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The Hon. R, F. CLAUGHTON: I do not
mean to imply that Mr. Jack Thomson's
view is not a good one, but I feel members
may consider that the amendment which
came from the Assembly is a better one.

The Hon. L. A. LOGAN: It is evident
that the word "Immediately" cannot poss-
ibly apply to certain auctions. We know
pencilling is going on all the time; the
register is made up and the clerks; are
running back from the sale to the office.
It is not long after the completion of the
sale that the register is completed.

Frm the dictionary definition of "im-
mediately" we would be putting something
into the Act which would not be practic-
able. We should not do that. I think we
are getting close to agreement that some
alteration should be made.

The problem appears to be that at the
end of the day and after the auction sale
It may be possible for someone to falsify
the books. The word "immediately" would
mean that the auctioneer would have to
keep the register right up to date. In some
cases auctions are held for example at
11 o'clock in Perenjori, at 1 o'clock in
Morawa, and at 3 o'clock at Three Springs.
The auctioneer must carry out his job after
each sale. This cannot be done because
the auctioneer is on a platform, and even
after 30 seconds it would be impossible for
the auctioneer to sign the register to say
it is a true record.

Despite the amendments suggested Mr.
Jack Thomson now knows that he has
some support, and I suggest that he re-
Port progress and ask leave to sit again
to ensure that the Job is done properly.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I think
Mr. Logan's suggestion is a goad one. I
feel that Mr. White might seek the per-
mission of the Committee to withdraw his
amendment. He would then delete the
words "after each lot is purchased or
Passed in at such a". This would be im-
mediately at the conclusion of the sale.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Why not get a
draftsman to do the Job?

The Hon. F. R. WHITE: Mr. Logan has
suggested that Mr. Jack Thomson report
progress to discuss a satisfactory com-
promise. I do not think it Is necessary
for me to seek leave to withdraw my
amendment at this stage. If progress is
reported I would be happy to withdraw It
when the matter is brought up again.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I take it
we will report progress on this clause only.

The Hon. 1. 0. MEDCALF: It would not
be appropriate for Mr. White to withdraw
his amendment at this stage, and I hope
Mr. Jack Thomson will report Progress
without further ado to permit us to discuss
some reasonable amendments.

The Hon. J. M. THOMSON: I would like
to move that we postpone consideration of
amendment No. 1.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon. F.
D). Wilhnottl: If you do that you will have
to go on with your other amendment. Is
that your desire?

The Hon. J. M. THOMSON: Yes.
The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: The com-

ments I wish to make on the other amend-
ments are bound in with this amendment
and accordingly It would be preferable to
report progress.

Pro gress
Progress reported and leave given to sit

again, on motion by The Hon. J. M., Thom-
son.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. 3. DOLAN (South-East
Metropolitan-Leader of the House) [9.30
P.m.): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 2.00 p.m. tomorrow (Thursday).

I would like the sitting to finish somewhere
around 4 o'clock tomorrow. Good Friday
eve is one of the worst days of the year so
far as traffic is concerned. I am sure
country members would like to be out of
the city and on their way home before the
traffic becomes really heavy.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 9.31 p.m.

iaegit~tinr Aimtlu
Wednesday, the lath April, 1973

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

PERTH-LEIGHTON RAILWAY LINE
Conversion to Busmay: Urgency Motion

THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton):- Under
Standing Order 49 I have received the
following letter from the Leader of the
Opposition-

I desire to seek your approval to
move when the Legislative Assembly
meets at 4.30 p.m. today for the ad-
journment of the House as a matter
of urgency for the purpose of discuss-
ing the following-

The position that has developed
following the announcement by
Railway Unions and now con-
firmed by the Premier that the
Premier gave the Unions an un-
dertaking in July 1972 that the
Government would abandon a
plan to turn the railway line be-
tween Leighton and Perth into a
busway. The Premier has also
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confirmed that Parliament was
not advised of this by the Premier
or his Ministers during the pro-
tracted debate that took place on
the Important Perth Regional
Railway Bill.

The Position is further aggra-
vated by the reference in the
Government's publication "Pro-
gress 1971-1973" released In the
last few days which says:-

"To create the central land-
scape public open space is an
urgent need, and in order to
remove the old railway facili-
ties restricting Perth's north-
ward development, the Gov-
ernment decided upon early
interim arrangements Includ-
ing :- replacement of the
railway between Perth and
Leighton with an exclusive
busway; and construction of
Perth's first bus station. This
bus station and improved ac-
cess roads will considerably
speed up the movement of
buses to and from northern
suburbs and the Fremnantle
area".

Are there seven members who support the
motion?

Seven members having risen in their
places,

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Meader of the Opposition) [4.35 p.m.]: I
move-

That the H-ouse do now adjourn.
My purpose In moving the motion is to
enable debate to take place on a matter of
public urgency. The matter I wish to have
debated by the House under the provisions
of Standing Order 48 is as follows--

The position that has developed fol-
lowing the announcement by Railway
Unions and now confirmed by the
Premier that the Premier gave the
Unions an undertaking in July 1972
that the Government would abandon
a plan to turn the railway line between
Leighton and Perth into a busway.
The Premier has also confirmed that
Parliament was not advised of this by
the Premier or his Ministers during
the protracted debate that took place
on the important Perth Regional Rail-
way Bill.

The position is further aggravated
by the reference in the Government's
publication "Progress 1971-1973" re-
leased in the last few days which
says:-

",To create the central land-
scape public open space is an ur-
gent need, and in order to remove
the old railway facilities restrict-
ing Perth's northward develop-

ment, the Government decided
upon early Interim arrangements
Including:- replacement of the
railway between Perth and Leigh-
ton with an exclusive busway; and
Construction of Perth's first bus
station. This bus station and
improved access roads will con-
siderably speed up the movement
of buses to and from northern
suburbs and the Fremantle area".

Members will readily appreciate the rea-
son that has given rise to this motion.
There Is a considerable degree of concern
arising from the announcement made by
the railway unions that the Premier gave
them an undertaking that the railway be-
tween Perth and Fremantle-which in-
eludes the Perth-Leighton section-would
be retained.

Members will have recollections of the
tremendous amount of debate which ensued
when the Perth Regional Railway Bill was
introduced last session by the Minister f or
Works. Very protracted debate took place
in this House and in another Chamber, and
it resulted in a conference of managers.
The Bill not only consumed a considerable
amount of time but it also generated a
certain amount of heat because the Op-
position felt the project to sink the rail-
way and electrify it had been entered
into rather lightly and very loosely by the
Government, almost as an off-the-cuff
statement by the Deputy Premier at the
opening of the Robb Jetty terminal. We
felt that no really sound engineering
studies had been undertaken.

The opposition was seeking information
regarding feasibility and cost, and gener-
ally wanted to ensure that somewhere along
the line the Parliament of the day would
have some control over a project which
would Involve hundreds of millions of
dollars.

One of the crucial paintIs in the proposal
put forward by the Minister for Works
in sponsoring this Bill on behalf of the
Government was the fact that the railway
between Fremantle and Perth-generally
referred to as Perth-Leighton in the dis-
cussions which took place on that occa-
sion-had to be closed. The Minister gave
reasons, and I am assuming he put them
forward in all sincerity as being the brief
he had from his Government to put the
Bill through in order to obtain approval
for the closure of this particular railway.

It was at this point that the Opposition
asked many very searching questions, not
only here but in another place. Members
of the Opposition were not satisfied that
they should give this approval without
having some knowledge of the feasibilfty
studies to enable them to know whether
the project was viable and also to enable
them to assess, point by point and phase
by phase, the actual cost commitment
which the State was entering into, which



[Wednesday. lB April. 1971 1043

involved some assistance from the Com-
monwealth Government-then a Liberal-
Country Party Government-as well as very
heavy commitments on the part of the
State.

It will be recalled that yesterday some
questions were asked by mec and by the
member for Mt. Lawley, arising out of the
statement which appeared in The West
Australian on the 17th April under the
heading, "Bus plan dropped-unions".

It commences by stating that the State
Government has abandoned its plan to
turn the railway line between Perth and
Leighton into a busway, according to rail-
way unions. The report went on to say that
the unions had received an undertaking.

This was a shock: It was a bombshell
that was dropped on the community. It
was felt that, having got the Bill through
the Parliament-admittedly with some
amendments, reservations, and restrictions
Imposed in another place-and following
the conference of managers, the decision
had been made by the Government and
the whole of the planning was related to
this concept.

Mr. Hutchinson: It was a play-way, not
a busway.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Naturally, we
wanted to obtain more information. I will
not weary the House-because of the lin-
ited time I have at my disposal on a mo-
tion like this--by quoting all the answers
given; suffice it to say that the Premier
confirmed two things. First of all he con-
firmed that he had given an undertaking
to the railway unions that the railway
would be retained as part of the total sys-
temn. That was quite an unqualified under-
taking, with one exception; he said there
might be some temporary interruption to
permit of certain detailed engineering
works. However, the main point is that the
unions were given an assurance that the
line would be retained.

I gather the unions have some misgiv-
ings about the possible temporary inter-
ruptions. They want some assurance that
the interruptions will be only temporary
and not Prolonged to such an extent that
people will become disenchanted and will
lose their contact with the railways and
become accustomed to alternative systems
of transport.

The Premier also stated that the Parlia-
ment had not been advised before, during.
or since the debate took place on the most
important Perth Regional Railway Bill of
the undertaking he had given to the
unions. This disclosure, of course, makes
complete nonsense of the case presented to
this Parliament by the Minister for Works
in connection with the Bill. It is as well to
refer briefly to Hansard in this respect in
order to refresh the minds of members. We
go back to May, 1972, when the Minister

for Works made it clear that there had to
be a closure of the railway between Perth
and Fremantle so that the busway scheme
could be implemented.

I have looked very closely at all of the
utterances made on this matter, both dur-
Ing the debate on the Bill and on other
occasions, to see whether any suggestion
was made that we should have the railway
and the busway. I understand from in-
formation that has been made available
from time to time that such a course is
completely impracticable. It was explored
by previous Governments, and I under-
stand it was also explored by the present
Government, However, on the 9th May,
1972, at page 1360 of Hansard the Minister
for Works, when Introducing the Perth
Regional Railway Bill, said-

Members are aware of the decision
made by the Government to construct
an underground railway through the
city of Perth and to replace the exist-
ing rail passenger service between
Perth and Fremantle with a bus ser-
vice.

His statement was as categorical as that.
Later he went on to say-

This decision was made following
some very comprehensive research
work undertaken in the form of the
Perth Regional Transport Study dur-
ing 1970, and the subsequent evalua-
ton of additional alternatives speci-

fied as a matter of Government policy.
Subsequently he went on to mention the
lines radiating to Midland and Armadale,
both of which will be converted for elec-
tric traction. I quote as follows--

As I will explain later the existing
railway between Perth and Leighton
should be closed and the land reserved
for use as an exclusive busway.

He then proceeded to explain some of the
other facilities. Further on he said-

As the majority of public transport
passengers will continue either to com-
mence or complete their journeys by
bus, buses will feed into the major
bus-rail interchanges and the two
radiating railways wherever this can
be done with advantage. In time other
radiating lines will be built progress-
ively and connected to the under-
ground, and the northern leg of the
city ring will be completed.

One could go on and refer to specific
quotations wherein the Minister made it
clear that this particular piece of line
had to be closed. On page 1361 the Mlin-
ister said-

This requires the removal of the
railway west of Barrack Street and
substitution of a bus transit system
on the vacated rail right-of-way
between Perth and Leighton.
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I do not propose to quote further, beyond
making one other quotation from the same
page, where, referring to proposed alter-
ations, the Minister said-

Take up the W.A.O.R. lines between
Barrack Street and a point between
Cottesloe and Leighton and convert
the vacated right-of-way to a busway;
provide additional buses..

