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Tuesday, the 25th October, 1977

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

INDIAN STATE ASSEMBLY DEPUTY
SECRETARY

Presence in Legislative Assembly:
Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I desire to
inform the House that Mr E. S. Reddy, Deputy
Secretary in the Andhra Pradesh State Assembly,
India, has been attached to the Western Australian
Parliament for two weeks.

Mr Reddy is studying parliamentary procedure
in Australia under the Colombo Plan and has
already visited the Commonwealth and Victorian
Parliaments.

In order that he might observe the proceedings
of this House, I have admitted Mr Reddy to the
floor of the House during the sittings of this week.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

TRANSPORT COMMISSION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Grayden

(Minister for Labour and Industry), and read a
first time.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

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

O'Connor (Minister for Works), and transmitted
to the Council.

LOAN DILL
Second Reading

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Treas-
urer) (5.04 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Members will breathe a sigh of relief as this is the
last of the formal Budget Bills to be introduced,
and follows logically on the General Loan Fund
Estimates which are now at the Committee stage.

A measure of this kind is introduced each year
to authorise the raising of loans to finance cer-
tain works and services detailed in the Estimates
of expenditure from the General Loan Fund.

This Hill seeks to provide the necessary author-
ity to raise loans not exceeding $105.9 million
for the purposes listed in the first schedule.

The borrowing authority being sought for each
of the several works and 'services listed in that
schedule does not necessarily coincide with the
estimated expenditure on that item during the
current financial year.

In determining the loan authorisation require-
ment, account has been taken of the unused
balances of previous authorisations. In the case
of works of a continuing nature, sufficient new
borrowing authority has been provided to enable
them to be carried on for a period of about
six months after the close of the financial year.

This procedure conforms with normal practice
and ensures continuity of works in progress pend-
ing the passage of next year's Loan Act.

Details of the condition of the various loan
authorities together with the appropriation of loan
repayments received in 1976-77 are set out at
pages 42 to 45 of the Loan Estimates. Infor-
mation also is provided on the allocation of Com-
monwealth general purpose capital grants and the
$4.4 million transferred from short-term invest-
ment earnings on Treasury cash,

Although this Bill authorises the raising of
loans to help finance the States capital works
programme, the required borrowing is under-
taken by the Commonwealth Government. Under
the terms of the Financial Agreement, 1927, the
Commonwealth is empowered to borrow for and
on behalf of the State Governments, and to ar-
range conversions, renewals, redemptions and con-
solidations of the public debt of the States, The
loan raisings are arranged in accordance with the
total borrowings programme for all Governments
determined by the Australian Loan Council.

Members will be aware that the Loan Council
also prescribes the terms and conditions of each
loan.

As in previous years, part of the States' total
Loan Council programme will be in the form of
an interest-free capital grant from the Common-
wealth.

The arrangement is designed to help the States
finance capital works such as schools, police build-
ings and the like from which debt charges are not
normally recoverable. The capital grants replace
borrowings which would otherwise have to be
raised by the States and therefore represent sub-
stantial savings to the States in debt charges.

At the July, 1977, meeting of the Loan Council
a total State Government borrowing programme
for 1977-78 of $1 433.8 million was approved.

2551



2552 ASSEMBLY]

Of this amount two-thirds, or $955.9 million, will
be represented by borrowings and one-third, or
$477.9 million, will be provided as capital grants
to the States.

The Western Australian Government's borrow-
ing allocation [or the current financial year is
$88.4 million and our capital grant $44.2 million.

Regarding the actual raising of funds, I men-
tioned earlier that the responsibility for arrang-
ing new borrowings, conversions, renewals and
the redemptions of existing loans rests largely
with the Commonwealth Government.

In those years where the amount raised on the
Australian and overseas market has been insuf-
ficient to finance the State's programmes the
Commonwealth makes up the shortfall.

The mechanism adopted in this circumstance
provides for the Commonwealth Government to
float a special loan, proceeds of which are allo-
cated to the States as part of their normal borrow-
ing parcel. The amounts made available in this
way represent State debt and are subject to terms
and conditions similar to those offered in the
most recent public loan raised in Australia.

This underwriting effectively provides an
assured supply of capital funds. It has enabled
States to proceed with planned works pmogrammes
each financial year secure in the knowledge that
the full Loan Council allocation would be forth-
coming, irrespective of the liquidity position of
the money market. The arrangement has been of
practical benefit to the States in times of tight
liquidity.

Members will be aware that under a "gentle-
men's agreement", an aggregate annual borrow-
ing programme is approved by the Loan Council
for those larger authorities wishing to raise in
excess of $1 million in new borrowings during the
financial year.

The Loan Council has- set a borrowing pro-
gramme of $1 164 million in 1977-78 of which
Western Australia has been allocated $69.3 mil-
lion.

Included in our allocation this year is $16 mil-
lion to be raised as the first instalment of a
special three-year temporary addition of $24 mil-
lion for the conversion of the Kwinana power
station to dual coal or oil firing.

Further details of the borrowing programmes
of authorities raising in excess of $t million in
t977-78 are set out on page 46 of the Loan
Estimates.

No limit in aggregate is placed on borrowings
of $1 million or less. The $1 million limit repre-
sents a lift of $200 000 on that operating in 1976-
77 and wilt provide additional scope for author-
ities in this group to raise loan funds to finance
their works programmes.

The Bill also makes provision for an appropria-
tion from the Consolidated Revenue Fund to
meet interest and sinking fund on loans raised
under this and previous Loan Acts.

Finally, authority is sought to allow reappro-
priations from previous authorisations to be
applied to other items. The second schedule sets
out the amounts to be used and the Loan Acts
which authorised the original appropriations. The
items to which the amounts are to be applied are
set out in the third schedule.

Members will realise this is an enabling Bill
following the details and the provisions which are
in the Appropriation Bill (General Loan Fund)
(No. 2), and I commend the Bill to members.

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

ACTS AMENDMENT (STUDENT GUJILDS
AND ASSOCIATIONS) BILL

Second Reading

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Education) [5-11 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The legislation before the House fulfils a Govern-
ment commitment that membership of student
bodies at tertiary institutions would be voluntary,
and no academic benefit, right or privilege, would
be denied to, or withheld from, any student who
chose not to become a member of a student body.

Student bodies and associations form an integral
part of academic life and, in preparing the legis-
lation, discussions have been held with representa-
tives of the parties associated with the various
tertiary institutions to ensure that the Govern-
ment's intentions were understood, and in order
that the Government might be aware of the
financial aspects and responsibilities, and present
management arrangements of student bodies.

In addition to ensuring voluntary membership,
the legislation provides that all enrolled students
will be required to pay a fee for the provision and
maintenance of student recreational facilities and
amenities. Restriction is placed on the use of
these fees to ensure that they are used only for
amenities and student facilities related to, and
within, the particular institution.
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Some consideration has been given to the level
at which such fees should be set, but the legis-
lation at this stage does not provide for the
Minister to approve the level at which the services
and amenities fee will be set, or to approve the
purposes for which it will be applied.

Membership of student bodies will be confined
to bona fide students, as it is the Government's
firm belief that student bodies should be organised
for, and administered by, students; not by members
of the academic staff or people outside any parti-
cular institution.

The legislation also provides that all enrolled
students will be entitled to vote for the president
of the student body and members of the student
council, but will be unable to participate in the
activities of the student body without subscribing
the additional funds required for membership of
the student body.

The governing bodies of the various tertiary
institutions will be required to exercise some res-
ponsibility where the disbursement of student funds
is concerned and, in some instances, may not
necessarily transmit all of the funds collected by
way of a services and amenities fee to the student
body. The provisions relating to this aspect of the
legislation continue the practices which already
Prevail so far as student funds are concerned.

All students at enrolment will be required toindicate whether they wish to join the student
guild; also, at the same time, to indicate separately
whether they wish to become members of, and
subscribe to, any other body Specified by the
governing senates or councils. It is expected that
tertiary administrations will utilise this provi sion
to enable enrolling students to indicate whether
they wish to join and affiliate with other student
organisations outside the institutions, or any
national Organisation of students, in addition to
the information already required at enrolment.

Freedom of choice by students in these matters
is a basic right, and should be made in the secure
knowledge that funds are not directed outside
the institutions for various purposes, without
the knowledge and approval of the subscribing
students.

Considerable attention has been directed to
the management and control of funds contri-
buted by all enrolled students for the provi sion'
of student amenities and recreation facilities. it
should be borne in mind that the more recently
constructed colleges of advanced education have
received far greater recognition where the pro-
vision of recreational amenities or student facili-
ties is concerned, than the older institutions such

as the University of Western Australia where
students have contributed substantial sums for
the improvement of their own welfare.

As has been indicated, students will continue
to administer student funds in accord with exist-
ing procedures, although the use of funds avail-
able through services and amenities fees will only
be for use within the respective institutions.

Tn determining this aspect, the Government
has had due regard for the autonomy of each
institution, and the responsibility each has indi-
cated it will display in decisions relating to the
administration of student funds.

As I have already indicated, the legislation
does not provide for the Minister to approve
both the amount of the compulsory services
and amenities fee, and the purposes for which
it will be applied. If, however, the various in-
stitutions are not seen to be discharging their
responsibility in these matters, and more par-
ticularly, should funds compulsorily collected
through a service and amenities fee be used for
purposes outside the spirit and intent of the
legislation, the Government will consider further
amending the Statute to require the Minister's
approval to be given for the establishment of the
fee and the purposes for which it may be ap-
plied.

Enrolled students who are required to provide
funds for the common good of all students within
an institution are entitled to be assured Of re-
sponsible management, to be assured that only
amenities for recreation and student use within
an institution are included in the determined fee.
and that all other student activities reside with
a student guild, council, or similar body of which
membership is voluntary, and whose members
are required to pay a further fee for membership
to support these additional activities.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce.

STATE FORESTS
Revocation of Dedication :Motion

MRS CRAIG (Wellington-Minister for Lands
and Forests) [5.18 pm.]: I move-

That the proposal for the partial revoca-
tion of State Forests Nos. 4, 22, 29 and 49
laid on the Table of the Legislative Assem-
bly by command of His Excellency the
Lieutenant Governor on 18th October, 1977.
be carried out.

Members will note that the proposed excisions
amount to about 55 hectares and the gain to State
forests through exchanges contingent on these
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proposals is about 53 hectares. This amounts to
a net reduction of only about two hectares in the
State forests area.

It is desirable to draw the attention of members
to the fact that additions to State forests in 1976-
77 amounted to 19 024 hiectares and excisions to
162 hectares, resulting in a net gain of 18 862
hectares due mainly to the dedication of a large
area of Crown land in the Lake Jasper area.

Notes on each of the five areas involved and
plans covering the areas proposed for excision are
tabled for the benefit of members. I commend the
motion to the House.

Tire docwnents were tabled (see paper No.
324).

MR BARNETT (Rockingham) [5.20 pi.m.]: The
Minister for Lands and Forests has been waiting
for some time for me to give her a big serve, and
unfortunately this is not the time. We have had a
look at the four areas concerned and, as the Mini-
ister has said, by far the majority of them are to
be excised for a very good reason and the State
forests will receive much better areas in return for
those which have been excised.

I understand that in at least one of these areas
the member for Collie was instrumental in having
the area set aside for the Aborigines in his area.
As we have no objection to the motion, I shall
not waste the time of the House.

Question put and passed.

Resolution transmitted to the Council and its
concurrence desired therein, on motion by Mrs
Craig (Minister for Lands and Forests).

APPROPRIATION BELL (GENERAL LOAN
FUND) (NO. 2)

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Sir Charles Court (Treasurer) in charge
of the Bill.

Votes: Agriculture, $179 000; Fisheries and
Wildlife, $15 000--put and passed.

Vote: Forests, $2 250000-

Mr JAMIESON: This vote appears to be in
fairly bad shape because it is minus about 41 per
cent in softwood plantings finance, and if we are
to believe all we have heard regarding the future
of forests in this State we are going to rely more
and more on softwood plantings. If we are to cut
back by a percentage of that size we will be in
no end of trouble before very long. It seems to

me that the allocation from the Federal Budget
has been reduced by about 53 per cent and it
should be explained to us how we are going to
exist if we are to have such large cut-backs in
this sort of activity.

This item needs to be ongoing for future gen-
erations and if we start to cut it back we will run
into trouble at some stage. We cannot afford to
prune softwood plantings because they will keep
in existence the mills of which the member for
Warren had so much to say a few weeks ago.
Before we move on from this item I think we are
owed some sort of explanation by the Minister
concerned or by the Premier, whoever may have
the figures and facts associated with this section
of the department.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I should also like to express
my concern about this item. It can be seen that
the funds made available under the provision of
the Commonwealth Softwood Forestry Agreement
Act have been reduced fairly considerably from
$775 634 to $457 000, a cut in excess of 50 per
cent. The result will be far more considerable
than most people in this Chamber realise.

In the first instance, the demand for wood pro-
ducts by the year 2000 will be approximately
double what it is now. As a consequence very
many difficulties can be expected in this State,
especially because our production of hardwood is
reducing and must reduce and there will be quite
a nexus between the softwoods coming into the
stream and the hardwood cut which will be
available for millers in the south-west. Instead
of softwood finance being down, it should be
up; that is the simple story.

The working plan which was produced earlier
this year shows that there will be a continual
decreasing of the hardwoods which will be made
available to millers in Western Australia. In the
course of the working plan, which extends over
five years, the cut back will be about 17 per cent.
That figure of 17 per cent represents about
137 000 cubic metres and in those same five
years it is anticipated that about 82000 cubic
metres of pine will come into the stream. That
will pick up the slack to some extent. An increas-
ing amount of pinewood will be coming into
production during subsequent years until it peaks
about the end of the century at about 990000
cubic metres.

At the same time to delay plantings now must
throw the whole position into chaos later on. I
am also mindful of the fact that the jarrah forest
is becoming increasingly affected by Phythoph-
shora cinnamomni and leaf miner. The ravages of
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leaf miner must not be underestimated. Certainly
in the south-eastern portion of the jarrah forest
extensive areas are virtually on the way out. The
effect of it is similar to the effect of Phytopihjora
cinnamnomi. It is an insect which attacks the leaves
of the Jarrah tree and by doing this in succes-
sive summers it gradually weakens the tree. Each
year during the summertime the vitality of the
tree is lessened and the tree practically dies.
With the advent of the wet season it regains vital-
ity and shooting takes place at the end of the
branches, but there is a staggy effect similar to
the effect of dieback disease. Dieback is caused
by the pathogen attacking the root hairs of the
jarrab tree and in the summer the tree prac-
tically dies. It regains its strength in the winter
but the tip ends of the tree are dead.

New shoots become evident in the first few
winters but the tree assumes a staggy look which
increases over the years until finally the tree suc-
cumbs. Most of the jarrab forest is in quarantine
at present, and we offer no criticism of that, but
the overall solution for salvaging a great percent-
age of the jarrah forest is very much in doubt.

The consequences of these two diseases in the
jarrab forest will exacerbate the imber problem
with which the State is confronted. This is an-
other very good reason why there should be an
increase in pine planting instead of a decrease,
and for the Commonwealth to cut back the funds
available under the softwood agreement is most
reprehensible. I cannot understand how the Com-
monwealth was able to get away with it.

The Premier is so prone to jumping up and
down in Canberra and this is an issue on which
he should really have taken a very firm stand
because the entire timber industry of Western
Australia is involved in this matter. The produc-
tion of hardwoods is on the way to being decreased
extensively, and 20 to 25 years is only a short
period in forestry.

As I have said, the State's consumption will be
something akin to double that of the present time.
I would like the Minister in reply, if she would,
to indicate firstly how the softwood planting pro-
gramme is affected at the current time, especially
in view of the decrease in the amount to be
provided under the Commonwealth softwood
agreement. Secondly, just what softwood pro-
gramme is intended in the next five years-the
immediate years of the future-and where will
this take place? Most certainly, some of it will
occur in the Donnybrook sunklands. I notice
also that funds have been made available for the
purchase of private land, but they have been
reduced to $80 000 as against an amount of

$389 978 last year. That is a considerable curtail-
ment and is a reduction to approximately one-
fifth of what it was previously. It looks as though
the extension of the purchase of private land for
pine planting will be restricted.

This raises a second point: What area is to be
planted, what is its extent, and what is the nature
of the planting programme which is proposed?
How will it measure up to the requirements of the
State in future years, and just what is the Overall
policy in connection with softwood forestry in
Western Australia? We will be dependent on
softwoods and they will replace hardwoods, as has
been the case in New Zealand. Scantling and
other building materials will be made from lamin-
ated pine, and it will replace the hardwood which
we have taken for granted since the first settle-
ment on the banks of the Swan River.

The days of jarrah being used as a rough build-
ing material, and being placed in the ground, are
fast disappearing. Jarrah will be reserved for
cabinet and furniture manufacture; that will he its
ultimate use. We will be dependent on pine
laminated beams and technical innovations of that
kind; the use of modern glues and adhesives will
make that possible. flat type of pine structure
is being used in many other countries throughout
the world, and I am sure that will be the trend
in this country.

I would be interested to have some indication
from the Minister of the economics of the pine-
planting programme, and an indication of our
policy with regard to the future of our forests.

Mrs CRAIG: In the first instance, I would like
to assure the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Warren that the State's softwood
planting programme will continue at exactly the
Same rate as previously. In fact, this year we
will maintain our planting programme of 2800
hectares.

On the question of economics the Leader of
the Opposition indicated that the allocation had
been reduced by 41 per cent in relation to the
establishment of softwood forests. We have
had to reduce the allocation because a different
method has been evolved on which the funds
are distributed. In this instance Western Aus-
tralia has not fared as well as in the past.

However, because of other money which has
been made available by the State Government,
the programme will continue at the rate already
indicated, certainly over the next five years of
the present working plan.

The member for Warren mentioned the prob-
lem of Phyiophiora cinnatnomi, and leaf miner,
confronting this State. This problem is very

2555



2556 [ASSEMBLY)

well known to everybody. I would point out to
the member for Warren that the amount of
money that has been allocated for research by
this State has not decreased; it has remained at
the figure of $200) 000. Forestry research has
been allocated a large sum of money.

I am indeed glad to have an indication from
the member for Warren that he recognises the
fact that softwood milling in Western Australia
will be of some importance. I was glad also to
note that he indicated he was aware of the
problem confronting us with the reduction of
the amount of hardwQod we have available to
us at the moment.

The member for Warren questioned the re-
duction in the figure indicated for the purchase
Of private farming land for the planting of pines.
The reduction this year is because we still have
some land which we have not yet planted to
pine. It was purchased by the Forests Depart-
ment during the previous year1 or during past
years, and has been under lease to the occu-
piers. Planting will take place from now on.
The planting of these areas, plus the area Of
the sunklands which will be put under pines dur-
ing the next 12 months, will comprise 2 800
hectares.

The honourable member was quite right when
he indicated that the greatest development of pine
planting would take place in the Donnybrook
sunklands. Experimentation is taking place at the
moment, and monitoring of the soil and water is
being carried out. The experimentation is reach-
ing a stage where the department believes it will
be able to press on, at least with the first part of
the major plantings which will be to the benefit
of this State.

I believe I have answered the questions put to
me by the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Warren. I assure them that our pro-
gramme of softwood Planting will not be dimin-
ished this year; it will still be over an area of
2 800 hectares, as previously indicated.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I thank the Minister for her
exposition and I appreciate the fact that the for-
ward planning programme is at least to be main-
tained. However, I would like to know whether
some protest has been made to the relevant
Federal Minister because of the savage nature of
the cut-back in funds. Has such a protest been
made by the Minister, or by the Premier?

Secondly, will the softwood programme
financed under the agreement be maintained in
future years? This seems to me to be vital. It
would have been most desirable to have the ex-
penditure of funds channelled into maintaining

our forests at the same level as last year. I feel
that is a fairly important point and I would
appreciate a comment from the Minister.

The Minister said that a sum in the order of
$200 000 would be made available. I imagine
that would certainly be about the -minimum which
needs to be provided. I draw the attention of
the Committee to the desperate need for research
into Phytophthora cinnamomi, particularly in
relation to the bauxite mining on the Darling
scarp. That mining has brought about the worst
fears I had during the 1969 debate, when the
Pinjarra alumina agreement was brought forward.

I understand that Alcoa will expand its opera-
tions at Wagerup, and I would like to know
whether the Forests Department agrees with the
expansion of bauxite mining on the Darling scarp,
especially in the Wagerup area. According to a
newspaper article in The West Australian on the
7th October, 1977-written by a fairly authorita-
tive feature writer in this case-during the next
50 years some 30000 hectares of land along the
Darling scarp are to be mined. That is approxi-
mately 1 000 acres per year.

When the agreement was originally brought to
this Chamber there was talk of a maximum of a
couple of hundred acres a year. There is no ques-
tion there will be no forests after bauxite mining.
There will be restoration of cover, but there will
never be forests again. It is as simple and factual
as that.

The full implication of mining on underground
streams and groundwater supplies is not yet
known, but we are allowing an extension of
mining in that area. Perhaps there has been
an impact statement. I have a question on
tomorrow's notice paper asking whether an en-
vironmental study in this direction had been
made.

The exacerbation of Pliytophthora cinnamomi,
as a result of bauxite mining will devastate the
Darling scarp. It is interesting to recall the
assurances given in this House in 1969. Those
assurances have not measured up at all. There
was talk then of a couple of hundred acres a
year, but we are now talking in excess of 1 000
acres a year. I would like to know whether
the Forests Department, the Minister, or the
Foresters Institute agrees to the extension of
bauxite mining. I would like to know also
whether the Public Works Department Country
Water Supplies agrees with the extension of baux-
ite mining.

Mr DARN ETT: I would like to enlarge on
what the membcr for Warren has just said in
relation to Phyiophthora cinnamonmi. It is my
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understanding, from studies I have carried out
fairly recently, that this disease has such a hold
in the forests at the moment that in the next
20 years, unless a solution is found, we can
readily accept that will be the end of our hard-
wood forests. I do not mean that in 10 years'
time all the trees will disappear; I mean unless
the problem is resolved within that time
Phyrophirhora cinnamomi will have achieved such
a hold that its effects will be irreversible, and
the whole of our jarrah forests will disappear.

Mr H. D. Evans: Our northern forests have
Virtually finished now.

Mr BARNETT- That is right. I intend to ask
a series of questions relating to bauxite mining,
about which the member for Warren has just
spoken. I feel quite sure that the Forests De-
partment, if it is dinkumn about the job it is
doing, cannot possibly be in favour of bauxite
mining as proposed at Wagerup.

It is a serious question, and the Minister
should give serious consideration to the matters
raised by previous speakers and myself. The
Minister should give an indication of the atti-
tude of the Forests Department with regard to
funds made available for research, and the de-
cision not to continue with the planting of pines
at the same rate as dluring the last three or four
Years.

Even though the Minister said there has not
been a reduction in funds,- inflation brings about
a reduction in the real funds available for re-
search. To maintain an expenditure of $200 000
a year, as has been spent during the last three
years, does not amount to an increase, or even
to stabilisation; it is definitely a decrease.

A far greater sum of money should be spent
now. I hope seriously that some extra funds
can be found this year, and that greatly in-
creased funds will be made available next year.
This is a serious problem.

Mrs CRAIG: In reply to the member for War-
ren, I believe his first question was related to the
reduced allocation of funds to the Western Aus-
tralian Government under the forestry planting
agreement. it is my clear understanding that at a
conference held 12 months ago, at which my
predecessor was present, an indication was given
that funding this year would be of a lesser sum.

There is reason to look at the forestr soft-
wood agreement which has been operating for
some time to find out whether the money made
available to the States is, in fact, made available
at an interest rate which it behoves us to take
advantage of.

I know that the Forests Department has con-
sidered this situation carefully this year, as has
the Treasury. We, as a State, of course have
availed ourselves of the $457 000 made available
to us this year. I am quite sure that that money
will be put to very good use indeed. However,
we have questioned the basis on which the
funding was made in previous years.

At the Forests Council this year it was agreed'
that the working committee would meet to dis-
cuss the manner in which the funds from this
agreement would be allocated in the future. It
has become apparent that some States have al-
ready achieved their goals and so it will be neces-
sary to apply the funds in various different direc-
tions, not only to establish softwood plantations,
but indeed, in some places, it may be possible to
use this money for the purchase of land for the
further planting of softwoods.

I now come to the next query raised by both
the member for Warren and the member for
Rockingham. Let me indicate quite clearly that
bauxite mining in the Darling scarp is something
that concerns the Forests Department, and when
we consider the problem of PhysopA:Iaora cinnn-
montE confronting this State at the present time
we know that we have a serious problem indeed.
However, it is important for this Chamber to
know that the work being carried out presently on
the Darling scarp was undertaken with the full
approval of the foresters and with the full co-
operation of the company which had entered into
the agreement, and that, of course, is Alcoa of
Australia Ltd.

As recently as last week I discussed this matter
with representatives of Alcoa and I arranged a
further conference between the company and the
foresters to ensure that the areas where mining
operations are to take place are indeed those
areas where the least possible amount of damage
will occur, and sensibly, of course, those areas
where Ph yiophf horn cinnamonti is already
rampant.

The jarrab trees, as well as many other spec-
ies within those areas, will die, so it is common
sense for the bauxite miners to use these areas
in the first instance. The member for Warren
asked whether an environmental impact statement
relating to the Wagerup development bad been
made available yet. It is my understanding that
this statement is still in preparation and that it
will be made available quite soon.

Mr Tonkin: After the decision has been made,
apparently; is that right?

Mrs CRAIG: Not a single road has been built
in the area.
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Mr H. D. Evans: There is drilling though,
isn't there?

Mrs CRAIG: Exploratory drilling may have
taken place to establish the areas where water
is available, but not a road has been built and
not a building has been erected.

Mr H. D. Evans: This is the quickest possible
way to move Phytopluhora cinnarnomi.

Mrs CRAIG: The member for Warren ought
to know very well that I am conscious of the
best way to move P/ayiopluhora cinnanwmi, just
as he is.
Mr H. 1D. Evans: But you are in a position to

do something about it.
Mr Tonkin: It is not good enough to be aware

of it; you have to do something about it.

Mrs CRAIG: If we are talking about land in
quarantine, any activity other than by foot may
allow the spread of Phytoplilara cirwamomi.

The question was raised as to whether the Pub-
lic Works Department approved of the amount
of timber being removed from the scarp, and I
think at this time we should confine our discus-
sion to the western side of the scarp because
that is where mining is occurring at the moment.

The honourable member would be well aware
of the Hunt committee which is monitoring con-
stantly the water salinity levels, and indeed, the
quantities of water that are coming from the
mini-d areas. The Forests Department is watch-
ing this aspect also.

The member knows full well also that on the
western side of the scarp we have no salt in the
soil profile and the salinity does not present a
problem.

Mr Barnett: It is increasing though.

Mrs CRAIG: There is no indication that it is
increasing on the western side of the scarp.

Mr H. D. Evans: But you are taking 1 000 acres
a year.

Mrs CRAIG: I am afraid I cannot indicate to
the member for Warrent whether in fact 1 000
acres of land has been alienated by bauxite min-
ing in the year just past.

Mr H. D. Evans: You should know the exact
figure.

Mrs CRAIG: If I recall correctly, it is around
360 hectares which would be fairly close to the
1 000 acres mentioned by the member.

I think it is necessary to answer the member
for Rockingham's comment to me on the side
that salinity is increasing. If the member for
Rockingham is in possession of figures that have

been prepared by the Forests Department and the
Hunt steering committee, and if he believes this
is a problem, he ought to ask the questions in
order to obtain the right answers. I am quite sure
he will do this. It would be foolish for anyone to
think that this mining development is going ahead
without the Government being very concerned
about the environmental consequences of bauxite
mining and of the ravages of Phytoplulaora
cinframomi.

Mr H. 1). Evans: But you do not have an im-
pact statement yet.

Mrs CRAIG: No, but I point out to the mem-
ber for Warren that neither have we started to
mine in the area of the Darling Range over
which the Wagerup agreement extends. So it is
a red herring for him suddenly to say we do not
have an impact statement. The very reason that
activity has not started in the area yet is that we
are waiting for the impact statement.

Mr Tonkin: Reds under the beds, and red her-
rings in the forests!

Mr Barnett: What about the increase in the
funds for research?

Mrs CRAIG: I indicated that $200 000 was being
spent by the Forests Department on research into
the problems of Plrytopuloro cinnamonai alone,
but that department is not the only department
researching the problem. I agree with him that
in the future we may need to increase the alloca-
tion of funds presently available to us.. He
would know, of course, that Pbyrop/adiora in-
namomi is a World-wide problem. Research is
being carried out in Western Australia at the
moment, and the main area for investigation is in
the Darling scarp where the mining activity is at
its greatest. The horror of this disease is that
it progresses differently in one soil type as
compared with another soil type, and it pro-
gresses differently in one rainfall area as compared
with another rainfall are-a. Certainly at the
moment reaserch is being conducted where we see
the greatest danger.

Mr H-. D. Evans: Does the Foresters Institute
agree with the mining?

Mrs CRAIG: The honourable member com-
mented that we may be able to effect cover in
the mining area on the Darling scarp in good
time. While he was very careful to say this, he
also said he did not believe that a further forest
would be grown there. HeI knows, as most other
members do, that the rehabilitation work presently
being carried out in the mined areas is of an
extensive nature.

Mr H. 0. Evans: It is 90 per cent cosmetic
though.
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Mrs CRAIG: The company involved has allo-
cated a large sum of money to this problem, as
well as time and research. Yes, we agree it has
not yet been established just what type of eucalypt
will prove die most satisfactory for that area.
Experimentation is going on with a great variety
of Eastern States eucalypts which we know are
not susceptible to the fungus. At the moment
all we have before us is the result of plantings
that were effected some 10 years ago, and it is
not yet clear just what trees will prove to he the
best for the rehabilitation of the area we* are
discussing.

Mr Barnett: Will they be better than what is
there at the moment?

Mrs CRAIG: We do not believe that as yet we
have determined the most efficient practices in
regard to rehabilitation techniques. It may be
that we will find other species which will prove
to be less susceptible to some of the problems
encountered, or we may find that the pround must
be prepared in a different way. The member for
Warren knows very well that the methods first
practised have been changed. It has been found
that the growth of the trees is much better if
the ruined site is ripped before the area is
replanted.

Mr H. D. Evans: You will get a cover, but you
won 't get a forest.

Mrs CRAIG: Is the member for Warren setting
himself up as an expert over those persons whose
life has been spent in forestry? Certainly we
will never be able to establish again a jarrah
forest in that area because we do not know how
long the fungus will remain, but we are hopeful
that a forest that will benefit all Western Aus-
tralians will be established.

I believe I have replied to the queries raised
by members, bearing in mind that the questions
asked should relate only to the amount of money
allocated to this specific department.

Mr H. D. Evans: What about the Foresters
Institute? Does it go along with you?

Vote put and passed.

Vote: Imdastral Development, $200 000-

Mr T. H. JONES: I seek a ruling from you, Mr
Chairman. Am I allowed to refer to mining
under this heading?

The CHAIRMAN: No, you must speak specific-
ally to land acquisition, as enumerated.

Vote put and pased.

Vote: Public Works--Engineering and Associ-
ted Works, $20 390 0OO-

Mr JAMIESON: Mr Chairman, may I speak to
the different items?

The CHAIRMAN: One vote covers items 5 to
10, and the Leader of the Opposition may speak
to these items.

Mr JAMIESON: I take it that I may speak
twice only in this respect?

The CHAIRMAN: Thai is correct. The items
relate to one figure.

Mr JAMIESON: I would like some informa-
tion in regard to the proposed new berth at
Rottniest Island. There is an allocation of $92 000
for the berth and navigational aids, and a separ-
ate allocation of $212 000 for the new berth,
This seems to be quite a large sum of money,
and I believe members should be made aware
of how it is to be spent. Is this to be a new
berth for the major ferries? Without knowing
more about the proposal, it is hard to judge
whether it is justified.

Under item No. 6 there has been a 6 per
cent decrease in the actual cash allocation for
country areas and town water supplies, but when
we consider the effect of inflation in the con-
struction industry and the purchase of materials,
this allocation would be about 19 to 20. peir
cent below last year's allocation.

