do anything to improve
unemployment, and there is no guarantee that the
$I billion in this Budget will make much differ-
ence.

We must also recognise and understand what is
happening to the unemployment structure. and
some specific items could be targeted at those
particularly disadvantaged. I believe it is essential
that some of the problems must be researched
fully. There are pockets of unemployment. It is

5098



[Thursday, I I November 1982J 09

difficult at times to use public sector funds in
these areas, but at least we should be trying.

One complaint I would like to make is one that
I make perennially-we suffer from a great
dearth of information. We do not have an accu-
rate picture of where these disadvantaged pockets
lie. With all the Government committees, experts,
social workers, welfare workers, economists, and
statisticians, it is very difficult for me to find out
the things I want to know. We know about things
in general terms, but it is very difficult to deter-
mine the detail.

Perhaps we are using the wrong method of cal-
culating unemployment. There may be more un-
employment or there may be less. Are we using
the same criteria we used during the last de-
pression? Are we really more sophisticated now?

I have already mentioned two clear areas of
concern in this State; namely, full-time employ-
ment for adult males, and youth employment gen-
erally. These represent tragedy areas. A need and
justification exist for specifically targeted pro-
grammes directed towards employment gener-
ation. An effective programme would not be easy
to accomplish, but at least an attempt should be
made.

Someone earlier mentioned what was hap-
pening in New South Wales and other States. We
all know that if we are experiencing problems in
Western Australia those same problems are being
experienced significantly more so in the other
States because of their larger populations, and to
some extent their reliance on manufacturing in-
dustries which, rightly or wrongly, are suffering
badly in this country. Undoubtedly unemploy-
ment is creating substantial social and economic
cost and we see every indication of this problem
increasing.

However, action has been taken on a wide scale
in New South Wales and Victoria. I agree there
are limits to the extent to which policies aimed at
general economic expansion are able to reduce
levels of unemployment. The Minister said as
much, and I agree with him. We have social prob-
lems as- a result of unemployment. A large pro-
portion of those disadvantaged in the labour mar-
ket. in particular those with long unemployment
histories and those who are less qualified, tend to
be less competitive and less successful in ob-
taining jobs on the open market. At one time
there was a place in society for them, but that
place now has all but disappeared. and this has
given rise to all sorts of problems.

I hope the Minister takes note of what r am
about to say. We all know that New South Wales
has many problems. and the Premier of that State

certainly makes no bones about that. However,
recently the Government of New South Wales
drew uo a programme for 1982-83 involving the
expenditure or $50.4 million. This is reminiscent
of the last depression, but at least it is tackling the
problem of unemployment, which is the problem I
am addressing to the Government. I want this
Government to be seen to be doing something so
that it lets the unemployed know it is trying to
help, that it is not trying to disguise the fact that
we have a problem, but is letting them know it is
trying to do something. People can cope with
problems much more easily and much more sym-
pathetically if they know exactly where they
stand.

The New South Wales Government has estab-
lished a special counselling employment scheme;
provided payroll tax concessions-we have done
something about this over the last couple of
years-youth worker co-operatives; State Govern-
ment youth training programmes; group appren-
ticeships; a western Sydney area employment as-
sistance scheme; and a western Sydney area as-
sistance scheme. New initiatives introduced in
New South Wales for 1982-83 include special
TAPE courses for out-of-trade apprentices and
workers' compensation premim concessions for
re-employment of out-of-trade apprentices, I ac-
cept that this would involve this State in some
kind of relationship with private enterprise. The
New South Wales Government has provided also
an additional 3100 000 for apprenticeships in
Government institutions.

When the Victorian Budget was announced re-
cently the people of that State learned of an em-
ployment initiative programme for 1982-83
involving a sum of $30 000 in addition to other
programmes contained in the Budget.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: Both those States have
a higher level of payroll tax than us.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: It has provided local
authority and community subsidy schemes, a pub-
lic sector non-profit bo-dies labour scheme, and
other high-unemployment area employment
schemes.

If we were to concentrate on the higher unem-
ployment areas perhaps we could achieve
.mprovements in a number of areas. We might
lessen the crime rate; we might lessen family
breakdowns and a whole range of things that
seem to manifest themselves in areas of high un-
employment.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Has it been proven?
The Hion. D. K. DANS: Mr Oliver, what do we'

ultimately prove beyond all reasonable doubt
about anything?
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The Victorian Budget included the provision for
the Ministry of Employment and Training to rise
by SI per cent to a proposed level for 1982-83 of
S 18.3 million. Included in that allocation was $5.7
million for an employment and training scheme,
regional and local employment initiatives, a pro-
gramme to provide for the disadvantaged, incen-
tives for small business training, and an additional
apprenticeship scheme of $5.8 million.

I do not suggest those sums of money are
available to this State Government; however, I be-
lieve if initiatives outside the ordinary Budget al-
locations mentioned by the Minister for Labour
and Industry were put into operation to the limit
we could afford, it would demonstrate to the pub-
lic and the people we represent that we are trying
to do something for them. I get the impression we
are just standing back looking at these problems.

If the Budget involves $1 billion-i have no
reason to doubt it does-this is not apparent to
the man in the street; he does not read the Budget
papers. All he knows is that his kids are out of
work; all he knows is that he is living in an area
.which is not very flash and where the majority of
people are losing their jobs. Besides doing what
the Treasurer has suggested in his Budget speech,
programmes of the type I have mentioned should
be attempted.

Certainly unemployment is not restricted to
Western Australia and neither is it restricted to
Australia; it is probahjly the worst thing hap-
pening in western democracies today. With a little
co-operation both the Government and the Oppo-
sition probably could find a lot of common ground
on which to tackle the problem of unemployment.

I will now read an extract from the Daily Com-
mercial News edition dated 10 November, a ship-
ping newspaper which is not known for printing
left-wing articles, as Mr Pendal would know. I
quote a" follows-

SYDNEY: The leader of the world's
biggest international union federation has
warned that Australia is in danger of making
the same economic and political mistakes as
the United States and Great Britain.

Such errors, if fully implemented, could
lead to an economic depression and increas-
ing social tension in Australia.

Mr Herman Rebhan, general secretary of
the 14m strong International Metalworkers
Federation, said voices were being raised in
Australia that wanted to see the same poli-
cies applied as those being put into practice
by President Reagan and Mrs Margaret
Thatcher.

If we bring news from the United States or
from Great Britain or from some European
countries it is that the unions who give way
to such arguments will do their country and
their people a great disservice.

Monetarism does not work.
Deflation and a reduction of workers' liv-

ing standards feeds on itself.
A dose of belt-tightening quickly turns into

a depression.
Each minute that President Reagan or

Mrs Thatcher has been in office has seen a
new person added to the unemployment line.

Don't let Malcolm Fraser play the same
trick on Australia.

The riots that disfigured British cities last
year or the social misery of the food lines to
be seen all over America are a direct result of
misguided economic policies.

The answer is to be found in sensible coop-
eration between unions, employers and
governments.

Cooperation based on equal power, not on
workers giving and the other side taking.

The election of a Labor Federal govern-
menit would be hailed worldwide as a sign
that Australia was not about to slip into the
slump that is destroying economic hope and
social cohesion on both sides of the North
Atlantic," Mr Rebhan declared.

The Executive Committee of the
International Metalworkers Federation meets
for the first time in Australia today.

It has brought some of the world's most
powerful union leaders to Sydney for meet-
ings with engineering, automobile, shipbuild-
ing and iron and steel unions in Australia.

Any recovery has to be demand led, and that
means by some kind of intervention in the econ-
omy by the Federal Government with the policies
that have been enunciated. I suppose it has had
tacit approval of Oppositions in some areas. Un-
less some action is taken soon to reverse those
trends it may be impossible to resolve the situ-
ation.

I read the other day-I think it was in The
National Times-that we have had years of cheap
capital and dear labour; and that could be so, but
we now have the situation of dear capital and
dear labour and because investors cannot get re-
turns on their money they are not investing. That
seems to blow out the picture that is painted
about investment being for the good of the
country, and that profit is the secondary motive.
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Investors invest for the creation of wealth for
themselves and they have stepped investing. We
have a situation in this country where people's
hopes are dampened from time to time in respect
of lowering interest rates. If anyone with only half
a brain reads the daily Press and had any regard
for the balance of payments situation we are now
facing, he would know the reduction of interest
rates by one or two per cent in this country would
produce an outflow of capital which would be par-
allelled only if the Murray River started to flow
backwards;, the upshot of that would be the
weakening of the Australian dollar. Maybe it
would help the rural community and the miners,
but it would put Australia in a bad situation.

I ask the Government to tell the people of
Western Australia about the seriousness of the
situation. Do not try to disguise it. Tell us if the
Government intends to have an active interest in
unemployment. 1 concede that some job creation
efforts are being made in the Budget, but then the
ordinary man in the street does not usually benefit
from this, even on the limited scale that we can
help. The people should know what is happening.

I have quoted already how the fabric of the
western democracy is threatened presently and I
will go as far as to say, although the mid-year
elections in America did not produce a landslide,
the President of the United States will have to
alter direction somewhat. There is a great push in
the United States to have that Government mod-
erate its policies. I wanted to be kind to the back-
benchers this evening and say they were not en-
gaged in a self-interest exercise. What they are
saying to the Federal Government, either for self-
interest or for some other reason-let me be
kind-is that we should turn the situation around
because the policies which have been embarked
upon are no good. If the present policy is pur-
sued-and let us race facts; the unemployment
crisis in this country is somewhat cushioned by
social service payments-and if more and more
people become recipients of social security pay-
ments, or the dole as it is commonly called, soon
we will not be able to generate enough money to
make those payments to the people who now ac-
cept them and who are entitled to them. That is a
real danger.

It seems to me that we should not be looking so
much at knocking back a shorter working
week-in fact, we should not be talking about
shorter working weeks-as saying, "All right, we
will accept there is an economic downturn in the
world and that civilisation is at the crossroads in
the technological revolution; unions should be
joining with Governments and employers in say-
ing they will not Fight technological change; we

want social progress to equal technological change
and we will use the benefits of that technology to
finance, firstly, a shorter working life and perhaps
a shorter working week." That is quite possible.

We must get out of the terrible situation we are
now in and the policies we adopt should be as
radical as those which were adopted in another di-
rection in the face of the industrial revolution. I
do not like "buzz" words, but the popular "buzz"
phrase is that we are now in the post war indus-
trial era. I do not know if that is true. I have tried
to interpret this. Certainly conditions are different
and no-one can suggest to me that the Govern-
ments all over the world are getting results, be-
cause they are not. I do not expect State Govern-
ments to be able to turn things around, but they
could start at the lowest rung of the ladder and
endeavour to remedy the horrific circumstances
which are beginning to develop.

I addressed workers from Chamberlain John
Deere Pty. Ltd. They also saw the Minister for
Labour and Industry. With due deference to the
Minister, and he takes the same view as I
do-what can one really tell them? We could not
tell them very much, but one would be a hard,
callous person if one did not notice the looks of
despair on their faces. I saw some of them at the
front of Parliament House and told them I wished
unions would stop talking about severance pay
and redundancies and face up to the situation I
am telling the Government to face up to, and tell
the people in those circumstances that they are
being sacked. Certainly that applies to some of
the people I saw yesterday. I also addressed some
people at AIS in Kwinana. Many people lost jobs
as the result of the current situation there and
some have lost the last job they will ever have.
What a bleak future it is For them. We are living
in a country which is rich and bountiful; we at-
tract millions of people from all over the world
and promise them a better life, but presently we
cannot honour that promise. In this country we
have the muscle and the brainpower to overcome
our difficulties. It seems that the only area in
which we are failing is in regard to our money
management.

Some countries are crying out for development,
goods and services and the food that we produce,
and yet we do not seem to be able to get our
housekeeping in order. If I may quote a biblical
story, it all boils down to the analogy of Christ
sweeping the moneylenders out of the temple.
That story is as applicable in today's plight as it
was in ancient times.

Like many other people, I went away to a war
as a very young person. Members are here who
are older than myself and who would remember
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that in 1939 people were marching around this
State and elsewhere looking for jobs. Almost
overnight, miraculously, the situation was re-
versed. I do not think it is beyond our ingenuity to
provide the same remedy as that applied in a war-
time situation, Possibly our horizons and antici-
pation of what is to come may have to be mnoder-
ated, but it will not be done if we continue to gloss
over this subject. I have a feeling that the Govern-
ment is sweeping the issue asunder and is some-
how trying to disguise it. The Government should
tell the people what is going on and perhaps we
will get off our backsides and do something about
it,

I support the motion.

Sitting suspended fromn 6.00 to 7.30 p. m.

THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister
for Labour and Industry) (7.30 pm ]: Before the
suspension of the sitting for tea, we heard the
Leader of the Opposition, as usual, prophesying
doom-something he has never railed to do in the
8/2 years 1 have been a member of this House. He
is always knocking and never brings forward
alternative policies. Today we again heard him
clanging the bell of doom and telling us about all
the dreadful things which will happen.

The Hon. Fred M~cKenzie: Don't you agree
with what he said about unemployment?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Not one member
of this House would not be concerned about un-
employment, and with the situation in which for-
mer employees of Chamberlain John Deere Pty.
Ltd. now find themselves.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: You were not
concerned then.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I was concerned.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: You used to
say it was because they did not want to work; that
was the sort of disgusting thing you used to say.
The Government could not rind anyone worse to
ill your portfolio.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Hon. Robert
Hetherington obviously is upset.

Let me refute the figures put forward by Mr
Dans. He suggested that in the last 12 months,
fewer jobs were available in Western Australia
than in the preceding 12 months. For the record, I
point out that in the 12 months to the end of
September 1982, 12 200 additional jobs were cre-
ated in Western Australia. Over the same period.
Queensland increased its number of jobs by
Ii 1TOO. However. let us look at the situation in
the State governed by the friends of the Labor
Party in this House: New South Wales, under

Premier Wran, was down 43 800 jobs for the
same period. In addition, Victoria was down by
16 000 jobs; South Australia was down by 12 800
jobs; and, Tasmania was down by 4 700 jobs. In
other words, Western Australia has done better
than any other Stare in the creation of new jobs.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: Western Australia
has 8.3 per cent unemployed.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am not arguing
about that. I am pointing out that Mr Dans said
fewer jobs were available this year than last year,
but the fact is that an additional 12 200 jobs were
created in Western Australia.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: They are not full-
time jobs. You are clouding the issue by using
part-time figures.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I am disappointed
the Hon. Fred McKenzie is becoming so upset at
hearing the true figures in relation to this situ-
ation.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Are they full-time jobs?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: They are
jobs-] 2 200 additional jobs.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Yes, but for only two
hours a week in some cases.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: Cleaning windows.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Is there anything
wrong with cleaning windows?

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: Not if they are futl-
ti me jobs; bu t they a re n ot.-

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: As long as work is
available, that is all that matters, Of course, the
Government would prefer that all these positions
were full time.

The Hon. Garry Kelly: So you admit they are
not ful-time jobs?7

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Treasurer of
this State (the Hon. Ray O'Connor) brought
down a brilliant Budget which has been recog-
nised throughout Australia as the best Budget
introduced in this country for many years.

The Hon. Garry Kelly: Who said that?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Most people with
any common sense have said that: however, I
would not expect the Hon. Carry Kelly to recog-
nise this Budget for what it is.

Do members opposite consider a Budget of
more than $I billion, including capital works, is
insignificant? This year. the amount allocated to
capital works has increased by $563 million. That
represents Rood management. Surely, the provision
of those funds will create even more jobs
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The Government realises. the Budget will not
solve all our problems. However, no other Govern-
ment in Australia has been able to make that sort
of contribution to help relieve the unemployment
situation. The Budget represents a genuine effort
on the part of the Government to come to grips
with some of our problems.

Housing is another tremendously important
area, and this year, more than $78 million is to be
spent. An additional $450 000 has been allocated
to put 200 young persons through a special youth
employment training scheme. That is not an insig-
nificant sum when considered in the light of all
the other initiatives of the Government in this
area- The Hon. Robert Hertherington obviously is
embarrassed at these figures he refuses to ac-
knowledge that the Government is attempting to
come to grips with the problem.

Over the 'years, Western Australia has em-
ployed a high number of apprentices. On the basis
of percentage of population, no other State em-
ploys as many apprentices as Western Australia.
Even today, we employ some 13 500 apprentices,
of whom 1 818, or 13 per cent are employed by
Government departments. The Hon. Garry Kelly
sits there laughing at everything I say. If he
thinks this is a laughing matter, it is unfortunate.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: You should tell the
truth.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I would hope he
will recognise the fine effort being made by the
State Government and give credit where it is due.

The H-on. 1. 0. Pratt: Are you suggesting the
figure is not true?

The Hon. Garry Kelly: I did not suggest that.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Government

spends between $35 million and $40 million annu-
ally in apprenticeship training schemes in all
areas of industry. That is a significant sum which
provides for a large number of apprentices. It
would be a significant sum in any State, but for a
State with a small population such as Western
Australia, with the pressures we are experiencing
today, it represents a fine effort on the part of the
Government.

No-one likes payroll tax; it penalises employers,
and inhibits employment. This year, the State
Government has reduced payroll tax and Mr
Dans gave credit to the Government for its action.

Only the other day, a new scheme was an-
nounced in the newspaper concerning apprentices
who have not yet finished their training and who
have been laid off. Obviously, the Government
would like them to complete their training and we
are endeavouring to establish a scheme under

which they will be able to finish their apprentice-
ship course. Certainly, this scheme will represent
a cost to the State Government; however, we are
hoping the Commonwealth Government will
make some contribution. It is a positive move to
overcome some of our problems.

Let us consider industrial development in West-
ern Australia. I draw the attention of members to
the North-West Shelf development involving
Woodside Offshore Petroleum Pty. Ltd.; the
building of the pipeline is a massive project, for
which this Government was responsible. Had the
Labor Party been in government the project
would never have got off the ground. It was only
through the tenacity, determination, and drive of
the former Treasurer (Sir Charles Court) that the
project got under way. It is worth millions of dol-
lars to this State and will create thousands of
jobs. I mention the Worslcy development. Sure, it
has been delayed, but it is under way. We have
the strong possibility the Koreans may be
interested in establishing in the south-west a
power station and aluminium smelter. That is the
result of a positive initiative by the present
Treasurer; he went overseas and sold Western
Australia; he persuaded. these people this State is
worth investing in. However, the Opposition re-
fuses to recognise these facts.

We intend to establish a sugar industry in the
north of the State. Such an industry would be
against the wishes of the Queensland Government
and, probably, of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. However, the Treasurer has said that we
will get a sugar industry, and that is the way it
will be. That is the sort of positive initiative so
typical of the Treasurer (the Hon. Ray
O'Connor) and of this Government. It is about
time the Opposition recognised the genuine efforts
of the Government to improve the employment
situation and to attract industry to this State, in-
stead of sitting over there whinging, whining, and
moaning.

In March 1982, 16 per cent of all investment
coming into Australia was made in Western Aus-
tralia, despite the fact we represent only nine per
cent of the total population.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Perhaps, but how much
of that went to labour-intensive industries?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We are talking
about investment, which is of major concern to
this State Government and to the Commonwealth
Government.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Any sort of investment.
The Hon. G. F. MASTERS: Obviously, we

would like industrial development; I will return to
that point in a moment, because I do not believe a
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Labor Government would encourage that form of
development.

Mr Dans raised a very important point when he
said we must sell goods on the world market.
However, that ability is limited because the world
cannot afford some of the things we produce.
That is the crux of the problem: We must be able
to compete on price, and we must be productive.
The words "competition" and "productivity" are
foreign to members of the opposition;, they have
never suggested we should become more competi-
tive and should encourage greater productivity.
They simply say they want more, more, more.

Mr Dans and his colleagues never put forward
alternatives; nor do they recognise the initiatives
of this Government. All they can think about is
Mr Wran; according to members opposite, he is
marvellous. Mr Dans said he would bolt in at the
next election; I strongly doubt that.

Mr Wran is pursuing Labor Party policies
which are supported by members in this place
who, if given the chance, undoubtedly would fol-
low similar policies. Now he is administering a
bankrupt State. He has even had to sell the rail-
way rolling stock and lease it back to help fund
his deficit of $200 million. I do not think that is
proper budgeting.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: What rubbish!
The Hon. C. E. MASTERS: It is true; 1

suggest the honourable member find out for him-
self.

The policies of this Government are positive
and definite. Certainly, I am surprised the Oppo-
sition in this place supports a policy which has led
to the bankruptcy of the State of New South
Wales. It would seem Mr Wran's economic binge
is over; he is in real trouble, and will not get out
of it easily. At least the Government of Western
Australia is prepared to budget responsibly, and is
interested principally in the good management of
this State's affairs.

What sort of alternatives are put forward by
the Opposition? I have never heard members of
the Labor Party condemning the move for a 38-
hour week, which comes at a time when we simply
cannot afford it.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: You said we could not
afford the 40-hour week, too.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I have not heard
members opposite condemn moves for increased
salaries, wages, and conditions. Never once have
they recognised the need to be productive and
competitive so that we can sell the goods we pro-
duce. Members opposite simply cannot keep going
on, wanting more and more.

The 1-In. Garry Kelly: Are you saying the re-
cession is due only to wage increases?

The Hon, G. E. MASTERS: I am saying to Mr
Kelly and his colleagues that we must put a stop
to these demands.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Do you believe it has
nothing to do with price increases?

The H-on. G. E. MASTERS: If Mr Kelly is
supporting decreased working hours, that is fine;
however, let him come out and say so, so that it is
on the record for everybody to read. Mr Kelly re-
fuses to reply.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Do you believe the re-
cession has nothing to do with investment of capi-
tal, and price increases?

The H-In. G. E. MASTERS: An interesting ex-
ercise on the 38-hour week recently was carried
out in the building trade. That is a very important
industry in which we have pressure for a 36-hour
or 35-hour week.

Let us consider the reduction from a 40-hour to
a 38-hour week. A study was carried out by the
University of Western Australia; I gave Mr Dens
the papers that he asked for containing the figures
on that. The study suggested that a reduction to a
38-hour week would add 52 000 to $3 000 to the
cast of a standard $30 000 home now. That is a
very serious imposition.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Most of the work force
is on less than 40 hours a week anyway.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: All I want on re-
cord is that the Hon. Carry Kelly is supporting
the reduction.

We have to concentrate on productivity and
competitiveness, and we should have an under-
standing that we are under pressure economically
at this time. Money does not grow on trees, and it
is about time members of the Opposition realised
that. Money has to be earned.

If we consider the Opposition, we find that
some of its policies are causing a loss of jobs.

The Hon. Carry Kelly:. How can that be? We
are not in government.

The Ron. C. E. MASTERS: That is because of
the trade union movement. The Opposition is vir-
tually one and the same as the trade union move-
ment. Members opposite will not say that trade
union policies are different from theirs, Will they?

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: Some of them
are. Just keep to the facts, will you?

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. C. E. MASTERS: The Opposition

will not have a very easy time if it tries to tell me
that its policies are different. Some of the union
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movement, through its pigheadedness, has cost
the jobs of thousands of people by insisting that
some areas of employment should be highly paid.

Let me point out that in the entertainment,
catering, and liquor industries, thousands of
people are looking for work on a casual basis or
on any basis, yet they are denied jobs for the
simple reason that the cost is too high. I had
somebody in my office this week who said, "Look,
we have to pay our casual workers $13.95 per
hour." I said, "Well, that does not sound right,
because there are similar jobs where they can be
paid $7 an hour." he said, "We have to pay them
$13.95 an hour, but we can't do it and we simply
have to reduce our staff or close down." That per-
son was from a fast food chain. He said, "We
have hundreds of people who would work for $7
an hour, but because of the unions and our pres-
eot system, we have no choice." Because the em-
ployer is not able to pay people at a lower rate, no
jobs are available. It is either jobs or no jobs, and
that is unfortunate.

In certain areas, particularly in the entertain-
ment industry, the system has priced labour out of
a job, so the people have no jobs. The employers
would be prepared to employ them at a rate
which would still give them a profit; but that does
not happen. That is unfortunate. As members go
around their own electorates, they would know
that this is the situation.

We have to look at the situation and see
whether any of these propositions can be changed.
Many people are looking for casual work-many
housewives would like to work for two or three
days a week for a sum of money that would help
them and be acceptable to them, and acceptable
to the employers. I wonder how far we will go.

I draw the attention of the House to appren-
tices, and some of the problems and complaints I
have received in relation to problems with appren-
tices. I have heard from employers, and from the
fathers and mothers of apprentices who would like
to see their children given the opportunity to
work. Let me give an example. In the metal
trades, in the first year, a metal trades apprentice
earns $109.62 a week; in the second year,
$143.58; in the third year, $195.75; and in the
fourth year, $229.68. A father of an apprentice
came to me and said, "it looks as if my son will be
put off in his third or fourth year, because the
boss cannot afford it." He said, "He would work
for $50 less just to get through his apprenticeship.
They are pricing themselves out of business. Can
he work for a lower rate?" I said, "No, under our
system, he cannot." "Oh, do you think that is cor-
rect? Don't you think we have to give them the
opportunity.. .