The cost quoted for that work was
$3,700,000. In the light of that, leading
up to the final pronouncement of the Min-
ister and the result of the conference of
managers on the 15th November, 1972,
we went away from the last session with
the clear under-standing that the busway
in lieu of the railway was an indispens-
able part of the total Proposition Put to
the Parliament by the Government in
respect of the Perth Regional Railway
Bill.

Mr. Jamieson: That is not true.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I am only

quoting the statements of the Minister. In
answering the second question without
notice I asked on this matter yesterday,
the Premier rather berated the Opposition
for not knowing about the undertaking
he had given to the unions. He said if
members of the Opposition had read the
papers as avidly as they now appeared to
be doing, they would have seen the
announcement. I have had a clerk search-
ing files all day and making inquiries of
the Press and the media, and I have Yet
to find a public reference to this matter
by the Premier.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I did not say I made
a public reference.

Mr. O'Neil: Ducking for cover.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I said it was published.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Well, I have

heard everything now! I will quote the
words of the Premier. In his reply to
the question he said-

if members of the Opposition were
at that time reading the newspapers
as assiduously as they now appear to
be doing, they would be aware of the
assurance I had given and which I
have quoted this afternoon. I cannot
help it if the Opposition received an
answer it did not expect. I suppose
members of the Opposition had it in
their minds that I did not give any
such assurance.

Mr. Hutchinson: Now he says he did
not give it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier
went on to berate us for not reading the
newspapers. On a matter of such import-
ance-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Be fair, if you can
be-

Mr. Jamieson: That is impossible.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have a limited

amount of time at my disposal.

Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: Can you read any-
thing in that answer where I said I made
a statement to the Press?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have read
out the words of the Premier. Before my
time runs out I want to say that had this
statement been made by the Premier or
anyone else in a form that was made
Public, I know several members in the
Upper House who would have been very
keen to grasp it and produce it as an
argument against the Bill. I know also that
my colleague, the member for Mt. Lawley,
who did a tremendous amount of research
on this matter, would have been the first
to bring it up in the House at the time. Do
niot forget we are talking about the period
of time between May and the 15th Nov-
ember, as far as the parliamentary records
are concerned.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: When did you first
become aware of my statement?

Sir CHARLES COURT: When I read
the newspaper yesterday.

Mr. J. T1. Tonkin: Would it surprise you
to know that it appeared in the paper in
February?

Sir CHARLES COURT: This is what
we are anxious to find out.

Mr. O'Neil: When did the Minister for
Transport become aware of it?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Premier
is saying that the statement appeared in
the Press in February, his argument col-
lapses completely because we as a Parlia-
ment were considering this matter between
May and the 15th November. 1972: and
the unions now say-apparently with the
confirmation of the Premier-that they
were told about this i July, 1972. This
is the contempt of Parliament to which
we referred yesterday. We have been
endeavouring to find this information from
various sources. We have been to every
form of media that keeps this sort of re-
cord to try to find out whether the state-
ment was made. The motion I have moved
will give the Government a chance to say
categorically what it intends to do. be-
cause at the moment it has thrown all the
planning into confusion.

Mr. Jamieson: You don't understand
the situation.

Mr. Hutchinson: The public are in con-
fusion.

Mr. Jarnieson1: It has probably thrown
you into confusion.

Mr. May: It would not take much to
send you into confusion.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I just Make the
point that the Government has announced
a grandiose plan to use a large area of
railway land for a huge stadium complex.
We understood that unless this railway
line was removed the final development
was impossible. If we are wrong the Gov-
ernment should tell us.
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It was announced out of the blue that
in July, 1972-and this is the critical date
-the Premier, on behalf of the Govern-
ment gave an undertaking that the rail-
way line from Perth to Fremantle would
be retained; and that is the key. If 'we
look at the Government's latest publica-
tion, Progress 1971-1973, which professes
to be a report by the Government of
Western Australia, we find the following
under the heading of "Transport" on page
57-

To create the central landscape
public open space is an urgent need,
and in order to remove the old railway
facilities restricting Perth's north-
ward development, the Government
decided upon early Interim arrange-
ments including:- replacement of the
railway between Perth and Leighton
with an exclusive busway; and con-
struction of Perth's first bus station.

The statement continues with a relevant
reference to the bus station. If the Pre-
mier claims now that in February, 1973, a
statement was made about the subject,
then of course it makes nonsense of what
I1 just read.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What I am claiming is
that it was known to the Press before the
28th February.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER- Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: So that we are

not at cross-purposes, will the Premier
tell me whether he is talking about 1972
or 1973?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am talking about
1973.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This makes it
an absolute farce add a contempt of Par-
liament.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Does it?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, because

during the parliamentary_ session 'we had
Protracted debates stretching from May to
November, 1972.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You said you became
aware of it last week. I wondered what
you were doing in February.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yesterday, on
the 17th April-

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order?
Sir CHARLES COURT: As an Opposi-

tion we are entitled to rely on what this
Parliament decides. A Bill was presented
to Parliament and debated very hotly be-
cause the Government, for some reason,
resented our questioning concerning the
engineering and feasibility studies--

Mr. Jamieson: It did not at all.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -and, above all,
it resisted to the bitter end-

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
Position has two more minutes.

Mr. Graham: Too long!
Sir CHARLES COURT: -any attempt

on our part to give Parliament some con-
trol over phases of investment running into
hundreds of millions of dollars of Com-
monwealth and State money. This is the
critical factor and if the minister says he
did not resist these things, why was a man-
agers' conference necessary-the last ex-
treme?

Mr.' Jamieson: I would not know, having
been at the conference.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister
agreed to most of the amendments sub-
mitted.

Mr. Jamieson: Of course I did because-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We regard this

as a matter of great public urgency and by
moving this motion we are doing the Gov-
ernment and the public a service. We are
giving the Government an opportunity to
tell us the score because so far members
of Parliament and the public are completely
confused.

MR. GAYFER (Avon) [4.53 pini: - Mr.
Speaker-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GAYFER: The Government doth

protest too much methinks!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GAYFER: I was one of those who

participated in the debate last year and
at that time I submitted many reasons
for my belief that a complete study should
be undertaken of the feasibility of the
whole question and that the Treasury
should Indicate whether the expenditure
of $452,000,000, which was supposed to be
the cost involved], was justified.

The great project, which was due to be
completed in 1976, was part of an overall
and total Government transport scheme
and I queried whether or not the facts
presented were correct-

Mr. Jamieson: I query whether your
figure Is correct.

Mr. GAYFER: --or whether the state-
ments had been made at that time in an
attempt to win votes and give confidence
to the people during a period when things
were going very poorly indeed for the
present Government.

Mr. Graham: We have got rid of Billy
McMahon since then.
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Mr. GAYPER: The first thing which
made me question whether the details were
absolutely correct was the fact that the
Deputy Premier took the opportunity to
make the announcement when the Premier
was away.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GAYFlR: That is what occurred.

The Deputy Premier wanted the kudos and
made the grand statement of all time.
He rushed into Print with it Purely and
simply so that he could collect all the
Publicity around at the time.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GAYFEhR: An about-face has oc-curred and this is a complete affront to

Parliament.
Several members Interjected.
Mr. GAYFER: This is a diabolical thing

which has occurred.
Mr. Grahama: Headlines!
Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GAYFER: How does the Govern-

ment think that the people it governs will
have confidence when they picked up the
paper this morning and saw the headlines
and an article in which the Premier ad-
mitted that he did not know why the
Ministers handling the Bill did not give
the relevant Information to Parliament?
What does the Government think the
people are saying? If members opposite
would walk down the street they would
hear what they are saying.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. GAYFER: A while ago the Premier
said he did not say certain things but In
this morning's paper-and we must take
notice of the paper because he will refer
to articles shortly-he Is reported as fol-
lows-

If members of the Opposition had
read the newspapers carefully at the
time they would have been aware of
the assurance he had given.

That is In the paper.
Mr. J. TF. Tonkin: Does that say that I

made a statement to the paper?
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. GAYFER: Nothing is surer than

that the people of the State were of the
opinion that there was no doubt about the
matter because, on Page 1361 of Mansard
No. 8 for 1972, the Minister for Works.
during the second reading introduction.
said-

The proposed interim arrangements
are compatible with the long-term

transport Plan, and involve the fol-
lowing work:-

Mr. J.
I said I
papers?
"No'.?

(e) Take UP the W.A.G.R.
lines between Barrack
Street and a Point be-
tween Cottesloe and
Leighton and convert
the vacated right-of-
way to a busway; pro-
vide additional buses

$

3.700.000
T. Tonkin: Are you saying that
made a statement to the news-
Are you saying that-'Yes" or

Mr. GAYFER: I do not know whether
the Premier made the statement and, I
do not think it matters because if ha
did make a statement he would deny It
the next day.

If members read Mansard they will find
that all the Government speakers on this
Issue were Positive that a busway would be
established through to Cottesloe at least;
and what I am saying is factual.

Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: I am telling you a
fact: You will not find anywhere in the
Mansard reports of this Parliament that I
said that I made a statement to the news-
paper giving the assurance.

Mr. GAYFER: What does that matter?
Mr. J7. TF. Tonkin: That is what You are

saying.
Sir Charles Court: How was it to be

made public?
Mr, GAYFER: A question was asked

yesterday and the Premier referred to a
statement he made, and I will Produce
that again In a moment.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is expecting too
much to expect you crowd to be honest.

Mr. GAYFER: I do not care which Gov-
ernment is involved, if it wants the con-
fidence of the People it must have confi-
dence in what It Is doing.

Mr. J. T. Tonikin: Honesty is worth-
while.

Mr. GAYFER: The Government's
actions which we are discussing demon-
strate a complete lack of confidence; they
represent contempt of Parliament, there
is no doubt about that. The statements
which have been made are virtually mali-
cious. I said during the discussion on the
Hill, and I stick to It, that the decision
to spend the money involved was rushed
into. The whole matter had not been given
sufficient thought but was intended to
capture the imagination of the populace.
What I am saying is genuine. If the
Government wants the confidence of the
people it must be confident about Its
actions. I support the motion.

Government members: Hooray!
Mr. Graham: Terrific!
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MR. JAMIESON (Belmont-Minister
for Works) [4.59 pm.]: I was hoping
something would be said to which I could
reply.

Mr. O'Neii: You were hoping the Premier
would not have to reply.

Mr. JAMIESON: However, so far this
is not the case.

Several members interjected.
Mr. JAMIESON: The Leader of the

Opposition is grinning like the idiot he is!
Mr. O'Neil: That sort of thing is about

all You can say.
Sir Charles Court: Don't be so Silly.

Mr. JAMIESON: Nothing which has
been said so far could possibly be construed
as being an affront to Parliament. First of
all we must consider the events in chrono-
logical order. Many events occurred dur-
ing the Passage of the Hill through both
Houses and before It received final ap-
proval Just before the last Federal election.

Indeed, after the Bill left this House we
had, at that tine, only an impression of
how we might attempt to finance the pro-
ject and everything associated with this
railway in accordance with the Nielsen re-
Port. I tried to make this abundantly
clear to the member for Mt. Lawley, but
he Just would not listen to me. Like the
member for Avon, the member for Mt.
Lawley kept gathering in various amounts
Including millions of dollars worth of
funds which are normally being spent out
of the C.R.A. fund on the entire metro-
politan concept. As I have said, he kept
gathering in these amounts and account-
Ing them all to the railways or the com-
puter system. The honourable member
pulls out $45,000,000 here and some other
amount there. This was not the case at
all.

Mr. Gayfer: They were Your figures.
Mr. JAMIESON: That was the detailed

expenditure on all forms of transportation
including moneys that would normally be
spent on ring roads and heaven knows
what other projects associated with the
entire metropolitan transport system and
the railway in question.

Mr. O'Nell: A sum of $3,700,000 to carry
out the work related to the line.

Mr. JAMIESON: We will hear from the
honourable member in a moment.

Mr. Davies: We rarely do.
Mr. JAMIESON: The

here in the early part of
went to another place.
position, the Bureau of
nomics became interested
portatlon and started to
the transport authorities

legislation left
the session and
As I recall the
Transport Eco-
in urban trans-
negotiate with
in this State

concerning what would be required for
the updating, upgrading, and improving of
the transport system in the Perth metro-
politan area.