It appears there is a very great shortfall in
this area. I have it on fairly good authority
that the Engineering Division of the Public Works
Department had hoped that Tambellup, Green-
head and Frankland River would have new water
supplies this year, to be paid from local author-
ity borrowings if loan funds were not available.
It seems neither is available.

It appears $360 000 was needed at Tambellup,
$170 000 at Greenhead, and $410 000 at Frank-
land River; that is a total of 5940 000. The
Minister might explain the cut-back in this vote
if the work is still required in these areas. It
does not seem to be in the best interests of
those concerned.

On the subject of irrigation and drainage,
thene is a cut of some 41 per cent. It is prob-
ably an actual cut of 55 per cent on last year's
expenditure of $1 739 293; the total for this year
is $ 1.025 million. This seems to be a very big cut
in an area as important as this. I ask the
Minister to have a look at this matter and in-
dicate why the cuts were necessary. There are
many other departments that seem to have re-
ceived quite an increase despite the lack of funds
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from the Commonwealth for loan activity, but
these areas are vital, especially to the people
in the country.

Mr TUBBY: It is gratifying to see that work
on the fishing boat harbour at Port Denison is
at last getting under way. It will be a tre-
mendously important development as far as this
area is concerned. The complete cost of the
harbour is well in excess of this year's alloca-
tion and the people in the area are hopeful that
more funds will be allocated next year to have
this project completed. The development will
ease the congestion existing in the Geraldton
area as far as boat launching facilities are con-
cerned. It will also mean that Port Denison
can become the centre for many fishermen and
their families and it will help develop the town
of flongara.

Mr BLAIKIE: I agree with the comments of
the previous speaker and I congratulate the Gov-
ernment on its allocation of $175 000 for boat
harbour pens at Fremantle and the $100 000 for
the boat harbour berth at Geraldton.

While I accept your complete impartiality, Mr
Chairman, I am sure that you are more than
pleased with the allocation of $325 000 for boat
launching facilities in the north metropolitan area.
The towns of Albany and Geraldton have similar
assistance.

I appreciate that the Government has recognised
the needs of these areas, but I do not believe it
has gone far enough. Boat safety is of paramount
importance and I must say on behalf of the
people I represent that I was disappointed to
see then was no allocation in the Estimates for
this item.

An important fishing industry is getting under
wvay in my electorate but it is completely depend-
ent on the Government providing the funding
which is so necessary. The necessity for adequate
all-weather boat launching ramps cannot be
stressed too greatly. It was only in April this
year that a boat got into difficulties some 50
kilometres offshore and its occupants had to be
rescued. The Navy vessel the Voyager became
involved. The people on the boat were very
lucky to be returned to safety as are many others
in different areas who find themselves in similar
situations but do not receive that amount of
publicity.

I have mentioned previously that in my
opinion there are only two all-weather launching
facilities on the west coast; one is in the Bunbury
estuary and the other is at Augusta. I would
suggest that it would be almost impossible for
boats to get over the bar in Augusta in stormy

weather. God help those people who find they
need help along the 130 miles of coastline between
these two centres; and God help those who are
prepared to go out and try to effect a rescue in
stormy conditions.

Boat safety is a matter of the utmost import-
ance, especially now that the number of pleasure
boats is increasing. I would support an increase
in boat registration fees if finance is the factor
preventing the Government establishing better
facilities. I hope the Minister has taken note
of what I have said as tourism is an important
industry to my area and people would be better
able to enjoy themselves if these facilities were
established.

I am sure that at one time or another during
the year members or their electors visit my
area. These boat launching facilities are virtually
non-existent at the moment; those at present
available cannot cope in peak periods. Why
should the local authorities be the only ones
making full contribution towards the costs
involved? I believe the Government has a
responsibility and I ask the Minister to take note
of what I have said.

I congratulate the people who benefit by the
moneys allocated to the north metropolitan area
for boat launching facilities and I look forward
next year to having money allocated to the areas
Irepresent.

Mr HASSELL: I would like to comment on
the allocation of $15 000 for investigations of
the Cottesloe Beach. It will not normally be my
practice in this place to take up what are purely
parochial issues, but on this occasion there arc
wide implications in what is being done in the
investigation of this and other beaches. The Town
of Cottesloe is a relatively small local authority;
its budget is not of a size where it has the
necessary flexibility and capacity to undertake the
work which is needed on its beach coastline. The
town therefore has sought the assistance of the
Government initially in investigating the problems
of Cottesloe Beach.

The town itself has done a great deal of work
and some time ago it established a beach occas-
sional committee which has undertaken a very
thorough investigation of erosion along the
length of the Cottesloe Beach. The committee
is staffed with officers of the council and by the
councillors themselves, who are voluntary workers,
as are all local authority councillors. The com-
mittee has produced in the last few days only a
substantial report outlining the problems and the
history of the problems of erosion at Cottesloe.
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The report makes literally dozens of recommenda-
lions as a basis for the establishment of a policy
for the management of the beaches. At the same
time the recommendations do not offer final
solutions for the Very serious problem which
exists. The members of the beach occasional
committee have been astute enough to realise they
cannot do this atone and the expertise
of people who know more than they do is needed.

They have therefore sought the assistance of
Government officers and have obtained that assis-
tance and the investigations as to the cure of the
problem can now proceed. At the same time the
town will work in parallel with those investiga-
tions in establishing proper management policies
for areas along the beach front.

There was a real fear this year that in the
event of a major storm it would be possible that
a portion of Marine Parade would be under-
mined sufficiently for it to collapse. It is one of
the good fortunes of our sparse winter that this
did not occur.

The beach and facilities at Cotteslce are not
enjoyed simply by the residents of that town:
they are enjoyed by the residents of the entire
metropolitan area, and I imagine most members
of this Chamber go there at some time.

The town cannot undertake the task on its own
and I timply wanted to record the significance of
the relatively small allocation for the investiga-
tion. The significance of the work that has been
undertaken by the Town of Cottesloe and the
significance of the work undertaken by certain
departmental officers with the blessing of the
Minister and the Government in assisting the
Council in carrying out the investigation cannot
be overlooked. A permanent solution to this
problem must be found.

There is a real risk if those investigations were
not carried out that steps would be undertaken
which would do more damage than good. It is
not as easy as one might think to solve the prob-
lems of beach erosion by constructing groynes or
taking action along the lines of depositing rocks
to act as a backing to the sand. The job must be
tackled in a proper and scientific manner.

I conclude by saying I have no complaint in
what I have had to Say and I realise there may be
problems in financing what it is established must
be done.

Mr LAURANCE: I would like to refer to the
allocation of 558 000 for the Carnarvon boat
harbour. This is an important allocation and
while it is smaller than last year's it only indicates
that the programme is coming to its conclusion.

(81)

It has been a wonderful 'project for the area and
the prawning and wet fishing industries are now
feeling the direct benefits of it. The flow on has
been to the town's benefit as was anticipated and
a number of fishermen are buying homes and
moving there on a permanent rather than a
seasonal basis.

A total of 16 sites around the boat harbour
have been made available on a leasing basis for
fishing and service companies and a number of
these companies have started to construct faci-
lities and are thus creating additional Work in the
town,

Sitting suespended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr LAURANCE: While the actual allocation
for the development of the boat harbour at Car-
narvon is lower than last year's figure because the
major part of the project is nearing completion,
another important project is the allocation of
$200 000 for this financial year. I refer, of
course, to the provision of a slipway at the new
Carnarvon boat harbour. This is the natural
next step of development, and it is of major im-
portance to the region.

The new boat harbour already has resulted in
increased traffic, and we are hoping to see a lot
more development* as a result of the slipway.
It will enable the total fishing operation to be
carried out at Carnarvon. We also hope to be
able to attract fishing vessels from other fisheries
to slip their boats at Carnarvon, rather than mak-
ing the lengthy journey to Fremantle, which is
what they must do at present.

Another item to which I should like to refer
is quite tiny in terms of the overall State Budget;
I refer to [he allocation of $ 18 000 for investiga-
tions for marine facilities at Shark Bay. The
fishing industry of this region is centred at the
town of Denham. While the industry 'is very
small in terms of the major industries of rock
lobster and prawn fishing, nevertheless it is the
linch pin of the local economy, and it is very
important to the residents of the area. The
allocation of $18 000 will provide for investiga-
tion into the need for marine facilities to service
the local industry.

I should like to place on record my appreciation
to the Minister for his visit to the area to examine
the problems faced by the fishermen, There is a
very old jetty and other facilities which need im-
provement, and it is good to see that a start
will be made in this direction. Small as this
aspect of the Budget is, nevertheless it is very
important to the community of Denham and like
me, those people are extremely grateful to the
Government.
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1 wish now to refer to item No. 8, and the Car-
narvon groundwater supply scheme, for which
an amount of $63500 has been allocated for
this financial year. The actual expenditure for
last year was $951 543. However, in addition to
this amount, some $400 000 was made available
for special drought relief-I have spoken pre-
viously about this matter in the Chamber-mak-
ing a total expenditure for last financial year
of just under $1.5 million on the Carnarvon-
Gascoyne groundwater supply scheme. This
scheme has had a major impact in reducing the
effect of the drought on the plantation industry
in the region.

The expenditure of $400 000 brought into line
some new bores which were drilled about 50
kilometres upstream. We had a small flow of
the Gascoyne River which, whilst not enough to
reach the town of Carnarvon or the plantations,
was sufficient to reach the new bores, as a result
of which the groundwater was recharged. There-
fore, there was an almost instantaneous value from
the additional drought allocation; it was almost
as though the gods smiled favourably upon us.

The amount of $635 000 allocated for this
financial year, although less than last year's alloca-
tion, is another significant step forward for this
scheme. The major push for the scheme is over,
and the amounts which need to be allocated each
financial year correspondingly must reduce-par-
ticularly following the large allocation of last
year. We have reached the stage where we are
not concerned so much with the urgency of pro-
viding water to the scheme but with distributing
that water, However, the construction of the
supply lines still is a most important aspect of
the overall scheme to provide for the needs of
the community and the area generally and I
applaud the allocation for this financial year.

Mr NANOVICH: I too would like to show my
appreciation of the Government for the alloca-
tion of $325 000 to be spent on providing ocean
boat launching facilities in the north metropolitan
area. The money will provide excellent facilities
for the launching of boats, particularly in the re-
gion of the existing outfall groyne which at
present is used by the sea rescue group. At the
moment, this group is experiencing great problems
with weed and sand. I should like the Public
Works Department to add to that groyne in line
with the development at the Yanchep-Two Rocks
area although, of course, not on the same scale.
I also hope the department continues to provide
other facilities north of the current outfall groyne.

The number of boats which use the beaches
in the northern metropolitan area is quite amaz-
ing, and additional facilities will be welcomed. I

hope the Environmental Protection Authority
will quickly complete its study on the effects of
the development on the surrounding land. I know
the marine study has been completed. The Shire
of Wanneroo is waiting anxiously for the final
report, and is hoping the EPA will accept the
proposal.

The Shire of Wan neroo also has allocated
money this year to assist in the provision of these
boat launching facilities. While the City of Stirl-
ing is not prepared to provide similar facilities
in its area, I hope it will act responsibly by mak-
ing a sizeabte contribution to the project in line
with the allocation made by the Shire of Wan-
neroo.

The provision of these facilities will be greatly
welcomed by the people who will use them. I
believe the ocean and the beaches are there to
be used, not to be just looked at and I certainly
appreciate the Government's continued thought-
fulness in allocating $325 000 to provide these
urgently needed facilities. I can assure the Gov-
ernment that already, this allocation has been
well received by all concerned.

Mr BLAIKIE: I wish to indicate my complete
satisfaction and real appreciation for the work
the Government has undertaken in the field of
coastal erosion and beach rehabilitation in my
area. The Govern ment obviously is aware of the
real sensitivity of the problem. Soon after the
1974 State election, the Premier appointed a top-
flight Cabinet subcommittee to examine this vexed
question of beach erosion. I prefer to describe it
as "coastal erosion" because I believe that it
affects not only beaches but also sand dunes.
After the investigation of the Cabinet subcom-
mittee, a departmental committee was appointed
further to study the matter. The outcome of
these investigations was the adoption by the
Government of a very responsible attitude; its
actions to date certainly have been of great
benefit to the shires affected by this problem.

I am pleased that the Government's contri-
butions to the local authorities have always been
on the basis that the local authority must be ex-
pected to carry its fair share of the burden and
that is a common-sense attitude. If a local auth-
ority is not prepared to chip in, I certainly would
not feel obliged as the member representing the
area-nor should any other member-to approach
the Government on the basis that it contributes
the entire funds for the project. I congratulate the
Government on increasing its assistance from
$2 for every $1 spent by the local authority to
$3 fnr each $1; this is of real assistance to the
local. authorities affected.
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in my own area we have had installed this
year a new type of groyne system-probably one
of the first of its kind in the southern hemis-
phere. It is known as a "German sausage" groyne.
Firstly, it is not good enough to eat! As the name
implies, it is a tube constructed of a type of
plastic. The artificial groyne has been anchored
at an appropriate distance from the shore and a
slurry of sand and water has been pumped into
it. The water eventually drained away through
the -holes in the material, leaving the sand-
filled groyne parallel to the beach.

Mr Davies: It does not touch the beach?

Mr BLAIKIE: No, it has been anchored some
two or three chains from the beach. The area
where this investigation was carried out prob-
ably was the most critically affected area of
Busselton.

Mr Davies: Is it near the main jetty?

Mr BLAIKIE: No, it is in the West Bussel-
ton area near where the new hospital is being
built. There is a great deal of property
development in this area and the local
residents have been most concerned for their
well-being and the safety of their property. The
groyne has worked most effectively. While the
Minister would be well aware that the "German
sausage" groyne did suffer a few early prob-
lems, nevertheless it has worked admirably.
Where previously, water was lapping within 10
feet or 20 feet of the road edge, today we have
a beach some two or three chains wide between
the road and the water. Of course, the pro-
ject still is at a relatively early stage and we
will have to wait for the next winter storms to see
what the result will be.

I again express my appreciation to the Gov-
ernment for continuing with this programme.
Although we have had some early success, it is
most important that we continue until we have
the problem beaten. This may well mean con-
tinuing our work for the next 10 or even 15
years, but it is important that the work does
continuie.

Similar problems exist in Mandurab. t have
had the advantage of a bird's eye view of this
problem when I flew over the area, and I ap-
preciate the difficulties faced by that local
authority.

I have seen the rehabilitation that has taken
place and have no doubt that the member for
Mulrray is very appreciative of what has been
done. Finally, I tender at word of appreciation
to the Government, and congratulate it on its
far-sighted attitude. Erosion control programmes,
are a very difficult programme to implement.I

am well aware that the Government does not
receive many additional votes out of this type of
programme, because the only people who are
sensitive to beach erosion reside on the beach;
the people one street back from the beach do
not care very much. I again' congratulate the
Government on its attitude.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is indeed pleasing to hear
comments which are favourable to the Govern-
ment, and I thank the member for Vasse. I
shall endeavour to answer the points that have
been raised. I refer firstly to the one raised
by the Leader of the Opposition. He referred
to the Rottnest operation and to the sum of
5212 000 to be expended on the facilities at the
wharf.

Mr Jamieson: Something like that amount.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is for the extension
of the present facilities. Members will prob-
ably be aware that a larger vessel is to come
on the run, and this work is partly in prepara-
tion for that. On one side of the jetty a diffi-
culty presents itself, and it is intended to rock-
fil the area to overcome the difficulty. Whilst
in the past the existing facilities have been rea-
sonable, in the future they will not be adequate.
However, the present facilities, together with
the rock-filling, will overcome the problems that
exist.

The Leader of the Opposition also referred
to the water situation at Tambellup, Green Head
and Frankland. I know it was anticipated that
these projects would be proceeded with this
year, subject to the availability of funds. How-
ever, funds have not been available, and con-
sequently the projects have not been proceeded
with.

In respect of the water position at Tambellup
and Frankland, F have had negotiations with the
department in the hope that it may be possible to
proceed with a part of what is required; or at
least, to give an indication of what we anticipate
doing. However, we have to rely on the avail-
ability of funds, and at the moment funds required
to complete these projects are not available.

We should look at irrigation, drainage, and
sewerage as a whole, rather than to regard them
separately. We should not say there has been a
reduction in one item in some areas. There has
been a reduction of about $8 million in funds
from the Commonwealth for sewerage generally.
Because of this, the Government has revised the
areas in which the funds are to be expended. We
have so arranged the expenditure of funds that
we will not have any need to worry about the
work force. We anticipate the same work force,
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as employed in the past, will be used despite the
reduction of about $8 million. The department
is quite satisfied with what we have been able to
do, despite the difficulties.

The member for Greenough- made mention of
work at Port Denison. We are pleased to see a
start made in this area, and an amount of $1
million will be allocated in the next year or two
to that area.

The member for Vasse made some comments
regarding beach rehabilitation and rescue facilities.
I am sure we all would like to see more boat
rescue facilities established along the coast, but
funds for this purpose are limited. We can
provide additional facilities in certain areas only
if and when funds become available.

In respect of the plastic sausage experiment at
Busselton, this is the first experiment of its kind
in the southern hemisphere. It was introduced
in the latter part of last year. I went down there
with the member for Vasse, prior to the plastic
sausages being placed in the water. In respect
of prevention of beach erosion, the reports have
been very favourable.

As the member for Vasse indicated, we are
hopeful the results will prove to be of greater
benefit as time goes by. We intend to continue
with further experiments in the use of this material.
As a result of the initial experiment it is obvious
that beach erosion will be reduced considerably,
and thus benefit the area concerned.

The member for Cottesloc led a deputation
which waited on me in respect of a matter affect-
ing his electorate. We are all aware of the
difficulty, and I am sure that in the future we wilt
proceed with some of the work he mentioned.

In respect of the comments of the member for
Gascoyne, I appreciate the problems which have
arisen in respect of the Denham jetty. I am glad
that the work on the harbour facilities at Carnar-
von has been proceeded with. I did make an
inspection of the jetty at Denham, and I found
it looked like a switchback going sideways. It is
a very antiquated strucLire. We have done the
best we can at this stage by making investigations
atnd ensuiring that we will provide better facilities.

We have sent an engineer to look into the possi-
bility of establishing a land-backed facility, and
in this respect the co-operation between the Gov-
ernment and the shire has been very good.

Iagree with the point the member for Gascoyne
has raised about the expenditure of $400 000 last
year. If that money had not been spent I agree
that Carnarvon would have suffered; the prices of
vegetables at the metropolitan markets would have

risen; and the quality of the vegetables would not
have been as good.

The Treasurer requested that we take immediate
action, and after the project was established there
was sufficient water to fill the top bores. I thank
members generally for their comments on this
vote,

Vote put and passed.

Vote: Public -Works-Duildings and Associated
Works Including Furniture and Equipment,
$683373 000--

Mr JAMIESON, I wish to make some com-
ments on the Department of Corrections. it is
interesting to note that another $160 000 is to be
poured into the Fremantle Prison. This has be-
come a bottomless pit into which to pour money,
without achieving much. By comparison, I know
that the vote for the Canning Vale prison is
only $3 000 for this year, and the figure for last
year was $61 767. if we are to go on expending
money in this manner we will not get the new
centre into operation. Without it we will have
many problems in retraining piisoners. to re-enter
society.

Most people are aware that Fremantle Prison is
a most primitive institution.

Mr O'NeiI: Pentridge Gaol is worse.

Mr JAMIESON: I do not think that the sani-
tary bucket system is used at Pentridge. I think
that institution has more modern sanitation.

Mr O'Neil: I have spoken to a member from
Melbourne: who happened to be visiting Western
Australia. He has visited our gaol, and formerly
he was a prison warder. He told me that the
gaols in Victoria were far worse than Fremantle
Prison, but that does not mean that Fremantle
Prison is good.

Mr JAMIESON: in my opinion it is mentally
degrading to the prisoners at Fremantle who are
locked Lip at 4.30 each evening. No-one expects
accommodation such as that provided at the
Sheraton Hotel, but I aM Sure we all agree that
the prisoners should be provided with decent san-
itationi when they are locked in their cells at
night. They shouild not be provided with a san-
itary bucket, which is usuially covered by a news-
paper to prevent the odour from penetrating into
the cells.

I Suggest we are wasting money in propping uip
Fremantle Prison. The Canning Vale project
has been on the drawing board for a number of
yearb. To date the entrance gate has been built,
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but otherwise the area is a sandy patch. It is a
project that will become pigeon-holed, unless the
Government is prepared to spend money on it.

This is like many other facilities which are re-
quired by the community. I realise that we have
to make a choice between hospitals, schools, and
prisons. However, the prisons also form an im-
portant part of our social make-up, and we have
to do something about improving them. A time
limit should be placed on how long Fremantle
Prison will be retained as the major security in-
stitution. it is not an ideal prison, and it should
become a museum piece as soon as possible.
Those are all the comments I wish to make.

The expenditure for the Department of Cor-
rections on the regional prison has been cut back
to $5 000. In the main the works programme this
year has been increased, because of the factors
mentioned by the Treasurer. Despite that, we are
to have a cut-back in the vote for the regional
prison. This amount is adequate for keeping the
grass growing, but it will not enable further pro-
gress to be made on the Canning Vale prison.

We should be fencing the area, and we should
complete the institution progressively, so that
eventually Fremantle Prison will be phased out
and the prisoners will be placed in a satisfactory
environment-satisfactory to them and to those
who look after them.

Mr NANOVICI-: I wish to speak on item No.
19, relating to the Crown Law Department and
District Court buildings. An amount of $4.350
million has been provided. I think that the estab-
lishment of additional court facilities is very much
welcomed. In my opinion the current court
facilities are rather appalling. It is reassuring
to know that we will be provided with good court
facilities.

I request the Government to mike some com-
mitment that court facilities will be provided in
the development of the first stage of the Joonda-
]up subregional centre. Numerous requests have
been made for the establishment of court facil-
ities in the northern corridor. We realise there are
no facilities at the present time, and that rented
premises could be utilised. I am aware that the
Public Works Department is looking at the possi-
bility of leasing premises for Court buildings.

As in the initial development of Joondalup a
number of Government offices will be established,
the availability of court facilities will be . very
much appreciated not only by the Shire of Wan-
neroo but also by the City of Stirling and sur-
rounding districts.

To channel all the court hearings into the
city is not good. I believe court facilities should
be established in the early stages of the loon-
dalup development.

When one considers the great time lapse in
getting cases heard, the position at the present
moment is rather ridiculous. For that reason
I am sure the new court facilities will be very
welcome. They will certainly update the existing
facilities.

I hope the Government will give some firm
indication that court facilities will be provided
in (he initial development of the Joondalup
project.

Mr DAVIES: There is provision of $150000
to the Alcohol and Drug Authority. I presume
this is for the half-way house, about which a
news item was released some time ago.

Mr Ridge: By way of interjection I could in-
dicate that it is for new facilities, and not neces-
sariLy for the half-way house. I am quite happy
to see the organisation referred to by the honour-
able member being completed, but the $150 000
is for additional facilities for the Alcohol and
Drug Authority.

Mr DAVIES: We would not cavil at the pro-
vision of additional facilities, provided they are
used properly.

I could make use of the occasion to repeat the
statements I made the other night: that is, that
there are a considerable number of beds available
in half-way houses throughout the metropolitan
area as well as in the one at Rockingh-am. I think
I mentioned Serenity Lodge which was a guest
house. It is towards Palm Beach and has accomn-
modation for 40 people, but I believe there are
o nly 17 there at the moment. The proprietors do
not seem to be able to establish any rapport with
the ADA to get any patients fed to Serenity
Lodge.

Mr Ridge: Once again by way of interjection. I
will indicate that the member for Rockingham
recently drew this to my attention. As late as
today 1 received a letter from the proprietors and
this, in turn, will be passed on to the ADA with
my request that it investigate the matter closely.

Mr DAVIES: After Mr Ken Ashton spoke to
ame some time ago, he promised to send me some
material and, no doubt, that is the material I and
the Minister have received. It follows very closely
the desired current approach of the ADA to
rehabilitation by using the AA programmes and
it seems as though this fellow could do with some
encouragement. Perhaps those concerned might
not want too much Government *interference.
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Probably all they would like is some patients to
be sent to them. If we could develop that kind of
communication between the ADA and Serenity
Lodge it would be an interesting experieunce to see
how it progressed.

From time to time I have noticed questions on
the notice paper regarding dental clinics at
primary schools. This is all part of a continuing
programme, and I am delighted indeed that there
is a considerable amount on the Estimates this
year for this purpose, although it is not as much
as we might have hoped for in view of the cut-
back generally to which I referred when talking
to the Revenue Estimates. As I said, it is up to
the Federal Governm ent what it will he and it
is beyond the control of the Stale Ooverpment.
Because of the Federal Government's policies the
States have been required to give more than was
intended towards the programme.

In view of the many questions on the notice
paper from time to time, from both sides or the
Chamber, there is obviously a great interest in
who is going to get what and where. I think all
members would appreciate a statement from the
Minister giving some details of what schools are
in the current programme. The Estimates provide
for $1.57 million for denial clinics in primary
schools. That amount of money would establish
quite a number of' clinics.

Mr Ridge: The department has a list of prior-
ities at the moment, and it is currently discussing
it with the Education Department and the PWD
which will be involved in the provision of the faci-
lilies. I expect 10 be in a position to inform the
Chamber precisely what new facilities will be
provided, before the session concludes.

Mr DAVIES: Most members are interested in
the programme and what schools will be fed into
the present clinics. For instance, Lathlain
School has had a clinic for some time, but the
East Victoria Park School which is almost in sight
of the Lathlain School is not feeding students to
the clinic yet. If the Minister will keep that in
mind and let us know, I am sure all members
would appreciate it. Once he has his priorities
established we will. ascertain whether we can
convince him they should be changed.

Mr Ridge: I can assure you some people will
bc disappointed.

Mr DAVIES: I am certain they will be: but
we can discuss that later.

.Mr WATT: I want to mcntion a coiipic of
items. With regard to school buildings, I ant
pleased to acknowledge the commitment by Ihe
Government to, firstly, a new school not in my

electorate, but affecting schools in my electorate:
and, secondly, to some considerable extensions to
the Albany school and the Yakamia school.

What concerns me-and I nave spoken about
this before-is the condition of the Albany High
School. While it is not surprising, it is disappoint-
ing that the Budget does not provide any money
for this work.

Recently Dr Walkington, the Director of Build-
ing and Planning in the Education Department
visited Albany and together we inspected the
high school. HeI was somewhat surprised at the
condition of many of the old buildings. We have
something like tO per cent of those old Bristol
prefabricated buildings still in existence and he
was rather surprised at the condition and loca-
tion of some of them.

I realise that the Minister for Education is
pointing his linger in the direction of the Minis-
ter for Works to indicate that this is his respon-
sibility. However, I am hoping that when the
Minister for Education comes to Albany on the
2nd December, and sees the buildings, he will add
his voice to mine in an effort to persuade the
Minister for Works that there is a real need
there.

With reference to the existing police station
at Albany, it is like a rabbit warren now. We
have a growing town and an increasing need
for adequate facilities. At present the police
and the RTA are in the same offices. We have
two or three officers crammed into small offices
working under hopelessly overcrowded condi-
tions. I hope that in the next year or two the
Government will see fit to extend the Albany
police station.

There are two alternatives. We could acquire
a separate site and establish the RTA at a dif-
ferent location, or the existing building could
be extended, although there is only a limited
area of land available. However, extensions
could provide a workable proposition.

I conclude by saying that T appreciate those
items which have been included covering capital
works in Albany.

Mr BLAIKIE: With regard to the Police
Department, a suim of $114 000 is provided for
quarters at Mundaring and Wiluna. I was most
concerned to learn that an amount of $36 000
which was approved in Parliament last year for
quarters at Augusta was subsequently appro-
printed for use in other channels in the Police
Department. It was stated that this was be-
cause the Police Department did not believe
there was a real need for quarters at Augusta.
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Let me assre members that at the time those
funds were approved the need was real and it
still exists.

In addition it was intended to downgrade the
Margaret River station from a two-man station
to a one-man station. The other officer was to
be stationed at Augusta. With the advent of
the RTA that officer would then be able to
asist at either station, wherever the work load
warranted it.

I am concerned about the fact that Parlia-
ment gave approval for a certain amount of
money to be spent. I have written 'to the Minis-
ter in a fairly terse vein, but I assure him and
the Parliament now that the residents of Vasse
and Augusta, and the shire, will be most un-
happy when I advise them what happened to
their police quarters.

I will he even more embarrassed because some
months ago another Minister advised me that
the shire was to receive almost $40 000 special
grant for road works. As the member concerned
I was delighted to advise the shire of this. Some
six weeks later, much to the embarrassment of the
Minister, let alone myself, it was discovered that
a mistake had been made and instead of the shire
receiving $40 000, it was to receive only $9 000.
Now they are also losing their police quarters.
Surely the shire could be compensated by being
granted money for a fishing boat harbour or some
other facilities. It is very embarrassing when a
member must advise a shire that a mistake has
been made. I can see the member for Warren
shaking his head, but I can assure him that at the
time I shook my head far more than he is shak-
ing his now.

Mr H. D. Evans: It is a shoddy way of doing
business.

Mr BLAIKIE: With regard to item No. 19, an
amount of $550 000 is provided for the Forests
Department to establish new regional offices at
Bunbury. This is part of the Forests Depart-
ment's new concept of regional offices throughout
the State. t understand it has regional offices
at Manjimup. Harvey, Bunbury, and I think
Collie.

I question the wisdom of establishing an office
at Bunbury. First of all let me assure members
that under no circumstances am I saying that the
office should be established at Busselon. The
importance of the forestry industry to Western
Australia is well known and it has always been a
centralised industry. The product has been hewn
and sawn where it is found. The establishment of
the office at Bunbury may have some impact on
the future planning of the department and the

future localities of milling operations. Irrespective
of what the Government may do at flunbury with
regard to an office, I do not believe it would have
any impact on the future growth of Bunbury which
has established itself as a major industrial centre.
The establishment of the facilities there will have
no effect on the development or progress of Bun-
bury. I suggest it would have been better had
the department decided to increase the size of the
Manjimup and Collie offices which are far more
important to those areas than would an office at
Bunbury be to that town.

I1 raise this query believing that Governments
can to some extent elect where peop te are to go.
live and work. The administration and the people
who are caring for our forests need not live in
Bunbury; they can live further afield, even Mar-
garet River. In time-perhaps five years-
Bunbury will virtually became an extension
of the metropolitan area. I question the wisdom
of establishing these officers and spending
$500 000 in a town which is no longer decen-
tralised in the true sense of decentralisation and
has little affinity with the timber industry.

Mr LAURANCE: There has been a mistake.
In case it causes any anxiety in my area, I would
like to mention that under item No. 14, additions
and improvements to high schools, an amount of
$3 000 is allocated to Carnarvon, and just above
that the word "Canning" appears. I believe
there is no Canning High School and that should
read "Carnarvon". There is an allocation of
$150000.

Mr Jamieson: There is a Canning High School.
Mr Bateman: My word there is!
Mr LAURANCE: Cannington?
Mr Pearce: There is also a Cannington High

School.

Mr LAURANCE: From my discussions with
the Minister, I am assured that allocation is for
the Carnarvon High School. The amount of
$150000 is to promote the Government's policy
of building community facilities on high school
land, jointly funded by the local community and
the Government. The Government is involved in
two ways, through the Community Recreation
Council and the Education Department. The
other third is made up by the local shire. The
contributions are in three equal amounts of
$150 000, and the total of $450 000 will provide
funds for a community recreation centre which
will also double as a hall-gymnasium for the
high school during the day.

The community use of school facilities has
been actively promoted by this Government. The
people in my community have worked very bard
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over a number of years for Carnarvon to become
a guinea pig in the scheme and lead the way for
other centres in the State to bring the funds
together and provide a marvellous community
facility. I applaud that allocation.