Opposition members interjected.

The Hon G, E. MASTERS: If the only state-
ment Opposition members can make is tht sort
of statement, they had best keep quiet. The
Government has positive policies. It believes that
many of the wage earners are pricing themselves
out of jobs.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Apprentices today
are paid too highly. No-one in their right mind
employs apprentices. Go and talk to the small
businessmen. They have been overpriced.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is exactly
the point I am making. It is not their fault. They
want to work and to learn a trade. They want to
be able to go out into the world with something
behind them: but the Opposition is denying them
that right.

Let us consider the alternatives supported by
the Opposition in the short term. Of course, they
have Mr Bartholomaeus, a well known industrial
supporter, one might say. He is in control of the
industrial development committee of the Labor
Party.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: A job killer-look at
the Shannon Basin.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS; Let us consider
what he did in the class action in the United
States. He went there and he threatened tens of
thousands of jobs in Western Australia without
any thought at all. He went to the United States
supporting the "green ics", and tried to do away
with thousands of jobs. The same man is in
charge of the industrial development committee of
the Labor Party in this State. No wonder the
Labor Party keeps very quiet about that.

Mr Bartholomacus is in control. He dominated
the latest conference of the Labor Party. We saw
the catastrophic decision about the Shannon.
when one of the leading members of the Labor
Party-a person well respected in the south-
west-had his ideas voted against, and the ALP
voted for a measure which would bankrupt some
of the small towns in the south-west. It would put
the wood chip industry out of business, and it
would certainly cause problems. That man is lead-
ing the industrial development committee for the
Labor Party, and dictating its policies for next
yea r.

The Hon. Robert, Hetherington: He is not dic-
tating anyth'ling

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He seems to have
said a hell of a lot of things at the last State con-
ference. It was reported in the paper that he was
the most powerful man there.
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The Hon. Robert Hetherington: You are at-
tacking him in a most disgusting and disgraceful
way.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is no wonder
the Opposition seeks to take action to get rid of
him. He is dominating the party.

The Hon. C. C. MacKinnon: This is what we
have leading the Labor Party.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: You wouldn't
know.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Hon. Garry
Kelly and members of his party spoke strongly
against the Veelirrie development. By way of
interjection, the Hon. Norman Moore said, "You
are threatening 800 jobs." The I-on. Garry Kelly
made a speech about the safety of the world, but
he could not care less about 800 jobs here. If he
and his friends were in government, they might
well cost the industry 800 jobs. They would de-
prive parts of the world that are in desperate need
of power-

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: I have heard that the
people who went to work in Wittenoomn now re-
gret it.

The Hon. C. E. MASTERS: Recently Alcoa
was told by Mr Burke and his colleagues that
they would impose greater restrictions if the
Labor Party were put in power next March. I
suggest that is a direct threat to an industry and it
would lead to a reduction in the operations of the
company. I believe people like Bartholomaeus and
his colleagues would most certainly threaten that
industry and thousands of jobs. He wants to do it,
and he will do it, in one way or another, unless the
Labor Party gets rid of him. He has complete
power.

I have demonstrated what the Government is
trying to do. I do not consider that the unemploy-
ment figure is anywhere near acceptable. We are
concerned-

The Hon. Carry Kelly: You have called them
-dole bludgers".

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We did not. Mem-
bers on only one side of the House use the words
'bludgers" and "free loaders", and the rest of it. I
do not have to spell out in Hansard who they are.
We hear that sort of thing continually.

We are trying to create an improved employ-
menit situation. We are in touch with the Com-
monwealth Government to see what we can work
out with it. We have two or three propositions
going forward already, and we will continue to do
all we can, bearing in mind that the problem is
serious, not just in Australia, but throughout the
world. I do not suggest that I am anything but

desperately worried about the people who are
losing their jobs, particularly at this time of the
year. I can think of too many people with homes
and cars to pay for, but who have no jobs. It is a
disaster for them. I will do everything possible to
improve the situation; but there are limits on how
far the State Government can go and what it can
do at this time.

THE HION. NEIL MeNEILL (Lower West)
[7.55 p.m.]: There is something a little remi-
niscent about what is likely to be my last speech
in this Parliament, because when I made my first
speech in the Parliament I took the adjournment
on the Address- in- Reply from the then Leader of
the Opposition, the Hon. Frank Wise. Tonight it
was only by a matter of 25 minutes that I missed
following the Leader of the Opposition again.
There is something reminiscent in that, because if
I were to make my last speech in this House, I
would like to follow a speaker such as the Hon.
Des Dans. In past times, it was a joy to follow
such people as the Hon. Frank Wise and the Hon.
Harry Strickland, because they contributed to the
value and liveliness of debate.

I note that an election must be around some-
where-

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: I do not know
what gave you that impression.

The Hon. NEIL MeNEILL. That thought may
have been prompted by the speech of the present
Leader or the Opposition (the Hon. Des Dans).
On a number of occasions in the past he and I
have debated the question of unemployment.
Some members may recall that on at least some
occasions the Hon. Des Dans and I have agreed
on some points. I think he almost acknowledged
that in an indirect way in his speech tonight. I will
not quote his exact words, but they were to the ef-
fect that he is not sure whether the situation and
the measuring of statistics in relation to unem-
ployment is the same as it was during the great
depression years of the 1930s. Of course, that was
the subject of previous discussion between he and
I on another occasion in this Parliament.

I am prepared to think that the Hon. Des Dans
and I hold similar views. I noticed his reference to
the headline and the front page article in the
Daily News today in which a comparison was
made with the great depression years of the
1930s. I am sure every member in this House
would be prepared to acknowledge that the situ-
ation is quite different. In saying that, I am not
attempting to minimise the effects of the present
unemployment, or the difficulties and distress oc-
casioned by the inability of people to get jobs.
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That is soul destroying, and I would not attempt
to minimise that.

A comparison with the 1930s, in my view, is not
a valid one. Members of the House will recall that
in the 1930s the people unemployed were in fact
the breadwinners, and that was a very serious
situation.

.Recently I came into possession of some figures
which indicate the comparison between the per-
centages of people unemployed in relation to the
total population.

I cannot vouch for these Figures, but the stat-
istics presented in the Daily News tonight rep-
resented approximately three to 3 1 per cent of
the population as against the figure of in excess of
seven per cent in the 1930s. Those figures rep-
resented the breadwinners.

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: About 30 per
cent of the work force.

The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: So the situation is
different. I shall comment also on some of the fig-
ures quoted by the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry in relation to job creation and what has
been done in this area in the last few years by the
Government of Western Australia. When address-
ing himself to the Budget, the Leader of the Op-
position again referred to a remark made by the
then Premier (Sir Charles Court) in a policy
speech in, I believe. 1977 when he promised to
create 100 000 ext ra jobs by 1984.

I am prepared to say-[ do not have the figures
here to support me-that figure probably has
been exceeded already. I refer again to the figures
quoted by the Minister for Labour and Industry,
which were supplied by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics, and were publicised recently by the
Premier who said that in the last year in this
State 12 200 extra jobs had been created. He
compared that job creation figure with the pos-
ition in Queensland where in excess of II1 000 jobs
had been created and also with the figures in
NSW, Victoria, Tasmania, and South Australia.
In NSW in excess of 43 800 jobs were lost Iasi
year.

In his criticism of the Budget, the Leader of the
Opposition said, "This Government has had the
rosy years.' I am not sure whether he actually
used the word "rosy". but he indicated the
Government had presided over the good days.
Later he referred to them as the "almy days"
when things really fell the way of the Govern-
menit. He indicated also the Government was very
strong on rhetoric, but did not have to do very
much, because everything fell its way.

I do not know to which period of Government
the Leader of the Opposition referred. If he was

talking about the O'Connor Government, it must
be pointed out that really came into existence only
in January this year. Did the Leader of the Oppo-
sition include the period of the Court Government
and, if so, did he refer to the last Court Govern-
ment as well as the previous one? Was the Leader
of the Opposition limiting himself to that period
or was he referring also to what really might be
described as the best days in Western Australia's
progress, namely, the 1960s? At that time a Lib-
eral Government was led by the late Hon. Sir
David Brand.

I am inclined to think the Leader of the Oppo-
sition was referring to that entire period. If he
was, he may reflect on his words. Indeed, if he
was referring only to the period of the Court
Government since 1974, perhaps he overlooked
the fact that the Tonkin Government was in office
for three years before that time. Would he claim
those were the good days also? Were they also the
balmy days in which the Government presided
over the good times or was that just a three-year
period when, for some unaccountable reason,
everything went black and brought about the de-
mise of the Tonkin Government after only three
years? That in itself was a significant fact of par-
liamentary and political history in WA.

We had a very hard working period in the
1960s when much was done and a great deal of
progress was achieved in this State. The Tonkin
Government-a Labor Government-could well
have hoped that it would emulate that sort of
progress, but it did not. Of course the people of
WA recognised that.

During my political life I have been a defeated
candidate, so I have some knowledge of what it is
all about. I went perilously close to being defeated
in 1971; nevertheless, that is political life.

The 1960s were a period of greatness; during
the 1970s the situation became increasingly diffi-
cult, and the 1980s were even more so. I do not
attempt to make excuses for the difficulties of
Government at this time. Even Mr Hayden, the
Federal Leader of the Opposition, would make a
similar acknowledgment. However, I am a little
surprised that, in a debate of this nature, mem-
bers have not rubbed in what occurred in SA last
weekend. Something happened in SA last
Saturday, but it has not been mentioned by mem-
bers opposite. I am somewhat disappointed that it
was not raised, so I felt I should mention it my-
self.

Anybody in Government at this time would be
rather fearful and I should imagine Mr Wran, as
Premier of NSW, feels pretty grateful that he
does not have to face the electorate in the near
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future. He would know very well that, when
things are going badly for the country, they go
badly for the Government and people do not dis-
tinguish greatly between the Labor. Liberal, or
Country Parties.

I am sure Premier Wran feels a little thankful
that he is not facing the electorate at this time,
particularly bearing in mind the state of the econ-
omy in NSW. I mention NSW, because it was
rather curious that the Leader of the Opposition
made some lengthy references to it and he ren
the lesson to the Minister for Labour and Indus-
try today in respect of what NSW had done in at-
tempting to alleviate the situation. He referred
also to Victoria.

It is passing strange the Leader of the Oppo-
sition referred to those States, because I recall-I
am sure other members of the House do
also-that the instant anybody on this side rr the
House attempts to interject on the Leader of the
Opposition, indicating what has been done in
NSW, Victoria, or Queensland, he is the fi-Ft per-
son to say, "I am not talking about NSW. I am
not talking about Victoria. I am concerned about
WA." However, today the Leader of the Oppo-
sition went to some lengths to describe the pos-
ition in Victoria and NSW. I can only assume
there must be some significance in that.

Could it be that NSW and Victoria have Labor
Governments? They are not facing the electors
now, so why did the Leader of the Opposition
quote the position in those two States? Is it a case
of boosting the morale of the Labor Party in this
State in order to convince it that, at least in a
couple or States, the Labor Party is making an at-
tempt at government and at racing up to the pres-
ent position?

The Leader of the Opposition said also-I have
referred to this already-that everyone was very
strong on rhetoric. By way or interjection, the
Leader of the Opposition was asked what the
Labor Party would do about the matter. I endeav-
oured to take down the words used by the Leader
of the Opposition. In referring to his notes, he
used expressions such as, "We will press for a
moderation of the efrects of the recession" and, a
little later, he said, "We will aim at some pro-
grammes which can be specifically targeted at
disadvantaged areas." I would describe that as
rhetoric!

It was significant that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition referred in detail to the situation in NSW
and Victoria, but he did not mention Queensland.
I have already indicated Queensland was the only
State, apart from WA, which managed to in-
crease its Ij.ob creation figures in the last year.

However, the Leader of the Opposition did not in-
dicate what had happened in Queensland. I can-
not help wondering whether there is some
significance in that. Why did not the Leader of
the Opposition quote the position in Queensland?
I would have thought, if he believed in the Figures
he was quoting, Queensland would have been a
magnificent example to stuff down our throats, if
he really believed that the job creation figure of
12 200 mentioned by the Minister ror Labour and
Industry was incorrect.

I am sorry the Leader of the Opposition is not
with us tonight. If he were, I am sure he would be
delighted to join in the debate, and that is some-
thing I would welcome. In his opening remarks
the Leader of the Opposition was critical of the
Budget. He did not place much emphasis on the
fact that it was a balanced Budget, a matter of
some pride to the present Premier and past Prem-
iers, such as Sir Charles Court. They have been
proud of the ability of Treasury to produce a bal-
anced Budget.