We already had an Act which was a
guide, but we felt it was desirable to take
action to solve the problem on which there
had been a considerable amount of pro-
crastination for many years. Members
opposite talk about things being gone into
without any research being done, but the
proposition concerning the Western Aus-
tralia Development Corporation which
the then Government fell for was not on
with anybody in this State at any stage.

Mr. O'Connor: Did we proceed with it?

Mr. JAMIESON: The honourable mem-
ber's Government fell for it. It was not
proceeded with because the Western Aus-
tralia Development Corporation Pulled out.

Mr. Graham: All you do IS make a big
noise and get Publicity for yourself.

Mr. O'Neil: Let us get back to the issue
before the House.

Sir Charles Court: This is like the Robb
Jetty statement.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Bureau of Trans-
port Economics became interested in the
various ideas we were cultivating at the
time. We were then faced with the Federal
election and the new Government carried
on with some format of buying into the
metropolitan transport systems of the var-
ious States. As members know, one of the
first actions taken was that the Premier
went to see the Prime Minister and said to
him, "We are in a position to have a
thorough look at this. We are obliged by
Act of Parliament to do so." I will come to
this matter in a moment to show that no
wrong whatever was done to the Public of
the State. The Premier finally announced
that a sum of $1,000,000 would be made
available for Projects associated with this
State.

Since that time other matters have been
taken up by the Bureau of Transport
Economics. Additional information has
been sent forward and this body has agreed
to come in to determine on what basis
this project will be let out to consultants
in the hope that in the ultimate we will
get what is required.

Mr. Hutchinson: Are you answering the
motion?

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes I am. because this
was dealt with by various speakers. If the
honourable member did not hear this I
suggest he refresh his memory from
Mansard.

Mr. O'Neil: Tell us about July. 1972.
Mr. JAMITESON: I will tell the honour-

able member about July in a moment. As
the matter progressed It became abund-
antly clear what the attitude of the Leg-
islative Council was likely to be.

Mr. O'Neil: Its attitude was not ex-
pressed in July, 1972. Get back to July.
1972, when the Premier was supposed to
have told the unions something.
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Mr. JAMIESON: The Premier admitted Mr. JAMIESON: Of course I did!
tnat.

Mr. O'Neil: Why didn't he tell Parlia-
ment, because that could have influenced
the attitude of the Legislative Council to
the Bill?

Mr. JAMIESON: That does not matter:
It would have done nothing of the kind.

Mr. Hutchinson: You should not be here
if you say, "It does not matter."

Mr. JAMIESON: The honourable mem-
ber should not talk rubbish. He should
read the legislation which was finally
Passed.

Mr. O'Neil: Get back to July, 1972.
Mr. JAMIESON: Section 5, subsection

(2) of the Act says-
Before discontinuance in accordance

with section 3 of the scheduled rail-
way and before commencement of
construction of any Part of the Perth
Regional Railway referred to in sub-
section (1) of this section, the Minis-
ter shall obtain the approval of Parlia-
ment to a report on the results of the
engineering and economic studies
applicable to that part, such report to
be based upon a comprehensive feas-
ibility study and plan relating to the
works proposed to be Prepared by a
competent independent authority.

Mr. O'Neil: They are not going to get it.
Mr. JAMIESON: I cannot see how any-

body was misguided or misled.
Sir Charles Court: That refers to the

regional railway.
Mr. JAMIESON: During the course of

the debate I1 mentioned various things that
were happening at the time and various
other things that were likely to happen.

Mr. O'Neil: Might happen.
Mr. JAMIESON: At the time I said-

The Council's amendment would not
meet the situation because certain de-
velopments in the central city envis-
age the closure of at least certain sec-
tions of the Perth-Fremantle railway
line. After the new loop of the 3 ft. 6
in, rail has been completed, we expect
to close one section so that we may
develop the central city.

I Indicated at the time that no comment.
was made on that. We had coverage finally
by the decision of the managers of both
Houses to the effect that this section would
be allowed to be closed for engineering and
constructional purposes.

Mr. Hutchinson: It still has nothing to
do with the matter before the House.

Mr. JAMIESON: Of course it has, be-cause I indicated that was only at the
developmental stage.

Mr. O'Neil: Did You know in 1972
they were not going to pull up the line?

Mr. O'Neil: Then why did you have
the Bill to close the line when you knew
It was not going to be pulled up?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is far
too much noise and I ask members to
keep order. Every member is entitled to
be heard in this matter.

Mr. JAMIESON: After the Introduction
of the Bill and before the debate was
continued after the long adjournment, P'

number of people addressed the Govern-
ment on the matter. At one stage we had
Professor Martin Webb giving an opinion.
The Nedlands people also put up a pro-
position as did a number of others, in-
cluding the railway unions which put up
a case so far as this matter was concerned.
In the ultimate we realised that there was
good reason for maintaining the line.

Bearing In mind that we had to con-
tinue these studies that were being under-
taken and report back to Parliament be-
fore any one section could be proceeded
with, we felt there was no problem associ-
ated with the Bill that was before the
House.

Mr. O'Neil; You did not know you had
to report back to Parliament.

Mr. JAMIESON: The position was per-
fectly clear as soon as the debate on the
measure was proceeded with in the Legis-
lative Council. The debate continued some
time later in the year in that House.

Mr. O'Neil: After you knew the line
was not going to be pulled up.

Mr. JAMIESON: That had nothing to
do with it. The whole thing was com-
pletely safeguarded by the provision which
required that before one dog spike could
be removed the matter had to have the
approval of Parliament. As a result, the
interests of the public were completely
safeguarded by the Bill that was before
the House, and by the Act which eventu-
ally was placed on the Statute book.

Mr. O'Neil: We will move to repeal it
and then see what you will do.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Opposition does
not have to move to repeal it. All it need
do is not proceed with it.

Mr. O'Neil: Why not when you are not
going to pull up the line?

Mr. JAMIESON: In the past we know
there have been many sections of various
Acts of Parliament which have not been
proceeded with.

Mr. O'Neil: Which ones are they?

Mr. JAMIESON: The honourable mem-
ber would not know, because he is half
asleep half the time.
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Point of Order
Mr. O'NEIL: On a point of order, Mr.

Speaker, I take exception to what the
Minister has just said and I ask himn to
withdraw his remark.

The SPEAKER: Will the Minister
withdraw the remark?

Mr. JAMIESON: In deference to You.
Sir, I will.

Debate Resumed
Mr, JAMIESON: The Opposition knows

it has a very favourable Press at the
moment. It oniy needs one of its part'
to snee ze once or twice and he will be
reported on three different pages. While
that lasts the Opposition will have a birth-
day, and it will continue to have a birth-
day. I stress, however, that the public has
been completely protected and safeguarded
by the passing of the Act and I repeat,
that before any nail can be shifted, the
approval of Parliament must be obtained;
it must go through the normal procedure!

Mr. O'Neil- Through the unions.
Mr. JAMIESON: Whether that be so

or not, the matter must still come before
Parliament.

Mr. O'Neil: The unions come first.
Sir Charles Court: You told Parliament

you were going to pull up the line.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will

keep order.
Mr. JAMIESON: There are few people

who are more stubborn than is the Leader
of the Opposition when he does not want
to listen to anything that might be told
him. A number of suggestions have been
submitted by the Bureau of Transport
Economics.

Sir Charles Court: That is not the
question.

Mr. JAMIESON: I would ask the Leader
of the Opposition to be quiet for a while.
I was fairly quiet when he spoke. The
situation is that a number of schemes
are still under consideration and study.

The Bureau of Transport Economics
which will finance the bulk of this project
will want to be one of the Prime deter-
mining factors in connection with it. This
aspect was not featured when the legisla-
tion was introduced; nor was it featured
when the matter was being debated in
the Legislative Council. It is, however,
becoming a paramount feature at this
stage of the urban transport system.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [5.13
p.m.] When replying to the motion moved
by our leader the Minister for Works
avoided the issue like the plague. Because
of its activities this Government should
be known as the smokescreer Govern-
ment; all It does is to endeavouh to throw
out a smokescreen and sidestep any issue

437)

with which it might be confronted. The
Government does not come forward with
facts: all it seeks to do is to sidetrackr
the issue.

I think it is necessary to refer back to
the original Perth railway system. and give
some detail In connection with it, It was
obvious to all of us that the original in-
formation was passed to the Press In the
absence of the Premier from the State.

It would be an understatement to say
that the Government's action was a com-
plete shambles and that its approach was
a debacle. None of us knows In what
direction the Government Is headed. The
first publicity on this Issue was given by
the Deputy Premier, It was of prime Im-
portance to the people of this State because
I believe it would have been the largest
project ever undertaken by a State Gloy-
erment in Western Australia.

I have no hesitation In saying-indeed
I feel I am correct in saying-that the
whole thing is a terrible fake.

Mr. Graham: Why?
Mr. O'CONNOR:, I will tell the Deputy

Premier why if he gives me a little time.
The Government admitted It did not have
the money to proceed with the project;
it admitted that the engineering work
was not done. What did we have? We had
a line drawn on a map which was pre-
sented to the House. Nonetheless, the
overall cost of the project was estimated
to be $546,000,000. When the Opposition
tackled the Government on the matter.
we found that the line could be shifted.

Mr. Jamieson: You cannot use figures
for roadmaking in the overall total.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I1 am not misleading
the Parliament as some others have done.

Mr. Bertram: Who are you naming now?
Mr, Graham: Costing less than the

PERTS Plan.
Mr. O'Neil., Costing less because we are

not going to have it.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will

keep order. The honourable member on
his feet is entitled to be heard. I must
ask members to keep order.

Mr. O'CONNOR: During the lengthy
debate on the Bill the Government did
not advise the Parliament or the public
that It had made special arrangements
with the unions. The Government let us
proceed on the basis of believing that the
Government would go ahead and take up
the line from Leighton to Perth. The Bill
was before the Parliament for a long time
and during this time the news media
gave details of it. This issue we a com-
plete fake and the Government knew it.

It is a terrible thing to have a Govern-
ment which goes to the unions to obtain
information before coming to Parliament.
I believe that the Government goes to the
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unions not only to obtain information, but
also for instructions. This Is why we
have this problem today. Who is running
this State? Is it the Government or the
unions? I say it is not the Government.

Mr. O'Neil: There is no doubt about
that.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It was a complete
waste of the time of the Parliament.

Mr. H. D). Evans: By members opposite.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Towards the end of

the session the Minister may say that
members of the Opposition are wasting
time. This is what happened last year.
Nevertheless, the Government had before
us a fake plan and allowed us to debate
it on a number of occasions. The Bill
was debated on page 1360 of Hansard
and, again, on pages 1794-1828, which
represented six hours of debate on the
one day. It was debated further on pages
4342, 4479, 4935, 5060, 5061, 5152. and
5243, etc. in many instances the debate
started on those page numbers and ex-
tended over several pages.

Mr. Graham: All Opposition stonewall-
ing.

Mr. O'Neil: Rubbish.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Deputy Premier

is saying that we were stonewalling on
a Bill which should not have been before
the Parliament, because it was a waste
of time.

Mr. Graham: The Opposition has
stonewalled on dozens of occasions.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government was
wasting the time of the Parliament and
misleading us.

Mr. Graham: You are doing that at
the moment.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will have more to
say In aL moment. What a debacle! What
a Government!

Mr. Davies: What a Government!
Mr. O'CONNOR: I am stating the facts

and no Minister or member opposite can
deny It. It was not only a waste of time
but a complete discourtesy to bring a
fake document to the Parliament.

Mr. Janmeson: How would you have
authorised the study without the Bill?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Pressure has been put
on the Government. it seems that
Rafferty's rules apply in the House. It
is high time things were straightened out.
We should be given straightforward in-
formation by the Government and not be
misled by it as we have been on so many
occasions. Parliament has been com-
pletely misled on a number of occasions.