I would like to speak briefly about the local
initiative which has led to the facility being
built. The shire has been involved to a large
extent, It has committed funds and gone along
with the scheme. It has had representation on
a committee which involved the Education De-
partment, the Community Recreation Council,
and the shire in working out details, financial
and managerial arrangements, and so on for the
centre. We have played a very active part in
developing the policy and the practicalities of
implementing the policy.

I am led to believe a number of such centres
around the State have reached the same stage.
They are Currently being designed and planned
and will go into construction shortly. The pro-
ject at Carnarvon has been under discussion for
four years now. The final plans have been drawn
up. Approval is awaited, following which a
local contractor will commence to build it. When
the original input came from the two Govern-
ment departments, the local shire, and the com-
munity through community meetings and so on,
we designed what we wanted, it was costed by
the Public Works Department, and the cost
amounted to something like 5700 000, which was
well over the budget. We are now back to the
situation of appointing a local project manager.
We have put a ceiling of $450 000 on the cost
and have left it to a construction contractor,
the shire, and the local committee to produce
the facility at that cost.

J believe we are breaking new ground in
setting a figure rather than letting the cost get
away from us so that we are unable to afford
the facility. I commend the people who have
done so much work and those who have sup-
ported me to bring the project to the stage where
it is almost due to commence.

Mr TUBBY: I would like to express my
appreciation of the recognition of school needs in
my electorate. At the John Willcock High School,
which has been open for only two years, $48 000
is to be spent on additions and improvements. An
amount of $52 000 has been allocated for a
library-resource centre at the Mullewa High
School. I have been striving to have this estab-
lished for two years and it will be greatly appreci-
ated.

The new Mt. Tarcoola. Primary School, which
is to be commenced shortly, has been allocated
$460 000. The school is to be situated in a

developing residential area of Geraldton and there
is a great need for it. It is pleasing to note that
plans have been drawn up and tenders have been
called. I was very happy to be able to negotiate
for the school to be fitted with a tiled roof rather
than the iron roof which was provided for in
the original plan. The school is very close to the
sea and in the opinion of the Greenough Shire a
corrugated iron roof would be unacceptable in
that area.

It is pleasing to see that the much-needed
primary school at Eneabba is under way. The
school has been operating under poor conditions
for a number of years because of the rapid in-
crease in population due to the mining operations.
It has been operating with two demountable class-
rooms and a transportable classroom in addition
to the old original *school. This is quite a big
development.

Another aspect of schools on which I would
like to comment is air-conditioning. I notice that
$222 000 has been allocated for air-conditioning
of schools in the north-west. I assume the area
for air-conditioning of schools has been broad-
ened a little, because the schools at Morawa and
Binnu have been air-cooled, which is greatly
appreciated by the people in those areas.

Naturally, the need for air-conditioning would
have to be established because of the temperature
history in these areas. If there is a defined area
for air-conditioning there must also be an area
nearby where the need is almost as great. It is
pleasing that consideration has been given to the
efforts of the people in the Morawa area in rais-
ing a large proportion of the finance. Air-condi-
tioning will mean a tremendous amount to the
children in these areas. Many of [he schools are
fed by school buses, and when the temperature is
high and the children are supposed to be sent
home from school, they are no better off travel-
ling many miles in the bus than staying at school.
This move is greatly appreciated.

Mr PEARCE: It almost breaks my heart to
stand up and make a critical comment after the
series of eulogies of the Government for looking
after Liberal electorates. I am pleased the Gov-
ernment is looking after the Liberal electors. New
schools are springing up all over the place, but
very little is being expended on schools in my el-
ectorate.. There is an intention to move a school
away from my electorate to the electorate of the
Minister for Local Government.

I always have an interest in figures of various
types, and my particular interest in figures over
the last couple of weeks has been to find out
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where is the mysterious $7 million carryover
from the Commonwealth allocations. I was told
I would find out when all the figures were avail-
able-the Premier even offered to do the addi-
tion. All the figures are now available, and if
members would like to go through the various
pages of the Estimates of expenditure for the
year ending the 30th June, 1978, perhaps they or
Ministers will be able to point out where the $7
million carryover is.

Mr P. V. Jones: You are confusing State loan
funds with Commonwealth funds, for a start.

Mr PEARCE: I ngtice, for example, in a cer-
tain section relating to Commonwealth grants
some $14 million is taken out of the $41.6 mil-
lion allocated for educational capital in this
Budget. I suppose this ties up with the $14.066
million which is allocated for educational cap-
ital in Commonwealth Budget Paper No. 7. If
that is a wrong assumption, the Minister and his
cohorts have had many weeks to point it out be-
cause I have raised the matter many times. If I
am right, there should have been a carryover of
$7 million unspent in addition to the $14.066 mil-
lion. Members will search these papers in vain
to find that particular sum of money. They will
find from Commonwealth Budget Paper No. 7
that the previous year's allocation was unspent
by that sum.

Even if I am wrong, there is still no excuse
for underspending on educational capital in the
year in which the funds are made available, be-
cause depreciation means the amount has 15 to 20
per cent less value. In any case, this is the Gov-
ernment which claims it builds schools in ad-
vance so that they will be ready for the follow-
ing year, even though the funds do not come in
until later.

So I would like to know, why particular sums
are unexpended in the year for which they are
made available and an attendant loss is put on the
State in the form of mismanagement.

An amount of $400 000 has been allocated for
the Owynne Park Primary School. The school
building was planned three or four years ago
when it was expected housing expansion in Arm-
adale would be in that area. It has turned out
since-perhaps through no fault of the Govern-
ment but through the fault of the private enter-
prise system the Government espouses-that the
development has not taken place in that area at
all but at a point about a mile and a half from
where the Owynne Park School is located. Appar-
ently the planning organisation of the department
cannot cope with changes over a year or two.

Earlier this year there was a large meeting of
parents, mostly those whose children go to the
Neerigen Brook Primary School. The meeting
was held to ask the Government for the new
school to be placed not at Owynne Park but
somewhere else on the other side of Forrest Road.
This was agreed to by a large number of those
present with only three or four dissentients. The
decision was not taken with any consideration
that the school should be placed in my electorate,
I might say, though they could perhaps have
asked for it to be placed in a Liberal electorate
on the assumption it would have been a more
lavish affair.

I notice that the Owynne Park School is to get
an allocation of $400 000. When I raised the
matter with the officers of the Education Depart-
ment they suggested it would be an interim
school. The department was to build a small
school here and subsequently build a more per-
manent school when it was decided where it was
really wanted. The department was going to pro-
vide the essential services, but it would not ex-
pand the school with further classrooms until
such time as there was a build-up in the popula-
tion in the area.

This seems to be a wasteful way of building
schools-putting in interim classes-just because
planning facilities at the Education Department
cannot cope with the problem of establishing just
where people are living.

As a previous re~sident of the goldfields, I am
pleased to see there has been an allocation of
$1 million for construction of the Eastern Gold-
fields Technical School. The technical school
buildings in the region were established to accom-
modate servicemen during the last war, which
illustrates that the facilities are very poor indeed.
The only initiative to provide facilities there wits
by the Tonkin Government which provided
money for a new Eastern Goldfields High School
and made further provision for a technical school
to be built there later.

I am sorry the Government has done so little
about this matter, but perhaps I can give it a
Iwo-finger applause for what money it has pro-
vided.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: I would like to elaborate on
one of the points discussed by the member for
Vasse in the context of decentralisation. The
member was right on target when he indicated
that an extension of the regional centre of the
Forests Department is to be built at Bunbury. The
allocation for this coming . financial year is
$550 000.
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As indicated in the Forests Department vote, item
No. 3, the additional funds for buildings, housing,
land, plant, and other equipment, is sizeable
indeed- However, that is not the actual point I
wish to make. The concept of' decentralisation. is
something that has been paid lip service by suc-
cessive Governments, but it does not seem to
eventuate. It is only on rare occasions thaw true
decentralisation can be brought about and the
opportunity should never be missed. Certainly,
regional planning seems to be the approach that
has been accepted by planners, but I do not know
whether this is the ultimate.

A region, when it is defined, is usually classi-
fied as a natural geographic and economic area
able to be developed as a separate entity. The
region depends on the development of the
resources available. if there are no resources
available then development and ensuing economic
life are not possible.

It is certainly possible to assist artificially in
various ways by creating industries in centres
where they normally would not occur,. I suppose
one could carry that to the extreme and say
strawberries could be grown at the South Pole if
one needed them badly enough, if expense was no
object and, of course, the desire was strong
enough.

As far as reality goes, there has to be some
available resource that would promote develop-
ment. In this case we see that the timber indus-
try in the south-west gives us one of the few
opportunities for regional development. We find
at the present moment that Government planning
is not conducive to stabilising as large an area as
is possible; that is, the communities in the var-
ious centres throughout the lower south-west. The
Forests Department was structured so that there
was a northern division and a southern division.

This concept is now being departed from and
the intention appears to he a major regional
centre at Runbury, Harvey, and Manjimup. The
development of an administration centre at Bun-
bury does not seem to be in keeping at all. The
bulk of production will be south of Donnybrook,
and this includes both hardwood and softwood.

It appears the concept of softwood milling is
that it can be drawn to the north away from areas
where it is produced. This appears to be the
thinking of many people. It is true there is a chip
board establishment at Dardanup which can draw
on the thinnings to the north as well as the south
of the Dardanup area.

in the fullness of time, when sawmilling be-
comes a major pant of pine plantations, the
amount of residue would be minimal because the

amount of waste left is a much smaller percent-
age than we find in hardwood mills. There is no
cavilling or quibbling about that.

With the sawmilling and now the development
of the administrative centre out of the area where
the resource is produced I consider we have some-
thing that should be queried very strongly. The
Knox report which was brought down, in the
course of the investigation of the removal of the
railway depot at Bridgetown and Manjimup, was
a far-sighted document. it made an analysis of
the role which Government departments could
play in this specific area and also extended the
responsibility that Government departments should
have in decentralisation to a generalisation
throughout the State.

We are finding t his report does not appear to
be followed. When one has the opportunity such
as this to bring stabilisation to the more remote
areas of the State, it is an opportunity that should
not be disregarded lightly. The consequences
which stem from regional development are not
much different from the development of capital
cities. A figure approaching S0 per cent of the
population now is found in the sea ports which
have become the major cities right around Aus-
tralia, with the consequence that there has been
a decrease in population in the hinterland areas.

The classic example of regional development is
probably Albury-Wodonga, and this concept
appears to be proceeding. In practical terms it
means that in the small country centres the popu-
lation is channelled into large regional centres
instead of the capital cities. This appears to be
the way decentralisation is working.

The decrease in population of the five shires in
the lower south-west is worth while reiterating.
There has been a decrease in their populations of
up to 20 per cent in the last 10 years. This is
a very significant loss which will continue unless
some initiative is taken to ensure job opportunities
are created. This initiative is needed to allow the
residents to remain in the area.

1 imagine that the predictions as far as agri-
culture is concerned are that there will be a de-
crease in the number of farmers with an aggrega-
tion of holdings, as has taken place. It looks as
though these predictions will continue. It is de-
sirable then that every opportunity be taken to
ensure the population is retained in every area
that it can be. Instead of centralising in a re-
gional centre we find a centralisat ion in the city
and a vital opportunity has been lost. I hope the
opportunity will not be lost when the planning of
the pine sawmilling is finally being decided.
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While I am pleased to see an upgrading of
facilities of administration in any department,
and particularly the Forests Department, I am
apprehensive and I deplore the fact that plan-
fling has not been *along the lines which are
conducive to the decentralisation of population.
Once an opportunity like this is allowed to
escape it does not come back; this is about what
has happened on this occasion and the Govern-
ment is to be held to account for this. Gov-
ernments have a responsibility to ensure planning
is carried out and once again this Government
has missed out on this chance.

Mr SHALDERS: I wish to make some com-
ments in relation to two items. I wish to men-
tion first the matter concerning the connection
of Mandurah to the South Dandalup Dam.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! We are dealing
with item Nos. 11 to 20 inclusive and therefore
your remarks are out of order.

Mr PEARCE: One can imagine that it was
a great shock for me to give the Government
a compliment for putting money aside for a new
eastern goldfields school and then to be told the
Government has no such intention.

Mr P. V. Jones: I did not say that. You
mentioned that there was no eastern goldfields
technical college. I made the point of saying
there was no loss to the system because funds
were to be allocated for a new technical school
at Geraldton, and this $1 million is to be part
of it.

Mr PEARCE: In that case I can only reaffirm
my congratulations to the Government.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion commented on the Canning Vale prison.
One of the problems with this project is that
the Government thought it was a little over-
designed and the cost, in the vicinity of $22 mil-
lion, was too high. We have arranged for a
new plan to be produced which will reduce the
cost by $9 million.

Some work has been done on the prison, as
was mentioned by the Leader of the Opposition.
I was there last week and I can say that the
levelling is nearly completed. That work should
be completed in the next few weeks. We realise
the necessity for further facilities in this area
and we will proceed with them as soon as we
can.

I cannot give the membe, for Whitford any
hope in connection with court facilities at Wan-
nerov, but I am pleased to hear his comments
regarding the present court building. I hope the
project will be finished within three years.

I think the Minister for Health commented on
the remarks made by the member for Victoria
Park regarding the Alcohol and Drug Authority
and advised him of the wcore in that Tegard.

The member for Albany commented regarding
the RTA at Albany and the Police Department
facilities. They are rather cramped and I know
he was Pressing to try to obtain the premises
next door. The extensions are not required
at this stage-and here again we have to work
out our priorities as and when they are needed-
but I believe the premises to which he referred
would be suitable for the extensions.

The member for Vasse and the member for
Warren commented regarding the facilities at
Bunbury. A lot of work has been done to ascer-
tain where these premises should be located,
and if they were not at Manjimup the honour-
able member would not be really unhappy about
the situation, But flunbury is the regional centre
and is virtually the hub of the timber industry.
Timber goes as far as Denmark and we gel it
from Pinjarra and north of there.

Mr H. D. Evans; Pine planting will be in a
southerly direction.

Mr O'CONNOR: This is so, but the senior
officers of the Jarious departments will be more
adequately situated in Runbury and they will
be resident there rather than in Perth. There
are a number of centres, including Collie and
Manjimup. Prom research done hunbury is
believed to be the most suitable centre and I
can wee nothing wrong with the facilities being
located there. I am sure the member for Bun-
bury is more than happy with the situation.

I believe the member for Gascoyne is correct
when he says $150 000 is for the facility at
Carnarvon and not for the facility at Canning.
as indicated.

I thank the member for Gosnells for com-
mending the Government with regard to tech-
nical college funding. 1 think the comments
he made with regard to funds being allocated
in various areas have been made previously. 1
do not have the details, but the Public Works
Department has been combining with the Educa-
tion Department to try to push on with the
project as quickly as possible.

It is interesting to note that a recent report
indicates that when the work begins on this
programme and the housing programme we may
have a shortage of tradesmen in the building
industry. But the money has been allocated
and we hope to get on with the work as soon
as possible. I thank members for their com-
ments
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Vote put and passed.

Vote. Treasury, $651 000-put and passed.

Vote: Business Undertakings, $54 034 000-

Mr JAMIESON: We notice that in the alloca-
tion for the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust there has been a cut-back of
about $216 000 or a percentage cut of about
14.3 per cent compared with last year. To get
this into its proper perspective, if we relate that
cut to the inflationary trend the figure is much
more -than that. The allowance for the provi-
sion of new buses is well down on last year's
figure and the allowance for bus transfer sta-
tions has dropped considerably from $222 652
to $71 000. This is a big drop when we are
looking to develop a decent suburban transport
system. If we have this sort of financi.ng we
cannot see any great progress being made in
attracting travellers back to suburban bus sys-
tems. More and more money must be found
and spent on this sort of undertaking if we are
to succeed in this regard in the future.

Whilst there is an increase in the vote for the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drain-
age Board, the drop in the advance from the
Commonwealth under the national sewerage pro-
gramme from $8.75 million last year to nothing
this year has put a heavy burden on the State's
other finances. The Metropolitan (Perth) Pas-
senger Transport Trust could well have done with
the money which must now finance the Metro-
politan Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage
Board to offset what would have been a disastrous
cut-back if it had not been for a supplementa-
tion of its schemes.

Many projects still need to be undertaken. By
comparison with last year very little is being
spent in some of the older metropolitan areas.
The provision of facilities is becoming more and
more expensive every year and sooner or later
they will have to be provided; and it is a great
pity the Commonwealth opted out. We have to
keep pressure on the Commonwealth Government
to provide sewerage in all capital cities, not only
Perth. Because Adelaide is practically all sewered
this matter does not affect the Dunstan Govern-
ment very much, but all the other States have
some sewerage problems. However, they are
not as great as the problems in metropolitan
Perth and as our water shortages increase we
need more and more effective sewering. If we
do not do it we will regret it later.

The vote for the Western Australian Govern-
ment Railways Commission has been cut from
$22 million to $14 million, an actual cut-back of

36 per cent. But the effective cut-back is more
like 40 per cent or 50 per cent, which is rather
disastrous in view of the problems with various
tracks, including the Meekatharra line and the
main line to the Eastern States, which are crying
out for money to be spent on them.

it seems we are going in the wrong direction.
I realise that the Commonwealth has rejected
overtures to finance these ventures, but pressure
has to be kept on the Commonwealth or the
situation which now prevails will be a darned
site worse in a few years time. I deplore the
fact that the Western Australian Government
Railways Commission has had to take such a
substantial cut in funds which it cannot afford.
If there are additional cuts next year we have no
chance of getting the tracks up to a reasonable
standard to allow them to carry the various
freights which we hope they will carry for the
benefit of the public of Western Australia.

Mr PEARCE: I notice that the Government is
making one of the largest percentage increases
in the Budget with regard to the Western Aust-
ralian Government Railways Commission because
it has allocated an infinitely increased amount
for the purchase of suburban railcars. For the
mathematicians on the other side, it is infinitely
increased only because no allocation was made
last year.

I wonder how many suburban railcars can be
bought for $100000. 1 guess that the answer is
that not even one could be bought and that
only a percentage of a suburban railcar could be
bought for the grand sum which has been allo-
cated. I have spoken previously in this Chamber,
as have other members who come from electorates
which are serviced by the railway line, about the
desperate need to upgrade the rolling stock on
suburban rail services. The suburban railways,
in terms of rolling stock, buildings, and railway
line, are being allowed to degenerate while the
Government dilly dailies on what its future
transport programmes should be.

The Central Perth Transport Study, which is
otherwise a quite comprehensive study, deals with
suburban rail services in less than two paragraphs.
It says that as there have been other studies with
regard to rail services it does not intend to con-
sider them in the overall planning of transport
and traffic in the Perth metropolitan region,

In outlying suburbs such as Armadale and
Gosnells some form of rapid transit rail transport
system seems to be the most feasible. If pas-
sengers can be fed in by bus or car to these
suburban areas and then carried quickly by train
into Perth without any hassles such as those
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which exist on the feeder road systems, like
the Albany Highway. it seems to ine we would
have a more expeditious and integrated passenger
transport system than we have now.

I look to the Government to make some real
initiative with regard to suburban rail services,
and the beginning of that initiative has to be the
provision of more suburban railcars. There has
been correspondence between myself and the Min-
ister for Transport and between that gentleman
and several other members of this place and
another place with regard to the Government's
intentions. The answers have always been very
vague, such as, "The Budget is not determined
yet so we do not realty know", or, "There is a
possibility we can buy railcars cheaply from
Canada and convert them from electricity, on
which they now operate, to diesel and maybe that
will be an interim measure."

The clear answer from the Budget papers is that
again nothing is to be done. I do not know what
the $100 000 will do by way of improving the
situation on the metropolitan passenger rail trans-
port system, but my bet is that it will act( do
very much at all. It may finance a feasibility
study or it may buy a rather expensive sort of
model railway with which the Minister can play.
But it certainly will not do anything for the people
who currently travel on overcrowded and infre-
quent train services and who would travel on them
more frequently and more happily and make a
point of doing so with many more of their fellow
outer suburban dwellers if only there were the
trains and cars to carry them in.

Mr O'CONNOR: I thank members for their
comments. The Leader of the Opposition made a
comment regarding the MIT. I am sure he would
agree that while there has been a drop in the
amount provided for new buses, we have probably
the best system in Australia and also the best
buses. We have committed ourselves very heavily
to obtaining very good buses, such as Mercedes,
and I am quite sure that the people travelling on
them believe they are second to none in Australia,

There has been a substantial increase in the
works programme allocation for the Water Board,
and this is one of the reasons we are able to
keep the work force operating.

With regard to the Western Australian Govern-
ment Railways Commission, I assure members that
the Government is aware of the need in regard to
the matters to which they referred.

Mr Pearce: But it is not doing anything about
them.

hir O'CONNOR: The member does not know
what he is talking about.

Mr Pearce: How many railcars will you buy
with $100000?

Mr O'CONNOR: I-am not talking about that;
the member said we have not done anything about
this. We have made several approaches in an
effort to get the sort of funds with which to
proceed with the projects required.

If the honourable member stops to think, the
amount involved is something over $100 million
for the overall project. I do agree that work
is needed in the area, but we have already done
a great deal of work. A study was carried out by
departmental officers over a period of 12 months,
and a proposition was put to the Commonwealth
to upgrade the Koolyanobbing-Kwinana line at a
cost of $60 million.

Mr Pearce: I was talking about suburban lines.
The Minister is giving himself a pat on the back
by talking about other matters.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will come to the suburban
lines. I am explaining the position. The Com-
monwealth asked us to come back with another
submission.

I approached both the previous Minister, Mr
Jones, and the present Minister, Mr Nixon, in an
endeavour to obtain funds to upgrade and electrify
the metropolitan system. I think a sum of $33
million was required, which is a substantial sum
for the State Government to try to find. We have
been seeking separate funds from the Common-
wealth.

I can assure members we are trying to obtain
support by getting the Commonwealth to partici-
pate.

Vote put and passed.

Vote: Housing Authorities, 53 900 000-put and

pssed.

Vote: Port Authorities, $1 464 000--
Mr JAMIESON. I note there has been a sub-

stantial cut in the money available to some auth-
orities. Of course, it is probable that not much
development work is being done at present. How-
ever, the allocation for the Bunbury Port Auth-
ority this year is a little over $500 000, whereas
last year it was $1 million. It seems considerable
development work will be necessary at Bunbury
before it can be used effectively as a port.

Sir Charles Court: The programme for Bun-
bury is $11750 million. The items are borrowings
from other sources, so as to come back to a net
loan figure.

Mr JAMIESON: I concede that point, but the
fact is that the General Loan Fund allocation is
down considerably on last year.
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Fremantle does not seem to have the degree of
development one might have expected consider-
ing the urgent necessity to move into the Palm
Beach area some years ago, and the creation of
extra facilities there. Nothing much has been done
since that time with the land alongside the Naval
Base causeway, and one wonders why there was
any necessity for that development. From my own
observation, during the last six months the Fre-
mantle Port Authority has been carrying a heavy
load. There has been a considerable pile-up in the
harbour. It would be interesting to know why
the allocations for development have ceased some-
what, and some borrowings do not appear to have
been taken up.

Vote put and passed.

Vote: Other Authorlties, $SSO 000-

Mr JAMIESON: Item 33 covers the Industrial
Lands Development Authority, and its allocation
for the purposes of land development is $200 000.
That compares with an allocation of $305 000
last year, which is a considerable cut-back. This
type of development is ongoing, and one wonders
what motivated the Government to purchase land
at Moore River, Yanchep, and Santa Maria
whereas it seems the funds would more properly
have been spent on land closer to the metropolitan
area. or on developed land.

The purchase of the Santa Maria land was a
gift to some of the people associated with it.
When they purchased it they knew it was for re-
gional open space. They purchased the land to
make a profit, and they should have been left
with it instead of Commonwealth and State funds
being used to save them from their own folly. If
that money had been spent in another direction
it undoubtedly would have allowed this authority
to acquire land properly so that it could be used
within the forseeable future. The land at Santa
Maria could have been held under a zoning area,
or it could have been proclaimed as open space,
or for regional development without actually pur-
chasing it. It is to be deplored that the action
taken then has been responsible for the cut-back
in the operations of the authority at this stage.

Mr MENSAROS: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion has looked only at the figures on the right-
hand side of the table.

Mr Jamieson: No, I did not. The figures 1
have quoted are the allocation from the General
Loan Fund.

Mr MENSAROS: The total figure shows that
the amount spent has increased, and not de-
creased. In any event, the particular expenditure

has nothing Co do with the land at Santa Maria.
There has been very little acquisition out of the
total of $4.8 13 million. The bulk of the money
was spent in developing the Canning Vale land,
and that development is stilt going on. The loan
budget allocation of $200 000 covers only the
difference between the amounts to be spent and
internally generated. In all probability, the funds
will be used for incentive purposes for industry
within the Department of Industrial Development.

Mr JAMIESON: I am well aware of the total
amounts mentioned by the Minister, but those
sums of money are made available from other
sources. The General Loan Fund is a cheaper
source of money than that available from private
borrowings. Money borrowed on the private
market has to be dearer money, and that in-
volves dearer developments.

Last year considerably more was made avail-
able out of the General Loan Fund than has
been made available on this occasion. 1 can
read as well as the Minister the fact that the
.internal funds will provide $3.813 million this year
as against $1 644 383 actually spent last year.
My point is that the total amount being allocated
in this regard is $200 000; we are not allocating
the sums mentioned in the other columns. Those
figures are there to indicate the overall position
in the various industrial establishments.

Vote pul and passed.

Schedules A to C put and passed.
Clauses I to 3 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment,

report adopted.
and the

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Sir Charles

Court (Treasurer), and transmitted to the Council,

URANIUM
Endorsement of Gov'ernments' Decisions:

Amendment lo Motion

Debate resumed, from the 13th September, on
the following motion by Sir Charles Court
(Premier)-

That this Nouse endorses the decision of
the Government to permit in Western Austra-
hia-

(a) The mining of uranium; and

2574



[Tuesday, 25th October, 1977]157

(b) The processing of uranium, includ-
ing the production of yellow cake
(U.Os), and the upgrading and
eventual enrichment of uranium to
a level suitable for use in nuclear
power stations.

For these purposes-
(1) Exploration for uranium shall be

encouraged.
(2) All phases of uranium exploration,

mining and processing shall be sub-
ject to-

(a) adequate personal and com-
munity health safeguards,

(b) adequate environmental safe-
guards, and

(c) adequate mining, transport,
handling and processing safe-
guards,

which are covered by existing
statutes and regulations, and by
those to be amended and proclaimed
from time to time.

(3) There shall be continuing research
in Western Australia, in co-operation
with the Commonwealth and appro-
priate cverseas authorities, into-

(a) the methods of exploration.
mining, processing and end
use for peaceful purposes of
uranium and products derived
from uranium, and

(b) the need for, the timing, and
the methods of introducing
nuclear energy into Western
Australia.

(4) The policies in respect of uranium
enunciated by the Federal Govern-
ment in the Parliament of the
Commonwealth of Australia, in
Canberra on 25 August, 1977, shall
be endorsed so far as they relate to
the Commonwealth's constitutional
responsibilities.

and further,
This House is of the opinion that active
participation in uranium exploration, mining,
processing and export of uranium and
products derived from uranium, on the lines
proposed by the Western Australian and
Commonwealth Governments, is the most
practical way of ensuring-

()That Australia has a voice inter-
nationally in the end uses of
uranium and products derived from

uranium, with particular reference
to the ability to require conditions
of sale directed at non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons, and

(2) That Australia and Western Aus-
tralia have the right and the
opportunity to be kept up to date
with international research and
development on nuclear and alter-
native energy sources.

To which Mr Jamhieson (Leader of the Opposition)
had ,noved the following amendment-

That all words after the word "House" in
line one of the motion be deleted with a view
to substituting the following words-

notes the decision of Federal and
State Liberal Governments not to
defer the mining of and export of
uranium and deplores their failure
to-

I . Ensure that customer countries
will apply effective and verifi-
able safeguards against the
diversion of Australian uranium
from peaceful nuclear purposes
lo military nuclear purposes;

2. apply international safeguards
which will ensure that the
export of Australian uranium
will not contribute to the
proliferation of nuclear weapons
and the increased risk of
nuclear war;

3. ensure that adequate procedures
will be applied for the storage
and disposal of radioactive
wastes to eliminate any danger
posed by such wastes to human
life and the environment.

MR BARNETT' (Rockingham) [9.14 p.m.1: Re-
sponsible members and would-be lemmings: We
have before us an amendment which has been put
forward from this side of the House in opposi-
tion to the motion moved by Western Australia's
very own pied piper; a man who intends for his
own selfish end to lead members opposite-if they
vote like lemmings-over the edge of what can
only be described as the nuclear precipice. The
Premier will be leading those people who vote
with him-should he win this vote-and all West-
ern Australians to what most certainly can be pos-
itive destruction, if not in the next 10 years, then
most certainly within a very few years after that.
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I advise members on the other side of the
House that theirs will be a very cowardly decision
indeed if they vote with the Premier just be-
cause he put the motion forward. I believe many
members in this House have not studied the sub-
ject matter before us today--the uranium debate.
Certainly, many members had not studied this
matter on the last occasion it came before this
House; that was quite obvious from the way they
voted.

Had members Opposite studied the matter, the
motion I moved from this side of the House
would definitely have been passed. No-one can
study this subject and come up in favour Of it
in the present circumstances.

Mr P. V. Jones: You are saying a lot of people
are wrong.

Mr BARNETT, Members will have the oppor-
tunity tonight to show the people of Western Aus-
tralia whether they are in fact men or mice, and
whether they are legislators or-as I described
them earlier tonight-lemmings. Members
opposite certainly know in their own minds that it
would be foolhardy in the extreme to go ahead
with uranium development in this country and in
this State with technology as it currently stands.
There is no question that the uranium projects,
as proposed by the Premier, should not go ahead
itn this State.

Several members interjected.

Mr BARNETT-. I do not need to be totd by
interjections that there are experts who are in
favour of it. So many experts are opposed to
uranium development with current technology
that we would be stupid and absolutely irrespon-
sible to go ahead with a programme of this kind
at this time.

I am reminded of a quote which has now be-
come quite famous, it is from Alvin Weinberg,
the former Director of the US Atomic Research
Station at Oak Ridge. A man with his impec-
cable credentials cannot be denied the opportun-
ity to put forward his 'argument to people such
-is ourselves who are about to legislate on a pro-
gramme for uranium development- When he left
the US Atomic Research Station Fe said-

Give me uranium and I will Live you all
of the power you need, all of the energy
with none of the work, but I will sow the
seeds of the destruction of your race, and
you will not know for 100 years whether
or not you will be destroyed.

The problem we are faced with is put in a nut-
shell by someone who members must agree

knows much more about the subject than we do
at this time, and more than we will ever know
about it.

Mr Watt: Just as many are in favour of it,

Mr BARNETT: Sane, thinking people and
academics in colossal numbers all over the world
are now questioning the efficacy of going ahead
with uranium development. In my last speech
on this matter I dwelt mainly on the dangers
of mining uranium, because that is really all
we shall be legislating on for the moment. Some
members who spoke in that debate described ura-
nium processing-perhaps not unfortunately, be-
cause they outlined for the benefit of members
who did not have any knowledge of the subject
at that time just how dangerous this substance
is.

I believe the dangers associated with uranium
mining alone are sufficient to persuade us to
legislate against proceeding with this programme
right now. The dangers are compounded in con-
tinuing the programme through to nuclear power
stations, and make the situation even more grim.
Members had the facts placed fairly and squarely
before them when I and other members last
spoke on the subject in this Kouse. The facts
produced indisputable evidence against uranium
mining.

When the Minister for Mines got to his feet
to oppose my motion, he bleated like a sheep
and rambled all over the Place, but did not
present a reasonable argument against the facts
I placed before the House. 1 hope members op-
posite will get to their feet after I have finished
and point out to me if that is incorrect. The
Minister for Mines bleated like a sheep and mem-
bers opposite followed him like sheep and voted
with him.

Mr Shalders: You are bleating like a sheep
now.

'Mr BARNETT: A few weeks ago a problem
developed in my area because Western Mining,
unbeknown to the people in my electorate,
dumped 50 ton nes of uranium waste-

Mr Mensaros: You were fearmongering.