On occasions, it might be said, "So what? You
produced a balanced Budget-what does that do?
Obviously it is not creating jobs or doing this,
that, or the other thing." In his closing remarks
the Leader of the Opposition said, "One of the
great problems racing this world now is the man-
agement of money. We require good house-
keeping and management of money." I thought
this Budget was a magnificent example of
good housekeeping-and those were the very
words that Sir Charles Court has used on many
occasions; I am sure the present Premier has used
them also-in relation to the administration of
money matters in WA in recent years.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: It is no good balancing
your Budget if you are starving.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: Rubbish! She has
learnt all those expressions from Mr Burke who
does not understand them either.

The I-on. NEIL McNEILL: As a result of the
fact that the Leader or the Opposition emphasised
the claims of Sir Charles Court about the creation
of 100 000 extra jobs, I have extracted some fig-
ures. I indicated earlier that perhaps the figure of
100 000 jobs had been achieved already; if that is
not the case, we are getting close to that number.

I have obtained some figures from the Aus-
tralian Bureau of Statistics in relation to the
labour force and I believe them to be correct. The
September 1982 figure is the preliminary one.
From November 1977 to September 1982 the
number of jobs in WA increased by 74 100. The
figure increased from 504 700 in 1977 to 578 800
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in 1982. 1 repeat that the September 1982 figure
is a preliminary one.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: Are they full-time
positions?

The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: They are jobs, Mr
McKenzie.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: They are part-time.
The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: They are jobs

which have been created.
The Hon. Fred McKenzie: What about that!

Can you see that-539 200 out of work in Aus-
tralia and Western Australia is third on the list.
Don't talk rubbish!

The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: At one notable
time in my political life I was on the back of a
truck in Forrest Place. The speaker on that oc-
casion was Sir Robert Menzies. Thousands of
people would enjoy immensely the meetings con-
ducted at Forrest Place. Sir Robert Menzies had
just made a statement to the multitude gathered
and somebody way back in the crowd shouted
above all the hullabaloo and bedlam to make a re-
mark such as the Hon. Fred McKenzie has just
made.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: It wasn't me then!
The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: Sir Robert

Menzies said, "There's always somebody who will
say 'Why didn't you do it before?' or, 'What
about this?"' Of course, these comments are
always made. The fact is that in the period to
which I have made reference 74 000 more jobs
have been created in Western Australia.

The Hon. Fred McKenzie: But that would have
been part time as well.

The Hon. NEIL MeNEILL: The figure rep-
resents a work force increase.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Were they full time or
part time?

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: They were full time.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon, 1. G.
Pratt): Order!

The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: I refer the Hon.
Fred McKenzie to the Australian Bureau of Stab-
istics publication catalogue No. 6203.0, titled
"Labor Force". He may like to follow it up, but
he will not divert me from my purpose of putting
these figures. I will quote the NSW figure now
but only because it happens to be in order. No
great significance can be attached to my putting
it now. In NSW a job increase of 144 200 has oc-
curred in that same period, and interestingly
enough, the percentage increase is only 6.9 per
cent. Victoria did a little better with an increase
in that period of 207 000 or 13.7 per cent.

I now turn to that much maligned State of
Queensland-that terrible place up there! Even it
managed last year, as stated by the Leader of the
Opposition, to increase its job opportunities. In
the period to which I have referred it had an in-
crease of 257 600 or 34.9 per cent. it is no wonder
people of the southern States cannot understand
Queensland. I give great credit to Queensland for
its ability to do what it has done. South Australia
had an increase in that period of 48 400 or 9.6 per
cent; and Tasmania had an increase of 15 200 or
9.8 per cent.

To recap the situation I have put, in the period
from November 1972 to December 1982 the State
with the best increase in job opportunities was
Queensland with a 34.9 per cent increase. I ask
members to guess which State was second in line.
Of course, it was Western Australia with a 14.7
per cent increase. Would members believe that
the lowest increase was that for NSW of 6.9 per
cent?

The Hon. G. E. Masters: It's not surprising;
they are going broke anyway.

The H-In. NEIL McNEILL: I acknowledge
that Liberal Governments have been in power in
NSW, although not since 1977. I will not attempt
to blame the present Labor Government of that
State for the rather miserable increase in that
State. Quite frankly, I do not think the previous
Liberal Government did tremendously well, which
or course the people of NSW recognised.

No-one can take away from successive Liberal
Governments of this State the achievements they
have made in job creation. We must face the fact
that is what Government is all about. The State
experienced a difficult period from 1971 when a
Labor Government was in powr-the Tonkin
Labor Government. One of the features of that
time was the way in which working class elector-
ates-the people who rely on the basic securities
of life-stuck very close to the Government of Sir
David Brand. That in itself speaks volumes. In
times of difficulty those people value the basic se-
curities Of those things which are most important
to them-their jobs, their homes, and their famil-
ies.

At times like this I feel for anyone in any politi-
cal party who must face those electors, because I
find there is very little anyone can do about
swings against a certain party. I am sure that was
the situation in South Australia in recent weeks. I
must admit that I will not face the electorate at
the next election; however, I do feel for those who
will.

I will refer to an observation I have made about
my maiden speech in this Parliament in 1965.
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Until I referred to the Hansard I had quite for-
gotten the subject of that address. Even though it
is getting towards 18 years that I have been a
member of this place, it is worth reflecting on the
fact that it was not long ago, and in political
terms it was really only yesterday. On referring to
Hansard I noted and reminded myself that my
main topic for discussion on that day, Wednesday,
4 August 1965, as disclosed in volume 170 of
Hansard, was Commonweal th-State relations.
When referring to that speech I could not help
but reflect on the fact that after 18 years little
change has occurred in those relations. At that
time I made reference to the financial relationship
between the Commonwealth and the State, and I
noted that the only change relates to the States'
share of Commonwealth finances. The States'
share has gone down the drain, to our disadvan-
tage.

In those days I tended to defend the Common-
wealth, possibly for no other reason than I had
just departed the Canberra scene. However, my
views have changed since then in proportion to
and as a consequence of the changed share of
Commonwealth finances the State receives.

The day before I made my maiden speech the
then Leader of the Opposition, the Hon. Frank
Wise, had made a particularly interesting speech.
Again a reading of it illustrates that it seems to
have been made only yesterday. We live with the
same things all the time. He referred to the Ord
River.

I rather regret the absence from the House of a
couple of members because I am sure some of
these words would be of interest to them. The
Hon. Frank Wise referred to the sugar industry
and the cotton industry at the Ord River. After
my reading this part of his speech I could not help
but ask, "What's new?"

At page 21 of the Hansard for Tuesday, 3
August 1965, the Hon. Frank Wise referred to
the Federal Minister then responsible for matters
relating to the Ord River-I cannot remember his
precise portfolio. The Hon. Frank Wise said-

The Minister, Mr. Fairbairn, said-
We will require some proof regarding

the sugar proposals before we can agree
to the proposition.

Of Course, the proposal related to the growing of
sugar. It was about that time I had seen the grow-
ing of sugar at the Kimberley Research Station.
In 'regard io cotton production the Hon. Frank
Wise said-

Dealing with questions that require Proof,
I would like to say that very recently, within
the last few weeks, I have seen a crop of'

3,500 lb. to the acre being harvested at the
Ord. I saw a whole area of 100 acres
averaging nearly 3,000 lb., many crops going
over 2,000 lb. weight of seed cotton per acre.
At the ginnery, thousands of bales were
awaiting shipment. They were to be carted to
Wyndham for shipment.

He then elaborated a little more the matters con-
cerning the growing of cotton. In regard to the
sugar industry he said-

It is all very well for economists to say that
if we take away the prop of subsidy industry
cannot survive. How would we apply that
rule to all other industries? We saw Victoria
develop to such a stage of consolidated
wealth by the very tatiff protection for which
all Australia paid. We saw the sugar industry
of Queensland and Northern New South
Wales develop by protection-by touching
the hip pocket of all taxpayers to the tune of
about 30s. per year. Has anyone felt it?

He went on to say-
In this case, if the first. point of require-

ment by the Commonwealth is to be based on
economics, the answer is now provided;, but if
it is to be based on whether sugar will grow
at the Ord, it is not so easy.

This year at the Kimberley Research
Station, 70 tons per acre of sugar over sev-
eral varieties has been produced, which is a
very high yield-a high yield in any country-
of the world. The minimum cane sugar con-
tent assayed week by week at the Ord has
been 50 per cent. more than the average ob-
tained and used in most mills in Queensland.

The next comment he made really is the
punebline, and the comment that prompted me to
ask, "What's new?" To continue-

I would say that the success of sugar at the
Ord is likely to be the greatest deterrent to
the Commonwealth making a friendly de-
cision, because there is politics in
this-politics of a very pressurised kind.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is prophetic.
The Hon. NEIL MeNEILL: Those words have

as much application today as they did in 1965.
1 will refer now to a number of matters I con-

sider to be of considerable importance to my prov-
ince, and matters to which some attention has
been directed for mosi of the years I have been a
member of this Parliament. While it is possible
for me to use this opportunity to ask. "What have
I achieved in this time?", 1 prefer to use this op-
portunity to dwell on that which I would have
liked to achieve, but was unable to achieve.
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My first reference is to agricultural develop-
ment of the area of the south-west encompassed
by the Lower West Province. This matter has
been close to my heart, not just during my parlia-
mentary career of some 21 years, but for a much
longer period.

I find it a little ironic that agricultural
investigation and development of the nature about
which I speak should occur now in that area, but
not as a consequence of the demands of
agriculture. This investigation and development is
work undertaken in an endeavour to correct or
ameliorate the conditions around the Peel Inlet,
and what is described as the weed problem of
Mandurah. For all my adult life I have been
avidly interested in agricultural matters, and have
wished to see agricultural research as a means of
promoting the great potential I consider to exist in
that coastal plain area, and certainly down as far
as Bunbury. But I have had to wait all these years
to see this research carried out, not as a conse-
quence of my representations or the represen-
tations of so many other protagonists of
agriculture, but rather as a result of the necessity
to investigate methods to correct the serious situ-
ation at the Peel Inlet. However, I do not look a
gift horse in the mouth. The fact is that the
investigations are occurring.

One of the most exciting things to happen for
many years in regard to agriculture in the south-
west is this increase in research. It has been excit-
ing to witness during the last year the increase in
work being carried out by research bodies and or-
ganisations in that area. It is more than I could
have ever dreamed would take place. It is being
carried out as a means to improve agriculture and
agricultural species that exist in that area, and it
is related to better fertiliser management and the
introduction of new varieties of agriculture. All
this has occurred with the ultimate purpose in
mind of correcting that weed problem around the
Peel Inlet.

In my view some rather interesting happenings
have occurred in the agricultural area and more
interesting happenings will occur in the future.I
take great comfort from that and would like to
highlight the work which is being done.

Firstly, I must mention some of the bodies
which have been involved but state that I am at a
risk here because I do not have a list with me. I
may omit some and if I do I am sorry. The people
of the CSIRO, the Department of Agriculture,
the University of Western Australia, the WA
Institute of Technology, and the Public Works
Department are just a few who have been en-
gaged in research in these areas. It is not just a
case of research, it is a case of some of the most

experienced and senior scientists in these organis-
ations being involved.

I would like to see that work continue. I am
impressed by the attitude of the Minister (Mr
Laurance) and I was especially impressed when
he launched these projects at a field day some
months ago and expressed the attitude and policy
of the Government.

For those who may be feeling that the south-
west is doomed to residential and urban develop-
ment, I say that agriculture will still be the main-
stay of the area-perhaps even more so. because I
believe it will take a prominent and active role in
the economies and social life of the area.

I again compliment those people who are
involved and I hope they will remain enthusiastic
about agricultural development because, after all,
we are talking about an area which is within 100
miles of the metropolitan area and is one of the
most densely populated parts of Western Aus-
tralia. This area still remains a vital food source
for Western Australia, and, in the future, increas-
ing quantities will be required.

In my last speech in the Parliament, perhaps I
should speak on the subject of water because it is
a matter about which I have been concerned
always. I hope water resources will continue to be
available in the south-west region. I have lived in
the region for many years and even as a pro-
fessional agriculturist have seen some of these
water supplies earmarked and diverted to the
metropolitan area. We have seen the water
supplies of such dams as the Wungong, the Ser-
pentine, and others diverted to the metropolitan
area.

I have made promises in the past that that will
not happen to the Murray River and if it does I
will be one of those people in front of a bulldozer,
preventing the works. The Murray River is vital
to the south-west area. The risk of the Murray
River being taken over as a water supply for the
metropolitan area changes as time moves on, be-
cause Mandurah has become a great tourist
centre and will demand the waters of the Murray
and other rivers of that region.