Mr. Graham: Tedious repetition!
Mr. O'CONNOR: It is also tedious fact.
Mr. Hutchinson: It misled the public.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Circumvention of
various facts put before us and circum-
vention of the law are terrible things for
members to have to face up to. We have
seen this in an incident at Albany, and
there are other instances. I am sure many
members of the Government-as well as
all members on this side of the House-
are completely appalled at the action the
Government has taken and what it is
doing in this way.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Can you speak for the
Country Party?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I hope so.
Mr. T. D. Evans: Not, "I hope so". Can

you?
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Attorney-General

can speak only for himself the same as I
can.

Mr. O'Neil: The Attorney -General can-
not speak on this issue.

Mr. Graham: Why not?
Mr. O'Neil: He is not game.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Attorniey-General

cannot speak on the McGuire case.
Mr. T. D. Evans: Read the files.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I have done so.
Mr. T. D. Evans: Understand thenm!
Mr. O'Neil: The school teacher!
Mr. O'CONNOR: Has the Minister said

that he has not misled the Parliament?
Of course he has not.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members will
keep order.

Mr. Hutchinson: The Premier knows
something has gone wrong. Sorry. Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government has
become a benefit society for A.L.F. mem-
bers and unions. It is time this stopped.
The Government makes announcements
only after receiving instructions front the
unions or the T.L.C. The Government no
longer has the confidence of this House
or the people and, in my opinion, it should
resign.

Mr. Graham: You tried that sort of
thing at Bunbury, but it did not do too
well.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government did
not do too well at Bunbury.

Mr. Graham: You went backwards.
Sir Charles Court: Everything was run-

ning for you, but we still word1
Mr. Graham: We had the behaviour of

the opposition running for us.
The SPEAKER: Members will keep

order. When I rise to my feet, members
will be silent. The member for Mt. Law-
ley has the floor.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I say to you that I am not unhappy with
the results, at Bunbury. I know that you,
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Sir, would not want mue to continue on
this subject for any length of time but
I am sure you agree the result was ex-
tremely good.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Not as good as it could
have been.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It is easy to hack a
winner after the race. People who had
money on the Bunbury by-election have
lost It but are still able to smile.

Mr. May: We did not have you down
there for long enough!

Mr. O'CONNOR: Tonight the Premier
has committed a further contempt of Par-
liament. I say this, because he claimed
he did not say that a statement in con-
nection with this matter was made last
year. He claims it was a February state-
ment. Is that correct?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin- What you are saying
Is a deliberate falsehood.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I say that the Premier
has deliberately misled the Parliament.

Mr. Graham: You would say anything.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'CONNOR: Let us look at the

Premier's answer yesterday.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I have It in front of

me. You be careful!
Mr. O'CONNOR: I will read from the

extract I have.
Mr. T. D. Evans: Read it correctly.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I will ask the Speaker

to read It if members opposite wish. The
answer reads, in part-

It is a matter of the Judgment of
the Government at the time. I do
not know why the Ministers handling
the Bill did not give this Information
but it was well known at the time that
I bad given this assurance, because it
was published.

Trhe important words are "at the time".
Therefore, it was published by November
last year. I would like to see that in-
formation.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I did not say I gave
the statement to the paper.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I did not say the Pre-
mier did.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Your leader did.
Mr. Hutchinson: A red herring.
Mr. O'CONNOR: It is worth reading that

section again, because it shows up the
falsehood in connection with this matter.
The Premier said-

I do not know why the Ministers
handling the Bill did not give this in-
formation but it was well known at
the time...

I do not know to whom It was well known.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: To the public.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We have been unable
to find where it was published. We found
an article which stated that the unions
would take a deputation to the Premier,
but it did not say that action bad been
executed.

Mr. R. L, Young: It is difficult to fid
these things.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The Press attends the
meetings of the State Executive.

Mr. Graham: The Press does not attend
the meetings of the Liberal Party.

Sir Charles Court: The A.L.P. some-
times goes into committee.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Press is not
allowed to attend your meetings at all.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Hutchinson: Whby don't members

opposite stay silent?
Mr. O'CONNOR: I am sure you will

grant me extra time, Mr. Speaker, because
of these interruptions. It is a great pity
that our Standing Orders make it com-
pulsory for the motion to be withdrawn.
This motion should be debated through
and through. I believe the Government
should be taken to task over this. Memn-
bers on this side would prefer a lull de-
bate and we also believe that the Govern-
ment deserves censure and should resign.

Mr. Graham: Always looking at the gal-
lery!

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am looking at the
clock.

Mr. Graham:. Just aL little above the
clock and to the other side.

Sir Charles Court: Do not be so petty
and mean.

Mr. Jamieson: The Leader of the oppo-
sition ought to talk.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Leader of the Op-
position should stop pontificating.

Mr. 0 ONeil: That is a big word for a
little man!

Mr. O'CONNOR: I can well understand
the Government being touchy on this sub-
ject, because it has acted wrongly before
the Parliament and before the people of
Western Australia. The Government has
done a disservice to this House.

Mr. May: Diabolical!
Mr. O'CONNOR: The motion moved by

mhy leader is a good one. My only regret
is that it must be withdrawn because of
our Standing Orders.

Mr. B3ertram:. You can deal with it
another way.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I would like to and
I hope the electors will. The sooner the
better! I am quite sure the results will
be the same as those at Bunbury.

Mr. Graham: Reducing your margin?
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Mr. O'Neil: if the Deputy Premier is
so happy about Bunbury, test the State!I

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Liberal Party
won Bunbury despite what the Deputy
Premier says.

Mr. Graham: There was less support.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Let us look at the

motion moved by my leader. It reads, in
part-

The pusition that has developed
following the announcement by Rail-
way Unions and now confirmed by the
Premier that the Premier gave the
Unions an undertaking in July 1972
that the Government would abandon
a plan to turn the railway line be-
tween Leighton and Perth into a bus-
Way.

-I cannot for the life of me understand
why the Government did not tell this
to the Parliament or why the Minister did
not explain it when the Bill was before
us. That much he should have done.

Mr. Bickerton: You would not under-
stand.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know whether
the Minister knew.

Mr. Hutchinson: The Premier said he
knew.

Mr. O'CONNOR: If the Premier said
the Minister knew, I take it for ranted
that he did know. We have beard so
many conflicting statements in the House.

I wonder where we are heading. There
should be decency and straightforward-
ness in these matters.

Mr. Bertram: Honesty?
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government

should tell Parliament the truth instead
of misleading it on so many occasions.
The motion moved by my leader is a good
one and I support it.

Mr. Graham: Chatter, chatter, chatter!

MR. MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [5.27
p.m.]: I will be brief in my comments.
Last year we had the longest session of
Parliament in the history of Western
Australia.

Mr. T. D. Evans:* Due to the delaying
tactics of the Opposition.

Mr. O'Neil: Due to the incompetence of
the Government.

Mr. McPHARLIN: It has been clearly
indicated today by the debate which
has ensued that a great deal of time
was wasted last year.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And is being wasted
right now.

Mr. O'Neil: This Is private members'
day. It is our time, not the Government's.

Mr. T. D. Evans: We have private mem-
bers, too.

The SPEAKER: Order!I Members will
keep order. The member on his feet is
entitled to be heard. Each one can speak
if he so wishes and each is entitled to be
heard. I ask members to keep order.

Mr. MePHARLIN: Prom time to time the
Chair has indicated that it will not tolerate
tedious repetition. The purpose is to save
the time of the Parliament. Many Speakers
have, from time to time, indicated that
members should not take up the time of
the House with tedious repetition, but
should allow mare urgent legislation to be
proceeded with.

Nevertheless, we find that the Bill in
question was before the House for a con-
siderable period of time last year. It
involved many hours of debate and wasted
the time of the House. The Government
deserves to be censured on this aspect;
it did, In fact, waste the time of the
House. In view of this, I indicate that I
give my support to the motion before us.

Mr. may:, Diabolical!

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nediands-
Leader of the Opposition) [5.29 p.m.]:
In accordance with the requirements of
Standing Orders, I now ask leave to with-
draw the motion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

QUESTIONS (39): ON NOTICE
1.

2.

EDUCATION
Kindergartens: P/ott Report

Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
for Education:
(1) What action has taken place aris-

ing out of the recommendations of
the Nott report?

(2) Will he sponsor an approach to the
Treasury for an increase in the
yearly grant to needy kindergar-
tens?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The Government has prepared

legislation to establish a statutory
board, as recommended in the
Nott report, to administer and
advise on all aspects of pre-school
education.

(2) The Government's budget for pre-
schooi education will be deter-
mined when the Commonwealth's
proposals from its pre-schools
commission are more clearly
known.

SWAN RIVER
Dredging at Maviands

Mr. HUJTCHINSON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) How many new acres of water

space will have been created in the
Swan River when the dredging
programme has been completed in
the region of Maylands Peninsula?
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(2) When will the work be completed?
(3) When was it begun?
Mr. JAMIESON replied;

(1) 38.8 acres.
(2) April 1974.
(3) The dredging of phase I com-

menced April 1970 and was com-
pleted March 1971.
The dredging of phase II com-
menced April 1973.

ARDATH SCHOOL
Cool Water Unit

Mr. GAYFER. to the. Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the cool water drinking unit

promised for the Ardath school
been installed as yet?

(2) If not, when Is this event likely to
occur?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) No.
(2) The unit is on order and installa-

tion Is anticipated during the
May school vacation.

RAILWAYS
Midland Workshops: Apprentices
Mr. MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Railways:
(1) How many apprentices employed

at the Western Australian Gov-
ernment Railways workshops have
completed their apprenticeship
during the past 12 months?

(2) (a) How many of these appren-
tices had their employment
terminated on completion of
their apprenticeship;

(b) what trades were they appren-
ticed to?

Mr. MAY replied;
(1) In the 2973 calendar year. 77

employees will complete their
apprenticeships.

(2) (a) 12 have had, or will have,
their employment termin-
ated on completion of appren-
ticeships.
6 of these were unsuitable for
retention and 6 cannot be
absorbed.

(b) Moulders 2
Plumbers 2
Trimmers 2
Turner and iron machinists 2
Blacksmith I
Coppersmith 1
Sheet metal worker 1
Painter 1.

Of the total of 77 apprentices. 65
have been retained by the depart-
ment.

5.

6.

7.

WATER SUPPLIES
Sawyers Valley -Darlin gton Main

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Water Supplies;

With reference to the possible dup-
lication of the 12-inch main which
at present supplies water from the
country water supply main con-
duit to areas between Sawyers
Valley and Darlington-
(a) is it proposed to commence

the duplication of the 12-inch
main during the 1973-74
financial year;

(b) what arrangements or agree-
ments are requi red to be
reached between the Public
Works Department and the
Metropolitan Water Supply
Department before the con-
struction can commence?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(a) Duplication of the 12 in. main

is programmed to commence
in 1973-74 financial year sub-
ject to the availability of
funds.

(b) It has been arranged that a
supply will be provided from
the P.W.D. main conduit.

WHEAT
Categories

Mr. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister for
Agriculture;
(1) How many categories of wheat are

under the International Wheat
Agreement?

(2) What are they?
(3) What average price was given for

each category?
(4) How much Western Australian

wheat went into each category?
Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) to (4) The Australian Wheat

Hoard has advised that there are
no categories in the present
agreement.

RAILWAYS
Bridgetown Depot: Transfer to

Manjimup
Mr. A. A. LEWIS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Railways:

Will he make a statement to the
House relating to transfer of the
Western Australian Government
Railways depot from Bridgetown
to Man) imup covering the follow-
ing point--
(a) the reasons for the transfer;
(b) the effects on the community

of Bridgetown;
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(c) the effect on Individual mem-
bers of the W.A.G.R. staff to
be transferred including hous-
ig and home ownership?