Mr BARNETT; I will not listen to inter-
jections from a person like the Minister who
knows nothing about the subject. Unbeknown
to anyone in my electorate, Western Mining ir-
responsibly dumped 50 tonnes of uranium waste
in a damn a few miles from my home.

Sir Charles Court: Who encouraged themn to
process it in that area?
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Mr BARNETT: 1 place the Premier in the
same category as the Minister for Mines. The
Ministers for Health, Mines, and Water Supplies
and the Premier himself said there was no danger
whatsoever from the uranium which had been
dumped.

Sir Charles Court: The Tonkin Government
boasted about it.

Mr BARNETT: The Premier is making it
difficult for Mansard. He can get up after I have
finished.

The Minister said in this House that no danger
was involved in developing this uranium. Yet
a week or so after this statement was made, the
Minister for Health, in answer to some further
questions, gave me an answer about the first
testing that had ever been undertaken in the
area to show whether there had been any radia-
tion leaks from that dam. That answer showed
that no testing whatsover had taken place at the
time the Ministers answered my questions.

Now that shows irresponsibility on the part of
Ministers that the people of this State can ill
afford. A Minister cannot answer questions like
the one I asked to the effect that there is no
danger when no testing whatsoever had been
undertaken. Not only that, when the testing had
been carried out, what did it show? It showed*
that the radiation levels in that area, irrespective
of the place from which the tested material
came, were three limes higher than those allowed
under World Health Organisation standards. The
Minister for Fuel and Energy told my people
that there was no problem.

Mr Mensuaros: That is right.

Mr BARNETT: But he still does not know this
because the tests have not yet been concluded.

Mr Ridge: What about the results of the
testing in the Darling Range where the natural
radiation is a darned sight higher than this?

Mr BARNETT: The Minister for Health
knows that there is far more to it than that,
and so do the majority of people of Western
Australia. We know that is absolute garbage,
and nothing to do with the problem in my
electorate.

Mr Ridge: We are hearing a lot of garbage.

Mr BARNETT: That has nothing to do with
the problem and the Minister knows it.

Mr Ridge: What was the radiation in the
area under question?

Mr Pearce: There are different types of radia-
tion.

Mr Ridge: That is right, and he does not
realise it.

Mr BARNETT- Let me just point out to
members the type of deception that is being
carried on, not only in this country, but also
in the rest of the world, by the people who want
to produce uranium and who want to line their
pockets. These people want to make themselves
millions of dollars at the expense of the popula-
tion.

Members will recall that towards the end of
my last speech I outlined a problem which was
being experienced by a man I called Mr X and
then Mr Y who had worked for Mary Kathleen
Uranium.. I told members that this man became
sick while working at this mine, so sick that in
the last few weeks of his employment he lost
nearly I* stone in weight. Prior to this sickness
he had had only one medical examination which
was to allow him to join the company. X-rays
taken at the time proved him to be a physically
fit and healthy man, I do not say he did not
have the beginnings of a cancer at that time. I
am not trying to say that he did not have
cancer already when he went to work at Mary
Kathleen. and I ask members to bear that in
mind.

This man's name has subsequently come out in
the Press-it is Mr Bill Webb. After he became
sick, he made four visits to the company
medical doctor. On each occasion he was pre-
scribed such things as cough medicine, different
antibiotics, and so on. His condition worsened
and he continued to lose weight, so much so
that he decided he could not continue with the
work because he was in so much pain. He went
to the company to say that he had to leave
its employment. He was given a medical exam-
ination and was passed as a fit and healthy
man even though at that stage he was in so much
pain that he could not lie down and had to
sleep sitting up: Remember also that this man
had lost I I stone in weight.

Within a few days of arriving in Perth, Mr
Webb saw a doctor who diagnosed his illness as
cancer, and he was told he had a few months to
live. Fortunately Mr Webb is still alive today but
his wife, to whom I spoke this morning, informed
me that he is racked with considerable pain.

in all this time he has been unable to obtain
evidence from the company that he had been
medically examined there four times. Thiat evi-
dence has been removed from the books. lie
and his wife have made several requests to the
company for this information and I have written
twice myself. We have received no replies to our
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letters, and the company has removed this man's
records from its books. I believe this action was
taken because the company is frightened there
is a remote chance that Mr Webb contracted
cancer while working with the yellow cake at
Mary Kathleen Uranium.

That is the sort of deception these companies
are perpetrating on the people of this country. It
is not good enough to say that no dangers are
involved. The dangers involved are immense, to
say the least.

When introducing this motion the Premier
said there is no doubt the third world and
developing countries need our uranium. One need
only read a few of the reports to know that is
absolute hogwash; it is absolute garbage, and
can be described as nothing else. Look at the
Fox report which Government members quote
all the time. Do not ask me whether I am refer-
ring to the first one or the second one, as the
member for Mt. Marshall did. We are all aware
that there are two reports.

On page 220 of the second Fox report it is
stated quite simply and straightforwardly that
no country needs our uranium now. The third
world that the Premier talks about, and which
according to him needs our uranium, contains
about 70 per cent of the world's population, and
that 70 per cent of the world's population uses
only I5 per cent of the total world demand for
energy. Just that one fact alone surely must prove
that the Premier's argument could be picked up
only in a bull pen!

It is absolutely and totally untrue to say that
these countries need it. It is crazy also to say that,
sufficient safeguards exist to protect the popula-
tion against the highly toxic radionuclides that are
involved in the processing programme of uranium.

I would like to know just how many people
who have worked with uranium have been affected
to date, and how many people are being exposed
right now throughout the world to the dangers
of uranium. The Fox report quotes numerous i n-
stances of uranium and uranium products being
stolen or just lost throughout the world. When
I wrote these notes for my speech some few
weeks ago when I thought the debate would ensue,
only occasional reports were filtering through
to the Press about uranium and plutonium being
stolen or lost.

Mr H. D. Evans: There was an item on the
radio this morning.

Mr BARNETT: I missed that one. However,
now it is almost a daily occurrence to read in
the Press of people and nations that have stolen

or have had stolen uranium and plutonium.
Members opposite cannot say, with all this plu-
tonium which is being stolen and lost-and we,
do not know where it is or who has it-that the
world is now in safe hands. They do not know
that Idi Amin has not got it; they do not know
who has stolen it.

I would like to quote another passage from the
Fox report. This is the report which members
opposite so blithely quote to support their argu-
ment; and incidentally, Professor Kerr who was
one of the commissioners who prepared the re-
port says they twist and warp the statements made
in the report.

Mr Watt: What about quoting from-

Mr BARNETIT: The member for Albany will
have his opportunity when I have finished. The
Government adjourned the debate; it was the
Government Whip who went around trying to get
someone opposite to speak, and not one member
would get to his feet. I quote from page 167 of
the Fox report as follows--

Numbers of scientists with intimate know-
ledge of the scientific and technical consider-
ations involved have this year expressed
grave disquiet . . . some see the situation as
already beyond control.

I am not a scientist, but I try to be a little res-
ponsible. I also see the situation as quite beyond
control.

The SPEAKER: The member has three minutes
remaining to him.

Mr BARNETT: How long am I permitted? I
thought I had 45 minutes.

The SPEAKER: You are allowed 20 minutes.
Mr Old: That is 19 too long.
Mr BARNETT': Could I have an extension?
Sir Charles Court: No.
Mr BARNETT': Let members opposite ask

themselves this: Is uranium the best source of
energy that we have for the future, or is it just
a stop-gap measure? I hope they will give serious
consideration to this point, because it is
most important. I contend there is no question
that it is only a stop-gap measure, and members
opposite know it if they have studied the matter.
If they have not studied the matter, they should
not vote for this motion later on.

Our uranium resources will not last long, and
there is no' need whatsoever to make a decision
now--something which I will point out more fully
a little later if we get back onto the motion.

Mr Pearce: I am sure the amendment will be
carried!
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MRt HERZFELD (Mundaring) [9.33 p.m.]: I
would like to refer briefly to two main points
made by the member for Rockingham. I will
dwell somewhat on the question of deception-
the deception he alleged by those people who
are promoting the mining of uranium. He spoke
also about the moral issues which were involved.
I would like also to say a great number of things
about the amendment which we are debating at
the present time.

The argument of the member for Rockingham
is the most fatuous, short-sighted, barren and
irrational argument-I1 have ever come across. It
indicates absolutely nothing in the way of altern-
ative ideas. However, as time is short, I will
concentrate my remarks first of all on the question
of deception.

Those who so actively and loudly voice their
opposition to the mining of uranium do so to
attract the attention of people to issues that are
quite purposely intended to make them frightened
and fearful.

Mr Skidmore: So they should be; they have
every right to be.

Mr HERZFELD: They make these statements
as if they are statements of fact. The member
for Rockingham referred to a passage from the
Fox report which stated, "Some people may
think" or words to that effect. Quite obviously
some people may think in certain directions,
whereas others bold the opposite view.

Mr Tonkin: If you are going to refer to the
Fox report, why not quote it verbatim?

Mr HERZFELD: However, because of the way
the member for Rockingham used the quote it
was obvious he intended it to be inferred that that
was the opinion of the commission which inquired
into the Ranger project. There has been far too
much of that sort of deception by those who are
opposed to the mining of uranium.

Mr Tonkin: Have you read the Fox report?
Mr Skidmore: Obviously not.
Mr HERZFELD: Indeed I have, and I have

read it very carefully just as I have read a great
number of other reports.

Mr Skidmore: You will be giving some quotes
from it, then?

Mr HERZFELD: I well recognise the import-
ance of this particular issue, but I also recognise
that amongst the arguments that are being put
forward against the mining of uranium, a great
deal of deception is occurring.

Mr Tonkin: Show us where. You have said
that about eight times, but you have not sub-
stantiated it once.

Mr HERZFELD: I will come to it if the
member for Morley is patient and listens.

Mr Tonkin: Patient? You have been going
for t0 minutes now and you have only 10 minutes
left.

Mr Skidmore: We are waiting with bated
breath.

Sir Charles Court: Don't take any notice of
them; they are trying to waste your time.

Mr HERZFELD: Members opposite would have
us believe that uranium need not be used to
meet the energy gap that is very close to us; they
would have us believe that we can turn to such
forms of energy as solar power and wind power.

Mr Pearce: Are you trying to frighten people
by talking about the energy gap?

Mr HERZFELD: They say we can turn to
solar and wind power and other forms of energy
almost as if we could do it right now.

Mr Tonkin: We have sufficient coal for hund-
reds of years.

Mr IIERZFELD: They seem to imply that the
technology is available today. There is no doubt
that electricity can be generated by solar
energy. However, last week I directed questions
to the Minister for Fuel and Energy which were
designed to bring out the very impracticality of
this particular deception that we can turn to
the use of these alternative sources of fuel at
this time.

Mr Tonkin: What is wrong with coal?
Mr HERZFELD: This is almost similar-
Mr Tonkin: There is enough for two or three

centuries.
Mr HERZFELD: -to the suggestion made by

the Leader of the Opposition which appeared in
the Daily News at about the time we last debated
the matter of uranium, that we should be using
our waste sawdust and turning it into liquid fuel.
He said we were wasting thousands of tonnes of
this material.

Mr Tonkin: It is not wasted; it is put into the
heads of Government members.

Mr HERZFELD: He said it was being burnt
and that we should be utilising it by convening
it into fuel. I made some inquiries, and I found
that at most we are burning about 8 000 tonnes
of waste sawdust a year.

Mr Tonkin: What about our coal?
Mr HERZFELD: How much energy would that

sawdust generate? How much would it cost to
transport the sawdust to a central point to process
it? What would be the total cost of the end pro-
duct?
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Mr Skidmore: You tell us.

Mr HERZFELD: I do not know it, but I am
quite certain it would be expensive, because one
of the questions I directed to the Minister
for Fuel and Energy was in respect of what it
would cost to liquify coal.

Mr Tonkin: If you are trying to make a run
for the environment portfolio, you are not doing
a very good job.

Mr HERIZFELD: He said that the cost of
fuel manufactured from coal would be three or
four times the cost of fuel from normal crude
petroleum. Moreover, to give members a con-
ception of the staggering cost involved, the capital
expenditu re required to supply Western Australia
would be 'between $1 600 million and $2 300
million.

Western Australia is having trouble obtaining
sufficient funds to carry out existing projects,
never mind entering into this sort of expenditure.
If we cannot find $100 million to electrify the
metropolitan railway system where are we going
to get these sorts of funds?

Mr T. H. Jones: This should have been done
years and years ago.

Mr HERZFELD. The deception which has been
put abroad by the people who oppose the mining
of uranium is directed towards courting disastrous
economic upheaval in our society, because all
these alternatives would result in huge increases
in the cost of energy. It has been said that
approximately one-third of the cost of any goods
produced stems directly from energy charges. If
the cost of generating power were to increase
threefold, the price of goods could double.

Let us take this to its logical conclusion: if we
used, for instance, wind power, which the Min-
ister has suggested would cost something like four
or five times the cast of coal, the result would be
that the person on a weekly income of $200,
who spends $50 a week on food, $40 on rent,
and $20 or $30 on transport, would find his entire
income gobbled up by essentials, and there would
be nothing left for anything else. The result
would be economic upheaval, inflation, and indus-
trial unrest of a sort which would make the
period between 1974 and 1976 seem like child's
play.

The result of pursuing a policy of choosing
alternative fuel sources to uranium would be
economic chaos.

Mr Tonkin: Who are you quoting now?

Mr HERZFELD: The experts make their cal-
culations. Prom information supplied by the

Minister recently it is clear that nuclear power
generation is the cheapest alternative to oil in the
generation of electricity, bar coal.

Mr Pearce: Why bar coal?
Mr T. H. Jones: We have tnough coal for

1 000 years.

Mr HERZFELD-. Of course we have plenty of
coal: this country is very fortunate in that respect.
This is where it comes down to a moral issue. It
is claimed by those who oppose the use of
uranium that we have a moral responsibility to
protect the world from such things as nuclear
waste and the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
Apparently they do not see they have a respon-
sibility to prevent industrial and economic Chaos
in countries which are not as fortunate as Aus-
Iralia.

Mr Tonkin: There is stacks of coal in the
world.

Mr HERZFELD: Mr Speaker-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER; Order!

Mr RERZFELD: The Opposition has spoken a
great deal about the need for a public debate
on the mining and export of uranium. However,
every time I stand in this House to speak, mnem-
bers opposite try to shout me down. So much for
their idea of a public debate.

The point I ant making to the House is opposite
to what members opposite are trying to say;
namely, that wer have a moral responsibility to
share our energy resources with the rest of the
world. When the crunch comes, they will be left
high and dry, and we will be sitting pretty-

Mr Tonkin: On top of a pile of bank notes.

Mr HERZFELD: Yes.

Mr Tonkin: The almighty dollar!

Mr HERZFELD: Mr Speaker, the shortsighted-
ness of the member for Morley is amazing, is it
not? If Australia benefits financially from the ex-
port of uranium to a world hungry for energy,
it will have a golden opportunity to use some
of that income to engage in research into solar
energy and the alternative sources of power he
is so keen to implement. The Opposition always
seems to think money can be plucked out of the
air. Members opposite must be realistic.

Mr Nanovich: That is what Whitkem thought
he could do.

Mr H-ERZFELD: Yes, and we isll saw the
resuilts of that. My viewv is shared by Sir
Macfarlane Burnet, who changed his mind quite
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dramatically on this issue. We have a respon-
sibility to serve other nations in their energy
needs. Moreover, whether or not we do will not
make the slightest difference to whether there is a
nuclear energy industry elsewhere in the world.
The fact is that there is an established nuclear
industry today and it is a growing industry which
will continue to grow, no matter what Australia
decides to do with its uranium.

The Federal Government has done its home-
work well on this issue. No matter of this magni-
tude of importance has ever been considered
more deeply than has been the case with the min-
ing of uranium by the Prime Minister and his
Ministers. One cannot help but be impressed by
the depth of study which went into this matter
before a decision was made.

Mr H, D. Evans: What about the public debate
Fraser promised?

Mr HERZFELD: I applaud and support the
decision made by the Fraser Government. How-
ever, I cannot say the same for the Opposition in
its half-hearted attempt to try to compromise with
its Federal brethren and with the stance taken by
the ACTU and certain left wing unions.

Mr Tonkin: Under the bench.

Mr Bertram: You are coming on very well. We
might promote you.

Mr HERZFELD: There is no better way of
getting an embarrassed reaction from the Opposi-
tion than by mentioning the left wing. One gets
a most embarrassed and red-faced reaction.

Mr Bertram: What are you; left or right wing?
An Opposition member: You are so far right

you will be slipping over the edge before long.

Mr HERZFELD: The amendment moved by the
Opposition is pathetic. It notes the decision of
the Federal and State Liberal Governments and
it deplores their failure to do certain things. No-
where does it offer the slightest alternative. It
speaks about ensuring that customer countries
will apply effective and verifiable safeguards.

Mr Pearce: What exactly arc you opposed to?
Are you opposed to the safeguards?

Mr HERZFELD. The nations which know
something about safeguards applauded Australia-

Mr Pearce: Which ones have applauded
Australia?

Mr HERZFELD: -for imposing the most
stringent safeguards which could be imposed.

Mr Tonk in: That is what Fraser said.
Mr Pearce: Name one nation which said that.

The SPEAKER: The member has three minutes.

Mr HERZFELD: The second point in the
amendment is that the Opposition deplores the
failure of the Federal and State Liberal Govern-
ments to-

apply international safeguards which will
ensure that the export of Australian uranium
will not contribute to the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and the increased risk of
nuclear war;

There is already so much uranium around the
world that our small amount certainly will not
make any difference,

Mr Tonkin: The Fox report does not agree with
you there. You reckon you have read it
thoroughly; that is its main recommendation about
proliferation.

Mr HERZFELD: Mr Speaker, my time has
run out. I hope there will be an opportunity to
refer to other matters in a little more detail
later on in the evening.

Mr Tonkin: We could not have any less detail.

Mr HERZFELD: I can only say members of

the Opposition should be embarrassed and hanging
their heads in shame.

Mr Tonkin: The Premier is hanging his head
in shame after your speech. You will never
make Minister for Mines and Energy.

Mr IIERZFELD: Members opposite have tried
to play politics tonight; but they will find this
lactic will come unstuck. They have shown a
complete lack of ability to evaluate the real issues
involved and the issues which are now coming
to the fore. I intend to vote -against the amend-
ment.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [9.52 p.m.]: In every
age there are a few people who can see that a
new problem is qualitatively different; but most
people are unable to see when a new factor has
emerged. We believe a new factor has emerged
that is not merely quantitatively different, but that
is also qualitatively different.

Throughout the ages we have seen the move-
ment from the bicycle to the motorcar to the
aeroplane. This is a change in. quantity-in
speed. We suggest there is no qualitative differ-
ence. People have suggested, for example, that
radioactivity is not as bad as arsenic, because
arsenic lasts forever. However, arsenic can be
chemically changed; radionuclides cannot.

We have heard people, and particularly
Lang Hancock, say that a box of matches is
just as dangerous as a nuclear reactor, because
if one strikes a match near petroleum one will
have a petroleum fire and such a catastrophe
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would be just as bad as a melt-down. Of course.
that is a ridiculous statement, because the quality
of the two catastrophes is so different. A
petroleum fire will be over within a few hours,
or within a few days. The result of a melt-
down of substances like plutonium 249, which
has an active life of something like 500 000 years,
will last for half a million years.

There is now a new factor which is a political
factor. How is it possible for anyone to
stand in his place and say that civilisation will
be able to last for half a million years, which will
be necessary in order to safeguard the nuclear
wastes created by the peaceful use of uranium?
How can one possibly know that for the next half
a million years we will be organised in such a
way as to prevent the leaking of that radioactivity
right through the food chain? Remember, it has
a long time to wait around; it can be very patient;
it can wait for thousands of years. We can
thwart it for thousands of years; but it can be
patient, because it has half a million years with
which to play around.

We have a system of communication where the
changes have been quantitative rather than quali-
tative. Speaking on the telephone, writing a
letter, and speaking on the radio are great changes;
but we suggest that these are quantitative changes,
changes in the ability to leap across space from
a point where one is talking to a person close by,
to radio which can transmit signals for many
miles.

But when we are dealing with radioactive
wastes we are talking about a time cycle which is
quite beyond the grasp of civilised man. The
Roman Empire was said to last forever. It
was one of the most enduring empires the world
has seen. However, it lasted only for a few
centuries.

The most important feature of radioactive
damage is it affects genes. A petroll fire does
not affect genes. Therefore, it means we are
faced with a problem that will not Just kill us as
in the tragic case referred to by the membr for
Rockingham; but it will affect people hundreds
and hundreds of generations in the future who
are unable to vote on the subject at the present
time.

For example, if we like to smoke cigarettes
and the medical profession seems to think that as
a result we might contract lung cancer, this affects
only our lungs, or, at the most, the lungs of those
around us who may inhale this poisoned air;
but we are not transmitting an infected lung to our
children and grandchildren. There is no genetic
damage. This is what makes this a very different

kind of argument and why it is fatuous to talk
about crossing the road. Members opposite have
said, "It is dangerous to cross the road and so we
should not do that." However, we are talking
about something which is extraordinarily different.

If we were talking about supplying power for
the rest of eternity we might say, "In order to
jive in the manner to which we have become
accustomed, we are prepared to take that risk."
However, the incredibly stupid aspect of this is
it is believed nuclear fission will be needed only
for 50 years. So we put 50 years of economic
growth-and I do not believe it depends upon
nuclear power because there are other alternatives
-against the danger of nuclear waste for half a
million years; that is assuming we need nuclear
power for continued economic growth for the
next 50 years.

How can one possibly look at that equation
and think that a sane, sensible, rational, wise man
would say that the inherent dangers to be faced by
men for half a million years are worth facing in
order for us to continue our society as it is for 50
years? That is the kind of equation which, to me,
is the mark of insanity.

There is a very great difference between know-
ledge and wisdom. Knowledge is as dross if one
does not have perspective; it is as dross if one
does not have wisdom. A man may be very
clever mathematically, as is Philip Baxter or
Professor Titterton. A man may be a brilliant
pilot of aircraft: he may be brilliant in many
ways; but has he a sense of perspective? Does he
have good judgment?

These are the kinds of questions that are far
more important in this type of debate. It is not a
debate for scientists; what we need from the
scientists is to be given the facts. We can get the
facts; there are some disputes about them but
we can get them. In the end it is a decision for
wise people to make, based upon a rational sense
of mankind's destiny and what we really want
from life.

I have heard the Premier say, "Do you not
think I have grandchildren too?" as if that is
some insurance against being stupid. I remind
the House that the men and women of Europe in
1914 had grandchildren. The people who caused
the first World War had grandchildren. Do
members think it is good enough for people to smy
they ha~e grandchildren and they do not want
them to be brought up in a world ravaged by
nuclear holocausts? I am sure members do not
consider that is a reasonable argument, but they
do not have the wisdom to avoid it.
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Members should consider the Treaty of
Versailles which I consider to be the most unwise
treaty I have ever come across in my reading of
history. It was unwise because it said to a
nation, "You are the cause of World War 1 and
you will be punished. You will not have an army
above a certain size; you will not have any sub-
marines; you will lose all your colonies; you will
lose half of your Polish possessions; we will take
away much of your land and give it to the new
state of Czechoslovakia. You cannot even have
troops on the west bank of the Rhine." That
treaty was made by grandfathers.

If we listen to the Premier's argument we
would have to accept that they were wise men and
would not do anything to harm their grand-
children or children. Those people made such a
one-sided treaty they should have known it would
have thrown Germany into the hands of extrem-
ists, which is exactly what happened. There were
wise men at the time who were undoubtedly
grandfathers, such as Woodrow Wilson, who tried
to show this treaty was insanity.

Nonetheless, the Tiger Clemenceau and the
Welshman Lloyd George had their way and
World War 11 was an inevitable consequence
of that treaty. I do not think members will find
many historians who would disagree with that.
So, being a grandfather is no surety that one
will have wisdom.

The Opposition rejects the facile argument
which sounds so sweet coming from the Premier.
Caring is not enough; what we need to have
is perspective; we need to have some form of
wisdom.. That is the main way in which I would
base my argument in this whole debate.

Coming back to more specific matters, the
problem of the energy gap at the moment is the
problem of the availability of liquid fuel.. It is not
a question that nuclear energy will solve; that
Uranium will solve. I do not know whether the
member for Mundaring was expecting every
motorcar to have its own reactor, although that
is the way he seemed to be talking when com-
menting on the energy gap.

If one is talking about transmissible energy in
the form of electricity, we must realise there is
ample coal to last us. When considering nuclear
energy, we must be aware that we are not speak-
ing in terms of centuries, as we will need it for
a period of only about 50 years. By that time
we may have fusion, which does not have the
problem in the environmental or health sense
that fission has.

Mr Jamieson: Titterton says we will have
fusion in the next two decades.

Mr TONKIN: Fifty years is a comfortable time
and I am sure coal could take up the slack in
the interim.

Mention has been made of solar power and
I think we all know that solar power has not
even been tried. Very little research has been
done and it has been such a drop in the ocean
because the thing that has given us the ability to
investigate nuclear power has been the war
miachine. The Americans spent $1 000 million
trying to perfect a nuclear-driven bomber. That
was money down the drain; it was not successful.
That was many years ago and that amount was
worth a great deal more then than it is today.

What if that money had been used for solar
energy research? We do not know where we
would be today if it had been. I want to appeal
to the businessmen who run the Government, as
they understand business principles and I am
sure they will understand when I say that it is
a very poor businessman who expends his capital.
He prefers rather to expend his income.

We are using capital forms of energy which
will not be replenished;, I cite, of course, this
shocking and ridiculous waste of petroleum. We
will have exhausted our supplies in 100 years
when it has taken millions of years to create. We
must devise a method to use our income source
of energy which is continually replenished. Of
course, I am speaking of solar power in its
various forms.

Mr Herzfeld: No-one would disagree provided
it was economically feasible.

Mr TONKIN: The reason it is not economically
feasible at the moment is that it has not been
tried; the research has not been done. The piffling
amount of money spent on solar research is
very tiny compared with the amount spent, for
example, on research into nuclear energy. No-
one is really in a position to say, "We have tried
our best with solar energy but it will not work."
The fact is we have not tried. Therefore, we
have the situation where we could have a clean,
continually renewable source which can be used
and we have not tried it. This is no deception.

Mr P. V. Jones: It is not right to say we have
not tried it.

Mr TONKIN: We have not used the kind of
research that would enable us to explore the
possibilities and so we cannot say we have tried
it. I know we have tried many things but they
have been very small attempts.

The Opposition believes there should be one
nuclear reactor and it is there, 93 million miles
away in space; it is the sun. The sun is the only
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good nuclear reactor and we hope it will con-
tinue to combine its elements continually and
give out with its source of energy. So there is a
nuclear reactor upon which we can draw power
and it is in a safe Position because it is so far
away. We do not believe the thing to do is to have
nuclear reactors on earth.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member has
three minutes remaining.

Mr TONKIN: Thank you, Sir. It could be said
that there is no point in crying over spilt milk. I
agree. As the money has not been spent, where
are we? We are at the stage where we can buy 50
years with coal.

Mr Herzfeld: That is in Australia. What about
(he rest of the world?

Mr TONIN: I am talking about the world.
It can buy 50 years with coal.

Mr Herzfeld: No way!

Mr TONKIN: That comment of the member
for Niundaring does not square with the known
coal reserves of the world. There is plenty of coal
for the next 50 years.

Mr Herzfeld: Why would people bother to use
uranium if the coal were there?

Mr H. D. Evans: Because of the finance they
will get from, it.

Mr TONKIN: For one thing, it is believed to
be cheaper. There are many economic fallacies.
In actual fact, what is happening overseas is that
the nuclear manufacturing industry has fallen
into a hole over the last four years. For example,
Westinghouse, one of the manufacturers and ex-
porters of nuclear reactors, is going out of this
kind of business. It cannot make at go of it. We
have been moving into nuclear power because it
is believed to be cheaper than the more inacces-
sible coal. The fact is that as we are developing at
the moment, in the very near future it will be
clear that nuclear power is a lot more expensive
than even the inaccessible coal. When nuclear
power was developed some years ago it was said
that it would be so cheap it would be a waste
of time to meter it. Now we are finding it is
more expensive than coal.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough) [10.12 p.m.]:
During the time available to me I intend to discuss
the world energy resources and take up a couple
of points the member for Morley raised. At
the beginning I would like to say to him that
not all people who make decisions such as those
being made by the Commonwealth Government
and the decision to put forward a motion, as

the Premier has chosen to do, do so based as
the member for Morley suggests, on making a
buck, because there are other things Governments
have to do. They must take the responsibility
for future generations, as the honourable member
pointed out, whereas Oppositions perhaps some-
times only have a role to play in opposing any-
thing Governments do.

I agree with the member for Morley that this
is not a debate for scientists because there are
far too many on each side of the fence who have
different points of view. Obviously very few
people in this Chamber are trained enough or
have the knowledge to be able to agree or disagree
properly with them. It is a debate for practical
and sensible men.

I take the honourable member up on his state-
ment that on coal we can buy 50 years. I am
inclined to agree if we combine the known
resources throughout the world with the almost
certain but unknown reserves of coal. With those
combined we could probably buy more than 50
years at the present or increased consumption
during that period. However, one thing is
absolutely certain. It is that we are then faced
with the proposition of having to wait around
for 50 years to determine what we do if the
fusion system to which (he Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the member for Morley have referred
cannot be mastered, or sun, tidal, wind, or wave
power cannot be mastered in that time within the
price the world can afford to pay. Economic
decisions must be made now whether we like it
or not.

Firstly, I want to give the sources of the infor-
mation I intend to quote. They are two docu-
ments, one by Or 1. L. Symonds,. Program
Manager, Power and Energy, Nuclear Science and
Technology Branch, AAEC Research Establish-
ment, and the other by the Opposition's old friend,
Sir Ernest Titterton, in his submission to the
Ranger inquiry. I will be quite happy to table
the two documents.

I will talk in terms of the symbol Q which is
10 to a power of 18 Btu, and the following has
been the estimated world consumption during
this century-

Year
1900
1925
1950
1960
1970
Present (Est.)

Consumption
per annum

.035 Q

.045 Q

.075 Q

.124 Q

.201 Q

.300 Q
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Those figures are from the sources I quoted.
The world population vying for these energy
resources at the moment is in the vicinity of
4000 million. Based on population studies by
eminent scientists it is estimated that the world
population could peak at 12 000 million to 15 000
million. We could take that as being fairly
reasonable because I do not consider anyone would
argue about it as it comes from the same sources.

To arrive at any sort of per capita usage is
difficult, but if we can assume that the average
person in the world will be using ultimately
what is estimated to be the potential usage pet:
capita of a citizen of the United States in the
year 2000 AD-and perhaps that could be an
overestimate-we could start to examine the sort
of usage we will need to bridge the gap referred to
by the member for Morley. We also have to
take into consideration another factor;, that is,
the higher population the earth will have to house
will be using a very much different sort of environ-
ment from that which we are used to occupying
at the moment. That higher population will be
demanding the opening up of hostile areas like
Central Australia, Northern Canada, and the Ant-
arctica; -and obviously there will b~e a much greater
draw on energy for air-conditioning, heating,
travel, water supply, desalination, and the like.

On reaching that point it is important that I
quote the actual world fossil energy resources in
units of Q, according to the studies done by
Professor Titterton. They are as follows-

Estimated
Estimated Undiscovered
Known Possible

Reserves Reserves
Coal 27.5 320
Petroleum 1.7 23
Gas 1.9 32
Oil Shales 0.87 79

Totals 32

The ultimate world population,
proposition I put forward-

Mr Skidmore: I don't.
Mr YOUNG: The member fo

than the professor.
Mr Skidmore: You gave mi

your figures Were correct. I ha
another report that is at var
figures.

Mr YOUNG: I am trying to
available to me and I do not fi

Mr Skidmore: This was an A
report.

Mr YOUNG: The ultimate world consumption
would be 12000 million to 15000 million times
the United States average at the year 2000.
It would equal about 4 Q on a world basis.