After a great many years of association with
the region I know the worst thing any Govern-
ment can do is to remove water supplies from the
agricultural development of a region. That would
be a disastrous step and a sure way of losing an
election.

Irecall many years ago talking with the then
chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission of
Australia, who acquainted me with the facts of
the possibility of the waters of Lake Eucumbene
being taken out of the Snowy River scheme and
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diverted to the metropolitan area because Sydney
was suffering a water shortage. He shared my
concern. However, strong pressure was exerted in
New South Wales and the water was not diverted
to Sydney. The Snowy River scheme is an
irrigation scheme and an enormous source of
energy is available from it.

If that valuable water resource were taken
away from agriculture it could never be replaced
for agricultural purposes at an economical value.
The industrial users can afford to pay increased
values for that supply but the agricultural indus-
try cannot, and that is not a sentiment expressed
simply in favour of farmers.

We must not only ensure that these supplies are
available at a relatively cheap rate, but also en-
sure the basic commodities of food are available,
without an escalated cost to the population.

Perhaps it is a pity that we in Australia have
never faced a shortage of food. At least we have
not faced a shortage since the earliest colonial
days. We have always had a bountiful supply of
food at a remarkably cheap price. That is not a
situation which has been experienced by many
countries in this world. 1 would not like this
country to face a food shortage, but perhaps it
would serve to remind the population of the real
role and importance of agricultural development
in Australia.

Fortunately that has not occurred but we must
feel for those people in the Eastern States who are
facing a severe drought situation at present. At
least we know how they feel because we have had
some experience of drought and perhaps it helps
to bring home to the population of Australia the
real value of agricultural resources.

We must ensure a continued supply of water in
the south-west region for agriculture so that the
industry will continue to prosper and provide the
vital commodities the community needs.

We all know the thoughts, ideas, and schemes
do not come from Premiers, Ministers, or even
you, Sir, as President of the Legislative Council.
They do not even come from members of Parlia-
ment but from the great many groups of back-
room boys in Government departments who have
been thinking, working, and deliberating on these
matters. They feed these ideas and information to
the Premiers and Ministers who then throw them
open to the whole community.

I wish to make an appeal to Governments of
the future and members of Parliament to keep an
eye on water resources, because once they are
gone they are gone forever. Agricultural water is
continually recycled but the water which goes to
the metropolitan area is not.

1 suppose members in this House would be dis-
appoin ted if I did not refer to the dairy industry. I
will not speak about ii at great length other than
to say that perhaps it is fitting that the last of rmy
formal duties will be taken up on this matter. I
will continue to take part in the Honorary Royal
Commission into the dairy industry after Parlia-
ment adjourns. This is something which will be of
satisfaction -and pleasure to me.

Another matter of importance is that of the
Mandurah Bridge. I and others have done some
checking on this matter and there have been oc-
casions in the past when I have raised the subject
of a new bridge for Mandurah and asked when
the Mandurah by-pass will be completed. I have
asked also when the Frenmantle road will continue
across to the Pinjarra road, down over the inlet,
and connect up again with the Old Coast Road.
This matter has been in the offing for a long time
and the Mandurab Shire and the people in the
area have been concerned about it for some time.

Mandurah accommodates a large tourist indus-
try as well as being an important commercial and
business centre of the region. Most people at some
time would have been inconvenienced because of
the difficulty of negotiating Mandurah at certain
times, particularly during holiday weekends and
long weekends.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Perhaps it should be a
toll bridge.

The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: When I think of a
tol] bridge 1 think of the Sydney Harbour Bridge.
We have a mini Sydney Harbour Bridge in
Waroona but I do not think any thought has been
given to the matter of a toll. With regard to the
Mandurah Bridge, it is not the question of a toll,
it is the question of a bridge.

1 was a little surprised on 29 April 1982 when I
asked question 248 of the Minister for Labour
and Industry representing the Minister for
Transport in an enideavour to obtain information
about the possible commencement or completion
date for the Mandurah by-pass and the new
traffic bridge. In this series of questions I asked
what state had been reached in the planning
studies. I was told that planning was complete,
and the project was in the very preliminary design
stage. I asked also what amount of land south of
Pinjarra Road had been acquired. The answer
was "Nil." I asked if land subdivisions were re-
quired for the purpose, what steps were being
taken to expedite the subdivisions. The answer
was that the Main Roads Department was
preparing land requirement drawings. I ask mnem-
bers to dwell on this, because these questions were
asked in April 1982. 1 asked about conservation
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and environmental considerations and the current
estimated cost of the completed work. The answer
was that the cost was 57 million, excluding land. I
then asked-

What were the average daily traffic counts
on the existing bridge in each of the last
three years during-
(a) New Year holidays;
(b) Australia Day weekend;
(c) Easter weekend; and
(d) on any non-public holiday period?

I was a little surprised, if not disappointed that
the figures for the New Year holidays were not
available. It is undoubtedly the busiest weekend in
Mandurah; it is a horror weekend because of the
traffic. On Easter weekend, another bad weekend
for holiday traffic, the figure for the 1981 Friday
to Monday average daily traffic on the Mandurah
Bridge was 18 235 vehicles. The answer was that
no information was available on the proportion of
traffic attributable to areas south of Mandurah
Shire.

.Again it surprised me a little that in any traffic
count, apparently no distinction was drawn be-
tween traffic going to Halls Head, and that pro-
ceeding further south, bearing in mind this is one
of the major arteries into the south-west area, and
one of the most convenient.

I asked what was the estimated population of
all areas of the south-west beyond Mandurah
Shire for whom the existing bridge Was reason-
ably expected to provide the most direct and con-
venient connection through to the metropolitan
area. The answer was 53 000 persons, based on
the 1976 census. I made an inquiry about the
average daily traffic on Pinjarra Road east of
Mandurah townsite and on the present by-pass.
The answer indicated that on Mandurah Road the
Figure was 6 000 vehicles daily in 1981-82, and in
respect of the by-pass that goes around NMandurah
across Allnutt Street, it was 3 440 vehicles. That
was the 1980-SF figure because the 1981-82 fig-
ures were not available.

I came then to a most important consideration,
bearing in mind the tens of thousands of people
whonfock to Mandurab not only on holiday week-
ends, but also at other times, and the tens of thou-
sands of motorists who virtually are expected or
required to pass through Mandurah on their way
to and from the metropolitan area and all points
south. I referred to the question of a contingency
plan being drawn up to provide alternate traffic
communication in the event of emergencies, par-
ticularly during public holidays, pending the
completion of the new by-pass. The answer was-

It would be expected that in very extreme
circumstances traffic would be encouraged to
use South Western Highway.

I am sure most, if not all members, would be
aware of the significance of that answer. If one is
travelling north from Bunbury to get onto the
South Western Highway, the last point at which
one can leave the Old Coast Road is about Clifton
Roadhouse-20 to 30 miles south of Mandurah.
That is the only place one can get across the
Harvey River over the old bridge. That takes one
through the back of Coolup to Pinjarra.

Going south, one goes along Pinjarra Road to
Pinjarra and down South Western Highway. The
emergency to which I was referring was one
which might happen in Mandurah not only on a
weekend, but more particularly so then. The Hon.
[an Pratt experienced this problem a number of
years ago, as I did on the Australia Day weekend
at the opening of the Kanyanna carnival in
Mandurah, when I was invited to be on the dais
with the dignitaries. I left Waroona which is 27
miles away, about one and a half hours before the
event, to ensure I would be there on time. I got
within two miles of the Mandurah Bridge, and
there I stopped. I was still there at the time sched-
uiled for the opening of Kanyanna. I realised I
would not make it. I took a diversion and waited
for the traffic to thin so that I could make my
way there. An hour later I still could not get
through even by making a different approach. I
went a different way.

The emergency I envisage is a traffic or boating
emergency involving human life and safety. I was
hoping the answer would be that some arrange-
ments had been made with the police and the sea
rescue people in Mandurah for the emergency ser-
vices to be available. I thought perhaps some sort
of ferry traffic might be arranged if the bridge
was blocked with vehicles and no-one else could
get through, or if there was a serious accident on
the bridge which put it out. The answer did not
disclose anything of that sort. I was not the first
person to think of such a situation. It was raised
by bodies such as the Bunibury Chamber of Com-
merce, about four years ago. What happens if we
are faced with that situation and the arterial
roads are blocked with thousands of vehicles?

People have been expressing concern since 1971
when some of the planning was being done. They
pointed out the sheer necessity of doing something
about this road and the bridge. That is IlI years
ago. I have a copy of Hansard in which some at-
tention is directed to this matter in 1 973 by a for-
mer member for Murray, the late Ewart
Runciman. A reference was made to it by the
Leader of the Opposition (the Hon. D. K. Dans)
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in 1978, and other references have been made in
Parliament in the years since then. The Hon. Ian
Pratt made a speech in 1978 which drew attention
to that subject. He pointed out the problem he
had raced in attempting to make a rendezvous
with me. The Mandurab Shire has never ceased
to apply pressure and to point out the problems.

I have here a file from which I could quote the
then Minister for Transport (MrT Wordsworth),
and correspondence by the Bunbury Chamber of
Commerce, Mandurah Shire, and successive Min-
isters. It contains letters to and from the then
Premier (Sir Charles Court) and replies from the
Deputy Premier of the time (Mr Des O'Neil, now
Sir Desmond O'Neil). All those replies say vir-
tually the same thing-"We cannot get around to
it yet; the priorities are such that we cannot allo-
cate the funds."

I know money values have changed, but the
first figure quoted for the cost of this work was $I
million. The latest figure. given to me in April
1982, is $8 million, and of course it is escalating
all the time. The Government still is not in a pos-
ition to give a commencement date for this bridge.
I do not know for how long the Government can
continue on borrowed time in relation to this
traffic problem. It is serious; it is no answer to say
that traffic problems have existed in Mandurah
itself and that traffic has been routed around the
business area. That is no answer because the
bridge and the road is still the most convenient
way for people to get to the far south. I am not
neglecting those many thousands of people who
now live on the Halls Head side of the inlet, in the
areas down to Lake Clifton, and into W-aroona
and Harvey Shires.

Parrys Esplanade Developments Ltd. has been
involved in canal developments, and is very con-
cerned about what is going to happen, and when.
I will not go right through the file I have amassed
in collaboration with the Mandurah Shire, but I
will quote from its letter to Sir Charles Court in
1978 in which it said-

The Mandurah Shire Council is very dis-
turbed at the delays which have ensued in the
commencement of the Mandurah Ring Road
and new Traffic Bridge, despite repeated
statements by the Government recognising
the desirability of an early start on, a solution
to the Mandurah traffic problem.

It is not just a Mandurah traffic problem; it goes
far beyond Mandurah, and for that reason
Mandurah has had the support of other shires, in-
cluding the Bunbury Town Council, and the
Bunbury Chamber of Commerce. The Mandurah
Shire's submission continues-

The need for a ring road has been clearly
recognised fram as early as 1971 when pre-
liminary planning was carried out. The then
Minister for Works, in commenting on the
proposal, estimated the cost at Sim. The
situation has progressively worsened and this
Council is most distressed to hear that the es-
timated cost of a ring road and new bridge is
now approaching $4m.

The cost in 1982 is $8 million. I have here also a
letter from Parrys Esplanade Developments Ltd.,
which has been involved in residential and urban
development at Mandurah, and particularly that
part of the shire across the bridge. I quote from
its letter to the shire clerk on 15 April 1982 where
it stated-

The Halls Head development will ulti-
mately provide For a community of some
30,000 people. The State Government has
recognised that at some point in the future an
additional road system will be required as the
present bridge and its approaches are com-
pletely inadequate. What is perhaps not ap-
preciated to the same extent is that the Halls
Head area is experiencing tremendous
growth (some 400 to 500 lots per annum)
and on current projections the development
will take less than twelve years to complete.

It goes on to point out that if development were to
start now and the extension of the by-pass was
begun, it would take some years to complete. It
will be the cause of a great many worries to many
people. The problem is neither going away nor
diminishing-it is getting Worse. It is so import-
ant I believe it justifies a place in my comments
tonight. It is something else that has not been
achieved in my time in Parliament. I hope it will
be achieved soon because it is vital to tens of
thousands of people. I do not aim to create panic
Or to scare people but I hope nothing happens to
cause serious attention to be directed at the
nature of the problem. That could arise only in
the case of some peculiar emergency but it will
happen at some stage.