Mr. MAY replied:
(a) To take the economic ad-

vantage of improved railway
technology arising Primarily
from dieselisation and in-

* proved track standards on
the main south-west railway

* between Bunbury and North-
cliff e.
The Member will appreciate
that the existing train work-
ing arrangements which in-
volve Bridgetown as a depot
were introduced in the days
of steam power.

(b) This is not possible to gauge
at the present time. Although
27 of the 36 men now located
at Bridgetown will be re-
quired to work from
Manjimup, the number who
may ultimately change their
places of living has yet to
be determined.

(c) Again, not known. A sum-
mary of individual staff
movements and a consequen-
tial effect this may have on
housing and home ownership
in Bridgetown is being under-
taken.

8. BUS SERVICES
Swan Electorate

Mr. BRADY to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is any consideration being given

to Improving bus services into the
Lockridge, Cavershamn and Middle
Swan areas?

(2) When were improvements Into the
timetabling of bus services last
made?

(3) Has any consideration been given
to growth in areas referred to?

(4) Will proposed rail and road ser-
vices of M.T.T. improve existing
timetables?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) There are no present plans to

(2)
(3)

review timetables to Loekrldge,
West, or Middle Swan.
Caversham services are currently
under review.
20th August, 1972.
Routes are being continually
studied, particularly where de-
velopment is taking place.

(4) Not known.

9. GOVERNOR STIRLING HIGH
SCHOOL

Enrolments

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for.Edu-
cation:
(1) What Is the anticipated enrolment

figure for Governor Stirling High
School for 1974?

(2) What has been the percentage in-
crease of students electing to con-
tinue to fourth and fifth year
senior high school grades over the
past five years?

(3) What has been the percentage In-
crease In total number of students
enrolled at the following schools
over the past five years--Bellevue,
Helena Valley-Boya, Koongamia,
Midvale, Greenmount, Swan View
and Darlington?

Mr. T. D. EVA]
(1) 1,581.
(2) Retention

1907-68
1968-69
1969-70
1970-71
1971-72
(based on
inents).

N1S replied:

rates for Government
Schools
Third- Fourth-
fourth fif th

year year

30.0 72.8
33.1 - 76.1
34.4 74.2
38.8 74.8
43.1 74.2

August census enrol-

(3) Bellevue - 52 % decrease
Helena Valley - 83 % increase
Koongamia - 9 %/, increase
Midvale - 4 % increase
Greenmount - 61 % increase
Swan View - 39 % increase
Darlington - 97 91, increase
(based on August 1967 to August
1972 census enrolments).

10. HOUSING AND GOVERNMENT
DEPARTMENTS

Contracts: Exclusion of
Subcontractors

Mr. O'NEII,, to the Premier:,
(1) Is it a fact that the State Housing

Commission has included the fol-
lowing clause in its contract docu-
menits:

All persons working for another
person for the purpose of the
other person's trade or business
under a Contract for service, the
remuneration of the person so
working being in substance a
return for manual labour be-
stowed by him upon the work

1054



[Wednesday, 18 April, 1973J D1

In which he is engaged, shall,
whilst so engaged, receive and
shall be required to observe all
the conditions of the relevant
Western Australian Industrial
Commission Award or the Com-
monwealth Conciliation and Ar-
bitration Act Award applicable
to the trade and place, whilst
so engaged?

(2) (a) Is it still intended that a
similar clause be included in
Public Works Department
contracts;

(b) is It intended that a similar
clause be included in contracts
to be let by other State Gov-
ernment instrumentalities?

(3) Was the decisi on to include the
clause prompted by a letter to the
Minister for Works from the State
secretary of the Building Workers
Industrial Union dated 19th Febru-
ary, 1973?

(4) (a) If the answer to (3) is "Yes"
was the Master Builders' As-
sociation of Western Australia,
or any other organisation of
contractors In the industry, In-
vited to discuss with Ministers
the contractual, Industrial and
cost effects of such a decision:

(b) have they since been invited
to such a discussion?

(5) (a) Is he aware that the Building
Trades Association of Unions
of Western Australia (Asso-
ciation of Workers) have ad-
vised employers that It Intends
to "Institute a campaign to
ensure the observance" of the
clause in Government con-
tracts, although It is not a
party to the contracts;

(1b) does he support them in this
course of action?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Yes.

(b) A decision on this has not yet
been made.

(3) The decision was made following
discussions between the Minister
for Works and the Minister for
Housing. Many letters have been
exchanged between the Secretary
of Building Workers' Industrial
Union and the Minister for Hous-
ing.

(4) Answered by (3).
(5) (a) No.

(b) If, and when, the action
referred to Is taken the Gov-
ernment's attitude will be
determined.

11. CAGED BIRDS
Banning

ht'. NALDER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is it the Government's intention

to ban domesticated caged birds?
(2) If (1) is 'Yes"-_

(a) what species of birds are in-
cluded in the ban:

(b) for what reasons has the ban
been imposed:

(c) when does the ban come into
operation?

(3) Did he have any discussions 'with
the Avicultural Society or the
Aviary Bird and Wildlife Associa-
tion, and, if so, what were the
results?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Representations regarding the

banning of domesticated caged
birds with a pest or aeclimatisa-
tion risk are being considered by
tke Government.

(2) (a) Species not shown on the lists
of birds known to be harmless.

(b) and (c) Answered by (1).
(3) The Agriculture Protection Board

and the Department of Fisheries
and Fauna have had correspond-
ence and discussions with both
groups and Invited submissions for
modification of the lists.

12. PRICES CONTROL
items: Comparison with South

Australia
Mr. RUSHTQN, to the Minister for
Prices Control:

Will he please supply a list of
articles under price control in
South Australia showing the sale
price in South Australia and West-
emn Australia In a comparable sell-
ing outlet?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
I will arrange for this to be
obtained and details will be sup-
plied as soon as information
becomes available from South
Australia.

13. EGGS
Price Reduction Experiment

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What was the total loss to the

egg industry of the Government's
experiment in reducing egg prices?

(2) What was the total benefit to the
consumer?
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(3) What was the loss to-
(a) the Government;
(b) the egg board;
(e) the egg producers?

(4) Why did the experiment fail?
Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Estimated to be in the order of

$35,000.
(2) Estimated to be approximately

$51,000.
(3) (a) $20,000.

(b) Estimated to be approximately
$15,000.

(c) Estimated to be approximately
$15,000.

(4) The increase in sales was not suf-
ficient to offset the loss in board
income as a result of the reduced
egg prices.

14. PORREST-NICHOLSON
ROADS JUNCTION

Upgrading

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Have arrangements now been

made with the local authority for
the upgrading of the Forrest Road
/Nicholson Road junction at For-
restdale?

(2) When will this work be com-
menced?

(3) What is the estimated cost?
(4) Will he please let me have a copy

of the design of the Proposed new
junction?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Finality has not been reached.
(2) No date has been set.
(3) $43,000.
(4) Yes. A copy will be forwarded to

the Member by the Main Roads
Department.

15. MUJA POWER STATION
EXTENSION

Reference to State Electricity
Commission

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Electricity:
(1) (a) Was the decision to install

additional generating capacity
at Muja announced Thurs-
day. 5th April, 1973, recom-
mended by the State Electri-
city Commission;

(b) if so, on what date and in
what form did the commission
make its recommendation;

(c) what were the details of the
commission's recommenda-
tions?

(2) Was this a recommendation of
the full commission or was it from
some members of the commission
and/or the staff?

(3) (a) Was the recommendation in-
itiated by the commission or
was it the result of a request
or other referral from the
Government for the proposal
to be considered by the com-
mission or its staff;

(b) ilt was the result of a request
or other referral from the
Government, what date was
the request or other referral
made and to whom and in
what form?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) (a) Yes.

(b) 30th March, 1973. a report to
the Minister.

(c) The commission, at its meet-
ing on Thursday, 29th March,
1973, considered the assistance
proposed to finance its capital
works over the period. In the
light of the Government's
appreciation that additional
capital funds will be required
and its Intention to take ap-
propriate steps after 1978-79
to meet the commission's
needs and on the assumption
that the Government will en-
sure from time to time, that
sufficient economic quantities
of coal are set aside for this
increment of plant, the com-
mission proposes to extend the
Muja power station by two
200AM generating units, the
first of which is planned to be
commercially available for the
winter of 1980. In so doing,
the commission believes that-
(I) the cost per unit of elec-

tricity at the load centre
will be the same for both
Kwinana and Muja based
plant after taking into
account the servicing of
the additional capital re-
quired;

(ii) less dependence on Im-
ported fuel oil will result
if the units are installed
at Muja resulting In
almost equal division of
generating capacity be-
tween the two fuels;

(iii) the proposed Plant is esti-
mated to cost $87 million.

(2) The recommendation of the full
comnmission.

(3) (a) The recommendation to install
additional plant was initiated
by the commission. The loca-
tion of the plant was the
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subject of referral from the
Government for the comisi-
sion to consider in the light
of the Government's under-
taking in connection with
finance.

(b) 26th March, 1973. The refer-
ral was in the form of a
minute from the Treasurer to
the Minister for Electricity.

16. MUJA POWER STATION
EXTENSION

Reference to Power and Fuel
Commission

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Electricity:
(1) (a) Was the proposal to Install

'the additional Muja capacity
* referred to the Fuel and Power

Commnission before the deci-
sion was announced;

(b) if so, when and in what form
and what were the details of
the referral;

(c) what was the recommendation
or the views of the Fuel and
Power Commission and when
were they conveyed to the
Government and In what form
and in what detail:

(d) (1) were the recommendations
or the views of the Fuel
and Power Commission

* those of the full commis-
sion, or only those of the
Commissioner and/or his
staff;

(ii) was the Fuel and Power
Advisory Council consult-
ed and, if so. in what way
and when did they express
an opinion on the pro-
posal;

(III) if not consulted, why was
Lne council by-passed?

(2) (a) What advice was given by the
Treasury to the S.E.C. and
the Government about finance
for the additional Muja capa-
city;

(b) what is the source of finance
proposed in view of the Gov-
ernment's criticism of its pre-
decessor's decisions to order
generating plant in advance
to ensure continuity of a pro-
gramme to anticipate expand-
ig power needs?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1)

17.

In considering the proposal to ex-
pand Muja power station the Gov-
ernment sought the advice of the
Chairman, Fuel, Energy and Power
Resources Committee who, in ad-
dition to being Chairman of the
State Electricity Commission, was
acting vrtv.&ly as temporary

Commissioner f or Fuel and Power
pending the arrival of the officer
appointed to that position. The
Fuel and Power Commission of
Western Australia came into being
on 21st March, 1973 and met for
the first time on 13th April. 1973
alter the proposal concerning
Muja Power Station had been re-
solved.
The first meeting of the Fuel and
Power Advisory Council was held
today, 18th April, 1973 after the
question of expanding Muja power
station had been resolved.

(2) (a) The Treasurer advised-
"additional funds will have to
be supplied to the commission
to meet the increase In annual
expenditure after 1978-79
which will take place Irres-
pective of whether the new
units are located at Kwlnana
or Muj a".

(h) Provision for funds has been
made available from internal
sources and borrowings up to
1978- 79.

OIL AND MINING
Exploration: Commonwealth

Participation
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:
(1) What is his Government's attitude

to the Commonwealth's announce-
ment that It plans to move into
exploration and exploitation of
petroleum and minerals?

(2) (a) Has he been given more de-
tails than those released in the
press;

(b) If so, will he table them?
(3) (a) Does he consider the Com-

monwealth's decision on this
and other matters related to
development (including 25%
non-earning deposits with
Reserve Bank, attitude to
overseas participation and
ownership, and export con-
trols) will seriously inhibit the
flow of both Australian and
foreign capital and expertise
for Western Australian de-
velopment;

(b) If he thinks it will not inhibit
the flow of capital and expert-
ise, on what rounds does he
base his answer?

(4) Has he made 'representations to
the Commonwealth and, if so, in
what form?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) to (3) The Government is not in

a position to state its attitude to
the Commonwealth ann ounce-
nment until such timei as full details
have been received concerning the
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Commonwealth Government's
plans to move into exploration and
exploitation of Petroleum and
minerals.