I know that many people have used scare tactics
and have done silly things with mathematics by
dividing the known reserves of 320Q by that figure
of 4 Q and said that the reserves could run out in
eight years. I know that fools would say that,
but I would not subscribe to anything so stupid
because it would be almost as silly as some of
the views put forward by the Opposition.

We could go further and divide that estimated
undiscovered reserves of 452 by the same and
get to the stage where we say there is no way
the world can go beyond 120 years. By plottinig
a curve based on an increasing population, an
increasing proving up of reserves, and an increas-
ing per capita usage, it is still likely that with-
out a new energy resource the total known and
estimated undiscovered reserves may not last
beyond two centuries That is a lot more than
the member for Morley said we had. Members
should keep in mind that I have thrown into that
the estimated undiscovered reserves. Those who
know anything about the extraction of those sorts
of fuels, will know that sometimes even the stuff
which is known to be there cannot be extracted
with ease.

If the figure was taken on the actual known
reserves of fuel available in the world today it
would go, on that basis, within 25 to 30 years.
It seems to' me that if we take the opposite point
of view to that taken by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the member for Morley, we could be
in a position where mankind, at this stage, has
to choose either to accept the inevitable-if he
decides that there is an inevitable-of an energy-
starved world or proving up another Source
which the world could produce and afford.

452 Secondly, mankind could hope that the time
______ lag would be sufficient to prove the fusion process,

if we accept the which as the Leader of the Opposition has quite
properly said is much safer, or we can accept
the immediate obligation and say that something
has to be done right now, instead of waiting for

r Swan is smarter 30, 40, or 50 years. I will prove that not one
of us in this place, knows when that moment will

ethe impression arrive when we will be able to master the fusion
Lye knowledge of process. The responsibility of making a decision
iance with your now has to be looked at very seriously, because

our responsibilities have to run alongside the
quote all sources privileges we all take for granted.
nd them varying. I do not think the thousands of people-prob-
merican Embassy ably millions throughout the world-io Australia

who march in processions, and who deface public
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and private buildings with stupid foot-high red
letters will choose not to drive motorcars, not
to travel in buses, not to use electricity, and not
to use any of the world's energy in order to
provide for us to carry on a Little longer to
bridge the gap referred to by the member for
Morley.

The acceptance is quite clear, as I see it; we
have to look at our responsibility alongside the
privileges we all take for granted. We are laying
the foundations for a massive consumption of
energy throughout the world, whether we admit
it or not, whether the people who march admit it
or not, and whether or not the members of the
Opposition admit it. We are laying the founda-
tions, and will continue to lay those foundations,
for a huge world energy consumption.

Mr Barnett: The member is talking about
energy consumption. He should be more specific
and talk about uranium.

Mr YOUNG: I listened in silence to the
member for Rockingham, and as I am limited in
my time I will not be sidetracked.

There is no existing energy source available
except from nuclear methods. Whether or not
the gap to the fusion process can be bridged-
and no person can say that it cannot be bridged
except that we do not know how big the gap is-
we can only guess.

Mr Jamieson: Necessity is the mother of
invention.

Mr YOUNG: The world's known resources of
fission energy are 1.6 million Q, which at the
ultimate energy consumption I have quoted would
Live about 400 000 years of energy left. I hope,
along with members of the Opposition, that we
do not have to touch one millionth of that
energy, if we can possibly avoid it.

I am saying, because of the only known
sources of fuel available we have to weigh
up the pros and cons, and on this side of the
House there does not seem to be much question
that we have to go ahead and do it.

The Leader of the Opposition has made play
about the fusion system, and he referred to
quotations by Professor Titterton. Professor
Titterton, in a document only one year old, stated
that he estimated it could take at least 50 years
before we have access to the fusion process.

Mr Jamieson: He changes his mind fairly
quickly because 1, personally, heard him say at
the university, a short time ago, that it could be
within two decades.

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
said that Professor Titterton claimed it could be
between 30 and 50 years, and now the Leader of
the Opposition says that Professor Titterton said
it could be within two decades. An unnamed
source, quoted by the Leader of the Opposition.
said it could well happen within one decade.

All those estimates prove simply that we do not
know. As I said, last year, Professor Titterton
said it could be 50 years before that particular
method could be employed, and an unnamed
person-and I do not doubt the Leader of the
Opposition-has talked in terms of one decade.

Mr Jamieson: I was quoting a letter from the
Women's Service Guild.

Mr YOUNG: We do not know, but we have to
ask whether or not we wait 10 years, 20 years,
30 years or 50 years before we start to make a
move. We are talking now about whether or not
we should start to make that move. Once there
is a start on the production of energy through
nuclear sources it is possible to cause as much
damage with a small amount of waste as with
a large amount.

Mr H. D. Evans; If we had the technology to
do it, but we have not.

Mr YOUNG: It would appear that the world
has the technology. I am not denying the danger
of plutonium or nuclear waste; the problem is
in the storage of what we know happens to be a
very dangerous material.

If one examines the history of mankind it
becomes fairly recognisable that mankind has
always developed his resources to the maximum
degree. The finite destructibility fores have been
rushed into, such as TNT and dynamite. Man
has used those forces to kill man. The infinite
destructibility force has not been rushed into.

The member for Warren ought to consider that
over 30 years have passed since the first use of
nuclear fission in attack by man against man.
Since then mankind has at least exhibited-during
a period of three decads-a greater degree of
care and caution in the use of this product.

Mr Jamieson: What about the use of gas after
the first World War?

Mr YOUNG: I was referring to the period
since the first aggressive action with nuclear
energy.

One thing is certain: there is a stockpile of
nuclear weapons on the earth which could blast
the earth out of our universe altogether.

It could totally destroy and wipe us out. The
stockpile is there, and unavoidably there is also
excessive nuclear waste as a result of nuclear
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power production throughout the world. There
is enough of that waste on the face of the earth
to destroy every single living thing, and ensure
that forever more there would not be life on
this planet.

We as a nation-as a potential supplier of
uranium-are being asked to do nothing until we
can bring forward the safest possible method of
producing energy from uranium. Notwithstanding
what has b;een said by members opposite, nuclear
products already exist on the face of the earth.

The sword is there and the opportunity is not
being given by the Opposition-certainly not
readily-at least to attempt to beat it into a
pioughshare. If we do not attempt to beat the
sword into a ploughshare sometime within the
next 10 to 20 years we will have accepted that
what the member for Morley has said is, in fact,
dead right-and he may well be right. We will
not make any attempt to do anything about what
we have in the ground to solve the world energy
crisis, when we know we can do it.

The risks quite clearly exist; there is no question
about that and I do not deny it. But there is
another risk, and that is the risk of doing nothing
when we should act. If members of the Opposi-
tion and the people who oppose the mining of
uranium would like to see us take that risk, I
would like them to say quite clearly and unequi-
vocally that they are prepared to cop it when the
time comes that we in fact run out of energy to
maintain the level of energy needs in the world,
and that they will be quite happy to accept the
blame for that as they will be prepared to lay
the blame on us for every accident that will
occur forevermore as a result of nuclear energy
production.

Iconsider it rather shameful that members of
the Opposition in their arguments have completely
overlooked the fact that this other danger exists.
1t may have been acknowledged at a time when
I was not listening,

Mr Jamieson: We do not want to exacerbate
it. We acknowledge that it exists.

Mr YOUNG: Uranium is available throughout
the world for potential use as a hostile weapon
and for use as a peaceful weapon, and waste
exists in sufficient quantities to kill off the whole
of the world's population. When other nations
are forging ahead and solving their energy crises,
it is shameful that we should be denied the right
to do the same in this State-

M4R PEARCE (Gosnells) (10.31 p.m.]: It seems
to me the whole debate from the other side is
based on fear, in spite of the allegations that the

debate from this side is based on fear. The mem-
ber for Mundaring is very concerned about fear-
based campaigns, but -he proceeded at great length
and with very little research to bring out the
fear of an energy-starved world, He said there
would be no energy and there would be industrial
unrest and. other 'dreadful things would happen
because we had a world running out of energy,
and the only way to solve the problem was to
sell uranium right now.

The member for Scarborough put the same
argument in a much more subtle and sophisti-
cated way: but essentially it was the same argu-
ment-that is, the world is running out of its
traditional energy resources, it wilL take a long
time to prove up new resources such as fusion and
solar energy, and something has to fill the gap
in the meantime, that something being uranium.
We are told the dangers are not sufficient not to
fill that necessary energy gap. That could be
construed as a 'fear campaign just as much as the
arguments of those who talk about the danger of
accidents caused by nuclear reactors.

The member for Mundaring asked the member
for Morley by interjection how one could arrive
at a figure indicating that there are sufficient coal
reserves for two centuries. I was surprised that
he made that interjection because he professed to
have read the Fox report.

Mr H-erzfeld: I was asking for the sources.

Mr PEARCE: The honourable member should
have known that the following appears in volume
I of the Fox report, in section 6, dealing with
energy resources, on page .37 under the heading
"Fossil FueIs" -

Comparisons between recent levels of con-
sumption of fossil fuels and the size of
reserves are sometimes taken as indications
of the urgency of reducing world consumption
of these fuels. For example, if coal, oil and
gas continue to be used at the same rates as
in 1975, the reserves shown in Table 3 will be
exhausted in approximately 206, 39 and 55
years respectively.

That is, 206 years for coal; 39 years for oil, which
is of course low; and 55 years for gas. They are
the 1975 usages if projected into the future at a
continuing rate. Those resources will last that
long.

When the member for Scarborough talks about
a 25-year energy crunch, he is talking of a period
well under the figures accepted in the Fox report,
because if we continue our high level of current
usage it would be 39 years before we ran out of
oil.
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Mr Herzfeld: Have you given any consideration
(a) 10 the increasing world population, and (b)
to providing more energy to the developing
countries?

Mr PEARCE: Certainly. Had the honourable
member read the Fox report, he would find
further on it deals with projections of growth and
has conceded that the 1975 levels of usage are
likely to be increased in the future. At the same
time the Fox report also points to the declining
birth rates in a large number of countries and
suggests the growth in world population may be
slower than the honourable member seems to
imagine. That is talking about the known reserves
in 1975, and later exploration lays open the fact
that there are more reserves in these areas.

The energy crisis about which everyone is
rightly concerned is really a crisis of oil. Most
of the world's oil usage, and the most vital usage,
is in the transport industries-petrol for cars,
buses, trucks, and aeroplanes. Oil is a resource
which is not easily replaced by any other substitute
.in the transport industry, and members opposite-
including the member for Mundaring, who is an
engineer and should know better-do not realise
that uranium as an energy resource is not suitable
for transport. Only very large types of transport,
such as large ships, can use uranium reactors for
motive power. Obviously some reallocation of
our energy resources will he necessary to make
oil available for transportation purposes by taking
it away from other usages, such as electricity
generation in which it is currently used in prefer-
ence to coal.

In this respect, the Government is one of the
worst offenders in switching some of the State's
electricity generating stations away from coal to
oil, and now finding it has to go back to coal for
purely economic reasons. Perhaps it wasoshort-
sighted, as it has turned out.

Mr Herzfeld: It was not-ntirely the opposite.

Mr PEARCE: It could hardly have been long-
sighted. The member for Mundaring might like
to make excuses for the Government but it was
short-sighted.

The energy crunch is further away than mem-
bers on the other side imagine. A great deal of
patriotism was jazzed up from the other side to
say how desperately we would need this energy
resource in Western Australia. I know of no
proposal to use Western Australian uranium to
generate nuclear power in Western Australia.
Members opposite may be able to enlighten me on
this. Their idea is to take the stuff out of the
ground and sell it to other countries which already
have a nuclear technology.

We will not be selling it to Vietnam, India, or
any other country which lacks a significant nuclear
technology, because those coufitries will not be
able to use it. We will not refine the stuff. Mini-
mal refining will be done, and that only to make
the stuff transportable without carrying dust, rock,
and other pieces of the ore which would make it
expensive to transport.

That means uranium will go only to countries
which are more industrialised and have a greater
nuclear technology than we have. So we will not
be making nuclear power available to poor Asian
countries which are crying out for energy and
need greater industrialisation.

There appears to be a misconception about the
Labor Party's policy on uranium. The policy is
not to leave the stuff in the ground forever but
to defer the mining of uraniumn-

Mr Laurance: Indefinitely.

Mr PEARCE: -until certain questions are
resolved.

Mr Blaikie: Until your 1979 conference.

Mr Jamieson: Or longer.

Mr Laurance: Explain the difference.

Mr PEARCE: Between what?

Mr Laurance: That and an indefinite mora-
torium.

Mr PEARCE: The word "moratorium" means a
slay. It comes from a Latin word meaning a stay
of proceedings until certain questions are resolved.

Mr Blaikie: Clive Holding certainly did not
mean that when he moved that motion.

Mr PEARCE: I was at the conference and
listened carefully to the debate, and that is what
the policy is. My leader's amendment makes-that
quite clear. Members opposite did not address
themselves to the amendment; in fact, the member
for Mundaring appeared not to have read it.

What we want is for certain questions to be
resolved before we are prepared to go ahead with
the mining of uranium. Now members opposite
do not want to wait for this resolution. They say
there is an impending energy crisis and we have
to leap in to mine our uranium right now. As
I have demonstrated, the energy crisis is probably
30 or 40 years off at least, and with the existing
state of nuclear technology, if we halt the mining
of our uranium, when the crunch comes in 40
years' time we could use our uranium as well as
all the other uranium which has not been dug tip
out of the ground and we could quickly channel it
to the power generating centres of the world.
This could happen over a period of one to three
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years and the uranium would be usable at that
stage.

Uranium technology largely has developed to
the stage where uranium is usable if dangerous in
some ways, so it is not unreasonable to say, "Let
us wait 20 or 30 years to see whether the prob-
lems of the waste can be resolved, to see whether
we can develop more adequate safeguards to
prevent the use of uranium in atomic weapons,
and also to imake the processing in the mining
stages and the processing in the power generating
stases safer than they are at present."

We do not have to use the uranium while the
technology is being developed. These are the two
essential points of our argument. I believe the
question of the disposal of the waste is the
fundamental problem in the whole discussion. No-
one opposite can pretend, and I think in all
honesty we can say that no-one opposite has
pretended, that there are safe ways to dispose of
the highly radioactive nuclear waste.

I refer members to the British Royal Commis-
sion on Environmental Pollution. The sixth report
on nuclear power and the environment, presented
under the chairmanship of Sir Brian Flowers, was
prepared in 1976. Recommendation 34 on page
203, chapter it, reads as follows--

There are two reasonable options for the
permanent disposal of vitrified wastes: to
geological formations on land and below the
ocean bed. But neither of these has been
sufficiently studied nor demonstrated as a
feasible option (397).

That is a country that has been active in nuclear
technology for something like 15 years, and yet
in this report on environmental pollution it states
there is no safe option yet demonstrated or suffici-
ently studied for the dumping of the waste.

In the light of all this, plus the fact that we
arc not at the energy crunch situation that the
Government pretends, and the fact that there are
unresolved questions with regard to the disposal
of the waste and the possible use of nuclear
materials by some nations to promote terrorism or
some small-scale wars, surely it is not unreason-
able to delay the mining of our uranium.

The member for Scarborough was quite right
when he suggested there was enough nuclear
material around to blow the wortd to smithereens.
However, we know also that this material is
stockpiled by two or three larger nations. The
fear is that someone in control of a smaller nation,
such as Idi Amin in Uganda, may obtain uranium
and other nuclear material which he may use
irresponsibly in a way which is damaging to all
of us.

Those questions, the disposal of the waste, and
the war safety aspects-if I may call it that-can-
not be answered satisfactorily. Until that time
arrives we say there ought to be a moratorium; we
ought not to proceed with the mining of uranium.

I ask myself: what can be the motivation for
rushing ahead with uranium mining at the present
time? One need only look at the impetus behind
these proposed actions. One does not need to
turn on a television set for more than half an
hour at a time to see the advertisements there
which are promoted by the Uranium Producers'
Forum. This is where the impetus is coming
from.

The impetus is coming from those people who
are sitting on the deposits; the people who own
deposits or lease them, and who will tend to
profit from the sale of uranium at the present time.
They want to sell it now rather than to leave it
where it is for 15 years. They do not want to
see their resources wasted; they want the money
for it. They are not concerned about developing
nations; they just want to make a buck out of it,
as one member on this side said.

The Minister, who has not participated in the
debate--

Mr Mensaros:, What nonsense to say that!

Mr PEARCE: The Minister has not spoken to
this motion.

Sir Charles Court: Of course he has.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition moved an aijiend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply and the Minister
dealt with that amendment so badly that the
Premier came in a few days later to move this
motion. The Minister has not spoken to the
motion.

Sir Charles Court: tHe has; look at Mansard.

Mr PEARCE: When the Minister spoke to the
amendment to the Address-in-Reply he put the
following amazing argument to us: We must sell
our uranium now because it is high-grade uranium.
In 15 years' time the uranium reserves around the
world will be so depleted that we will not be able
to receive a margin for our higher-grade uranium.
In other words, the Minister is saying that because
there will not be much uranium around, we will
have to sell our higher-grade material at the going
price. If that is not an economic motive, it is
news to me!

It seems to me that members opposite are being
less than honest if they fail to realise the economic
motive involved. There are questioos to be
answered in regard to uranium, and I feel it may
be possible in 10 or 20 years' time to answer
those questions. I think it is likely that in 10 to
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30 years the mining of uranium will not be neces-
sary because there will be other options available
for the supply of energy, such as solar power,
fusion power, or some other source of power
currently under investigation.

If the Government is so concerned about the
energy crunch, it should be putting much more
money into solar research than the amount cur-
rently allocated, and much more money into
research for alternative sources of energy. If the
Government is so concerned about this matter,
its concern is not about the decreasing energy
resources, but rather to sell something for a buck.

The Government sells off our iron reserves for
as much as it can obtain, and this is probably
not as much as others could obtain. The Govern-
ment will do the same in regard to uranium. The
motivation is not sufficient to give us the confi-
dence that the Government will restrain itself by
its own safeguards.

Many questions must be answered on this whole
subject. They will not be answered tonight, next
week, or next year. It will take many years of
research to satisfy the many experts who disagree
amongst themselves about the way the world is
going about uranium production.

Mr Herzfeld: Will you tell me one thing?

Mr PEARCE: What is that?
Mr Herzfeld: What gives you the right to

decide for other people whether they should use
uranium or not?

Mr PEARCE: I have as much stake in this
world as anybody else, and so does the honourable
member. The honourable member might say to
me, 'What right do you have to stop any exploiter
making money in any way he can?"

Mr H-erzfeld: It has nothing to do with exploita-
tion.

Mr PEARCE: Of course it has. Let us take the
case of a factory which manufactures sulphides. I
would have the right to stop that factory manufac-
turing sulphides if I lived next door to it and
gases were pouring out over my land. I would
like to remind the member of the old John
Stuart Mill principle that if something affects the
people, those whom it affects have a right to
protest. Surely the honourable member would
accept that.

Mr H-erzfeld: Don't you think if Germany or
Russia decided for better or worse that it wished
to use uranium generation, it has a right to decide
its own destiny in the matter?

Mr PEARCE: Of course we have a perfect right
to decline to dig up our uranium, and to decline
to allow countries to process it when we do not

know what they will do with the waste. It does
not make any difference for what purpose the
country is purchasing our uranium; we have the
right to leave it in the ground if we want to.

Mr Herzfeld: It does not make any difference
whether we sell itto them or not.

Mr PEARCE: Well, if it does not make any
difference, why sell it to them?

The SPEAKER: The honourable member has
two minutes.

Mr PEARCE: I will not need even two minutes.
There are many questions to be answered in the
nuclear debate and Government members have
not answered them tonight. As I say, it will take
many years before we know the answers, and we
have those years. As I said, the energy crunch
is not on us at the moment.

Mr Herzfeld: You tell the Japanese that.

Mr PEARCE: People who say that we will have
a world without power, a world without fuel, in
only two or three years, and that only uranium-
produced energy will do, are not being very
honest with the people they are trying to convince
or with themselves.

DR DADOIJR (Subiaco) [10.49 p.m.]: Not
so very long ago I would have agreed with the
Opposition on this matter. 1, too, have worried
about uranium mining, the tailings, and several
other points which already have been enumerated
in this Parliament this evening. However, I
believe we are overlooking one thing. It has not
been mentioned, and I do not think it will be
mentioned that the world is finite. Whatever
happens in other parts of the world will affect us
here and whether or not we dig our uranium
will not make much difference to the overall pic-
ture of the countries which are going to produce
their energy from uranium, with all its dangers.

I am sure man's ingenuity will win and that we
will eventually overcome all the problems associ-
ated with the waste products. I feel certain
nuclear fission will be replaced by nuclear fusion,
and this certainly could happen within 50 years,
although the period could be shorter or longer
than that.

There is an energy crisis, and I can well under-
stand why people are concentrating on the matter
of uranium. However, as I said, the earth is finite,
and what happens in one part of the world affects
other parts. The waste products of nuclear fission
and nuclear reactors elsewhere in the world will
affect us in Australia in one way or another.
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I was one of those people who believed uranium
should be left in the pround until legislation Was
enacted to ensure that the safety of the population
was first and foremost. However, I changed my
mind because I paused and said to myself, "Look
at the other countries which have nuclear energy
and the wherewithal to produce nuclear weapons.",
Just consider the countries apart from the United
States, China, and the USSR, which have the
means to produce nuclear weapons.

We have Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Czecho-
slovakia, East Germany, France, Hungary, Italy,
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Poland, Rumania,
Spain, Switzerland, the United Kingdom, West
Germany, Yugoslavia, Argentina, Brazil; Japan,
Israel, and possibly Egypt and Libya; and the
mate of the President of Libya-Idi Amin-could
possibly have it. We also have South Africa.
Those are just some of the countries which have
the means to produce nuclear weapons.

What have we got in Australia? We have not
got a thing, and this is what made me change
my mind; it was not the energy crisis or anything
else which made me change my mind, but the
matter of our defence. Who will come to our aid
when the time comes? I betieve no country wil;
they will all be too busy looking after themselves.

I think we should have our own atomic pile
and that we should be producing uranium not only
for the purpose of producing energy, but also for
the purpose of making our own nuclear weapons
for the protection of our country and as a deter-
rent to other countries. Just stop and contemplate
our defence. Are we able to defend Australia
and our way of life?

Let us not kid ourselves; war is inevitable one
day. Whilst there are two men standing with
their bottoms pointing to the earth-that is, in
the upright position-there is the possibility of
war; and if other countries have nuclear weapons
I have no doubt they would use them on Australia
if they thought they could. However, they would
not need to because they could walk in and take
us. If we do not dig our uranium from the ground
now we will dig it out under slave conditions.
Surely we all want to protect our heritage and
our way of fife. Surely we want to protect our
well-being and to be proud of our country. Instead
of that we are throwing all this down the drain
and like ostriches are putting our heads in the
sand and forgetting about our most salient point.
Inotice the Opposition is quiet about this.

Mr Pearce: You are talking such nonsense.

Mr Skidmore: We are giving you a quiet recep-
tion.

Dr DADOUR: I thank the member very much.

Mr Skidmore: If you really want me to inter-
ject, I am quite happy to.

Dr DADOUR: No, the member for Swan can
keep his ideas to himself.

I believe Australia needs a nuclear reactor to
produce energy for the years to come. We know
that the supply of fossil fuels will last only 100
or 150 years, and during that period we should
be conducting research into solar energy and other
alternative forms of energy, as has been stated
tonight.

However, I believe Australia should stand on
its own two feet and not hide from the obvious;
and that to me is that we must have our own
means of defence, and we must have it as quickly
as possible. I was frightened recently when I was
told by a senior Army officer in Western Australia
that if the Pilbara were invaded it would take
not one or two weeks but six, 10, or 12 weeks to
get a company of our troops into the area. That
frightened me, because we could be taken in five
minutes flat without any trouble at all. I know
there is a great deal of fear concerning the mining
and processing of uranium, but I am sure man's
ingenuity will win out once more as it always
does. It is my opinion that if we do not go
ahead and mine our uranium, even if only for our
own needs, we will not be doing what we should
be doing in respect of the protection of our people
and of our way of life.

I am a compassionate person and I sympathise
with many of the arguments prod uced against the
mining of uranium, because I held the same
opinion until just recently. However, I had to
change my mind quickly.

Mr Bertram: You changed your mind very
quickly last year, too.

Dr DADOUR: In respect of what?
Mr Bertram: It seems in respect of a lot of

matters.
Dr DADOUR: I said about the member for

Mt. Hawthorn that he needs treatment, and it is
quite obvious he does.

Mr Sibson: Treat the interjections with the
contempt they deserve.

Mr T. J. Burke: Don't get nasty.

Dr DADOUR: I cannot accept the amendment
put forward by the Leader of the Opposition,
because I believe it is inherently wrong.

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [10.58 p.m.]: I rise,
to indicate that I do not support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. We have
heard a great deal of discussion tonight as to why
we should not enter into the mining and sale of
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uranium in Western Australia or, in fact, Aus-
tralia. It is my firm belief that by joining with
the rest of the world in the field of uranium we
will have a definite advantage. If we put our
beads in the sand and do nothing, then we will not
be entitled to have any say in what is happening
in respect of nuclear energy throughout the world.'
However, by joining in the uranium scene and by
making our resources of uranium available to
the rest of the world, with the safeguards which
naturally have to be built in, we would be putting
Australia in the position in which it should be;
that is, a position in which we can negotiate and
be responsible for assisting in laying down the
guidelines that will ensure the world will make
the best possible use of uranium for energy and
for other peaceful purposes.

I reiterate that if we put our heads in the sand
and do nothing about the matter we will be com-
pletely left out of the picture. It was quite
ridiculous Of the member for Gosnells to Say that
we should wait for 30 years and then suddenly
join in with the rest of the world. By that time
we would be so far behind that it would not be
funny, and we would miss out completely.

We have the opportunity to obtain returns from
the sale of uranium which will assist our balance
of payments situation. As has been mentioned,
profits from the sale of uranium should be used
for research into alternative ways of generating
power.

The amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition will do nothing that is not already
contained in the motion moved by the Premier.
Part (1) of his amendment reads as follows-

ensure that customer countries will apply
effective and verifiable safeguards against the
diversion of Australian uranium from peace-
ful nuclear purposes to military nuclear pur-
poses;

That is embraced both by the motion and by
legislation brought down by the Federal Govern-
mnent.

Mr Pearce: What about the waste?

Mr SIBSON: The Safeguards are there.

Mr Pearce: Not for waste, they are not.

Mr SIBSON: It does not matter whether or not
Australia decides to sell its uranium; nuclear waste
will be created. I believe Australia has a res-
ponsibility to be involved in policy decisions and
we can be involved by the sale of our uranium.
If We Sell OUr Uranium to the rest of the world,
we will be in a position to dictate what will be
done with the waste.

Mr Pearce: What about thi waste? You have
still not answered my question.

Mr SIBSON: There are adequate provisions to
handle the waste. Part (2) of the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition states as
follows-

apply international safeguards which will
ensure that the export of Australian uranium
will not contribute to the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and the increased risk of
nuclear war;

Again, that is covered by the Premier's motion
and Federal legislation.

Mr Pearce: The Premier's motion claims safe-
guards exist, but they do not. What are they?

Mr SIBSON: The safeguards are there.

Mr Pearce: What are they?

Mr SIBSON: That is not the point; if we sell
our uranium, we will be in a posit ion to dictate
what will happen to the waste and to say what
the safeguards will be.

Mr Tonkin, What are the safeguards?

Mr SIBSON: Our alternative is to put Our
heads in the sand, and hope the problem will go
away. The Opposition is making a lot of noise
with regard to safeguards, but the Government
of the day has adopted a responsible attitude in
respect of this issue. The matter has been fully
debated and the safeguards clearly laid down.
Part (3) of the amendment reads as follows-

ensure that adequate procedures will be
applied for the storage and disposal of radio-
active wastes to eliminate any danger posed
by such wastes to human life and the
environment.

Irrespective of whether or not Australia sells its
uranium, nuclear waste will be created.

Mr Pearce: Not if uranium is not processed.

Mr SIBSON: It is our responsibility to join
the world scene and have some say in formulating
policies in respect of the generation of .nuclear
energy.

World power generation will increase tenfold
by the turn of the century, so it is not fair to say
there is no part in this for us. Australia is a pro-
ducing nation, a nation which is looked upon
throughout the world as having a domiiiant part
in the supply of raw products. On that basis
alone, we have a responsibility, firstly, to make
available our uranium to ocher nations Which are
hungry for fuel and, secondly, to take part in
formulating the actual safeguards surrounding the
use of uranium.
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It is expected that communist countries use of
nuclear generation facilities will double during
that period. It is strange there has been no pro-
test against this sort of expansion. We hear
members of the Opposition making a great noise
about Australia selling its uranium overseas, but
there is no word against communist countries.

Mr Pearce: We do not approve of that, either.

Mr SIBSON: The actual production of nuclear
power is not urgently needed in Australia today:
we have sufficient coal, oil and gas for the time
being. However, there is a need to implement
alternative sources of power generation, such as
solar, wind and tidal power. By obtaining revenue
from the sale of our uranium, we can channel
more money into research in this area. I believe
this is a most significant point in favour of the
sale of uranium.

It is not tmy intention to delay the House any
longer. I simply indicate to the House I do not
intend to support the amendment moved by the
Leader of the Opposition.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
[11.07 p.m.]: In view of the fact this is an
amendment to my motion, I felt I had some re-
sponsibility to make a few observations. If one
takes literally what has been advanced by Aus-
tralian Labor Party spokesmen tonight and on
other occasions, and if one accepts that they are
sincere in the views they put forward, what in
fact they are saying is that mankind has not
the wit to look after his own interests-a wit he
has shown throughout generations and centuries,
in fact throughout the whole of recorded his-
tory. When he has been confronted with a
problem, instead of running away from that
problem, as our opponents opposite would have
us do, he involves himself in finding the solution.
If we were dealing with the one and only sub-
stance-

Mr Jamieson: Man has never done that from
time immemorial. He has found the solutions
only wherj they were forced upon him.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If we were dealing
with the only commodity that is mined that had
a danger about it, of course it would be a dif-
ferent matter. If members opposite understood
anything about mining throughout the centuries,
they would know there have been many things
much more dangerous to mine than uranium,
and mankind has identified these things progres-
sively, and taken action accordingly. If we are
going to adopt the attitude suggested by the
ALP-namely, "This is too hard, so we are going
to sweep it under the carpet and hope it will
(82t

go away"-we will never get anywhere. It will
not go away, and we on this side do not believe
mankind cannot cope.

Mr Jamieson: You have a dollar-addled brain.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members opposite
really are insulting the brains of this world, and
mankind generally, because as these problems
have arisen there has been a capacity to find the
answers, just as the answers will be found on
this occasion.

Mr Tonkin: Find them first.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am very impressed
with the attitude adopted by a person who not
very long ago, would have been quoted by ALP
spokesmen.

Mr Jamieson: If you quote from that, it will
rebound right in your face. Do not read it out
of context. Read it all.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I refer members to
an article which apeared in The Age on Monday,
the 12th August; I suggest they read the whole
of the letter.

Mr Jamieson: Read it all.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have but few
minutes.

Mr Jamieson: Read it all; do not take it oul
of context.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Leader of the
Opposition will just keep quiet for a minute-

Mr Jamieson: You usually take it out of
context.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am just asking
members to read both the letter and the Press
report; if they have not read them, they can take
a copy from the copy I have in my hand.

I want to remind members opposite who are
very sensitive on this question that here is a
man who has seen the question in its proper
perspective. He does not want uranium to be
mined. He would have preferred it had no-one
found the stuff; but'as a scientist of repute, he has
acknowledged no good purpose will be served by
burying his head in the sand. He also has
acknowledged, because of the Carter philosophy
on the plutonium economy that now is the hour
to use the uranium energy sources of the world
in a restricted form to provide a bridge over
the gap between now and when we have available
alternative sources of energy.

The member for Gosnells says, "You know, the
energy crunch is not with us. It is another 30
or 40 years away." But that is only tomorrow.
Had he studied what has been done with solar
energy in the last 10 years and the Predictions of
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the best brains in the world on solar energy, he
would have found there is no easy answer to
solar energy.