I would like to conclude with some general re-
marks. I do not have any great feeling about
tonight; it has passed almost unnoticed for me. It
is just that I happen to have been doing this job
for a number of years. Like everybody else, I sup-
pose I have had some great satisfactions from it.
Of course some of my experiences stand out, and
I am very grateful for the experiences that have
been available to me as a member of Parliament
and perhaps as a member of Government in this
State, in Australia, and in fact internationally.
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The one reason that I continued to be a
member of Parliament all this time is the loyalty
of my electors in the Lower West province. On a
number of occasions I have been asked: What is
the characteristic that best suits a member of
Parliament? What is it that he needs? There is
really only one thing he needs, and that is to be
elected in the first place and to continue to be
elected. That situation depends on the willingness
of the electors to stand by their member. My
electors have stood by me and they have shown
me very great loyalty. It is for that reason that I
have been privileged to stay here for such a long
time. It looked as though things might have been
taken a bit of a nasty turn on one occasion, but in
the main I have taken a great deal of pride in and
gained a great deal of satisfaction from my years
as a member of Parliament.

I do not wish to patronise anyone, but I would
like to say that loyalty is a two-way arrangement.
Sometimes new members use Parliament as a
theatrical stage; they believe that by putting on a
performance in this Chamber their re-election by
the people out in the electorate will be clinched. I
do not think that is so.

Probably many members would like to feel that
they will be remembered in the Parliament but
they are remembered only for what they have
done. Members are not remembered for their per-
formances in this Chamber; they are remembered
for what they have done as members of Parlia-
ment and what they have done for the Parliament.
To me it is very important to be able to do things
for the Parliament itself of which we all happen to
be a part. Again I am talking in the sense that we
are a House of the Parliament, and 1 would like to
refer members again to the speech made by the
Hon. Frank Wise on 3 August 1965 when he
commented on thr nature of this House and the
requirements which devolve upon individual mem-
bers of the Parliament because they serve the Par-
liament as well as serving the people.

Loyalty from one's electors is a vital ingredient
to staying in the Parliament, but it also works the
other way.

I would like to return briefly to the motion we
are discussing in respect of the Budget papers. We
can take great comfort from the fact that we con-
tinue to have stable Government in Western Aus-
tralia. There is no better evidence of that than
what is contained in the Budget papers. It is no
small task and no mean feat to be able to produce
a balanced Budget in times such as this. I almost
lapsed into a cliche and the Hon. Robert
Hetherington would have been quick to remind
me that politicians cannot survive without cliches-

The Hon. Robert Hetherington: They have 10
get them straight though.

The Hon. NEIL McNEILL: So members of
Parliament, and certainly members of the
Government must take great comfort from such a
responsible document as the one we are debating
in this House tonight.

I support the motion,

Members: Hear, hear!

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon.
W. M. Piesse.

PETROLEUM RETAILERS RIGHTS AND
LIABILITIES BILL

Assemrbly's Message
Message from the Assembly received and read

notifying that it had agreed to the amendment
made by the Council.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

LAW REFORM (MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS) AMENDMENT BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Assembly without
amenet.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE

THE HON. 1. G. MEOCALF (Metropolitan-
Leader of the House) [9.25 p.m.]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Federal Government: Double Dissolution

THE HON. GARRY KELLY (South Metro-
politan) [9.26 p.m.]: I am sorry-

The PRESIDENT: Order! I remind the
honourable member that I issued advice recently
that when a member wishes to get the call he
should not just stand up but should indicate that
he wants the call.

The Hon. GARRY KELLY: Then I thank you
f or g ivi ng me t he call1, M r Presiden t.

I cannot let today pass without mentioning the
significance of I I November. Today is the sev-
enth anniversay of the coup that occurred on this
day back in 1975 when the tainted Senate of that
day held up the Whitlam Government's Budget
and precipitated the events that led to the sacking
of that Government by the Governor General.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: And the public
thoroughly endorsed that.
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The Hon. CARRY KELLY: It was a Senate in
which the majority of members of the Opposition
helped tear up the parliamentary convention.
being flouted by all Liberals. In one case, Senator
Milner from Queensland died and the Queensland
Government refused to follow convention and ap-
point a Labor senator to fill the vacancy. instead,
it appointed that legendary Senator Albert Field.

The Premier of New South Wales (Mr Tom
Lewis) appointed a political neuter-not Senator
Gelding, but Senator Bunton-and this gave the
Opposition parties the power to refuse to consider
the Budget, which led to the events which pre-
vented supply being granted to the Government.
The Opposition parties did not actually vote
against the Budget, but supply was delayed.

In that time, Malcolm Fraser managed to con-
vince John Kerr, in association with the Chief
Justice (Sir Garfield Barwick), to pull the plug on
the Whitlamn Government. This was done by sub-
terfuge and deception. This happened in two
ways: The Governor General sacked the elected
Government and, once that deed was done, the
House of Representatives-in which the Govern-
ment is formed-passed a motion of no confi-
dence in the then so-called caretaker Fraser
Government. The Speaker of the House (Mr
Gordon Scholes) was sent to wait on the Governor
General, who refused to see the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, a fact which is often
overlooked in debates about the events of I I
November 1975.

As I said at the commencement of my remarks,
I could not let the House adjourn tonight without
referring to the events that took place on that day.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. G. E. Masters: The public made the

decision.

The Hon. CARRY KELLY: What happened
in 1975 has led to an acceleration of the moves
towards a republic. Had the coalition parties at
that time been prepared to wait until the election
due in mid- 1977 they probably would have-

The Hon. C. 2. Masters: You should have a
little flag to wave.

The Hon. CARRY KELLY: -won that elec-
tion. Instead they abused the conventions and the
powers of the Senate and brought about the
downfall of the Government.

The Hon. C. E. Masters: He was the best fel-
low we ever had.

The Hon. CARRY KELLY: It is a lesson for
this House because next year when the Burke
Labor Government comes to power the

Opposition will have no compunction about using
the powers of this House to frustrate the
Government.

THE HON. R. C. PIKE (North Metropoli-
tan-Chief Secretary) [9.31 p.m.]: I do not think
the House should adjourn until I make available
the following facts in reply to the comments of the
honourable member who has just resumed his
seat: It is a matter of history that prior to the date
he referred to the then Leader or the Labor Party
in the Federal Parliament (Mr Whitlam) said on
at least one occasion which is on record, that
given the opportunity he also would refuse
Supply. The honourable member and members of
the House are informed that twice since this hap-
pened the Federal Labor Party is on record as
having said that given the opportunity it would
again refuse Supply.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: They never have. They
have had the opportunity.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. Carry Kelly: Who are you quoting?
The Hon. R. G. PIKE: I inform the honourable

member those facts are correct. He should refer
to his own party's newspaper Labor Voice and if
he finds I am in error, I will be happy for him to
approach me again. On one occasion, as I recall,
it was Gareth Evans.

The Hon. Garry Kelly: If Gareth Evans said
that, I don't agree with him.

The Hon. R. C. PIKE: The member needs to
get all his history right. He should took at the
facts. Before I sit down I will remind the House it
should bear in mind that statement.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: It was a coup.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. R. G. PIKE: The House should bear

in mind the statement made by Mr Whitlamn
when he gave the Chifley memorial lecture
wherein he called upon Labor members of Parlia-
ment to work assiduously and as hard as they
could in order to bring about the demise of State
Governments and the transfer of power and auth-
ority to the Federal Government; in other words,
a massive socialistic centralisation programme.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Be relevant please.
The Hon. R. G. PIKE: This happens to be the

adjournment debate and we are discussing what
the honourable member claims to be history. If
the honourable member is going to make charges
on the functions or Houses of Parliament in the
Commonwealth, it is very relevant to refer to the
fact that as well as Mr Whitlam, Mr Hawke
made the same call when giving the Boyer lec-
tures. If the people of Western Australia heed the
message being given in this adjournment debate
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they will know that the leaders in the Federal
Labor Party in the Commonwealth are dedicated
to the demise of the States and the transfer of
their power and authority to Canberra. I inform
the member of those facts.

THE HON. ROBERT HETHERINGTON
(East Metropolitan) [9.34 p.m.]: I did not intend
to speak on the adjournment debate, but I am
always provoked by the Chief Secretary. I point
out to the Minister for Labour and Industry that
the events that occurred on 11 November will
never recur in the same way because the Fraser
Government, with the assistance of the Labor Op-
position, has amended the Constitution to make it
impossible for those events to occur as they did
then. No longer can senators be appointed to a
casual vacancy if they are not members of the
party of the senator they replace.

In retrospect, the Prime Minister saw the error
of his ways. He was prepared, as his history
shows, to seize power through destroying the con-
ventions of the Constitution; that is my opinion. It
proved to me that one can never be sure about
what happens in politics. He gave the lie to every-
thing I had thought about our Constitution for 20
years and it showed me that when the chips are
down people will seize power without remorse or
morality if it suits them; and what is consti-
tutional is what one gets away with.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: All they wanted was
power.

The Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON:
Certainly they got their power.

The Hon. Carry Kelly: Look what they have
done with it.

The Hon. ROBERT HETHERINGTON:
Whatever the Minister for Labour and Industry
might think, I do not think the historians will re-
gard what happened on 'I I November 1975 as
anything that redounds to the honour, glory, or
credit of the present Prime Minister of Australia.

Electors: Removal from Roll
THE HION. TOM STEPHENS (North) [9.36

p.m.]: I also would like to draw to the attention of
the House before it adjourns my belief that no
Government, especially a Government like this
one, can allude to the alleged centralist tendencies
of the Canberra Government when it is so gutity
of centralism itself. The people of my electorate
are absolutely and totally confident that no other
Government could be as guilty of such policies of
centralism as this Government which has a com-
plete disregard for issues raised by ordinary
people of the remote regions of the state.

A couple of weeks ago I endeavoured to raise
with this Government the electoral enrolment
issue and to draw to the attention of the Chief
Secretary the need to amend section 156 of the
Electoral Act so that people in my electorate
would not be constantly struck from the electoral
roll; but the Chief Secretary has found it un-
necessary to amend the Electoral Act in any way
other than to make it possible for people to avoid
voting. Now in the case of conscientious objectors,
there is no obligation to cast votes. While we on
this side of the House support that legislation, I
am totally confident that we would have been
happier with legislation that included provisions
to amend that same section of the Electoral Act
so as to ensure that the people of my electorate
had the opportunity to exercise their democratic
rights.

Asbestos Tailings: Stockpile
The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: In addition to

that, this evening I received from the Chief Sec-
retary representing the Minister for Health
answers to questions in relation to another issue in
my electorate. The answer was delivered to the
Hon. Peter Dowding. The Chief Secretary has
just spoken about the fact that the Canberra
Government is somehow centralist.

A question was asked about stockpiles of asbes-
tos tailings at Wittenoom. Asbestos tailings
greatly concern the people of my electorate as
these asbestos tailings could travel down the river
systems of the Pilbara. [ put it to the Government
that it is simply not on for its centralist tendencies
to allow it to re'thin power in the hands of a Perth-
based Government and ignore the regional devel-
opment and regional needs of Western Australia.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: This is the only
Government which ever showed an interest in the
north.

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: If the Hon.
Norman Moore had been here earlier he would
have heard the allegations suggesting that the
Canberra Government was somehow guilty of
centralist tendencies during the period 1972 to
1975,' centralist tendencies of which this Govern-
ment views itself to be somehow not guilty.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: I am telling you the
State Government is the only one that considered
the north.

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The people of
my electorate are conscious of the fact that this
Perth Government is a more centralised Govern-
ment than any Government that occupies parlia-
mentary chambers.
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The Hon. Robert Hetherington: It is well
known for its centralism.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: I am saying what you
say is absolute nonsense.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: It usually is.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The Hon.
Norman Moore can say that from the comfort of
a city base. If he visits his electorate, as no doubt
he will do during the recess-

The Hon. N. F. Moore: I spend three quarters
of my time there.

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: -he will find
the people in his electorate are as preoccupied
with the concept or a centralised Perth Govern-
ment as are the people of my electorate who
caused such a massive swing against this Govern-
ment at the by-election.

Holiday Camp: Point Samson

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The other
question for which I received an answer from the
Education Department concerns holiday camps at
Point Samson. It concerns me that a Perth-based
Government casts stones about another Govern-
ment's centralisation and yet can so totally ignore
the point of concern felt by people in my elector-
ate who raised this matter with me and requested
that I raise it in the House. Sure, it cost only
527 800 for these buildings in the Wickham area,
but they are left on blocks and are being
vandalised, and nothing is being done about the
Point Samson holiday camp. The Government
talks about its rush to get through the PWD capi-
tal works programme and yet it leaves items like
that lying around my electorate and responds to
questions in such a way as to pretend nothing is
happening. That is the sort of centralist
tendencies I have mentioned. The examples roll
on and on.