(4) Following representations to the
Commonwealth Minister for Min-
erals and Energy, the Minister for
Mines has been invited to study
the proposed Commonwealth leg-
islation when it is in draft form.

18. RESERVE BANK DEPOSITS,
FOREIGN INVESTMENTS, AND

MINERAL EXPORTS
Commonwealth Policies

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:-
(1) Has he or any of his Ministerial

colleagues received approaches
from existing or potential develop-
ers about the present Common-
wealth Government's policies In
respect of 25% non-earning de-
posits with Reserve Bank, its
attitude to foreign ownership and
participation in projects and Corn-
mnonwealtb control of export of
minerals and Partly processed
minerals?

(2) If so, how many and in respect
of which existing or potential pro-
jects?

(3) What advice has he or his Minis-
terial colleagues given to the com-
panies concerned?

(4) What action has he taken to get
the Commonwealth to change or
modify its policies in a general
way and with what result?

(5) (a) How many and which specific
cases have been represented
to the Commonwealth to have
their policies changed for
such specific cases;

(b) which cases have produced a
firm. result acceptable to the
companies concerned;

(c) which ones have been refused;
(d) which ones are awaiting de-

cision and when are decisions
expected?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Approaches for assistance for one

or More of the matters listed in
the question have been received.

(2) Generally, companies have made
their own approaches to the Aus-
tralian Government and, in some
Instances, requested State Govern-
ment support. Iron ore, nickel and
pastoral projects are among those
involved.

(3) The Government has advised com-
panies that their approaches would
be supported.

(4) Written requests on a Premier-
Prime Minister level, and direct
approaches on Ministerial level.

19.

20.

have been made, but the Com-
monwealth reaction is not yet
apparent.

(5) (a) I am not prepared to divulge
which companies have made
approaches to the Com-
monwealth and in f act,
approaches may have been
made of which I have no
knowledge.

(b) to (d) Results not yet known.

POLICE
World Freedom League: Public

Meeting
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Is he aware that the World Free-

dom League had a public meeting
on Sunday, 15th April, at 3 p.m. in
the Perth Town Hall?

(2) Is he aware that the meeting was
-as expected-an orderly disci-
plined gathering and was con-
ducted without any incident?

(3) Is he aware that on similar public
meetings organised and held at the
same venue during the past years
there was no police attendance
neither were there any incidents?

(4) How many uniformed and plain
clothes policemen were sent to be
at the meeting or on the streets
around the venue of the meeting?

(5) Were the uniformed policemen
alighting from a panel van at
about 2.30 p.m. on Sunday the
15th April in Murray Street just
east of Barrack Street ordered
there in connection with the pub-
lic meeting referred to under (1)?

(6) Was the decision to have police
attendance at and around the
meeting influenced by request and!
or recommendation of any State
or Commonwealth authority?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) No.
(4) Five.
(5) Yes.
(6) No. The request was made by

the national president of the
World Freedom League.

SICK LEAVE
Entitlement under Statute

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Labour:

Could he please say In which other
Australian State or Territory,
apart from South Australia as
stated in his second reading
speech, sick leave entitlement for
workers under Industrial awards
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is regulated by Statute as against
decisions of industrial arbitration
authorities?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
In addition to South Australia,
sick leave is regulated by Statute
in New South Wales and Queens-
land.
The New South Wales Industrial
Arbitration Act requires that tri-
bunals, upon application made
before them, shall insert in an
award provisions entitling every
employee to one week's sick leave
on full pay for each year of ser-
vice with an employer, and that
sick leave so prescribed should be
cumulative for a period of three
years after the year in which it
falls due-Le., Parliament has
agreed in a Statute, to the mini-
mumn entitlement.
Likewise, the Queensland Idus-
trial Conciliation and Arbitration
Act provides that all awards and
industrial agreements shall be
deemed to include provisions en-
titling all employees to at least
one week's sick leave for each year
of service with an employer with
a further provision that no em-
ployer Is required to make pay-
ment for more than seven week's
absence through sickness.
These, I repeat, are minimum en-
titlements and they do not pre-
clude the matter of sick leave
being argued and decided before
the appropriate industrial tri-
bunals.

SICK LEAVE
Legislation: Cost to Employers

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Labour:

What is the estimated additional
yearly cost to employers covered
by the Sick Leave Bill if the pro-
visions of the Bill come into force?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
The Member will, no doubt, appre-
ciate that it is not possible to
forecast as to how many people
would be sick, or for how long they
may be absent through sickness
from their place of employment,
and I am, therefore, unable to
answer this question with any
degree of accuracy.
It is possible, however, that ab-
sence on sick leave may be reduced
due to where some workers would
"cut out" their sick leave rather
than lose entitlement at the end
of a year, the ability to accumul-
ate against a future serious illness
would result In a lessening of this
alleged practice,

22. RURAL AND INDUSTRIES BANK
Maximum Interest Rate

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:
What is the maximum rate of in-
terest at present, and what was it
during the past five years, pur-
suant to Division 2A of Part VI of
the Rural and Industries Bank Act,
1944, to a depositor within the
meaning of that division?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(a) Maximum rate of interest at pre-

sent--5% per annum.
(b) Maximum rate of interest during

the past five years-
Ordinary deposits-

18/4/68 to 31/7/68-31%.
1/8/68 to 31/3/70-4%.
1/4/70 to date-5%.

Bonus savings plan-
Before 1/4/70-5%.
Thereafter but now inoperative

-6%.

23. POLICE
Elevators: Reports o1 Damage

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Pollee:
(1) Have there been any reports

received by the police of malicious
damages to lifts during the past
few weeks?

(2) Has there been any investigations
made?

(3) What are the results of investiga-
tions?

Mr. B3ICKERTON replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) Investigations are proceeding.

24C EDUCATION
Libraries: Reimbursement to Parents

and Cit izens' Associations
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

Are primary school parents and
citizens' associations who have
already built a library for the
school and are paying off the loan,
entitled to apply for and receive
Government subsidy for the out-
standing interest on the loan?

Mr. T. fl. EVANS replied:
No. Government assistance con-
sists of $ for $ subsidy to a mnaxi-
mnum of $5,000,

25. EDUCATION
Hall- gymnasiums: Assistance to

Parents and Citizens' Associations
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Under what conditions can a prim-

ary school parents and citizens'
association receive any assistance
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such as subsidy, grant, loan or the
like, for building a hall/gym-
nasium. for the school?

(2) What is the extent of such assist-
ance, if any?

Mr. T, D. EVANS replied:
(1) Subsidy assistance is available

under the same conditions as for
all other building projects, i~e.,
plans, specifications and cost esti-
mate, must be submitted for
approval before any work com-
mences.

(2) The assistance is $ for $ to a maxi-
mum subsidy of $5,000 for ap-
proved projects.

26. WATER SUPPLIES
New Subdivisions

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) is it a fact shires within the

metropolitan regional area are
putting down roads before water
is laid in new subdivisions and
that when shire engineers advise
the water board they are going to
put down such roads and that it
would be desirable to have the
water laid beforehand, the water
board advises them to go ahead
and that they will be covered
for any expense incurred in dig-
ging up the new road to lay the
water pipes?

(2) Can he advise what amount of
such expenditure was incurred
over the past two years?

(3) What arrangements, if any, are in
existence for liaison between the
shires and the water board to keep
this expenditure to an absolute
minimum and is he satisfied that
every possible care is taken to
avoid any unnecessary expense?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) No.
(2) No expenditure-see answer to (1).
(3) Close liaison is maintained by the

board with developers. Unless
special circumstances apply, the
procedure is for the sewerage reti-
culation to be constructed after
access has been provided by roads
constructed to the sub grade stage;
water reticulation then follows,
following which the roads are com-
pleted.

27. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Yule Brook: Pollution

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Environmental Protection:
(1) Is it true that pollution of water

cardied by Yule Brook has occurred
as a result of landfill operations

and septic effluent systems in
urban areas in part of the Kala-
mnunda shire?

(2) Will he indicate the steps that he
will take to overcome the pollution
of this water some of which is wsed
for domestic purposes by people
living in the Forrestfield area?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) There has been no official com-

plaint to me or the Department of
Environmental Protection on this
matter.

(2) Answered by (1).

28. MUNDARING WEIR AND
CANNING DAM

Storage
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) What is the present quantity of

water stored in-
(a) Mundaring Weir;
(b) Canning Dam?

(2) What Is the lowest amount of
storage ever recorded in those
reservoirs and when did they
occur?

(3) How far below the crest of respec-
tive retaining walls does the water
in each of these reservoirs rest
now?

(4) What is the lowest recorded rest
level since these dams were first
filled and when were these levels
recorded?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) (a) 5,632 million gallons;

(b) 7,286 million gallons.
(2) Mundaring Weir-,058 million

gallons in 1941.
Canning Dam-7088 million gal-

ions on 30th May, 1970.'
(3) Mundaring Welr-23 feet 5 inches

below the present crest level.
This is the lowest level since
the crest was raised by 32 feet
in 19 51.

Canning Dam-5B feet six and
five-eighth inches.

(4) Mundaring Weir-32 feet 4 inches
below the old crest in 1941.

Canning Dam-B? feet and one
half inch on 30th May, 1970.

29. ROTTNEST ISLAND
Mooring Facilities

Mr, O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Has there been any change In

control of mooring facilities at
Rottnest Island?

(2) Has this been responsible for in-
crease of up to 3,000% In tees?

1,060
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(3) Does the 1-2 Diving Co. have any
control in this area?

(4) As I have been advised a number
of people who normally have
moorings at Rottnest and paid
their fees to the Rottnest Island
Control Board have not received
receipts nor have their cheques
been presented to the bank despite
payment several months ago, can
he advise the reasons?

(5) If the above Information is cor-
rect does he support the increase
from $5 to $195?

(6) If not, what action will he take?

Mr. H.:
(1) No.
(2)

(3)
(4)

D. EVANS replied:

There has not been any increase
in mooring site fees ($2 to $6 per
annum, depending on size of yes-
sel).

No.
Accounts for mooring site fees are
sent out in January each year.
The returns collated and sched-
uled and the remittances banked
in March or April (27th March in
1973), using one master receipt.
Individual receipts sent only if
requested.

(5) The board lets the mooring site
only and boat owners make their
own arrangements to put down the
actual mooring. Many boat own-
ers put down their own moorings
but Diver I and II will do it when
so requested.

(6) No action necessary.

IRON ORE
Weld Range Project

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation,

Regarding the Weld Range
announcement where it was indi-
cated the Government would
guarantee $40,000,000 for the rail-
way, does he feel sure-
(a) this project is economically

viable;
(b) sufficient orders are available

to ensure Its success;
(c) the grade of the ore is equal

to that being exported from
the Pilbara?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:

(a) to (c) The Government guaran-
teed Joan is In principle only and
subject to the company-
(I proceeding from Its broad

feasibility study to detailed
technical and economic feasi-
bility studies;

Qii following up potential markets
with overseas parties who have
indicated their interest in
obtaining ore from the
Murchison;

(iii) making satisfactory arrange-
ments for financing the pro-
ject.

The company has advised that it
will have direct shipping ore as
well as other ore which will be
beneficlated to meet consumer
requirements.

31. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Max Factor and Revlon Products

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Consumer Protection;
(1) Does he know that companies are

refusing to supply Max Factor and
Revlon commodities to many
chemist shops throughout Western
Australia?

(2)
(3)

32.

Does he agree with this action?
if not, what can be done to rectify
the position?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) I will have inquiries made

though had it not been defeated
it may have been possible to inter-
vene under the Hawke Govern-
ment's monopolies and restrictive
trade practices control legislation;
as It is, it Is doubtful as to what
powers I would have to intervene.
Likewise, I am not sure as to
whether the Commonwealth re-
strictive trade practices legislation
would apply.
However, I will convey direct to
the Member whatever information
becomes available to me.