Mr Pearce: I understand that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It could be the most
frustrating thing in man's history. The scientists
could go up a blind alley a dozen times befordC
they find an answer. Sir Macfarlane Burnet has
put the matter in its proper perspective, because
not only has he referred to the influence the
Carter plutonium economy philosphy has had on
him, but also he has referred in his letter, and
I will read the words-

Within 100 years...

I emphasis for the benefit of members opposite-
Within l00 years the world must be firmly

set on the road toward the use of solar
energy as the source, by one technique or
another, of all the industrial power that will
be needed for the whole foreseeable future
of the world.

Mr Pearce: It does not mean ii will take 100
years to get there. You do not understand what
you are reading.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This is the eminent
scientist who has made it very clear he does not
like the idea of uranium; he does not like the
idea of nuclear energy; but he is sufficient of a
realist to say, "We have got it; like it or not. We
should make the best use we can of it and earn
the dollars, and use these dollars to introduce a
new form of energy which will take us out of the
nuclear era."

Mr Jamieson: Why don't you admit that you
care only about the dollars?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable mem-
ber may, if he wishes, read the whole of the
letter. He will see this man tries to put the
situation in its proper perspective, which is it
will take a long time-

Mr Pearce: He does not say that in the para-
graph you read.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will read it again-
Within tOO years-

Mr Pearce: He said that we will have to he on
the road towards solar energy.

Sir CHARLES COURT: To continue-
-the world must be firmly set on the road
toward the use of solar energy as the source,
by one technique or another, of all the
industrial power that will be needed for the
whole foreseeable future of the world.

There is a good reason for this. Eventually we
must have energy in some storable, transportable
form; that is, safely storable and safely trans-
portable. Members opposite may talk about the
hydrogen era and it is very impressive when it is
said. But if one talks about that era to scientists
who are very concerned about the intricacies of
the implementation of it, they are very quick to
warn one that it will be a very tortuous path.

This man has made the situation very clear and
with a great deal of courage has come out and
reversed the stance he took a few months ago.

Mr Jamieson: He has not reversed his stance.

Sir CHARLES COURT: He has made it very
clear to the world that he does not believe there
is any good sense in storing it in the ground,
believing we will obtain some moral achievement
and victory out of it. On the contrary' , he has put
forward a thesis which will enable the world to
get the benefit from mining uranium and will
enable Australia to receive the benefit from it
also.

] .remind the Leader of the Opposition that in
the motion he put forward by way of amendment
he has in fact confirmed only what is in the
Government's motion, because he starts off by
saying, "This House notes .. ... It does not
disagree; it does not reject: it "notes". That is a
procedure one adopts at meetings. It "notes the
decision of the Federal and State Liberal Govern-
ments .. "Members opposite do not want to
come out and say that forever and a day they
want to lock this mineral up, because they know
th ey pulled a "boner" with the public when their
policy was announced in Perth. They want to get
off the hook. Therefore, they "note" the Federal
policy in this matter. The amendment then goes
on to state-

Mr Pearce: You just wish we said what you
wanted us to say.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -as follows-
. . . notes the decision of Federal and State
Liberal Governments not to defer the mining
of and export of uranium and deplores their
failure to;-

(I) ensure that customer countries will
apply effective and verifiable safe-
guards against the diversion of Aus-
tralian uranium from peacefulnuclear
purposes to military nuclear purposes;

(2) apply international safeguards which
will ensure that the export of Aus-
tralian uranium will not contribute to
the proliferation of nuclear weapons
and the increased risk of nuclear war;
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(3) ensure that adequate procedures will
be applied for the storage and dis-
posal of radioactive wastes to elim-
inate any danger posed by such waste
to human life and the environment.

All of this is clearly set out in our motion. It is
all inherent in the policy of the Federal Govern-
ment. It has been acknowledged by America and
other countries that Australia has imposed' on
itself stricter conditions than any other country
which is handling uranium, using uranium, and
processing it in its various forms. Our motion
which was put forward to this House spelt this
out very clearly, It includes not only safeguards
which are known today; but also any other safe-
guards which are developed in the future.

It is basic if one wants to influence world policy
in respect of the use of uranium and all the safety
aspects which go with it as far as mining and pro-
cessing of the forms of energy which shall be
used, one has to be in "the club1 ; one has to be
part of the world scene; one has to be part of the
world scene in order that one can influence the
end use to which these products are put. There-
fore, for my part-

Mr Tonkin: The United States influenced
Israel.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -1 do not intend to
stand idly by and say, "Our scientists have not got
the capacity:. our scientists are not going to be
allowed to join in the world scene." Our scientists
can make their contribution to the development
of energy in various forms throughout the world
and, in addition, let us use the economic value of
this mineral to enable us to enter the world club
and put us into the field where we can be a party
not only to nuclear development and the use of
energy for useful purposes, but more particularly
to enable us to be parties to the great programme
which is to be implemented over the next 30 or
40 years to find safe, clean forms of energy.

The member for Rockingham tried 10 give us
another one of those emotive doses that we get
so used to from the opponents of nuclear energy
and the fear which they generate. He was suffi-
ciently egotistical to say we knew nothing and he
knew everything. The way he was talking Was an
insult to all of us and a disgrace to himiself. He
was jumping to conclusions; for instance, his
conclusion about the Mary Kathleen employee.
By his own admission, he- was jumping to con-
clusions which he could not substantiate.

We are aware of the dangers of mining uranium.
We are aware the dangers of mining some other
minerals and metals are far greater than they are

in the uranium field. Perhaps it is one of the great
advantages of the public attitude and the emotive-
ness that the mining of uranium generates, that
both in its mining, in its processing, and in its
end use there has been greater sensitivity and
over-engineering of plants as a deliberate attempt
to try to overcome some of the ill-founded fears
and criticisms which have been launched.

Mr Tonkin: Tell us about your grandchildren.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable mem-
ber should not be so insulting.

Mr Tonkin: That is what You say: "I have
grandchildren too. Do you not think I care
about my grandchildren?" You brought your
grandchildren into it, not me.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Not in this place.
Mr Tonkin: Yes, you have, on many occasions.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I hope when the hon-
ourable member reaches my venerable age he
enjoys his grandchildren as much as I do.

Mr Tonkin: Do not bring me into this and say
you have wisdom because you are a grandfather.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We reject the disgust-
ing attitude of the honourable member.

Mr Jamieson. That has been your attitude.
You get up on your important pedestal but nobody
dare stand there with you.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for Mun-
daring and others on this side have endeavoured
to bring perspective into this debate and have
endeavoured to demonstrate-

The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many
interjections at the moment. At one stage the
Premier was trying to address his remarks to the
House and there were at least two or three other
members in conversation across the Chamber.
That is not good enough and I ask for that
type of interjection to cease.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Some members on this
side have endeavaured to bring some perspective
into the debate. They have endeavoured to
demonstrate that we have a responsibility to the
world to participate in the energy needs of the
world. One cannot dismiss this and say there are
200 years of coat reserves still available. One
has to look at the total energy picture.

Members opposite want to start to "get with it'
and realise we on this side care about safety
measures and the end use of nuclear products just
as much as they do, perhaps more. We care in a
more realistic way.

The member for Rockingham in his attempt to
bring up this emotiveness raised the question of
the waste that is stored in the Rockinghamn area.
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I remind him that was the product of a Govern-
ment, with the lull authority of a Government, of
which some of his colleagues were members. At
the time they boasted about it. If the member
for Rockingham wants to stir up fear amongst
people it will eventually bounce back in his face.
One day he will find himself looking at the very
ogre he has created, he will be then trying to
produce records to demonstrate what he has said
was untrue; that it was only a fear-inspiring type
of propaganda and objective that he had.

He has no sincerity in trying to jump on this
thing and give the impression that because of
some of the readings taken at Rockingham
people are in danger. He dismisses out of hand
the figures given by the Minister for Health
and the Minister for Mines that these readings
are much lower than some of the natural radia-
tion existing in these areas.

Mr Barnett: You had not even taken readings
at the time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member is so
"upset and distressed" about it and has said that
the members of the Government are responsible
for the .current situation, yet at the time the re-
search was carried out Opposition members were
proud and boasted about it.

Mr Jamieson: You are wise after the event.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We do not criticise
what their Government did; we thought it was
the wise thing to do. It made good sense to
do some pilot work where the expertise and
equipment were available.

We have a great scientist-Sir Mfacfarlane
Burnet-who not so long ago was being embraced
and quoted by the Opposition and he has ex-
plained that good sense should dictate our actions.
We should take advantage of the asset we have
and turn it into dollars and use the money so
as to be part of the world scene and help find
energy so that the world can have a solar or
similar form of energy to meet our industrial
needs of the future. I oppose the amendment.

DR TROY (Fremantle) (11.24 p.m.,]: Tonight
there have been some eloquent remarks indicat-
ing if uranium is mined it will not go to any
undeveloped countries to solve any energy need
they might have now or in the future; rather,
it wilt go to the already developed countries. In
fact, uranium from Australia, if it is allowed to
be mined, will go to the dominant countries of
this earth. In doing so it will aid the ever-
widening wealth gap we see in the world about
us. I think this is the point of importance in
relation to this question.

Already we see in this world an increasingly
unstable economic situation leading to an un-
stable political one. This is the question around
which the debate should be centred. It should
not be centred around the question of uranium
for peaceful purposes; rather, we should be de-
bating the fact that it will be used and developed
for the preparation of a new world war.

Mention has been made already about the
Carter plutonium policy. It should be added
that President Carter is prosecuting the develop-
ment of neutron bombs, tactical nuclear war-
heads and the concept that the United States will
use nuclear weapons as a first strike. The min-
ing of uranium from Western Australia only
aids and abets that type of development and as
far as I am concerned is not in the interests of
mankind.

There is a second point in relation to what
uranium does to countries and this relates to
an internal problem. The Deputy Prime Minis-
ter, when answering a question recently, said the
Atomic Energy Act of 1953 would be used as
the Act under which the uranium would be
controlled. Of course, this is something which
was specifically rejected by the Ranger inquiry
and the reasons are fairly clear.

It is laid down in that Act that people who
interfere with the processes of uranium could be
subject to prosecution. That interference includes
speaking or writing against the development of
nuclear technology. One of the considerations
in relation to the proving of such interference is
the character of a person as known; nothing else
need matter. This is not an ideal situation when
the uranium question becomes a very difficult one
politically within Australia.

Last weekend we saw one of the most reaction-
ary conservative people in this country take issue
with people in Queensland and have over 400
people gaoled because they dared voice their
protests. Every other city in Australia had
demonstrations by people opposing this uranium
question without any trouble. However, where we
have very conservative and reactionary people in
power the problem of uranium poses a real threat
to democracy in this country.

It Would seem to me that because of the in-
creased risk of nuclear war and the threat to
Australia's internal political set-up, the question
of nuclear mining should be opposed. At the
present time the power brokers of this country
and the world generally cannot be trusted with this
resource and therefore, again, I believe uranium
mining should be opposed.
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MR DLAKKIE (Vasse) [ 11.28 p.mJ: The com-
ments I have heard from the Opposition in this
debate amount to nothing more than pure hypo-
crisy and the very opitomy of political humbug.

Mr Pearce: The Premier does not like emotive-
ness.

Mr BLAIKIE: If the member wishes to inter-
ject he should return to his seat.

While the members of the Australian Labor
Party are very much aware of our conference
decisions and policy documents, we also are
similarly advised on many of their conferences.
I would like to mention the 1975 ALP conference
held at Terrigal. That conference carried the
resolution that Australia's uranium resources were
to be developed and that development would
include a nuclear enrichment plant. There was
also a call by four people from Victoria for a
moratorium against uranium mining but that was
lost.

Let us ascertain what occurred in 1977 by
quoting the headline of the day in Thre West Auts-
talian. I can also say that the same headline,

or a similar one, appeared in newspapers through-
out Australia.

Mr H. D. Evans: The member for Subiaco
changed his mind tonight.

Mr Tonkin: What is wrong with that?

Mr BLAIKEE: The headline on the 8th July,
1977, was, "Hard ALP line on uranium". Portion
of the article reads-

The ALP national conference in Perth
yesterday voted unanimously for an inde-
finite moratorium on the mining and pro-
cessing of uranium in Australia.

So in two years we have a complete capitula-
tion of policy and change of ideas. Therefore the
ALP decided to take a hard line on the mining of
uranium and to support an indefinite moratorium.
This really concerned the people of the nation
because for the first time they began to wonder
who is in control of the ALP-the Trotskys, the
Maoists, or who.

I now turn to some of the speeches made in
Federal Parliament. On the I11th February, 1975,
the then Prime Minister, following one of his
globe-trotting trips, made a speech. At page 63
of the Federal Hapisard, the then Prime Minister,
in relation to'the EEC and uranium said-

It became apparent as my visit to the 7
EEC countries progressed that Western
Europe's demand for uranium in the late 70s
and the 80s. will be very substantial. Our

role as a potential major supplier-of uranium
means that Australia's importance to these
countries will increase.

In Brussels, London, The Hague, Paris,
Rome and Bonn, as well as in Moscow, I
consistently asserted Australias wish to de-
velop her own enrichment capability so that
as much uranium as possible should be ex-
ported in an enriched form.

That was Mr Whitlam, the then Prime Minister
of Australia making a major policy statement.
The statement continued and I will be quite
happy for any member of the House to have
it to read in order to ensure that I have not
misquoted it. 1 notice that the Leader of the
Opposition is having considerable difficulty in
restraining the member for Morley from inter-
jecting.

Mr Jamieson: Nonsense. You would not know
what day it was, and that is saying something
to your credit. You would not know what day
it was. You are so dumb your cows will not
go near you.

Mr Tonkin: Great men can change their minds.

Mr BLAIKIE: In relation to this question of
attitudes and capitulation and change of policies,
I come to a speech made in the Federal House
by Mr Keating, a well-known and respected
member of the ALP-in fact, a senior member
of that organisation.

Mr Tonkin: And also a great man because
he, too, can change his mind.

Mr BLAIKIE: He is the spokesman on fuel
and energy resources in the House of Representa-
tives.

Mr Tonkin: Some people grow in wisdom you
know.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BLAIKIE: I can assure members-as the
member for Morley has occasionally tried to
assure them that he will not be silenced-I will
not be silenced, and certainly not by the member
for Morley.

Mr Tonkin: I am not trying to silence you.
You are too good for us.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will quote part of the speech
he made on the 2nd June, 1975.

Mr Tonkin: So he has changed his mind. This
is a great gift. He is a wiser man today isn't
he?

Mr O'Neil: What 'wisdom at the next ALP
conference will change your mind?
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Mr BILAIKIE: Mr Keating said-
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many
interject ions.

Mr BLAIKIE: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
Mr Tonkin: Any dynamic organisation changes

its mind.

Mr BLAIKIE: On page 3112, Mr Keating
said-

The honourable member for Stirling (Mr
Viner) talked about uranium enrichment.
There is an agreement between the Japanese
and ourselves to look at feasibility studies in
coal hydro-genation, that is to get petroleum
products from coal, and also uranium enrich-
ment. But with regard to uranium enrich-
ment, it is true to say that the Japanese have
been wary; they have held out. The point is
that we have the technology now and we
have found as lot of uranium ourselves. Rt is
at gambling position. We are prepared to
gamble with them-to wait. Btit we have the
technology; we have the raw material. Why
shotld we not press at harder bargain? That
is what it is all about. We are prepared to
give them enriched fuel but that does not
mean to say that we should be laid down
and raped by them because they are our
trading partners. We are prepared to give
them fair treatment and they lnave received
fair treatment from us.

The speech continued, and a very interesting por-
tion appears on page 3113, where Mr Keating
continued-

Therefore Japan is interested in moving
into nuclear power and enriched fuel. We are
prepared to give the Japanese any anmotunt of
fttcl that they need, enriched if we can do
so. The only thing is that we would like to
do the enriching. Instead of sending just
yellow cake at bargain basement prices we
want to get the profit that comes from enrich-
ment. We do not want the stuff to be sent
to the United States or the Soviet Union or
any place else where Japan may choose to
have it enriched. A good offer is before
Japan. It can come in with Australia on
enrichment if it wishes.

Mr Lauraince: Hear, hear!

Mr BLAIKIE: In a short period of two years
the ALP has changed its mind.

Mr Tonkin: We are prepared to admit we
know more about it now andi we are prepared to
change our policy.

Mr BLAIKIE: I do not believe he changed
his mind at all. It was changed for him. I
believe Mr Keating was on the right track and
looking after the interests of Australia when he
held a responsible position in the Government
at that time.

I quote now an interesting portion from page
1936. Mr Keating said-

There were no exports of uranium until 3
weeks before the 1972 election when the then
Minister for National Development, Sir
Reginald Swartz, foolishly signed an agree-
ment allowing the export of uranium to
Japan because his Government apparently
wanted for election purposes some quid pro
quo with the companies involved.

That was the first ppint. He continued-

Three weeks before the election and after
the writs had been issued that Government
lifted the embargo which had lasted 14 years
and it agreed to contracts. Since we have
taken over the administration of the policy
in this area, particularly in respect of
uranium, we have said that we intend to
export as much of it as we can.

So it goes on. The very basis of Mr Keating's
argument at that time was that in 1972 the price
for uranium was $6.50 a pound, but two years
later, because of the world energy crisis and what
happened as a result, and because of the petrol-
eum situation, the price was approaching $25 a
pound and the reward from its extracts would
be of untold benefit to Australia. He applauded
the decision of the Government for waiting for
the price increase. These matters come back to the
policy stated by a responsible Minister in the
Government. It points to the hypocrisy of the
Australian Labor Party which changes its attitude
once it is no longer in Government. If the Labor
Party were still in Government I guarantee it
would have no objections to exporting uranium.

Mr Tonkin: It would.

Mr BLAIKIE: Its objections are based purely
and simply on political tactics. I have already
quoted the words of one responsible Minister and
I will quote what the Hon. Les Johnson had to
say when he introduced the Aboriginal Lands
(NT) Bill in the House of Representatives. His
remarks appear at page 2224 of H'ansard, of the
16th October, 1975; they are there for all mem-
bers to see.

Mr Janmieson: Who found his remarks for you?
You could not find them yourself.
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Mr BLAIKIE: I will not quote the speech in
full, but the Hon. Les Johnson said-

It should be noted, however, that the
Government has undertaken to honour exist-
ing approved export contracts-5025 tonnes
of uranium for Peko-EZ and Queensland
Mines. International assurances have been
provided by Ministers that Australia will meet
the uranium requirements of our major trad-
ing partners, which could amount to a total
of about 100 000 tonnes of uranium by 1990.

Again I draw attention to the absolute hypocrisy
of the Australian Labor Party in trying to start
an issue and cause a division among the people of
this nation and the people of this State.

Mr Jamieson: The member should examine the
files on this before he goes too far.

Mr BLAIKIE: The change of attitude has been
brought about only because of the change of
Government.

Mr Jamieson: Once Fraser did some market
research he changed his tune quickly.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member has seven
minutes.

Mr BLAIKIE: Members can rest assured I have
many quotations at my disposal, but I intend to
make the next one my last.

Mr Tonkin: All of them are pointless. They
simply mean we have changed our policy. We
admit that, so what?

Mr BLAIKIE: The next statement I will quote
was made by the then Minister for Minerals and
Energy. The now late Rex Connor issued a
media statement on the 31st October, 1974. It
was a major policy statement relating to the
policy of the Government on uranium. It was
the policy of the Australian Labor Party when it
was in Government.

Mr Tonkin: What is wrong with changing our
policy? You have established the point.

Mr BLAIKIE: In other words, the member for
Morley is saying that the Government can change
its coat tomorrow, and woe betide the people
who put any faith in it. What a sham of an
Opposition members opposite have turned out
to be!

Mr Jamieson: What a no-hoper of an idiot!
The people who voted for the member opposite
ought to wake up to themselves.

Several members interjected.

Mr Clarko: The member for Gosnells is two
years behind the times.

Mr Pearce: No, I am not.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Vasse
will resume his seat. I had the understanding
the member for Vasse was supposed to be making
his speech. I could nominate at least three other
members who could be assumed to be making their
speeches. The member for Vasse.

Mr BLAIKIE: I was about to quote from a
major policy statement made by the then Minister
for Minerals and Energy, the late Rex Connor.
The statement appears in the Australian Govern-
mient Digest, so it will be part of the policy of the
Australian Labor Party which will go into the
archives of Australian history for all people to see.
Many members opposite will wish it was not
there.

Mr Tonkin: The member opposite does
understand. H-e thinks we are squirming.
admit we changed our policy.

not
We

Mr BLAIKIE: The statement by the late Rex
Connor reads in part-

When Australia negotiates further sales it
will do so as a willing seller seeking willing
buyers. In particular, we will ensure that
our major trading partners-Japan, Italy and
West Germany-obtain an equitable share
of the uranium we have for export.

I believe the Australian Labor Party is in tatters;
it is a shambles. It has been shown that respons-
ible Ministers, at the drop of a hat, can change
their minds and change their attitudes. They do
not accept a degree of standards and ethics. They
accept the double standard we have seen not only
in Western Australia but right across Australia.
I am prepared to bet that if many members of
the Opposition were able to express their own
thoughts they would register their abhorrence
towards what they have been bound by the Aus-
tralian Labor Party Federal conference. However,
under the Caucus system they are unable to speak
out.

Mr Skidmore: Do not include me.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am pleased to hear the member
for Swan indicate he does not want to be included.

Mr Skidmore: I do not want to be included in
your remarks.

Mr Jamieson: Why do you not take off your
coat one day?

Mr BLAlKIE: The real tragedy is that the left-
wing minority groups control the Australian Labor
Party. That is the tragedy; the motives of the
left-wing minority.

Mr Pearce interjected.
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Mr BLAIXIE: If the member for Gosnells
wants to be called a reactionary and a revolu-
tionary that is his affair.

Mr Tonkin: Do they mean the same? They
mean the complete opposite.

Mr BLAIKIE: The whole attitude of the left-
wing minority of the Australian Labor Party is
to destroy the real earning capacity of Australians,
and to lower their real standards of living. The
Opposition has been two-faced, and it has double
standards. It has shown a tremendous degree of
political double standard, and on that point I com-
pletely oppose the amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 16
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Blarnett
Bertram
T. J. Burke
Carr
H. D. Evans
Grill
Hodge
Jamieson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charle Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Or Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance

Ayes
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Dr
Mr

Noes 27
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Pairs

Bryce
Harman
Davies
B. T. Burke
T. D. Evans

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

T. H. Jones
Mclver
Pearce
Skidmore
Taylor
Tonkin
Troy
Bateman

Macxinnon
Mensaros
Nanovich
O'Connor
Old
O'Neil
Sibson
Spriggs
Tubby
Watt
Williams
Young
Shalders

Noes
McPharlin
Rushton
Ridge
Sodeman
Stephens

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumned
MR DARNETF (Rockinghamn) [11.50 p.m.]: I

listened with interest to the comments made on
the amendment by certain members opposite. I
listened with interest because a number of them

attempted in a rather feeble way to oppose the
arguments put forward by this side. However,
I cannot fail to make special mention of the
Premier's comments.

As usual, instead of putting up arguments
against the arguments advanced by members On
this side, the Premier devoted his speech to dish-
ing uip personal serves to members of the Oppo-
sition. I think it is high time a person in his
responsible position stopped dishing up personal
serves and dealt with the arguments advanced.
It is not normally my practice to dish Up Personal
serves but as a result of what the Premier had
to say I can only say that calling Sir Charles
Court the Premier can be likened to putting
coronation robes on an orangutang. He gave
the most ludicrous, argument I have ever heard
in rmy life.

I challenge the Premier, as I have done on a
number of occasions by way of interjection, to
call an election now on precisely this issue if he
is so sure he is on the right track and is doing
what the people of this State want.

Several Government members interjected.

Mr Tonkin: Listen to the reaction.

Mr Jamieson: Look at the polls.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BARNETT: Mr Speaker, you and I both
know that to go ahead with uranium mining in
this State at this moment would be absolutely
crazy.

Mr Young: I do not think the Speaker agrees
with you.

Mr BARNETT: You would wish you were
sitting down here and could vote on this motion
instead of being in your position.

As I said earlier tonight, nobody needs our
uranium at the moment. It is only a stop-gap
measure, and before we proceed with the pro-
posal time should be taken to obtain more facts
about the problem posed by uranium.

I meant to quote earlier what was said by Pro-
fessor de Bruin, the Director of the Institute of
Energy Studies at Flinders University, Adelaide,
when he addressed the 14th Australasian Regional
Conference of the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association. No doubt copies of that report are
available to all members should they care to read
it. Professor de, Bruin showed some slides,
following which he said-

Energy derived from uranium is excluded
here, and this is an important omission. I
should like to avoid as much as possible
discussing that aspect because, if we use
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present-day technology involving thermal
converter reactors, then the world's uranium
resources will be equivalent to about 600
million million kWh.

This is important, even though the Premier does
not think so and is chattering away in his seat,
as usual. The professor continued-

By referring to the previous slide one sees
that that is sufficient for two years total
world demand. In fact, the uranium reactor
as we know it will be an interim solution
only, unless we turn to the breeder concept,
which is not yet working. Uranium will not
overcome the energy crisis; only the breeder,
in relation to sheer amounts of energy, can be
a solution.

Members opposite know as well as I do that far
too many people are saying that for it not to
be true.

As if the threat to Australia from uranium
mining alone were not enough-and I quite
honestly believe it is--the threat to us and to
the rest of the world if we develop nuclear pro-
grammes is an absolutely needless hazard. The
argument is continually put forward by the
Premier and members on the other side that
the world is irreversibly committed to nuclear
power. Let us see how irreversibly committed
the world is. In America approximately 9 per
cent of electricity is produced by nuclear energy.
in Japan 6 per cent, and in Europe approximately
8 per cent-

I submit that a reasonable energy conservation
programme would completely obviate the need
to go ahead with the uranium programme to
which the Premier is committing this State.
President Carter himself thinks an energy conser-
vation programme would reduce the amount of
energy used in America by something like 65
per cent. We do not need a 65 per cent reduc-
tion, only a 9 per cent reduction.

It is interesting to note that the economics of
the nuclear industry show a wind-dawn in nuclear
production. I wonder how many members are
aware of that. As has already been mentioned
tonight, nuclear energy is of no use whatsoever
in the area where the real energy crisis exists;
that is. in transport. Nuclear energy is capable
of producing only electricity.

A report put out by the OECD recently stated
that by 1985 9 per cent of the world's electricity
would be produced by nuclear power. .1 put
forward to members, as I said just a few minutes
ago, that surely this percentage could be saved
by implementing a reasonable energy conserva-
tion programme. There are now available far

more efficient ways to utilise our current resources
of coal, and it has been estimated that we have
at least 200 years' supply of coat in this State.
Probably the member for Collie would be more
adept at explaining to the House the different
methods that are now available to utilise fluidised
methods that are now availabte to utilise coal;,
for example fluidised coal has an increased heat
transfer efficiency, and it is far more acceptable
environmentally than any of the methods which
have been put forward by members on the other
side of the House.

It is interesting to note also the pattern of the
countries that are now entering the nuclear market.

I heard a documentary programme recently and
it was stated that in the last two years the follow-
ing countries have entered the nuclear
market: Taiwan, South Korea, South Africa,
Brazil, Argentina, Pakistan, Iran, and I submit
that Idi Amin of Uganda is not far behind.

In this context it is frightening to note that
in 1967 alone-I know this is a long time ago
but I am afraid I do not have any more up-to-
date figurs-there were 175 recorded threats or
acts of violence against nuclear establishments in
the United States.

Mr Young: Threatsl

Mr BARNETT: Yes, these were threats. Let
us look at more recent incidents. In November,
1972, hijackers circled an experimental reactor
at Oak Ridge in an aeroplane. They threatened
to crash the aeroplane into the reactor unless the
Government paid them $10 million. I will grant
that the Government called their bluff and the
aeroplane was not crashed into the reactor, but
let us look at what would have happened had
the threat been carried out.

Mr Crane: Kamikaze!

Mr BARN ETT: That is exactly it, and there
are people of this type around.

Sir Charles Court: Have you seen a nuclear
reactor?

Mr BARNETT: I have seen pictures of them.

Sir Charles Court: Have you seen one?

Mr BARNETT: No, but if the Premier will
send me overseas, I will study them. I will tell
members exactly what would have happened had
those hijackers carried out their threat to crash
the plane: 45 000 people would have been killed.

Sir Charles Court: Oh come on!

Several members interjected.

Mr Pearce: Laughing jackasses over there.
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Mr BARNETT. Injuries would have been
incurred by 100 000 people, These figures were
supplied by the Brookhaven Report commissioned
by the United Stares, and not by me.

Mr Young: That is what it is claimed would
have happened for sure?

Mr BARNETT: For sure. Let me continue:
150 square miles of country would have been
rendered useless for hundreds of years, and
property damage would have amounted to some-
thing like 517 billion.

I would like to answer the jackasses who keep
interjecting to ask what sort of an accident. Let
them tell moe that if an aeroplane crashes into a
nuclear reactor that reactor will most definitely
be able to implement its emergency core cooling
system in order to ensure that a melt-down does
not occur.

Sir Charles Court: I asked you have you seen
one.

Mr BARNEUT: Government members are
strangely silent.

Sir Charles Court: If a 747 bumped into a
nulclear reactor, the 747 would come oflf the
worst.

Mr BARNETT: I would like to refer to an
incident that happened in June, 1975, to show
how easy it would be to gain entry to a nuclear
reactor to sabotage it. A German member of
Parliament named Werner Twardzig-members
opposite laugh; they think this is incredibly
funny.

Mr O'NeiI: You are incredibly funny.
A Covernment member: Colonel Kimnk!
Mr Tonkin: Listen to the racist remarks.
Several members interjected.

Mr BARNETT: Government members cannot
dispute these facts; they really happened. This
German member of Parliament walked into the
Biblis reactor and approached the director who
was showing a group Of people through the plant
explaining the safety features of it. The German
member of Parliament then handed the director
a panzer Faust bazooka which he had managed
to carry past the security guards. He presented
this man with an instrument which could have
destroyed the whole plant had it been used.
That matter was brought forward in the German
Parliament, and members cannot dispute thcse
facts.

Mr Tonkin: As long as it pays, they do not
care.

NMr BARNETT: It is incidents of that sort that
members on this side arc worried about.

Mr MacKinnon: If we do not mine our ura-
nium, it will not make a great deal of difference.

Mr Pearce: The member for Subiaco wants to
make bombs in this State.

Mr BARNETT: Members should stop to con-
sider just how deadly is the substance produced
from nuclear reactors; plutonium 239. Perhaps
members do not remember the last speech I made
on this subject, so I will remind them that I
spoke about Dr Gofman, the Assistant Director
of the Livermore Atomic Energy Laboratory.

When Dr Gofman brought out the results of his
research, his funds were slashed by the Atomic
Energy Commission because it did not like what
he had to say. Incidentally, perhaps I should
enlighten members a little further. Subsequent to
that, the Atomic Energy Commission brought
down a report which supported everything Drs
Gofman and Tanmplin had to say. Although it
was admitted' that Dr Gofman was correct, he
was placed in the position of having to resign
because his funds were slashed.

Further research undertaken by this man has
shown that just routine leakage of plutonium 239
from the nuclear programme could-and I use the
word "could" because this is only research at the
moment but bear in mind that this man has been
proved correct to date-by the year 2020 cause
an increase of 25 per rent per year in the death
rate in the United States. Let us put that into
perspective; it would mean that something like
an extra 500 000 people would die from lung
cancer each year. As members are aware, this
material is so deadly that one pound of it, placed
in the right area, could cause 21 billion lung
cancers.

Mr Young: What about the stuff already
throughout the world? What are you going to
do to try to stop it?