Budget: Welfare Organisat ions

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The Budget ig-
nores the needs of whole sections of the popu-
lation. For example, the Government has used the
miscellaneous grants section of the Budget as part
of its centralising power. A section in the Budget
papers shows an item in the left-hand column and
then the organisations which will receive funds
are numbered. We notice gaps in those numbers,
which might jump from one and two to five or six.
We realise those organisations have not been
funded during this financial year and we notice
that last financial year they did receive funding.
Examples of some of these organisations are the

United Nations Association, Community Aid
Abroad, the Freedom From Hunger Campaign or
any other organisation that has opened its mouth
in protest at this Government. if any of the organ-
isations which have received funds this financial
year dare to speak against the Government, they
run the risk of losing funding in the following
year-if this current Government happens by any
mishap to be still in office after the next election.

Industrial Arbitration Amendment Bill (No. 2)

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: There are paral-
lels between the Polish Government and the
Government of this State; it has completely
neglected the people or my electorate in relation
to industrial legislation.

The Hon. Garry Kelly: It attempts to crush the
union movement.

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: Certainly it is
attempting to crush the union movement but,
more importantly, it is attempting to crush the
State of Western Australia for the purpose of vic-
tory at the coming election.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: The sooner you under-
stand industrial relations in the Pilbara, the bet-
ter.

The Hon. Neil McNeill: What a stupid remark
to make!

The Hon. Gary Kelly: Do you understand it?

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Of course I understand
it.

The Hon. Neil McNeill: You talk about the
Kimberley and the Pilbara and then make that
criticism of the State Government.

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: I have confi-
dence in the ability of the people of this State to
see through the transparency of the activities of
which this Government is part and parcel. Those
issues are clear evidence of its centralised
tendencies and ignorance of the northern issues
and the needs of my electorate.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Look at mine and ind
out where you went wrong.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: The Hon.
Norman Moore's electorate experiences the same
things as my electorate does. Fortunately, I was
not here to hear any of the cacophony that would
have come from his lips.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Very clever.
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The Hon. N. F. Moore: He is learning from the
North Province.

The Hon. TOM STEPHENS: I do not have
anything further to add other than to say that no
other Government does the sorts of things this
Government does and systematically throws
stones at other Governments and accuses them of
being guilty of centralist tendencies. No
Government is more guilty of centralist
tendencies. No Government is more guilty of
centralism in Australia's history than is this
Government.

Question put and passed.

House a djourned a t 9.45 p. m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

713. This question was postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf. Dampier-Perth Pipeline

714. The Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Leader
of the House representing the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:
(1) Is it a fact that concern has been ex-

pressed by Gascoyne pastoralists as to
the effect on their properties by the pro-
posed natural gas pipeline?

(2) Will the Minister give an assurance that
minimal disruption will take place?

The Hon. I. G. N4EDCALF replied:

(I) The Minister for Fuel and Energy has
informed me that he is aware of some
concerns having been expressed by
Gascoyne pastora lists as to the effect on
their properties of the construction of
the natural gas pipeline. He has further
informed me that the State Energy
Commission and its consultants,
Fluor/Maunsell, have established pro-
cedures for consultation with landowners
along the pipeline route to ensure that
full consideration is given to any con-
cerns that they may have. To date, most
matters related to the location of the
pipeline and its effect on pastoral activii-
ties have been overcome. The Minister is
also committed to visit the Gascoyne in
the near future by arrangement with the
member.

(2) The Minister for Fuel and Energy has
informed me that the State Energy
Commission has specified construction
procedures and practice to ensure mini-
mal disruption to landowners and pas-
tora-lists along the pipeline route, and
that the adherence to these procedures
and practices will be controlled both by
the State Energy Commission and its
principal consultants, Fluor/ Maunsell,
through its site supervision of construc-
tion activities.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Kimberley and Pilbara

715. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the
Chief Secretary representing the Minister for
Housing:

For each town in the Kimberley and in
the Pilbara, how many Aboriginal hous-
ing homes are to be built by the State
Housing Commission in this financial
year?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:
The construction programme of
Aboriginal Housing Scheme in
Kimberley and Pilbara Regions
1982-83 is -

PILBARA
Onslow

KIMBERLEY
Broome
Derby
Halls Creek
Kununurra

the
the
for

UNITS
2
2

15
4
10
4
33

EDUCATION

Holiday Camnp: Point Samson

716. The Hon. TOM STEPHENS, to the Chief
Secretary representing the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) What progress has been made on the
Education Department's holiday camp
at Point Samson?

(2) What costs have been incurred to date?
(3) How has the money been spent?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:
(1) Several houses have been purchased and

preparatory site works have commenced
for their re-election. Documentation for
the remainder of the building works has
commenced.
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(2) Expenditure totals $27 780.

(3) Purchase of the above-mentioned
houses.

(it is noted that the centre is referred to
as the Point Samson camp school).

HOSPITAL

Nickol Bay: Board

717. The Hon. N. E. BAXTER, to the Chief
Secretary representing the Minister for
Health:

Could the Minister please advise the
House-

(1) Who comprise the board of the
Nickol Bay Hospital?

(2) When was the board appointed, and
by whom?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:

(1) No board has yet been appointed to
Nickol Bay Hospital.

(2) Not applicable.

TOWN PLANNING

Melville

718. The Hon. GARRY KELLY, to the Chief
Secretary representing the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Was the Melville City Council's draft
town planning scheme No. 3 submitted
to the Minister for Final approval over
two years ago?

(2) If (I) is "Yes", what is the reason for
the inordinate delay?

(3) Can the Minister inform me when a de-
cision will be made on the proposed
scheme?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:

(1) No. The scheme was submitted for pre-
liminary approval in October 1980.

(2) The scheme as submitted proposed
"policy precincts" as the basic
instrument of development control, with
the city being divided into localities in
which council would apply policies to
guide development. The Town Planning
Board expressed concern that the sub-
mitted scheme may constitute a
significant departure from the format
provided for by the town planning regu-
lations, 1967, and after discussions with
council, the scheme was referred back
for redrafting in a manner consistent
with the regulations. Council's revised
scheme was resubmitted for preliminary
approval in May 1982.

(3) The Minister has made a decision this
week in respect of preliminary approval.
The Melville City Council will be for-
mally advised of the decision in the
course of the next week by the Secretary
of the Town Planning Board.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Future Supplies

719. The Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Leader of
the House representing the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

(1) With a view to establishing a sound base
for Western Australia's future energy
supplies, including provision for reliable
and adequate sources of energy at
reasonable prices, will the Minister
please outline the major objectives of the
State Energy Commission in this re-
sponsibility?

(2) At what stage have negotiations and
planning reached to establish a base load
station at Bunbury?

(3) What contractual arrangements have
been made, or are being considered to
utilise Collie coal for energy purposes?

The Hon. 1.C. MEDCALF replied:

(1) The major objective of the State Energy
Commission is to provide for reliable
and adequate sources of energy in the
future at reasonable prices. I refer the
member to the document "Energy Pol-
icy Western Australia" which was re-
leased at a State Energy Commission
seminar, held on 5 November 1982, and
which outlines strategies for future
energy supply in Western Australia in
some detail.
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(2) The State Energy Commission com-
menced its engineering and environmen-
tal investigations for the proposed
Bunbury power station in 1981 to meet
the projected requirements of new indus-
trial loads on the interconnected system.

The precise timing for the Bunbury
power station cannot be determined
until a decision is made on the proposed
aluminium smelter project.

Environmental investigations are still in
progress, and are scheduled for
completion in mid-1983. The State
Energy Commission has signed an
agreement with ICC Construction Co.
Ltd. for the provision of power facilities
for the proposed aluminium smelter and,
in accordance with this agreement, pro-
posals for a plant and equipment supply
have been sought. Further negotiations
with the proposed plant manufacturers
will be required once ICC Construction
Co. Ltd. has decided to proceed with the
next stage of the aluminium smelter
project, the detailed engineering and en-
vironmental study.

(3) The State Energy Commission has a 25-
year contract with the Griffin Coal
Mining Co. Ltd. for the supply of coal,
and is currently negotiating a long-term
contract to be established with Western
Collieries Ltd.

RAILWAYS

South-west

720. The Hon. FRED McKENZIE, to the Min-
ister for Labour and Industry representing
the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Government recently an-
nounced a programme of works associ-
ated with the upgrading of the south-
west main line railway?

(2) If so, could the Minister provide details?
(3) Will any provision be made for future

standard gauge rail facilities by the pro-
vision of dual gauge sleepers when the
work is undertaken?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Approval has been given for rehabili-

tation of the 134 kilometre Mundijong-
Picton section of the railway at an esti-
mated cost of $17.6 million.

The project will provide ongoing em-
ployment for Westrail. and private con-

1161)

tractor railway construction and metal
trade workers, including plant and hand
tool operators, truck drivers, crane
drivers, supervisors, gangers, welders,
fettlers, and labourers over a period of
some 4 to 5 years.
Rehabilitation work on the Mundijong-
Picton railway will include replacement
of the existing 41 kg/rn rail with
66 kg/rn rail and sleepers compatible
with the heavier rail will be placed in the
line.
The project has been programmed for
completion over the next 4 to 5 years
and $700 000 has been provided for in
the 1982-83 financial year for the acqui-
sition of materials.
When the rehabilitation work is com-
pleted there will be significant benefits
arising from increased capacity to haul
freight, continued track safety, and
more efficient train operations, resulting
in improved utilisation or locomotives
and wagons.

(3) I am advised that dual gauge sleepers
will not be used.

HOSPITAL

Dam pier

721. The H-In. TOM STEPHENS, to the Chief
Secretary representing the Minister for
Health:

Can the Minister give full details of pro-
posals for the future use of Dampier
hospital?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:

The Dampier hospital buildings Were
built in two sections of 20 beds each; the
first by Hamersley Iron Pty. Ltd. and
the second by the State.
Following the opening of the Nickol Bay
Hospital on 10 September 1982 the
Dampier hospital closed and the original
20-bed building is now under the control
of Hamersley Iron Pty. Ltd. The
company has made available space for
the conduct of a clinic annexe of the
Nickol Bay Hospital for a trial period of
six months. This annexe provides first
aid type services for Dam pier residents
on a daily basis between 9.00 am. and
10.00 p.m. Space has also been made
available for the retention of the physio-
therapy service to the area. It is under-
stood that the company also intends to
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retain the doctors' surgery facility and
private dental surgery within that build-
ing.
The 20-bed section which was State
funded is to be relocated in a revised de-
sign to provide 14 good standard beds
plus supporting services as the major el-
emnent of the redevelopment of
Roebourne Hospital. Tenders for this
work are to be called this month.

EDUCATION

School of the Air
722. The Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Chief

Secretary representing the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Is it a fact that pastoral properties and
similar outback posts that are served by
the School of the Air, are supplied with
a video TV receiver?

(2) If so, what is the total cost of supplying
these TV receivers?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:
(I) Video cassette recorders and monitors

are supplied.
(2) $87 480. This amount was funded

through the Commonwealth video loan
project.

ELECTORAL: NORTH PROVINCE
BY-ELECTION

Claim Cards
723. The Hon. FRED McKENZIE, to the Chief

Secretary:

At the by-election for North Province
held on 31 July 1982, how many people
filled in electoral claim cards at the
polling booths?

The M-on. R. G. PIKE replied:
The member is referred to my answer to
question 342 of 10 August 1982.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Gascoyne Junction
724. The Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Chief

Secretary representing the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Is it the intention of the Education De-
partment to allow the Gascoyne
Junction Primary School to remain as a
"two teacher" school?

The H-on. R. G. PIKE replied:

The Education Department is currently
conducting a survey of parents of
children attending the Gascoyne
Junction Primary School.
Information is also being sought on po-
tential enrolments during the next two
to three years. On completion of the sur-
vey a decision will be made on the
staffing requirements of the school.
Enrolments
March 1982-2Op + Ipp = 21
July 1982-19 + 2pp + I Sec = 22
November 1982-12 Total*
Projected March 1983-l7p + 3pp=
20
*3 families have left, two new ones are
in, but children will not move from
IPerth until February 1983.

CRIMINAL INJURIES (COMPENSATION)
ACT

Payments

725. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the At-
torney-General:

(1) What is the gross amount-excluding
costs-of awards under the Criminal In-
juries (Compensation) Act in each of
the last five years?

(2) What amount, if any, did the Govern-
ment recoup from individuals in respect
of amounts paid under the Criminal In-
juries (Compensation) Act in each of
the last five years?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF replied:
(I) This is not known. The Crown Law De-

partment is only involved in awards
where an application is made for pay-
ment from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund.