KING'S PARK
Plan of Development

Mr. RUSHTON. to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Will he Please table a copy of the

present approved development
plan for King's Park, showing the.
uncompleted Items?

(2) Is a new development plan under
consideration?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), when Is it expected
to be approved?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) There Is no 'Present approved de-

velopment Plan'. The two previous
five Year plans have now been
completed, except for certain Items
withdrawn, such as an exhibition
hall. The Public use and enjoy-
ment of the recreational facilities
provided by Previous developments
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have created a great need for re-
current maintenance. This and
the restoration of early develop-
ments such as the terrace gardens,
which have suffered dilapidation
during the decades since their first
construction, involve great expen-
diture of time, money and labour.
Thus as far as King's Park itself
is concerned, it is more a matter
of consolidation and maintenance
than of new developments. Mean-
while it is intended to develop the
research programme which is the
scientific function of the botanic
garden associated with King's
Park. Various improvements in
the facilities for research will be-
come necessary from time to time.

(2) In the sense In which I believe the
question Is asked, there is no new
development plan for King's Park
under consideration. A programme
of research on the biology of nat-
lye plants, their cultivation and the
management of recreational bush-
land is being drawn up and this
will include necessary facilities
such as laboratory accommodation,
research and display glasshouses.
The Planning of the latter in-
volves discussions with various
departments.

(3) The research and associated pro-
gramme will be available during
this year, but since approval for
implementation requires budget
provision, that will be dependent
on the State's financial position.

COURTS
Witnesses: Fees

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Attorney-
General:
(1) Will he have the present fees paid

to witnesses at court hearings in-
creased to a more realistic figure?

(2) When were the present fees estab-
lished?

(3) How do our compensating witness
fees compare with other States of
Australia?

(4) If a decision has been made to
increase the Payment to witnesses,
what is the proposed new scale of
fees?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:,
(1) The present scale empowers the

Attorney-General and in some
cases the Under Secretary for Law
to increase amounts to be paid to
witnesses where the fees are less
than the salary or wages lost dur-
ing attendance in Court.

(2) 22nd November, 1965.
(3) This information is not known.
(4) Having regard to the powers set

out in answer to <1), there is no
need to consider any increase.

34.

(1)

(2)

(3)

35,

WELLINGTON AND GLEN
MERVYN DAMS

Salinitp
Mr. BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

What is the salt content of the
water in-
(a) Wellington Dam;
(b) Glen Mervyn Dam?

is this salinity increasing?
Have tenders been called for the
construction of salinity gauging
stations on streams feeding the
Wellington Darn and, if so, what
is the projected cost and comple-
tion date?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) (a) On 19th February, 1973 the

salinity was 610 parts per mil-
lion total dissolved salts.

(b) Glen Ixrrvyn is not currently
tested for salinity.

(2) Because the salinity of water in
Wellington Dam varies from year
to year, depending on seasonal
conditions it is difficult to assess
long term salinity changes, but it
does appear that salinities have
increascd since the dam was first
built.

(3) As part of an Australian Water
Resources Council research project
to study the effect of clearing on
the salinity of water run-off,
tenders have been called for the
construction of five gauging sta-

ions on streams feeding Welling-
ton Dam.
With instrumentation, the esti-
mated cost of these gauging sta-
Lions is $40,000 and it is antici-
pated that they will be operational
by August 1973.

BRUCELLOSIS
Eradication Programme

Mr. BLAIKIE. to the Minister
Agriculture:

for

Further to question 19 of 11th
April, would he give specific detail
of the Government's brucellosis
control and eradication pro-
gramme in this State?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
The programme is one of active
eradication by means of identifi-
cation of infected herds by abat-
toir trace back and field tests.
Infected herds are placed under
quarantine restriction whilst
eradication measures with com-
pensation for affected cattle are
being carried out.
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Vaccination is being continued as
a control measure in areas and
specific situations where the In-
cidence of disease warrants.
Owners may also have their herds
certilled as brucellosis free under
an official scheme.

36. METROPOLITAN MARKET
TRUST

Membership
Mr. ELAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Who requested that membership

of the Metropolitan Market Trust
be extended to include the Direc-
tor of Consumer Protection, and
for what reason?

(2) Does he intend to increase the
number of primary producer mem-
bers on the trust?

(3) Have-
(a) primary producer bodies using
the metropolitan markets; and
(b) members of the market trust,
been notified of the proposed
amendments and, if so. when?

(4) Did any of these bodies specifically
request these amendments and, if
so, when were these received and
from which organisation?

(5) Were primary producer bodies and
members of the market trust in
any way consulted prior to sub-mitting these amendments to the
House, and If so, when?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) It is the policy of the Govern-

ment to include a representative
on bodies such as the trust, who
has an understanding of consumer
affairs.

(2) No.
(3) (a) and (b) Yes. During the third

week of January, 1973.
(4) The Chamber of Fruit and Vege-

table Industries on 10th October,
1972.

(5) Yes, as advised In (3).

37. APPLE AND PEAR STEERING
COMnrrzE

Members and Operations
Mr. STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Who are the members of the West-

ern Australian apple and pear
steering committee?

(2) What are the tasks and objectives
of this committee?

(3) What economies has this commit-
tee achieved in the handling of
fruit for export?

(4) As both the orchard filled bulk
bin and bulk bin principle is now
an established success resulting in
greater grower economies and
higher quality through less hand-
ling of the fruit, what action has
this committee taken to promote
this principle in strengthening
market prospects In the North
American and South-East Asian
areas?

(5) Are the licensed exporters in West-
ern Australia still opposed to this
mode of export?

(6) What is the estimated quantity,
in bushells, of this year's export
apple crop to the respective over-
seas countries?

(7) What is the estimated quantity, in
bushels, of export apples to be
exported from Western Australia
this year in-
(a) Clemar Bins:
(b) two-tier or shipping container

bins;
(c) conventional containers;
(d) other packs?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The steering committee Is a non-

statutory body providing liaison
between fruit shipper and rower
organisations. Technical assist-
ance is provided by the Govern-
ment.
Membership is as follows:

Two shipper members,-Messrs.
C. Bayly, H. Morgan.

Two grower members--Messrs.
H. Gubler, L. R. Gorman.

(2) To consider such matters as the
quantity of apples and pears to
be shipped, method of shipping
space allocation and shipping ar-
rangements, determine price
structures subject to approval of
the Australian Apple and Pear
Board, evaluate charges, and
recommend specifications and
Packaging of export fruit.

(3) In spite of rising costs in all
spheres of operation charges levied
on growers for Packing, handling
and shipping of their fruit have
not increased. The committee
considered and approved the maxi-
mum charges levied by exporters.

(4) The committee considers there is
no Potential for bulk bin ship-
ments to North America or South-
East Asia.

(5) The committee stated at the be-
ginning of the season there would
be no restriction placed on the
shipment of bulk bins by shippers.
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(6) Current estimate of quantities to ('7) Is the license still current anid
be shipped are:

United Kingdom and Continent
-1.35 million bushels.

South East Asia and Indian
Ocean ports-0.25 million
bushels.

North Amerlca-0.0035 million
bushels.

These estimates are subject to the
availability of fruit.

(7) Estimates of quantity to be
shipped in various types of pack-
ages have not been determined. It.
is known that a much greater
quantity will be exported in bulk
bins this year than previously.

38. KARAWARA HOUSING
PROJECT

Cost of Services
Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

What is the estimated cost, per
lot, of providing all services, i.e.,
sewerage, drainage, roads, etc., in
the State Housing Commission
Karawara development (East
Manning)?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
As the various schemes and land
usages in the Karawara estate
necessitate an apportioning of
costs and as negotiations are still
Proceeding with the City of South
Perth It is not possible at this
stage to give the estimated cost
per lot.
However, the total costs for miling,
sewer headworks, sewer reticula-
tion, road construction and road
drainage site and main drain-
age, water headworks, underpasses,
footway construction and lighting
together with other incidental
charges is anticipated to be of the
magnitude of $1,220,000.

39. UNITED FARMERS AND
GRAZIERS ASSOCIATION

Meat Exports
Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Did the United Farmers and

Graziers' Association apply for a
license to slaughter anid export
mutton or other meat from the
Midland abattoirs?

(2) If so, what was the date of the
application?

(3) When was the license granted?.
(4) Did the association export any

mutton or other meat?
(5) if so. how many tons?
(6) To which country was it exported.

and what was the price obtained?

Mr.
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

operative?
H. D. EVANS replied:
Yes.
20th October, 1972.
No license was granted.
to (6) Since lath March. 1973 the
United Farmers and Graziers As-
sociation has forwarded sheep to
the Midland Junction Abattoir
Board on a weight and grade basis.
This meat was sold by the board
as part of Its trading activity.
details of which are considered to
be confidential.

(7) Answered by (a).

QUESTIONS (9): WITHOUT NOTICE
1.COURT OF PETTY SESSIONS

Albany Case: Request for Royal
CommiSsi9fl

Sir CHARLE3 COURT. to the Pre-
ier:

In view of the public concern, the
unfair position in which Magi-
strate M. J. McGuire is placed be-
cause of the action taken by the
Premier and the Minister for
Police about the case of P. E.
Jones, and the information con-
tained in papers tabled yesterday,
will the Government as a matter
of urgency, move to set up a
Royal Commission with a Supreme
Court Judge as Royal Commis-
sioner to inquire into and report
on-
(1) The action taken by the Pre-

mier, the Minister for Police,
any other Minister or Persons
in relation to the case In
Question including representa-
tions, instructions, or re-
quests for the action to be
discontinued, reheard or in
any other way varied from
the procedures originally fol-
lowed?

(2) The circumstances that
caused Magistrate Mcouire to
make the statements he did?

(3) The accuracy of the Press
reports on his statements?

(4) The correctness of the state-
ments made in Parliament on
the matter by the Premier
and Attorney-General?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
* I am oulte pi-cuared to answer this

question, and answer it fully.
However. I am Putting this point
to You. Mr. Speaker: Is not this
mattpr sub ludice, in view of the
fact that a rehearing of this case
has already been agreed to, and
no decision has been reached?
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The SPEAKER: In view of the re-
hearing I would rule that the
matter is sub judics at the
moment.

2. POLICE
Illegal Betting: Dam pier

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) Did he intervene, Instruct, or re-

quest the Minister for 'Police, or
others, to withdraw charges in
the case where a summons was
issued for illegal betting at Darn-
pier?

(2) As the summons has been with-
drawn, will he table the papers on
this matter?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) 1 expressed to the Minister for

Police the suggestion that, where
facilities to bet legally were not
available at places like Tom Price,
then it was certain illegal betting
would be rife. In the circum-
stances, I considered that licensed
bookmakers should be allowed to
operate until agencies were estab-
lished. I did not agree that the
deposit account betting at Roe-
bourne would be sufficient untl
the Totalisator Agency Board pro-
vided legal facilities at Tom Price.
It was ridiculous to assume that
illegal betting would not continue
to occur under existing conditions.

(2) No.

S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Yule Brook: Pollution

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Environmental Protection:

Further to question 27 on today's
notice paper, would the Minister
please-have an investigation car-
ried out into the Yule Brook water
situation?
I stress that is should be done
soon because the winter rains will
so dilute the water that the sug-
gested pollution level will not be
present.

Mr. DAVIES replied:
The honourable member can be
assured that the investigation is

* already being carried out.

4. RAILWAYS
* Pert h-Leighton Line: Closure

Mr, O'NEITL. to. the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does he accept responsibility for

that part of the contents of the
publicatbnm Progress 1971-1 973,
appearing under his name from
pages 54 to 62 inclusive?

(2) Does he accept responsibility f or
the last paragraph of column 1
on page 57 In which it is stated-

The Government decided
upon early interim arrange-
ments including . . . replace-
ment of the railway between
Perth and Leighton with an
exclusive bus-way?

(3) When did he become aware of the
Premier's assurance to railway
unions that the railway line be-
tween Perth and Leighton would
not be replaced?