Mr BARNET:. Let us go a little further. No
doubt the member for Scarborough will have
another chance after I have finished. The amoumnt
of 0.001 gram of plutonium 239 can kill within
days by massive fibrosis of the ILings.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BARNETT: One millionth of that amount

is more than enough to cause cancer. If such a
situation as I described earlier at a nuclear plant
arises-the perpetrators of which can only be
described as committing a crime against humanity
-it has been claimed that there is a back-op
system in the reactor which would avoid trouble.
I now propose to outline just why members oppo-
site did 'bo0t iritea1jeCLt wheni I bpoke about the
emergency core cooling system.
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The major problem that can occur in a nuclear
reactor is a melt-down, with the subsequent
release of highly radioactive substances into the
earth's atmosphere, into the round, and into the
food chain. The last line of defence is called
the emergency core cooling system. Members
opposite who have done their study would know
that all the scale tests that have ever been done
ont the emergency core cooling system have not
worked; not one has been successful. Therefore,
all the available evidence indicates that the
emergency core cooling system, which is the last
line of defence, will fall down if a melt-down
occurs.

Mark my words: with the reports that we see
in the Press every day in respect of hijackers,
it will not be long before these terrorists start
moving into the field of nuclear terrorism.

Mr Pearce: Let us hear you say that will not
happen.

Mr Clarko: They can do it now without a single
ounce of uranium.

Mr BARNETT: The benefits of the use of
uranium are just not worth the risks, In February,
1976, three engineers resigned from GE's nuclear
division because they were convinced that the
nuclear programme was far too dangerous to
continue with. Those men had collective experi-
ence. of 54 years in the nuclear field.

Mr Mensaros: How many hundreds did not
resign?

Mr BARNETT: They were scientists who had
been involved in the construction of 65 plants
manufactured in the United States and 30 plants
which were manufactured overseas.

Mr Mensaros: Those are about the percentages
of those who remained and those who resigned.

Mr BARNETT: They had an impressive record,
and they had been waiting for the results of the
experiments on the emergency core cooling
system-experiments conducted over a number
of years and which everyone said would prove
there was no real problem in respect of operating
nuclear power plants. However, none of the
experiments was successful and this led to the
resignation of the three scientists to whom I
refer.

Mr Williams: You are being emotional.

Mr BARNETT: Of course this is emotional,
for God's sake! We are talking about people's
lives.

Karl J. Hocevar was the key expert on nuclear
safety of the US Atomic Energy Commission.
He also resigned because his opinion at that time
was that the AEC had an attitude not of "Let

us see if this thing works" but of "Let us find
a way to okay it"; and that is precisely what
members opposite are doing tonight. They know
it does not work, but they are saying, "Let us
go ahead anyway because eventually we might
find a way to okay it."

Mr Tonkin: Well said.

Mr BARNETT: In his resignation letter to
the US Atomic Energy Commission Karl Hocevar
said-

In spite of the soothing reassurances that
the AEC gives to the uninformed, misled
public, unresolved questions about nuclear-
power safety are so rave that the United
States should consider a complete halt to
nuclear-powerplant construction while we see
if these serious questions can somehow be
resolved.

Is not that a responsible attitude?

Mr Young; How many plants are there in the
United States?

Mr H. D. Evans: About 167.

Mr Young: So this will solve the problem when
one pound of plutonium can kill so many billions
of people.

Mr BARNETT: The member -for Scarborough
would know that most-

Mr H-. D. Evans interjected.

Mr Young: What happens to the waste?

Mr Pearce: That is the question you are sup-
posed to answer. You said nothing about the
waste.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many
interjections. Let us have one interjection at a
time if we must, but no more.

Mr BARNETT: I must admit, Sir, that at the
moment the Chamber does sound as though many
animals are caught in traps. It might be an
idea to call in the RSPCA to put them out of pain.
The Age of May, 1977, quoted a report which
indicated that 75 per cent of all Australian
doctors and scientists in nuclear medicine peti-
tioned the Government for a full and open public
debate. Yet tonight the Government is forcing
through a motion which should take up far more
time of this House. It is 12.15 a.m., and there is
no reason whatsoever that the Government could
not have called a halt after the amendment was
defeated.

Sir Charles Court: It has been here for a long
time.
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Mr BARNETT: it has been on the notice
paper, but it has not been debated. This is the
first opportunity we have had to debate the
matter, and the Premier is going to force the
motion through.

Mr Young: You can talk all night if you like
and if you have sufficient speakers.

Mr BARNETT: I challenge the Government
to call a halt to the debate when I sit down.

Mr Young: For what reason?

Mr BARNET; However, it will not do that
because it wants to force the motion through.

Mr Clarko: No wonder you are having trouble
with uranium. You would have trouble with
water.

Mr BARNETT: I have another quote in which
members opposite would be interested, because
it is from the Conservative Prime Minister Of
Sweden. I would like to quote from a letter
written by this European-and members opposite
are always saying that Europeans are hell-bent
on obtaining our uranium. He said-

The new Government in Sweden has al-
ready taken various means against nuclear
power. According to a proposal presented
to Parliament, the permission given pre-
viously will be cancelled.

Members opposite laugh because we in a re-
sponsible fashion have found that technology has
not been developed to cater for the horrors of
nuclear accidents. However, what do they say
about this? They say nothing.

Sir Charles Court: What is the date of that?

Mr BARNETT: It was in May of this year.

Sir Charles Court: Are you sure that is the
position today?

Mr BARNETT': I would like to quote a little
further as follows-

For the approval of a nuclear operating
permission, an agreement shall be presented
which secures the processing of used nuclear
fuel.

Furthermore the owner of the reactor
must be able to guarantee how and where
a completely safe final storage of the highly
active reactor waste can be carried out.

If the owner of the reactor can guarantee
how and where a completely safe final
storage of the nuclear fuel waste can be
carried out without any previous processing,
this should also be accepted.

That is responsible, is it not? That is the sort
of thing the Opposition is asking for. The letter
goes on to say-

In my opinion there exists no safe methods
for a final storage.

I will not read all of the letter, but it concludes
as follows-

We must use all our power to encourage
a development that means an efficient use
of the energy and the use of alternative
energy sources.

Bear in mind the amount of $250 000 the
Premier presented to this State for the develop-
ment of solar energy, It is absolutely ridiculous!

Sir Charles Court: I suggest you get Mr Lance
Barnard on the phone tomorrow morning and
talk to him about this.

Mr BARNETT: I cannot afford to do that
because the Premier forces me to pay 25 per cent
of my phone bill.

Sir Charles Court: I will pay for the call.

Mr BARNETT: I would like to conclude by
saying this: There is no doubt that there are no
real experts in all the facets of uranium. There is
also no doubt that should we go ahead with a
nuclear programme in this State we would be
placing people in a position in which they would
die prematurely. There will be those people who
contract cancer and die prematurely. We will in
fact be condemning those people to death. The
only people who can do that are politicians, in
time of war, and we are not at war; judges, and
we are not really judges; and murderers, and I am
sume we on this side of the House are not
murderers. I hope members opposite are not,
either.

MR TONKIN (Morley) (12.20 amnn]: I should
like to carry on to some extent from where I left
off before when I was talking about the fact that
we have different kinds of problems in this issue
from those we have encountered before in this
place. Part of the difficulty has been the lack of
vision, the acceptance that the problems faced by
mankind in dealing with nuclear power are quite
different from problems he has ever faced before.

We must remember that plutonium is something
quite new on earth. The earth is a very marvel-
lously balanced kind of series of ecosystems, and
various organisms have learned to tolerate one
another and have evolved. Those which have
not been able to tolerate some of the problems on
the earth have died out.
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However, the kind of organisms we have today
are those which have been able to survive a given
kind of environment. We are changing that
environment. Members opposite cannot talk about
coal, which occurs in nature; about petroleum,
which occurs in nature; or about anything else.
Plutonium is quite different from any other sub-
stance. It was never found on earth until a few
years ago. It is produced only in a nuclear
reactor.

So, we have not evolved through many eons by
meeting up with plutonium so that certain organ-
isms have developed different ways in which they
can survive, in spite of this element. This is
something completely new which has been intro-
duced into a very complex equation or pattern.

Mr Mensaros: You probably have read that
plutonium has been produced in Central Africa
through natural nuclear fission.

Mr TONKIN: I am talking about the isotope
239; this substance does not occur in nature and
therefore we just do not have any idea of how
to cope with it.

A lot of people have put their faith in man's
ability to solve problems. The Premier has said,
"I have faith in man's ability to solve problems"
and so have I. However, I do not know whether
man has the ability to solve all problems which
have not yet been solved. There are some prob-
lems we face at the moment which we will solve,
and some which we will not, but no member here
knows which ones will be solved.

To talk about going ahead blindly, as the
Government is in this area, in the hope we will
one day solve the problems is to exhibit a child-
like faith in the experts. In fact, it is really
similar to a childlike faith in God. But the
experts are not -God. It is the kind of faith
in Mummy and Daddy which little children have;
it is not the kind of faith one should find in
mature people.

It may be that some problems will be solved.
But what we would like to see is that the prob-
lems are solved before we go plunging on. The
experts have given us very many assurances.
However, I remind members that German maga-
zines once carried advertisements which stated
that a certain substance was as safe as water,
and that substance was thalidomide. We all know
that later it was discovered that thalidomide had
the capacity to horribly mutilate a foetus and, of
course, it was not safe at all. The experts in
fact thought it was safe, but they were not infal-
lible, just as they are not infallible on this issue.

Mani has no right to play God, but that is what
we are doing. We are creating a completely new
substance and in a sense we are creating a com-
pletely new earth, because it will be a different
earth with plutonium. All things interconnect,
especially having regard to the very long period
of time in which this substance will be able to
permeate all levels of the biota. So, really, we
are saying that we can play God and we can
create new forms of life; we are saying that we
can create a new element which will affect all
life, and that we will be able to solve the prob-
lems as they arise.

How can people have that kind of arrogance?
It is the arrogance of the very ignorant to assume
that a problem, which is not yet solved, never-
theless will be solved.

A tot has been said about the health of
workers. Please note that the insurance industry
throughout the world will not take any risk
stemming from the nuclear industry. I think
a lot of us have some respect for the sagacity
of the insurance industry. The insurance in-
dustry will not touch the nuclear industry.
In fact the American Congress has had to pass
the Price-Anderson law so that the taxpayer will
take over this problem. In Britain they have
had to pass a special Act of Parliament to
take over this problem. Why is it that the in-
surance companies will not act upon it? It is
because it is an unknown area.

Insurance companies act upon actuarial tables,
but there are no actuarial tables for this new,
unknown, untested kind of hazard. So, the in-
surance companies, very prudently, are not act-
ing by saying, "You have a new element which
did not exist in industry before man put uranium
into reactors and created this new substance.
You have reated a new world. We do not
know what is going to happen, therefore we are
not going to give cover for it because it is not
a business proposition."

However, the hapless taxpayer is forced to
give cover because politicians have the power
to make them give cover whether or not it is
a good business proposition. It has been said
that the heal th of miners and other workers in
the industry is not at risk. However, we do not
have the longitudinal studies which show us that,
in fact, the lives of these people are not at risk.
In most countries, there is nothing like the
American trans-uranium registry in which is kept
a track of all workers in the industry and those
who have left the industry so that they can
make a check on a person's health even 20
years after he has left the industry. We do not
know what will happen in that kind of situation.
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Members opposite cannot make statements about
the health of workers, such as people mining
uranium, without the benefit of long-term studies.

The Opposition suggests it is invalid to claim
Australia will be making a contribution to the
energy programme where that assistance is most
needed; namely, in those countries which are
energy-deficient. Firstly, a nuclear power reactor
is highly capital-intensive. The countries which
need energy solutions often are short of capital
and are not going to be able to afford this
kind of energy. If they cannot afford to pro-
duce electricity from coal, they can even less
afford to produce nuclear energy, which is More
capital-intensive than, say, coal.

The power source from nuclear reactors is very
concentrated which means one either requi res a
very wide grid for distribution throughout the
country, which is enormously expensive and is
not to be considered in an energy deficient
country, or one needs a regularly concentrated
energy demand; that is, heavy concentrations of
industry. One does not find this in the third world
where there are great energy deficiencies.

So this source of power is applicable only to
those very few countries which are already gob-
bling up the energy sources -of the world at a
rapid rate, countries like the United States and so
on. The great danger, of course, in a world which
treats economics as a god is that commercial
competition will undermine international safe-
guards. This is always the problem. If profit is
the main motive; if economic sufficiency is the
main motive; as a result there will be an under-
mining of international safeguards. Safeguards
will be whittled down so as to ensure a sale.

The Prime Minister (Mr Fraser) stated that
the waste problem was solved. This is untrue. To
speak of classification, which he did, as though
that is an answer is premature. Classification has
occurred in the laboratories; glassification has
not occurred on the kind of scale necessary to
store high-level waste. In fact, it may not be
economic at all to close the fuel cycle. It may not
be at all economic and we do live in an economic
world. It may be it is far more economic to
develop a tandem scheme in which we have a
light water reactor in tandem with a Candu
reactor. The spent fuel is taken from the light-
water reactor to the Candu reactor and in fact
it might be more economical than the reprocessing
that it has been suggested should be done to close
the fuel cycle. I mention that to indicate only
the great economic uncertainty of the industry.

I mentioned earlier that at one stage it was felt
nuclear power would be so cheap it would not be

worth metering. Now it has become far more
expensive than electric power produced from coal.
It will become more expensive, otherwise the safe-
guards will be whittled away.

One of the problems with a debate of this kind
is we have too much name-calling. We have heard
the Premier time and time again berate scientists
for disagreeing with him. In May last year we
heard him speaking on the "AM" programme
where he was quite abusive towards various
scientists from Western Australia. Some of our
top scientists and some of our top physicists, the
most relevant discipline in this area, were
criticised by him because they dared to publish a
Press release which expressed caution.

Quite obviously the experts do not share the
Premier's child-like faith in their infallibility. The
experts will not claim, even those who are in
favour of going ahead, to be infallible; but we
have to be aware of falling into a trap, because
sometimes an expert, a physicist like Baxter or
li ke Titterton, will be speaking as a politician. One
can hear them saying the most outrageous things
in a scientific sense, and yet they are introduced
as 'This eminent physicist". Physicists are just as
capable of acting in a political manner as anyone
else.

One has to listen very carefully to see whether
in fact Titterton or Baxter is speaking as a
scientist in a scientific way, suspending judgment
and being objective, or whether he is in fact
acting as a very right-wing political person. I
do not deny him the right to have extreme right-
wing views, which those two people have; but
we should not say, "That great physicist has said",
because it is not a great physicist speaking. If he
is speaking in a scientific manner, we can take
cognisance of what he says in a scientific sense.
Those two people are capable of speaking the
most arrant scientific nonsense imaginable. I am
not saying it is not possible for them to speak with
great scientific sophistication; but one hears them
on various occasions, and especially in relation to
this debate, pushing objectivity to one side and
pushing humility to one side. Humility is one of
the essential characteristics of a great scholar. It
enables him to realise he does not have all the
answers.

It is only the ignorant man who is very sure of
himself and who thinks he knows all the answers
to a question. When we talk about fair debate,
can we believe in fair debate? In fact the Aus-
tralian Labor Party has produced a booklet which
gives both sides of the story. It does not give
only our side, what we believe and what our
policy is; but it also has provided our opponents
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with a forum. Where does the Liberal Party or
the National Country Party produce-

Mr Mensaros: Was that edited before the
decision or after it?

Mr TONKIN: I am not sure.

Mr Mensaros: It was edited long before the
decision of your party,

Mr TONKIN: Very well. If it was before
the decision, we had a different policy then and
we could have been just as biased the other way.
The member for Vasse has pointed out how our
policy has changed. If the Minister says the
booklet was produced before our Perth conference,
had we wanted to be dishonest, we could have put
forward only the arguments which were our policy
before the Perth conference. However, we put
forward both sides of the argument. How fair can
one be?

Let us compare that booklet with this poster
which was put up in Perth on Friday. The poster
says, in very large letters which I believe mem-
bers opposite could probably read-

Anti-uranium meeting Friday 21 October
the Esplanade cancelled.

And in very tiny letters, which I am sure members
opposite could not see and certainly coul not
read, it says, and I will read it all including the
small letters-

Due to the anti-uranium meeting being held
on Friday 21 October the proposed meeting
of the Swazi Donga movement to have been
held at the Esplanade Hotel has been can-
celled.

That is the kind of dishonest action which, by
their laughter, members of the Liberal Party
applaud. It is their normal way of campaigning.

Mr Young: Fair go! You are allowed some
sort of sense of humour.

Mr TONKIN: That is at Liberal-front organisa-
tion.

A Government member: Rubbish!

Mr Young: The Swazi Donga organisation?

Mr TONKIN: That is right; it is a Liberal-
front organisation.

Mr Young: I have never heard of it; I have to
he honest.

Mr TONKIN: It attempted to ensure the failure
of the anti-uranium march on Friday. That is
an example of the depths to which people who
are ruled by the almighty dollar will stoop in
order to destroy an argument.

I have just indicated that the Australian Labor
Party produced a kit which gives both sides of
the argument, and that is the difference between
being honest and being prepared to win an argu-
ment no matter to what lengths one must go.

The Australian Atomic Energy Commission,
a supposedly scientific organisation had the follow-
ing to say about nuclear energy-

It does not pollute the atmosphere or
environment.

What a shocking thing to be put out by the
Australian Atomic Commission, which after all
is funded by the taxpayer and which had people
like Mr Baxter as the chairman who is himself
a physicist. What is the definition of pollution?
If radioactivity is not a form of pollution, then
what does the word mean? There we have an
example of the kind of misleading statement put
out by people who want to stampede others into
a certain view.

We have been concerned about waste and there
have been attempts here to say the waste is being
produced throughout the world. We know it is
not just a question of producing waste through-
out the world, but that the Premier would like
to see the waste brought here. When I moved
a motion in the 28th Parliament relating to the
dumping of waste in this country and condemn-
ing the idea the Premier said, "Do you or do you
not want Yeelirrie?' What did Yeelirrie have to
do with the dumping of nuclear waste?

In that motion and in our remarks we had
not mentioned the exporting of uranium. Ob-
viously in the Premier's mind the way in which
to quit ourselves of the comparatively low-grade
uranium at Veelirrie will be to enter into a deal
with a country such as Japan so that we will
take their waste. Mr Tamaki suggested just that
and it was then the Premier met with that gentle-
man, but later said they discussed only their
grandchildren.

Mr Mensaros: He did not suggest that; show
me where he did. You ha('e staled this without
any grounds.

Mr TONKIN: I have well documented grounds.
*rhe Premier tried to hack off when we were talk-
ing about waste; he talked about Yeelirrie.

Mr Mensaros: You make allegations and then
parade them ats at statement.

Mr TONKIN: The motion was not about
exporting uranium from Western Australia, so
clearly the Premier tied that idea in with the
dumping of waste. The Premier should look at
Hansard and see how often he referred to Veelirrie.

Sir Charles Court: Of course I did.
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Mr TONKIN: But the motion was about the
dumping of waste!

Sir Charles Court: That was your concoction.

Mr TONKIN: The Premier brought in Veelir-
rie and said, "Do you or do you not want Yeelir-
neT'" The Premier tied that in with the dumping
of waste. Why did he keep referring to that and
say that if we were against the dumping of waste
we did not want Veelirrie. He did so because
he tied the dumping of waste to (he exporting
of uranium from this State.

Mr Mensaros: You are accepting a journalistic
report from Japan without getting confirmation
of it.

Mr TONKIN: I am talking about what the
Premier said in this House. He said, "if that is
what the Opposition wants it should say to the
public in loud and clear terms that it wants no
Yeelirrie."

Sir Charles Court: That is right.

Mr TONKIN: The Premier said that during
the debate on a motion dealing with the dumping
of waste. What has that to do with the export-
ing of uranium? Obviously there is a clear con-
nection between the two in the Premier's mind
and that was the kind of deal the Premier had in
mind.

Mir Mensaros: No-one made that condition.

Mr TONKIN: That was clearly in the Pre-
ier's mind and there was a great deal of talk

at the time that we had a buyer's market and in
fact it would not be easy to get rid of uranium
from Veelirrie because of its low grade; in order
to get rid of it we might have to take waste
from other nations.

I would like to deal with some aspects of the
Fox report. In this context I consider the follow-
ing quote to be the most powerful recommenda-
tion of the report because I do not believe the
Government in any way is prepared to meet this
decision. I quote as follows-

A decision to mine and sell uranium should
not be made unless the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment ensures that the Commonwealth can
at any time, on the basis of considerations
of the nature discussed in this Report,
immediately terminate those activities, per-
manently, indefinitely or for -a specified period.

There is a condition in the Fox report that the
Commonwealth should not enter into a contract
unless it can unilaterally terninate those activities.
Is that one of the conditions laid down by Mr
Fraser?

Mr Mensaros: Yes, it is.

Mr TONKIN: I have looked into the question
and that does not appear to be the present posi-
tion.

Mr Mensaros: Yes, it is. There is a bilateral
agreement other than a nonproliferation treaty.
If you have a bilateral agreement you can have
the terms arranged.

Mr TONKIN: That is not my reading of it.
It is a very powerful kind of suggestion and indeed
when it was commented that the Labor Party
would follow such a policy should it become the
Government it was condemned by Mr Fraser in
the House of Representatives as being irrespon-
sible. He said it was irresponsible for a
commercial country to do that and would lead
to the deterioration of our name in the
commercial world because we would no longer
have good faith.

The Fraser Government certainly condemned
that part of our policy which would in fact be
following the proposition in the Fox report.

Mr Mensaros: That is not so.

Mr TONKIN: On page 185 of the first Fox
report it says-

Policy respecting Australian uranium
exports, for the time being at least, should
be based on a full recognition of the hazards,
dangers and problems of and associated with
the production of nuclear energy, and should
therefore seek to limit or restrict expansion
of that production.

How is the Fraser Government's policy seeking to
limit or restrict expansion or production? That
Government is working towards expansion of
production and that is a negation of the Fox
report. The Government says it is taking cog-
nisance of the report and is obeying it. ( would
like to mention the conclusion of the Fox report
where it refers to the mining and exporting of
uranium and it said those two points alone do
not justify the refusal to export uranium.

It is quite clear that these two points do not
constitute a recommendation in favour of the
mining and export of uranium; it has been clearly
worded. In other words, if there was no other
problem we think these two points would not
justify us in refusing to export uranium. That
is not the same as saying it is okay to export
uranium which is what the Fraser Government
has tried to suggest.

That Government says if we look at these
two points, and if there are no other problems,
then it is probably okay to export uranium.
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However, the Fox report mentions. many other
problems apart from mining, mwilling, and export-
ins.

I quote another recommendation from the Fox
report, which is to be found on page 187 as
follows-

There should be no commitment to a
large programme of nuclear fission power
until it has been demonstrated beyond rea-
sonable doubt thdt a method exists to en-
sure the safe containment of long-lived
highly radioactive waste for the indefinite
future,

There is no-one who, acting as a scientist-I
choose my words carefully-will say we have
solved the problem of safe containment of long-
lived radioactive waste for an indefinite period.
The Prime Minister says it has been solved; he
talks about glassification. That has been done
on an experimental and small level, but not
on a commercial level.

In the United States, which has more nuclear
reactors than any other country, there is not one
commercial reprocessing plant. They will not
touch it. Does that mean the problems are
solved? What are they doing with this high-
level waste? They are storing it temporarily.
They are not pretending this is a permanent
storage for something which has to be isolated
from the environment for 500 000 years, stored
in drums. Is that a permanent solution? Of
course not. No-one pretends it is. They are
still producing the waste in large quantities and
storing it temporarily, hoping there will be a
solution to the problem. That claim is highly
irresponsible.

Do not let us forget that part of this waste
is a substance unknown before on earth until
we had nuclear reactors made by man, some-
thing that no organism on earth has learnt to
tolerate and deal with in any way and some-
thing that can move through the biota because
it has plenty of time to do it. Even if we keep
it isolated for 1 000 years, it can wait because
it has another 499 000 years to go. Certainly
that part of the Fox report has not been met.

The commission records the possibility of
theft, misuse, and sabotage of nuclear facilities.
It does not believe that nuclear installations can
currently withstand determined assaults by ter-
rorist organisations. and that it will be possible
in the future to provide sufficient defences to
render every installation safe against attack by
even small numbers of well-armed, trained men.
That is stated on page 152 of the first Fox
report.

So, there is no safeguard against terrorism.
Even if there were, how will that problem be
solved? It will be solved by an attack on civil
liberties which will lead to quite serious con-
sequences for a society which would wish to be
democratic. It is openly admitted that in order to
be sure that one cannot take plutonium and wipe
out a city, which is quite easily done-it is not
necessary to have a bomb, but merely to contam-
inate the water supply-the police must be given
great powers. Last Friday in Perth, in order to
protect someones property-a motorcar-a
policeman drew a gun. He was not saving
Perth from possible destruction by the ingestion of
plutonium. HeI was saving someone's car, not
worth a great deal of money. In those circum-
stances, imagine the- kind of powers we would
need to give policemen to ensure that plutonium
did not reach the wrong hands. Also, who will
protect us from the protectors? This is always
the greatest problem in society. Caesar, the
servant of Rome, became the master of Rome
because the servant was more powerful than the
master. Who will protect us from the protectors?
This has very serious ramifications for all civil
liberties.

Let us look briefly at the nuclear nonprolifera-
tion treaty. Three months' notice, and a country
can withdraw. There is no provision that when a
country sells to a member of the NPT it will not
sell to a third country, not a member. Let us con-
sider those countries which are not. members.
They are China, France, Brazil, Argentina, India,
Pakistan, Egypt, Israel, and South Africa. Of
course we know that many of these countries are
nuclear or near-nuclear countries.

Today I was informed by the member for
Victoria Park that he had heard a radio pro-
gramme dealing with where Israel obtained its
plutonium--some from the United States and
some from Germany. It is estimated that the
whereabouts of I per cent of the plutonium
of the United States is not known. That could
be a problem of the accounting system or maybe
it has reached Israel which has a nuclear capacity.

Another obvious weakness recognised by the
commission is the possibility of unilateral with-
drawal from safeguard agreements. The 'wide
nature of the discretion available to each State
that does wish to withdraw is evident. Thus, even
if international safeguards were in themselves a
totally adequate guarantee against diversion by
Governments, those safeguards are dependent on
treaty arrangements which can be terminated by
unilateral act. I am afraid that the NPT is a very

(4)
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weak reed. One cannot expect it to be of much
assistance.

The International Atomic Energy Agency is not
a police organisation. It gives advice with oppor-
tunity to keep track of these uranium elements,
but it does not act as a Police Force in any way.
It does not have any physical protection powers.
Do not let us assume that it will provide the kind
of safeguards we would like it to provide. Con-
tinuing to comment on the one-sidedness of the
debate-

Mr Herzfeld: Tell us something new.
Mr TONKIN: -we find that in the schools

information is being distributed. Last year the
Hon. Lyla Elliott asked a question of the then
Minister for Education. The answer revealed that
the Australian Uranium Producce Forum had
information in the schools. So the brainwashing
continues at that level. No attempt is made to
ensure that both sides are given. The question
asked was-

Will the Minister ensure that the whole
question is presented fairly to our young
people?

The Minister ducked the question. He made no
attempt to say that the Government would en-
sure that that occurred. We now find that the
Commonwealth Government kit on nuclear
energy is in the schools. So our education
institutions are being perverted. The
youngsters and teachers are being given informa-
tion by an irresponsible Government which, if it
believed in education as distinct from indoctrina-
tion, would want to ensure that teachers and
students knew both sides.

The ALP has attempted this, Its discussion kit
allows opponents to ALP policy to put their own
points of view.

Mr Pearce: The Minister did not know they
went to the schools.

Mr TONKIN: At our branches and at our
meetings there is discussion on 'our policy, and
the opposite point of view to our policy is pint
at each meeting.

The SPEAKER: The member has five mintutes.
Mr TONKIN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. We

have here the situation where the Government-
not responsible for education, bitt irresponsible
for eduction-has allowed the Uranium Pro-
ducers Forum to come in with its propaganda.
That forum is based purely on the profit motive,
and it has a considerable sum of money at its
disposal to use for propaganda. The propaganda
is quite well produced, but no attempt is made
to see that the issue is balanced.

When we were in Government a textbook was
written which tried to give a balanced view of
the Soviet Union. It did not condemn the Soviet
Union completely, but gave the two sides. The
textbook was written by teachers, but at that
time we saw how the Opposition condemned it.
We were condemned for presenting a balanced
v'iewpoint; because we were opposed to brain-
washing the students. The balanced point of
view was condemned by the then Opposition.

We now find the Government putting forward
its policy of indoctrination of our young people
by presenting only one side of the argument in
our schools. No action has been taken to see
that the opposing argument is put forward. Thank
heavens, we have teachers with ethics, who
will see that both points of view are given. How-
ever, if the teachers do not have the resources,
and they do not have the material, the students
may get one side of the case only. That will be
on the head of the Government: the fact is that
it is using our students and brainwashing them.
Those are the kinds of tactics the Government
deplores in totalitarian countries in the eastern
world. However, the Government is employing
the same tactics against the young people in West-
ern Australia. We believe all students should be
given an opportunity to look at both sides of the
argument.

The Australian Labor Party has discharged its
obligations as recommended in the Fox report by
saying that both sides should be given, not only
the usual Court Government side of the argument.
Our students, in some way, should know both
sides of the story.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
[1.03 am.]: I shall be brief because there is very
little one has to respond to. We have heard the
same old stuff served up time and time again:
fear, fear, fear.

Mr Tonkin: If you were intelligent you would
be afraid too, for your grandchildren as well as
for yourself.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No constructive argu-
ment has been presented, and nothing positive has
been pint forward in explanation for the complete
change by the Labor Party. No explanation has
been given as to why it is all right to let things
go on in the Soviet Union and its satellite
countries without let or hindrance, but try to do
them here and they become a confrontation.

I remind members that if we took seriously
what the Opposition has said man has no com-
petence to handle these things; there is no hope
for anything.
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Mr Tonkin: We have not said that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It seems it will be
dangerous to get out of bed, it will be too
dangerous to drive a motorcar, and it will be too
dangerous to walk down the street! There is no
future for us! .What a defeatist attitude!

Mr Jamieson: Is the Premier calling Fox an
idiot?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind the Leader
of the Opposition that the Fraser Government has
been meticulous in translating, interpreting, and
implementing the Pox report.

Mr Tonkin: Professor Kerr does not think so.

Sir CHARLES COURT: He is only one person;
he has been discredited since. The Federal Gov-
ernment has gone to extreme lengths to implement
the report. The inquiry was started by the Whit-
lam Government, and allowed to carry on to its
logical conclusion. It was a tedious business.
The inquiry reached its logical conclusion and
now the Government wants to get on with the
job and implement the recommendations of the
report. We have met with nothing but carping
criticism from the Opposition.

Mr Jamieson: The Premier is making completely
erroneous statements.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I suggest to the
Leader of the Opposition-

Mr Jamieson: I suggest you speak the truth
for a change.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Jamieson: The Premier should speak the

truth in this House occasionally.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to remind the
Leader of the Opposition that he should read
the full case put forward by the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr Jamieson: The same as the Premier should
read the full report submitted tonight.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government is
convinced it has provided for all contingencies
necessary in a responsible way, and I submit
the motion for the support of the House.

Mr Jamieson: You know it has not.

Several members interjected.

Mr Jamieson: What a nonsensical reply; abso-
lutely rubbish.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There was nothing of
substance to reply to.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Question put and a .division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 26
Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Barnett
Bertram
T. J. Burke
Carr
H. D. Evans
Grill
H-odge
Jamieson

Ayes
McPharlin
Rushton
Ridge
Sodeman
Stephens
Coyne

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

MacKinnon
Mensaros
Nanovich
O'Connor
Old
O'Neil
Sibson
Spriggs
Tub by
Watt
Williams
Young
Shalders

(Teller)

Noes 16
Mr T. HI. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Bryce
Harman
Davies
B. T. Burke
T. D. Evans
Wilson

Question thus passed.

House adjourned at 1.09 aim. (Wednesday).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
CHIROPRACTIC COLLEGES

Overseas: Standards
1041. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to question 709 of 1977, because
the three colleges named in Chiropractors
Registration Board rule 7 (a) (i) (ii)
(iii) are used in Western Australia as a
standard by which all applicants for
registration are judged, will he take steps
to see that the board obtains and keeps
up to date copies of the curriculums and
standards of instruction of the said col-
leges, in order that applicants for regi-
stration have some idea of the standards
expected of them to achieve registration
in this State?