(2) This information has already been sup-
plied to the Hon. 3. M. Berinson and has
been summarised by Mr Grill during the
debate on the Criminal Injuries Com-
pensation Bill 1982 in the Legislative
Assembly.
The following table is dissected into two
areas-
(i) Relates to moneys recovered in the

same year as paid out from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

(ii) Relates to moneys recovered from
previous years' awards paid from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund.
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(4) No. The stockpiles are located on pri-
vate property well away from the
township and owned by the mining
company which has appropriate security
arrangements preventing public access.

(5) Not applicable.

FISHERIES: PRAWN
Exmouth Gulf

726. The Hon. P. H. LOCKYER, to the Minis-
ter fbr Labour and Industry representing the
Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) How long will portion of the Exmouth

Gulf prawn fishery remain closed?
(2) Is the Minister considering reducing the

number of prawn licences operating in
the Exmouth Gulf area?

The H-on. G. E. MASTERS replied:

(1) The grounds marked "A" on the at-
tached map of Exmouth Gulf will re-
main closed until 28 February 1983. The
grounds marked "B' will remain closed
until an agreed date following sampling
of the area to determine the size of
prawns available.

(2) No.

The map was tabled (see paper No.
482).

WITTENOOM
Asbestos Tailings: Stockpile

727. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the
Chief Secretary representing the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has the Minister details of estimates of
the amount of asbestos tailings stock-
piled in the Wittenoom area?

(2) If so, what is the estimate?
(3) Is material from these stockpiles en-

closed or restrained in any way?
(4) Has any monitoring taken place of

movement of this material?
(5) If so, when and what movement has oc-

curred?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Very roughly estimated at 2 million

tonnes.
(3) No.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS

Permanent

728. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the
Chief Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

In respect of each of the years 1979 to
1982 inclusive, would the Minister
supply-
(a) the number of male primary school

teac hers;
(b) the number of female primary

school teachers;
(c) the number of male secondary

school teachers;
(d) the number of female secondary

school teachers;

who-

(i) applied for; and
(ii) were granted;

permanent status?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:
(a) and (b) Primary*

1980
1981
1982

Applications
858
756
N/A

Approvals
607
519

* No breakdown by male/female
available

(c) and (d) Secondary

Male Female
Year Applied Granted Applied Granted

1979
1980
1981

295
217

224
160

382
272

282
206

Note: 1979 and 1942 numbers are not
available

729. This question was postponed.

Year

1977-78

1978-79
19 79-80
1980-81
198 1-82

(i)
$
750

1 273
2 748
8 952
1 362

$1 5 085

1 000
timated)

3 507
15298
10565
20108

$ 50 4-78

Total

1 750

4 780
18046
19517
21 470

$65 563
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FISHERIES
Harbours

730. The Hon. D. i. WORDSWORTH, to the
Minister for Labour and Industry rep-
resenting the Minister for Works:
(I) What new fishing boat harbours or

major extensions have been built in-
(a) Denmark Shire;
(b) Albany Town;
(c) Albany Shire;
(d) Onowangerup Shire;
(e) Ravensthorpe Shire; and
(f) Esperance Shire;

during the last 12 years?
(2) What works are either-

(a) included in this years' capital
works; and

(b) planned for ensuing years?
(3) What was the value of each of these

projects?
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:
(I) to (3) In my reply yesterday to the

member's question 712 I indicated the
Minister for Works and Water Re-
sources had undertaken to reply to the
question in writing. The Minister has
now undertaken to include in his reply
the answer to this question also.

RESEARCH STATIONS
South-west Shires

731. The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH. to the
Minister for Labour and Industry rep-
resenting the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) What expansion has taken place in re-

search stations and other capital works
within the Department of Agriculture
in-
(a) each of the shires in South Prov-

ince; and
(b) Katanning and Broomehill shires

during the last 12 financial years?
(2) What projects-

(a) are to be undertaken following this
year's capital works programme;
and

(b) are expected to be undertaken fol-
lowing current planning?

(3) What was the value of each of these
projects?

(4) What is the expenditure in this year's
Budget on-
(a) extension; and
(b) research

within the above shires?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:

(1) (a) and (b) It is impractical to list all
capital works that have occurred at
district offices and research stat ions in
the designated area over the last 12
years. In addition to the updating of
experimental equipment, major areas of
expansion were-

District Offices
Albany-Office and laboratory ex-

tensions, glasshouse and animal
house. Sheds and service build-
ings on depot block. Purchase of
adjacent land.

Esperan ce-Ex tens ions to office
building and laboratories. Ad-
ditional storage and service build-
ings on depot block.

Katanning-Sheds and service
buildings. Office building exten-
sions. Purchase of depot block.
Erection of storage and service
buildings on depot block.

Lake Grace-Ex tensions to office
building, storage and service fa-
cilities.

Jerramungup-Storage and service
facilities,

Research Stations
Esperanec-Plant and equipmenc,

fencing, housing, drainage and
grading for salt control.

Denmark-New dairy, water
supplies, sheds and housing, plant
and vehicles.

Mt Barker-Land acquisition (400
ha), vineyard establishment,
fencing, vehicles, dams and water
supplies, sheds and houses.

Newdega ic-Dams and water
supplies, grain grading shed and
equipment, housing, plant and
equipment.

Katanning-Purchase of land,
office building, yards, sheds,
fencing and vehicles.

(2) and (3)
District Offices
(a) Jerramungup--storage

$I 5000.
(b) Esperance-of ice

$200 000
Jerramungup-office
$60 000
IKatanning-laboratory
$100 000

additions

additions

additions
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Research Stations
(a) Newdegate-seweragc and drain-

age $7 000
Mt Barker--shea ring shed exten-
sions $13 000

(b) Fsperance-additional housing
$100000, plant and vehicles
564 000
Newdegate-quarters and housing
$130 000, plant and vehicles
$80000
Mt Barker-additional housing
$52 000, plant and equipment
$80000
Kanning-acommodation for
students and visitors $ 120 000.

(4) Expenditure in 1982-83 Budget:
District offices within designated area
$2 521 300*
Research stations within designated area

$1 758400
*approximately 50% of district office

funds are spent on research, 20% on
regulatory functions and 30% on ex-
tension.

EDUCATION

Capital Works

732. The Hon. D. i. WORDSWORTH, to the
Chief Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

Further to my question 699 of Tuesday,
9 November 1982, would the Minister
place a value on each of the projects
listed?

The Hon. R. G. PIK E replied:
Preparation of the answer will require
considerable research. An answer will be
provided by letter to the member when
the information is prepared.

HEALTH AND HOSPITALS

South-west Shires

733. The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to the
Chief Secretary representing the Minister for
Health:

(1) What new hospital facilities or capital
works pertaining to the Public Health
Department, have been built in-
(a) each of the shires in South Prov-

ince; and
(b) Katanning and Broomehill shires;
during the last 12 years?

(2) What projects-
(a) are to be undertaken following this

year's capital Works programme;
and

(b) are expected to be undertaken fol-
lowing current planning?

(3) What was the value of each of these
projects?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:
(1) and (2) The information sought by the

member will require considerable re-
search and an answer, in writing, will be
given when the information is collected.

PORTS

Albany and Esperane: Capital Works
734. The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to the

Minister for Labour and Industry rep-
resenting the Minister for Transport:

(I) What extensions or other capital works
have been built in the ports of Albany
and Esperance during the last 12
financial years?

(2) What projects-
(a) are to be undertaken following this

year's capital works programme;
and

(b) are expected to be undertaken fol-
lowing current planning?

(3) What was the value of each of these ex-
penditures?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:
(1) It has not been possible in the time

available to obtain the details requested
by the member for the last 1 2 Financial
years; however, the following infor-
mation in respect to the last 10 Financial
years is submitted, based on the General
Loan Fund Estimates of Expenditure.

Albany Port SM
Slipway Cradle Construction .636
Harbour Deepening 6.249
Bunker Facilities .197
No. 3 Berth Fender Upgrade
and Slope Stabilization .776
Decpwater Jetty Investigation .003
Navigational Aids .455
Miscellaneous Works .772

TOTAL 9.088

Esperance Port
Groyne, Breakwater Spur
and Extensions

SM

.528
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Oil Pipeline
Dredge Construction
Navigational Aids
Mobile Crane
Cargo Shed
Miscellaneous Works

TOTAL

(2) (a) Albany Port

Navigational Aids
Miscellaneous Works
Petroleum Products
Handling Facilities

TOTAL

Esperance Port
Maintenance Workshop and
Amenities Building
Pneumatic Conveyor
Miscellaneous Works

TOTAL

.473

.340

.013

.150

.133

.329

1.966

$M

.009

.128

.476

.604

SM

.120
A137
.050

.307

(b) It is understood that consideration
will be given to proposals for exten-
sion of the breakwater at Esperancc
at an estimated cost of $1 million
and also a new administration
building estimated to cost approxi-
mately $400 000.
There are no major items of capital
expenditure proposed for Albany
for the time being after completion
of the oil pipeline referred to above.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
ELECTORAL: ROLLS

North Province: Voting Statistics

189. The Hon. CARRY KELLY, to the Chief
Secretary:

I ask him to explain the apparent incon-
sistency between the answer to Council
question 342 given on 10 August and the
answer to Assembly question 1096 given
on 18 August. To refresh his memory. I
indicate Assembly question 1096
asked-

How many people not enrolled in
the North Province prior to polling
day on 31 July used that day to

enrol for the Legislative Assembly
seats of-

(a) Pilbara;
(b) Kimberley,

and the Legislative Council seat of
North Province?

The Minister replied-
(a) and (b) I am advised that an analy-

sis of the claim cards received dur-
ing the North Province poll was not
made, and as the cards are dis-
persed for processing this is no
longer practicable.

The answer to Council question 342
gives the actual number.

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:

I am not in a position to give the mem-
ber an answer off the top of my head; it
clearly is a matter that will need to be
looked at before I can give an answer.
The figures would have been provided
by the Chief Electoral Officer. In any
case, I ask that the member place his
question on notice.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Midland Brick Co. Pty. Ltd.

190. The Hon. FRED McKENZIE, to the Min-
ister for Labour and Industry:

Yesterday I asked a question of the
Minister about the closure for a period
of Midland Brick Co. Pty. Ltd. He was
not aware of any proposed closure at
that time, and undertook to obtain the
information for me and supply it today.
I ask: Does he have the information?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:

I thank the member for what in ef feet
was notice of his question, the reply to
which is as follows-

I am advised that the company is
slowing down production over the
Decemnber-January period. This is
normal practice, but it has been ac-
centua ted by the depressed state of
the building industry.
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EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Mid/and Brick Co. ty. Ltd.

191. The Hon. FRED McKENZIE, to the Min-
ister for Labour and Industry:

Can the Minister advise whether in fact
the brickworks will be closed for a time
outside the normal Christmas shut-down
period?

The Hon. C. E. MASTERS replied:
Ican repeat only that the information I

have is such that it does not seem a com-
plete shut-down will occur. I was advised
that the company will be slowing down
production over the December-January
period, and by that I assume some work
will continue. However, if the honour-
able member wants me to make absol-
utely certain I will undertake to do so. I
do not believe it will shut down com-
pletely.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES: BOARDS

Appointees

192. The Hon. FRED McKENZIE, to the Chief
Secretary:

My question relates to the appointment
of members to new committees to advise
him on the distribution of moneys
coming from the Instant Lottery.
(1) Is it a general rule, as part of the

Government's policy, that persons
over 70 years of age are not ap-
pointed to committees?

(2) If that is so, can he advise me how
many people over the age of 70
years have been appointed to these
two new advisory committees?

The Hon. R. G. PIKE replied:

(1) and (2) When the time for the renewal
of Mr Dettman's appointment-a pre-
vious Director of Education-came
about recently, I was mindful of the fact
that the Lewis Select Committee of this
House had within the orbit of its pur-
view the Department for Youth, Sport
and Recreation. In order to put myself
in a position properly to take notice of
the report of that committee, which I
understand is to be tabled in the next
week or so, I decided to reappoint Mr
Dettman until December 1982, which,
as the honourable member would know,
is in approximately one month, in order
to give myself the option of acting or not
acting, as the case may be, and in order
to give proper consideration to the re-
port of that committee. When the com-
mittee is to be reappointed, Mr
Dett man's position will be reviewed. The
honourable member would understand
that it would be foolhardy for me as
Minister 10 effect a change of personnel
at the time of reappointment for what is
perhaps a very short time for the occu-
pancy of that office. No other members
on the committee, which is called
SILAC-Sports Instant Lottery Advis-
ory Committee-are anywhere near the
age of 70 years.
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