2611



2612 [ASSEMBLY]

(2) If, as was suggested in the answer to
question 709 of 1977, lack of funds is
the reason for the board's failure to
provide this fundamental service, will he
take immediate steps to rectify the situa-
tion?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) No. Boards of this nature are expected
to be self-supporting.

CHIROPRACTORS
Education Standard

1042. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to question 859 of 1977, has the
Chiropr~ctors Registration Board sighted
documentary evidence from all applicants
for registration since November 1973
proving that they bold the required level
of education that is equivalent to the
matriculation at the University of West-
ern Australia?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) If the answer to (1) is "Yes" was the
documentary proof submitted by persons
educated overseas in the form of a state-
ment from the University of Western
Australia as is prescribed by Statute
7 2(1-Statutes of the University of
Western Australia and the associated
matriculation regulations?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) and (2) Yes, except for people who had
part completed their Course of training
at November, 1973.

(3) No.

(4) The board was satisfied on the evidence
available to it.

CHIROPRACTORS
Registration Board

1043. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Deputy Registrar of the Chiro-

practors Registratinn Board a registered
chiropractor?

(2) If "Yes" when was he registered and at
what chiropractic college did be train?

(3) If the answer to (1) is "No", what is
his full-time occupation and what are his
qualifications?

(4) If the Deputy Registrar is not a registered
chiropractor, why did the Chiropractors
Registration Board instruct him to
inspect and evaluate the Chiropractic and
Osteopathic College of South Australia in
June 1977?

(5) Did the deputy registrar of the Chiro-
practors Registration Board find that the
Chiropractic and Osteopathic College of
South Australia had a curr iculum no less
extensive and a standard of instruction
equivalent to the Palmer College of
Chiropractic, Iowa, U.S.A., the National
College of Chiropractic, Indiana,
U.S.A., or the Canadian Memorial Chiro-
practic CoUege, Toronto, Canada?

(6) Has the Deputy Registrar of the Chiro-
practors Registration Board ever visited
the ahovementioned overseas colleges or
successfully completed a course of
instruction at any of the colleges?

(7) Did the Deputy Registrar of the Chiro-
practors Registration Board submit a
written report of his views on the Chiro-
practic and Osteopathic College of South
Australia to the board?

(8) If not, why not?

(9) If "Yes", will he table a copy of the
report?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Fellow of the Institute of Chartered
Accountants in Australia.

(4) Whilsit visiting South Australia oil other
business, he offered to assist the board
by visiting the college in that Stale.

(5) See (7).

(6) No.

(7) He reported on the facts ascertained
from the executive of the college.

(8) Not applicable.

(9) No. The report was of a confidential
nature to the Chairman of the Chiro-
practors Registration Board.
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STATE COUNTER TERRORIST
ORG AN ISATION
Government Policy

1065. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

(1) Was the Premier's speech to die annual
State conference of the Liberal Party
on 10th July, 1971 intended to reflect
Liberal Party policy on internal secur-
ity?

(2) The duties of the recently created posi-
lion of executive officer in the Premier's
Department include responsibility for
that department's activities related to the
State counter terrorist Organisation. Was
the decision to establish such an organ-
isation a consequence of the Premier's
speech of 10th July, 1977?

(3) What is the enabling legislation, if any,
of the State counter terrorist organisa-
tion?

(4) In his speech of 10th July, 1977. the
Premier distinguished between military,
economic and local security: given that
military security is the responsibility of
the Commonwealth, will the State
counter terrorist Organisation be used as
an instrument to promote his Govern-
ment's economic policies?

(5) Will the State counter terrorist organ-
isation be wsed to settle industrial dis-
putes or, for that matter, to collect
information on either individuals or
organisations involved in industrial diis-
putation?

(6) What guidelines and safeguards will be
adopted to ensure that this Organisation
will refrain from collecting information
on either individuals or organisations
which are not of the same political per.
suasion as the Premier and his col-
leagues?

(7) What budgetary arrangements have been
made for setting up the State counter
terrorist Organisation?

Sir

(1)
CHARLES COURT replied:

to (7) As head of Government and
Parliamentary Leader of the Liberal
Party in Western Australia, it is my
duty and responsibility to highlight what
I believe to be the major problems facing
our community. An annual State con-
ference of the liberal Party is a good
opportunity to do so.

The member chooses to distort a refer-
ence in a duty statement available to
applicants for the position of Executive
Officer, Premier's Department, as imply-
ing that the State has at its disposal a
State counter terrorist force. This is
not so.

However, in view of the increasing inci-
dence of international terrorism, I am
positive that all Australians would
expect their Governments-both national
and State-to be in a state of prepared-
ness should such an eventuality occur
in this country. To this end it is vital
that close liaison be established between
Governments and instrumentalities of
Governments to maintain that state of
preparedness.

I would be surprised if the member
would be a party to a policy which did
not require the Government to ensure
a degree of preparedness should our
State find itself the centre of a terrorist
attack.

If he does not believe in such prepared-
ness, he should say so publicly.
The member does himself no credit at
all to read into either my public utter-
ances or advertisements to fill vacancies
in the Premier's Department other
extraneous matters covered by his
questions.

HEALTH

Nursing Posts

1076. Mr JAMIESON, to the
Health:

Minister for

(1) Do the General I-can Fund Estimates
for this financial year make provision for
funding the repair and renovation of
Halls Creek hospital?

(2) How much is it proposed to spend this
financial year On the operation of nurs-
ing posts at-
(a) Halls Creek;

(b) Beagle flay;

Cc) One Arm Point;

(d) Balgo Hills?

(3) How much in funds has been spent on
each of these posts in each of the past
two financial years?
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Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) No. However, & repair and renovation

programme will be carried out at Halls
Creek Hospital financed from revenue

(2)

(3)

funds.

Halls Creek
Beagle Bay
One Arm Point
Balgo Hills

Malls Creek
Beagle Bay
One Arm Point
Balgo Hills

1977-78

85 830
35 148
30448
71 560

1975-76 1976-77

64477 61205
27532 26746
27172 21 852
58227 59195

FINANCIAL CORPORATIONS ACT:
PART IV

Proclamation and Effect on Building
Societies Acts

1095. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) What is the Government's policy with

respect to the proclamation of Pant IV
of the Financial Corporations Act?

(2) Have representations been made to the
Australian Government on this matter?

(3) If so, what are the details?
(4) How would such a proclamation affect

the operation of the Building Societies
Act 1920-1970 or the Building Societies
Act 1976 (when proclaimed)?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) The question of proclamation of part

IV of the Act is a matter for the
Commonwealth Government.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) This question seeks an opinion on a

matter of law and therefore does not
qualify for an answer.

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
Leakage to Press

1120. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Has the Government instituted an

inquiry into how the Daily News was
able to publish some recommendations
of the 5142 000 tourism study on 19th
May this year when the report was not
made public until 10th August?

(2) If "Yes'-
(a) when;
(b) by whom;
(c) has it been completed, and if so,

with what result;
(d) was the Criminal Investigation

Bureau called into the inquiry;
Ce) if "Yes" to (d) when, and by

whom;
(f) if "No" to (d), why not?

(3) If "No" to (1), why not?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

(3) Not necessary as the Daily News article
was based on a Press statement issued
by the Minister for Tourism. At the
time a number of rumours were circu-
lating regarding the contents of the
report. Knowing that there would be
a printing delay the Minister confirmed
some rumours and denied others. There
was no criminal intent or negligence
involved in the publication of the Daily
News article.

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
Leakage to Press

1121. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) How many confidential letters and telex

messages from him to the Prime Min-
ister and other Ministers have appeared
in the media?

(2) (a) When did they appear;
(b) in what publications;
(c) to whom were the letters and telex

messages addressed; and
(d) what were the subjects of them?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) and (2) It would be impossible to be

certain about the number and the nature
of confidential letters and telex messages
which have been reported in the media.
I do not think any good purpose would
be served in attempting to itemise all
cases known and complained of.
Suffice to say our inquiries have satisfied
us about security at the Western Aus-
tralian end and the Commonwealth
appears to have tightened its security
considerably in recent times.
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GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
Leakage to Press

1122. Mr JAM IESON, to the Premier:
(I) Has an inquiry been instituted into how

a confidential letter sent by him to the
Prime Minister about the Common-
wealth's referendum proposals became
available to the media?

(2) If "Yes"
(a) when;
(b) by whom;
(c) has it been completed, and if so,

with what result:,
(d) was the Criminal Investigation

Bureau called into the inquiry:
(e) if "Yes" to (d), when, and by

whom;
(f) if "No" to (d), why not?

(3) tf "No" to (1), why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a)

(b)
Immediately.
By Under-Secretary, Premier's De-
partment.

(c) Yes, and I am satisfied the leak did
not occur in Western Australia.

(d) No.
(e) Not applicable.
(f) Nothing to indicate any further

investigation required in W.A. in
view of answer to (c).

(3) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
keakage to Press

1121 Mr JAM IESON, to the Premier:
(1) Has an inquiry been instituted into how

the telex message which he sent to the
Federal Government on 1st April con-
cerning the national estate became avail-
able to the media?

(2) If nut, why not?
(3) If ain inquiry hats been instituted, by

whom and when was it instituted and
who conducted it?

(4) If an inquiry wats begun, has it been
completed, and if so, with what result?

(5) Was the Criminal Investigation Bureau
called into the inquiry, and if so, by
whom and when?

(6) If the answer to (5) is "No" why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) By Under- Secretary, Premier's Depart-
ment, immediately.

(4) Y6~, and I am satisfied the leak did not
occur in Western Australia.

(5) No.
(6) Nothing to indicate any further investi '

gat ion required in Western Australia in
view of the answer to (4).

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
Leakage to Press

1124. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) fs he aware how a journalist from the

Daily News was able to report on 18th
August this year the details of conditions
surrounding the Government's $50 000
contribution to the America's Cup chal-
lenge when he has refused to disclose
them in Parliament?

(2) If he is aware of how the journalist got
the information, will he tell the House?

(3) It he is not aware, has he instituted an
inquiry into how the journalist got the
information?

(4) If not, why not?

(5) If the answer to (3) is "Yes", has the
Criminal Investigation Bureau been
called into the investigation?

(6) If the answer to (5) is "Yes", when and
by whom?

(7) If the answer to (5) is "No", why not?

Sir CHARLES COURTr replied:
(t1) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) to (7) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
Leakage to Pres~s

1126. Mr JAM IESON, to the Premier:
Did he not make public in 1974 the
contents of a draft Bill prepared for the
Tonkin Government to amend the Fuel,
Energy and Power Resources Act of
1972, even though the Bill was a con-
fidential document of the Tonkin Gov-
ernment?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Bill for part 3 of the Fuel, Energy
and Power Resources Act, 1972-4974
was a Bill prepared by the present
Government but it was based very
largely on a similar Bill which was
approved by the Tonkin Government on
the 22nd January, 1974. The present
Government made only a few changes
to the Tonkin Bill before introducing
it to Parliament.
In introducing the Bill into Parliament
it was of course made public.
This is a normal procedure with all
Governments which have been newly
elected to office because they often have
to carry forward legislative measures
which were in process during the term
of their predecessors in Government.

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATION
Leakage to Press

1127. Mr JAM IESON, to the Premier:
Has he ever communicated confidential
information to the media on the basis
that the information was not to be
attributed to him in any publicity given
to it?

Sir CH4ARLES COURT replied:
As the member will know from his
considerable experience as a member
and a Minister, dealings with representa.
tives of the news media sometimes call
for discussions of mutual confidentiality.
This is because, of necessity, journalists
need to be briefed-from time to-time on
the background to the news they are
handling so that they may have the full
understanding expected of them by the
public.
It is then a matter of the ethics of the
journalists concerned as' to how such
discussions are treated

GOVERNMENT CONFIDENTIAL
IN FORMATION
Leakage to Press

1128. Mr JAM IESON, to the Premier:
(1) Has he ever given information, either

confidenitial or not, to the media on the
basis that it was not to be attributed to
him in any publicity given to it, hut was
to be attributed to "Government sources"
or "usually reliable sources"' or "sources

close to the Government" or "Govern-
ment informants" or some similar such
non-specific attribution?

(2) If "Yes", why?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
See answer to question 1121.

CHIROPRACTORS
Use of "Dr" Pre fix

I1129. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) is it a fact that rule 10c (1) (a) of

Chiropractors Registration Board Rules
prohibits chiropractors describing them-
selves by the title doctor or any abbre-
viation of that title?

(2) is it a fact that Lyncon Gillespie Giles
of 395.Stirling Highway, Claremont, a
registered chiropractor, describes him-
self in the 1976-77 Perth telephone direc-
tory as Giles Dr. L. Chiropractor, 395
Stirling Highway, Claremont?

(3) Is it a fact that Michael Robert McKibbin
of 436 Can ning Highway, Attadale, a
registered chiropractor, describes himself
in the 1976.77 Perth telephone directory
as McKibbin Dr. M. R. Chiropractor,
436 Canning Highway Attadale?

Mr
(I)
(2)

RIDGE replied:
This is a legal interpretation.
and (3) Yes.

CHI1ROPRACTIC
Overseas Colleges: Standards and Graduates

1130. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health;
In view of the admission by the Chiro-
practors Registration Board . (question
708 of 1977) that no proper measures
and procedures are enforced by the board
to determine the standard Of training
received by many overseas trained chiro-
practors before they are registered in
Western Australia, other than making
enquiries from members of the profession
who have been overseas and from pub-
lished reports, will he take action to
ensure that the board complies with its
statu tory obligations and thoroughly
examines every applicant before granting
registration?

Mr RIDGE replied:
I do not accept the implication that the
board has acted improperly, but the
board does thoroughly examine each
applicant before granting registrat ion.
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CHiIROPRACTORS
Nonregist ration

1131. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
What avenue of appeal is open to any
person who has been refused registra-
lion as a chiropractor by the Chiro-
practors Registration Board?

Mr RIDGE replied:
None, but no application is refused
without the applicant having been given
the opportunity to appear before the
board in support of his application.

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Leakage to Premier

1132. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) (a) Has he ever received, either verbally

or in writing, information confiden-
tial to the Federal Government of
the day;

(b) if "Yes", did he report the leak to
the Federal Government of the day
or the State or Commonwealth
police;

(c) if "No" to (b), why not;

(d) if "Yes" to (a), what was the nature
of the information and what use did
he make of it?

(2) (a) Did he ever receive, either verbally
or in writing, information confi-
dential to the State Government of
the day;

(b) if so, did he report the leak to the
Government of the day or the police;

(c) if "No" to (b), why not:
(d) if "Yes" to (a), what was the nature

of the information and what use
did he make of it?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) (a) and (b) If the member means from

unauthorised or illegal sources, the
answer would be "Not to the best
of my knowledge".

(c) and (d) Not applicable.

(2) (a) and (b) if the member means from
unauthorised or illegal sources, the
answer would be "Not to the best
of my knowledge".

(c) and (d) Not applicable.

CHIROPRACTORS

Registration Board

1140. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(I) Is it a fact that the registrar of the

Chiropractors Registration Board has
resigned from his position?

(2) If so-
(a) what is the reason for his resigna-

tion; and
(b) when will a replacement be ap-

pointed?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
Day Care Centres

1141. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

With respect to day care centres-
(1) What centres in the non-metro-

politan area are operated directly by
the department?

(2) What centres in the metropolitan
area are operated directly by the
department?

(3) (a) Has the department any plans
to take over any centres as
from the beginning of 1978;

(b) if "Yes", which centres?

(4) (a) Has the department a tentative
timetable with respect to the
ultimate takeover of all such
centres;

(b) if "Yes", will he give details?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (4) The Education Department

does not control any day care
centres and does not plan to do so.

TRADE UNION OFFICIALS
Postal Ballots

1142. Dr TROY. to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(I) Under the Industrial Arbitration Act

where postal ballots for union officials are
held, is it a fact that the returning officer
may be supplied with a membership list
declaring the full name and address of
all eligible members?

(2) Are initials before a surname adequate?
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(3) Is an address care of a given employer
adequate?

(4) Is an address care of a union office
adequate?

(5) Is an address care of an electorate office
adequate?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Under regulation 9 of the Industrial

Arbitration Act (Elections by Postal
Ballot) Regulations 1977, the full names
and address of the members entitled to
vote in an election shall form the elec-
toral roll. Such roll shall be verified
by an authorised officer of the union.

(2) The regulations referred to in (1) re-
quire the full name-that is surname and
Christian or given names.

(3) Yes, if that is his usual address for
correspondence from the union con-
cerned as shown in the union's register
of members.

(4) and (5) Unless specifically demanded by
the member concerned I would not think
so, although the envelope to be distri-
buted containing ballot material must
contain an instruction that if the envelope
is not delivered to the address it should
be returned to the post office box used
for the election.

GOVERNMENT PROJECTS
Emnploymnent of Extra Labour

1143. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Works;

What guarantees does the Government
have that local contractors, who have
been allocated funds to do minor works
and maintenance on Government pro-
jects, will employ extra labour as a
result of their allocation of funds?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
There are no guarantees but it should
be obvious that with an extra $4 million
worth of work available, additional
employment opportunities will be cre-
ated.

UNEMPLOYMENT
Job Creation Scheme

1144. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

Is it intended that the job creation
scheme allocations should benefit mostly
unemployed tradesmen and other skilled
labourers or unskilled manual labourers
and semi-skilled workers?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

Individual job creation schemes are
usually designed to assist particular
groups of unemployed people. The
majority of such schemes are aimed at
semi or unskilled workers, although
when the multiplier effect, of job crea-
tion is considered it can be stated that
every member of the community benefits
from such programmes.

UNEMPLOYMENT

Job Creation Scheme

1145. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Works:

What steps are being taken to ensure
that unskilled manual labourers and
semi-skilled workers will be found posi-
tions with local contractors under the
job creation scheme?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
It is not considered practicable to take
any steps that would ensure that unskilled
manual labourers and semi-skilled
workers will be found positions under
the employment stimulation scheme.

However, action has been taken to
ensure that contractors who are awarded
jobs give priority to the engagement of
lnbour that is available locally.

UNEMPLOYMENT

Job Creation Scheme

1146. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister
Works:

for

Is it the intention of the Government
to ask local contractors to give pre-
ference to unemployed persons under
the job creation programme of minor
works and maintenance who have been
out of work the longest?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No. The aim of the programme is to
stimulate employment by creating em-
ployment opportunities. It must be
accepted that contractors will engage
persons who are best qualified to per-
form the required tasks rather than on
a basis of persons unemployed the
longest.
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UNEMPLOYMENT
Job Creation Scheme

1147. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(1) Will he provide to me, at the earliest

opportunity, a list of all the 311 projects
on which $1 961 650 will be spent as
part, of the job creation scheme?

(2) Will he also list where the projects are
to be located and the names of the
contractors involved?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) It is not possible to list the

names of contractors as departments are
currently negotiating with contractors
and tradesmen for the work to be put
in hand. Nor is it proposed that depart-
ments should waste time and resources
in compiling lists of contractors which
would serve no purpose. A list of works
showing the locality and sponsoring
department has been prepared and I
request permission to table the schedule.

The schedule was tabled (see paper No. 331).

UNEMPLOYMENT

Job Creation Scheme

1148. Mr JAMIESON, to the Treasurer:
Is he now in a position to give any idea
of what proportion of the money
allocated in the Budget for job creation
on maintenance work on public buildings
is to be spent on wages and what pro-
portion is to be spent on material?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
It is not possible to determine precisely
the proportion of money spent on wages
and on materials for work to be under-
taken from funds allocated for employ-
ment stimulation as the work is being
done on a contract basis. Moreover,
the rates vary with each job. As a
general guide, experience has shown that
renovation work on buildings involves
on average 75 per cent labour cost and
25 per cent material cost.
However, the object of the scheme is
not just to employ labour directly on
the job but to provide material orders
for factories and shops so increasing
business and consequential employment
in those areas.

UNEMPLOYMENT

Job Creation Scheme

1149. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister
Labour and Industry:

for

Can he give any indication of how many
people, who are presently unemployed,
can expect to gain employment as a
result of the various job allocation
measures announced in the State Budget?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

Due to the diversity of measures
announced in the State Budget, and the
multiplier effect of job creation, it is
not possible to provide a precise figure.

It is, however, anticipated that these
measures will substantially reduce unem-
ployment in Western Australia.

UNEMPLOYMENT

Job Creation Scheme

1150. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Works:

Are funds allocated as part of the job
creation scheme for minor works and
maintenance including the $1 961 650
recently allocated being made available
to sub-contractors of the Public Works
Department to carry out minor works?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No, that was not the intention of the
scheme.

HEALTH

Medical Services (Home)

1151. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is the Medical Health Services (Home)
development at Inglewood now fully
operational?

(2) If not, what parts are yet to be brought
into used and what is the catqse of
delay?

Mr
(1)

RIDGE replied:
and (2) Mental Healthi Services facilities
at Dundas Road, Inglewood, known as
the Brighton Hostel and the Hove Day
Care Centre complex for the intellec-
tually handicapped are fully operational.
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INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Polythene and Polypropylene Rope Plant

1152. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:
(1) Was he correctly reported in Thre West

Australian of 41h June, 1977 when it
was stated that a plant to produce poly-
thene and polypropylene rope will be
established in Western Australia?

(2) If so, when and where will it be estab-
lished?

(3) When will it be in full production?
(4) Have outlets been found for the pro-

ducts, and if so, where?
(5) What is the magnitude of the produc-

tion?
(6) How many employees will there be?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) It is expected to be opened before

December 1977. The factory address is
corner Irene and Barracks Streets, North
Fremantle,

(3) Rope section at the end of this year.
Recycling and distribution of strapping
material in 1978.

(4) Good outlets in Western Australia
already establiihed.

(5) At lull scale production a minimum of
20 tonnes of rope per wr~ek.

(6) Six on production and two in office.

SCHOOLS
Roe Electorate

1153. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Which schools in the Roe electorate are

to be provided with new classrooms in
1977-78?

(2) Could he detail whether these additions
are to be built in situ or be demnountable
units?

(3) Which schools are to be provided with
pre-prinmary classrooms in 1977-78?

(4) Are these to be demountable, built in
situ or conversion of oilher school
rooms?

(5) Could he indicate other significant works
to be undertaken in t977-78 at any of
the schools?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Castletown Primary School-library.

Esperance Senior High School-pro-
vocational centre.

Nulsen Primary School-emouatable
(dependent upon February enrol-
meats).

Ravensthorpe District High School-
four classrooms plus toilets.

(2) Castletown Primary School-demnoumt-
able.

Esperance Senior High School-in situ.
Nulsent Primary School[-demo untable.
Ravensthorpe District High School-in

situ.
(3) and (4) Cascade Primary School--de-

mountable.
Munglinup Primary School-demount-

able.
Varley Primary School--demountable.

(5) Onowangerup District High School-up-
grading administration.

Lake Grace District High School-up-
grading.

QUESfiONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POLICE AND RTA
Procedure tar Inquiries

1.Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(1) Were inquiries into the possession of

an alleged stolen vehicle, registration
No. XLE 01 1, made by RTA officers
or police officers 'at approximately
10) a.m. on the 21st October last in
Grantham Street?

(2) What was the name of the officer who
originated the inquiries and what was
his mode of dress?

(3) Was he armed and, if so, what type of
weapon did he carry?

(4) Did he at any time draw the weapon?
(5) Were the persons of whom the in-

quiries were made armed?
(6) Was there any reason to believe that

they might be dangerous?
(7) Was the vehicle, registration No.

XLE 011, ever reported as stolen?
(8) Was information ever given indicating

that the report of the vehicle being
stolen was incorrect or was no longer
an accurate statement of the situation?
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(9) Is it usual for officers such as the one
referred to- in (2) above to be armed
arid under What circumstances?

(10) Did that officer show an identifying
badge or card when asking questions?

(11) Did he reveal his name or number at
any time?

(12) Do the police advise citizens to go to
a vehicle or to any other place with
a man they do not know who is not
in uniform, whether he is armed or
not?

(13) Are officers instructed to identify
themselves to the public when they
are making inquiries?

Mr O'NEIL replied:,
I thank the member for adequate notice
of the question. The Commissioner of
Police has provided the following
answer-

(1) Yes.

(2) Probationary Detective Lewitzka-
shint, tie and slacks.

(3) Yes, police issue 0.38 calibre
revolver-

(4) Yes.

(5) No-but not determined until later.

(6) Yes, for the following reasons-

(i) he believed the occupants of
the car had sighted him and
were about to abandon a stolen
vehicle and disperse in different
directions, which is a frequent
modlus operandi of persons
using stolen vehicles;

(ii) the detective was alone;,

(iii) the general appearance of the
persons concerned;

(iv) he recognised one as being of
anti-police disposition, with
convictions for stealing, being
unlawfully on curtilage of
premises, unlawful carnal
knowledge, refusing name and
address and reputed to hold a
Karate Black Belt; and

(v) he believed the other Iwo could
be of similar type. (One of
the two has appeared before a
court on a charge of unlawful

use of a motor vehicle, and the
other for drunkenness and a
drink/driving offence.)

(7) Yes.

(8) Yes, Detective Lewitzka checked
with Police Communications Branch
and was advised that the vehicle
was stolen, but afterwards was
advised that it had been removed
from the stolen car list.

(9) Yes, detectives are armed,

(10) No, but he verbally identified him-
self as a police officer,

(11) No.

(12) This would depend on circumstances.

(13) Yes, the officer involved in this
incident has been severely admon-
ished and counselled.

CLOSE OF SESSION

Targer Date

2. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

Has the Premier at this time set a
target date for the conclusion of this
session of the Parliament?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I would dearly like to be precise about
the date on which the session wilt con-
clude, but the Leader of the Opposition
will know, as I know from past experi-
ence, that the moment one fixes a date in
one's mind members get other ideas.
However, I cannot see, with the pro-
gramme in front of us, that the session
will need to go all that late in November.
I cannot see it going to the end of
November.

I would like to discuss in more detail
with the Leader of the Opposition-
probably the day after tomorrow-the
list of Bills involved, and between us I
think we can then evolve a more precise
estimate of what is practicable without
causing undue haste and allowing plenty
of time for the consideration of each
measure.
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URANIUM INFORMATION KITS
Distribution in Schools

3. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Educa-
(ion:

I apologise for the fact that this ques-
tion is without notice; but it is, after
all, the time for questions without notice.
My question is-
(I) Is the Education Department dis-

tributing a kit, "Uranium-Aus-
tralia's Decision" to State schools
through the library service branch?

(2) Is it a fact that the Education De-
partment regulations prohibit the
distribution of political propaganda
to school children?

(3) Did the Minister authorise the dis-
tribution of the kit?

(4) If "Yes" does he place himself
above the department's regulations?

(5) If "No", who did authorise the dis-
tribution of the kit?

(6) In view of the regulations, and as
the kit is nothing but Liberal-
Country Party propaganda, will he
take immediate steps to have it
withdrawn?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) to (6) As the member for Rock-
ingham would be aware, a similar
question has already been directed
to me about this matter, and on
that occasion I asked the member
if be would please let me know if
in fact this was occurring, instead
of asking questions of this type. I
have had no response, but t ask
the member for Rockingham the
same question.

Mr Barnett: You will get a response.

Mr P. V. JONES: Right. I think that is a
far mare responsible way in which
to deal with the matter rather than
asking questions in this manner.

RAILWAYS
Rail Fasteners

4. Mr MeIVER, to the Premier:
Is the Premier in a position to answer
the question without notice I asked the
Deputy Premier last Thursday?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

The Deputy Premier referred to me the
question without notice asked by the
member resulting from the answer given
to question 1113 on Thursday, the 20th
October, 1977.

Although tenders have not been formpally
finalised by Executive Council, the re-
commendation is for approximately one-
third of the rail fastenings to be Pandrol
and the remainder to be Fist.

The recommendation is based on an
overseas study by Westrail engineers of
the operation of both types of rail
fastenings and demonstration to their
satisfaction that Fist fastenings have
proved satisfactory where they have
been used, including in the South
African and Swedish railways.

The reference to the firm Grinnaker in
part (4) of the member's question 1113
is not understood because the recom-
mendation is for the order to be
awarded to Rail Track Fastening Pty.
Ltd., who intend to manufacture the
fastening assemblies including the plastic
pads in Western Australia.

Likewise, the reference to Government
assistance to Grinnaker in purchasing
land and establishing a plastic factory
is not understood.

So far as the question of obtaining
finance from the Federal Government to
have the standard gauge line (lKwinana/
Kalgoorlie) 're-sleepered is concerned, it
is the Government's intention to persist
with our representations.

The Federal authorities were advised
some months ago that Westrail had both
fastenings uinder consideration.

The difference in cost in favour of Fist
fastenings using the proposed combina-
tion of Pandrol and Fist is approxi-
mately $1 million.

Had the tender for sleepers and fasten-
ings been let on the basis of exclusively
Pandrot fastenings, the higher cost
would have been over $1.5 million com-
pared with all Fist fastenings.
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LAPORTE TITANIUM
Red Effluent

5. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:

At or about 12 noon today the effluent
pipeline from Laporte was again
breached. I understand this is about
the third occasion it has happened this
year. I further understand the pipe-
line is made of plastic. My question
is-
(1) Will the Minister investigate

methods of ensuring this number of
breaches does not occur again?

(2) As three-quarters. of a mile of
beach has already been stained to-
day with the red effluent and I have
been informed it costs $50 000 a
year to clean up the beach, will the
Minister inform me whether this
cost is met by the Government or
by the company?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) and (2) As I understand it, the first

part of the member for Rocking-
ham's question refers to whether I
will investigate this alleged breach
of the line. I am happy to give
that undertaking, although I have no
knowledge at this time that any-
thing unusual has occurred.

Mr Barnett: I want the. pipe changed from
plastic to something stronger.

Mr MENSAROS: With regard to the second
part of his question, I have no
knowledge of the Government ever
meeting such an expense.

RAILWAYS
Rail Fasteners

6. Mr McIVER, to the Premier:
Following his reply to my question with-
out notice of last Thursday, will the
Premier give an undertaking that he will
immediately liaise with the Australian
manager of Pandrol to substantiate my
remarks that the Fist BTR rail fastener
has been condemned by major countries
of the world, including Sweden?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I personally have no intention of liaising
with people of that kind, because if it is
desired to register a protest in any way
it should be done through the proper
channels. Bear in mind that tenders

were called in the orthodox way and
were considered in the orthodox way.
The member for Avon is reflecting on
the competence of two of the most
experienced and respected engineers in
Westrail who have personally inspected
these fastenings in operation in other
countries and under conditions com-
parable with those in this State. Bear
in mind, too, that the recommendation
at the moment is for a combination of
Pandrol and Fist fastenings, at a saving
of $1 million-plus to the taxpayer.
I also remind the honourable member
that when tenders have been dealt with
through the proper channels it is most
unusual for tenderers to try to bring
influence to bear on the integrity of the
tendering system.

Mr Mclver: Before you sit down, you were
going to use Pandrol fasteners where
Fist fasteners were used, because they
are hopeless.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the honourable
member believes he has superior know-
ledge to our technical people and our
engineers-people who have: great com-
petence and experience under our
system-I suggest he writes to them and
sees them and makes his views known.
However, I thought he would have got
the message that the Westrail people
recommended a combination of Pandrol
and Fist fasteners. If the honourable
member wants us to pay S1 million
unnecessarily, let him say so.
I am not suggesting the honourabte
member is being in any way unethical.
but I do suggest the people concerned
should have some regard for the fact
that this is a proper tendering system
and that some very competent engineers
-of whom the honourable member will

have knowledge and for whom he will
have the same respect as I have-have
made the recommendation quite con-
vincingly and conclusively following not
theoretical studies but actual nn-site
studies conducted in other countries.
This action was taken because of the
size and importance of this tender and
beca use we wanted to obtain the best
value we could from a task which is of
tremendous importance to the railways
and this State.

Mr Mclver: You are going to do the job on
the cheap.
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