(4) Does he intend to introduce legis-
lation to repeal that pert of the
Perth Regional Railway Act re-
ferring to closure of the railway
between Perth and Leighton?

(5) If not, why not?
Mr.

5.

JAMIESON replied:
U1) Yes.
(2) Yes, this referred to an interim

arrangement which was not pro-
ceeded with following develop-
ment of the proposal for electrifi-
cation of the suburban railway
service.

(3) Thie Minister for Transport Is un-
able to fix either a definite or
approximate date.

(4) No.
(5) The Perth Regional Railway Act

provides for proclamation of the
section dealing with closure of the
portion of the Fremantle to Guild-
ford railway a-s described in the
first schedule to the Act.
There Is now no Intention to go
ahead with the proclamation. Any
action as suggested in question 4
is dependent upon Government
decision.
Under subsection (2) of section 5
of the Act as it now stands, no
further action can be taken with
regard to the proposed closure or
construction of the Perth Regional
railway, other than temporary
closure of a portion of the rail-
way as referred to in section 6 of
the Act, without further refer-
ence to Parliament.

COURT OF PErITY SESSIONS
Albany Case: Tabling of Papers

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Pre-
mier:

Arising from an answer which the
Premier gave in connection with
the Albany matter-and I hasten
to say I will not transgress on
the matter of sub iudice-I ask
how it was possible to table papers
yesterday when the matter was,
apparently, sub ludite.
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Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The question of sub ludice did not
occur to me yesterday, nor did I
have any desire to refuse to ans-
wer the question today. However.
the point was put to me that the
matter was sub iudice and it will
be recalled that I had to submit
it to you, Mr. Speaker, because I
felt I would have been remiss
bad I proceeded to answer the
question today. That aspect did
not occur to me yesterday, so I
did not raise the point.

6. POLICE
Illegal Betting: .Dampier

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Police:
(1) Following the reply to question 22

on Tuesday, the 17th April. does
the Minister agree that unlawful
betting continued at Dampier
under his protection?

(2) Will the Minister see that the
law takes its course, instead of
encouraging people to break the
law?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) and (2) On behalf of the Minister

for Police I would say that I do
not consider the question to be an
urgent one, and I suggest that it
be placed on the notice paper.

Mr. O'Connor: I do not blame the
Minister for avoiding it.

7. PREMIER
Con gratulations on 40 years of Service

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Pre-
ier:

I desire to ask a question of a
rather 'unusual nature of the
Premier without any notice at all
on this occasion. I hope that you,
Mr. Speaker, will be a little toler-
ant. Would the Premier-and this
is the only way I could devise to
ask this question-accept from
my colleagues and myself, our
congratulations on his 40 years
of service in this Parliament which
he completed on Sunday, the 8th
April? Forty years is a remarkable
Period of service during which
the Premier has obviously enjoyed
the confidence of his party and
his constituents.
The Premier does not have to
reply if he does not want to!
(Applause).

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
This is one of the simplest ques-
tions I have had submitted to me
since I have been in Parliament.

I would like to reply by saying
I accept with Pleasure and grati-
tude the sentiments expressed.

8. POLICE
ille gal Betting: Dampier

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) Does he agree with the action of

the Minister for Police in with-
drawing the summons issued at
Dampier for illegal betting?

(2) As the Minister advised illegal
betting continued after the sum-
mons was withdrawn, does he feel
further action should be taken?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) The action was taken by

the Minister for Police after the
position was discussed with me,
and had my approval. I was of the
opinion It was quite ridiculous to
expect that illegal betting would
not continue at places like Damn-
pier where a large number of men
were working, if legal betting fac-
ilities were unavailable. It seemed
preferable to take no punitive
action, and to speed up the provi-
sion of legal betting facilities. A
somewhat similar situation existed
in Collie for many years prior to
the establishment of licensed
bookmakers.

9. COURT OF PETTY SESSIONS
Albany Case: Statement by Magistrate

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) As from a perusal of papers tabled

it appears Magistrate Mc~uire's
statements were accurate, will the
Premier agree that-
(a) where the Under-Secretary

for Law, in his minute to the
Attorney-General on the 22nd
December, 1972, states, "Mr.
P. E. Jones seeks advice con-
cerning two charges which the
Premier directed to be with-
drawn."...

The SPEAKER: Order! I have to rule
that the matter concerned Is
sub ludice.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am not referring to
the case; my question Is in con-
nection with the Premier, and the
document he forwarded.

The SPEAKER: And the magistrate!
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am disappointed,

myself.

MINING ACT AMIIENDMENT DrL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.
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BILLS (4): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

1. Pre-Sehool Education Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.

T. D. Evans (Minister for Educa-
tion), and read a first time.

2. Resumption Variation (Boulder-Kern-
balda Road) Bill.

Bill Introduced, on motion by Mr.
Jamieson (Minister for Works),
and read a first time.

3. Weights and Measures Act Amend-
ment Bill.

4. industrial Arbitration Act Amend-
mnent Bill.

Bills Introduced, on motions by Mr.
Taylor (Minister for Labour), and
read a first time.

EVAFORITES (LAKE MacLEOD)
AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Third Reading
MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta-Minister for

Development and Decentralisation) [6,11
P.M.]: I move--

That the Bill be now read a third
tine.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [6.12 p.m.): I
have no desire to prolong the debate on
this Bill. I just want to reiterate what we
said yesterday during the second reading
stage of the Bill, and during Committee.
We have made our position clear to the
Minister and I hope he will give It proper
consideration.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to

the Council.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES' HOUSING
ACT AMENDMENT DILL

Report
Report of Committee adopted.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7,30 p.m.

OFFSHORE OIL

Agreement between Commonwealth and
States: Motion

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) (7.31
p.nii I move-

That in the opinon of this House
the State Government should take
immediate and positive steps to ensure
that the agreement made between the
Commonwealth and the States on off-
shore oil (which agreement has been
ratified by all Parliaments of Aus-
tralia) remains unimpaired and that
the Intention of the Commonwealth

and the States to seek to resolve the
controversial issue of sovereignty over
the territorial seas as expressed at the
meeting of Commonwealth and State
Ministers in Canberra in August 1972
be proceeded with at an early date.

Since I had this motion placed on the
notice paper there have been various de-
velopments in respect of offshore oil and
minerals. On the 16th March an item
headed "Labor plans takeover of rich oil
and gas leases" appeared In The Aus-
tralian, Since then a number of state-
ments have appeared in the Press. one
appearing an the 13th April this year
as follows--

The Minister for Minerals and
Energy, Mr. Connor, today announced
plans for a national authority to
search for oil and to produce, trans-
port and refine petroleum.

A little further on is a paragraph which
read--

The proposals represent a major
step by the Commonwealth into a
field that has traditionally been left
to private enterprise.

Further on we have this-
He also hinted that the Government

would drastically revise existing legis-
lation governing Federal-State agree-
ments on off-shore exploration.

(Goverunent informants said tonight
that moves to bring off -shore oil and
gas resources under Federal control
were likely if the Government's pro-
posed territorial seas legislation sur-
vived a High Court challenge.)

As late as the 13th April, 1973, we have
a statement like that from the Minister
for Minerals and Energy in the Federal
Parliament (Mr. Connor).

The action of the Federal Government
is an unprincipled repudiation of the
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act, 1967
It is a massive dose of socialism masque-
rading as eentraism. It is clear notice
that henceforth under the present Whit-
lam Government rampant socialism is to
be the order of the day. It indicates a
".run, rabbit, run" outlook on the part of
the Western Australian State Government
when confronted with blatant Common-
wealth intrusion into Western Australian
affairs. Finally, it represents a Common-
wealth money-snatching from Western
Australia on a scale almost beyond com-
prehension.

Mr. Graham:. Who wrote out those 1Mg,
words for you?

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is not a question
of writing out big words.

Mr. Graham: You are reading them
out. I am wondering why you are not
speaking to us.
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Mr. ORAYDEN: Let us take this into and sometimes difficult, Political and
consideration-

Mr. Brady: it is something like the
B.H.P. takeover of Koolan Island, is it not?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Do not talk about
B.?.. I will say something about B.H.P.
later to illustrate a couple of points.

In 1967 this Parliament passed a Bill
called the Petroleum (Submerged Lands)
Bill. A similar Act of Parliament was
placed on the Statute book of every Parlia-
ment in Australia, including the Com-
monwealth Parliament. The Acts were
introduced simultaneously in all State
Parliaments and the Federal Parliament.
The legislation was arrived at after Years
of negotiation. Basically, it was designed
to overcome constitutional doubts relating
to the administration of legislation and
constitutional jurisdiction by the Com-
monwealth and the States over the mari-
time areas adjacent to the Australisi'
coastline. It was legislation which had the
blessing of all parties.

I would like to read very quickly a por-
tion of the preamble to the Act to give
members an idea of the intention behind
it. The portion I would like to read Is-

And whereas the exploration for and
the exploitation of the petroleum re-
sources of submerged lands adjacent
to the Australian coast would be en-
couraged by the adoption of legislative
measures applying uniformly to the
continental shelf and to the sea-bed
and subsoil beneath territorial waters:

And whereas the Governments of the
commonwealth and of the States have
decided, in the national interest, that,
without raising questions concerning
and without derogating from, their
respective constitutional Powers, they
should co-operate for the purpose of
ensuring the legal effectiveness of
authorities to explore for or to exploit
the petroleum resources of those sub-
merged lands:

And whereas the Governments of
the commonwealth and of the States
have accordingly agreed to submit to
their respective Parliaments legislation
relating both to the continental shelf
and to the sea-bed and subsoil be-
neath territorial waters and have also
agreed to co-operate in the adminis-
tration of that legislation:

This is taken slightly out of context in
order that I shall not Waste the time of
the House. This is the content of the pre-
amble to the Bill introduced into this Par-
liament.

When the Minister introduced the Bill.
in a couple of paragraphs he indicated
the atmosphere in which It was intro-
duced. He said-

This Eil is the result of extensive
negotiations between Ministers of the
States and the Commonwealth. Novel,

legal problems have been encountered.
That these problems have been over-
come is highly gratifying to all Gov-
ernments concerned, especially when
it is remembered that the Govern-
ments of the States and the Common-
wealth include Governments drawn
from both of the major political
groupings in this country, and that in
the case of two States, changes in
Government occurred in the course of
the negotiations.

He then said-
Throughout the discussions all con-

cerned have addressed themselves with
single-mindedness of purpose to the
task of bringing into being a legis-
lative scheme which will provide cer-
tainty of title without protracteO
litigation of the type that has occur-
red, and is still occurring, in other
countries, and to do this in a way
that is compatible with the national
interest in these important resources.

As I mentioned earlier, the Bill which
was introduced in this Parliament in 1967
had the blessing of all parties. On the
Opposition benches at that time we had
a Mr. Kelly, from Merredln-Yllgarn, who
wvas an ex-Minister for Mines. He sum-
med up his comments on the Bill when he
said-

In the main, the measure follows
legislation which already exists in a
number of oil-producing countries, al-
though the rate of royalty differs from
that applicable in some parts of the
world. However, I feel that the
royalty Provided for in this legisla-
tion should cover satisfactorily the
situation in Australia when all fac-
tors are considered.

That statement was made by the Labor
spokesman, who was an eN-Minister for
Mines.

Another statement was made by another
Labor ex-Minister for Mines (Mr. Moir),
and the following extract from his speech
sums up his attitude-

The member for Merredin-Yilgarn-

That was Mr. Kelly, whose remarks I
quoted a moment ago. To continue-

-has very ably covered the salient
points in this legislation and therefore
there is no need for me to say very
much about the matters he has raised.
except that, in the main, I agree with
him.

There we have a situation in which legis-
lation was introduced simultaneously in
every Parliament in the Commonwealth In
1967. It received the blessing of this State
Parliament. Now the Federal Government
Is repudiating that legislation. Quite apart
from what happened in 1987, when all the
States and the Commonwealth agreed to
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the legislation in order to get oil explora-
tion off the ground and to provide guide-
lines for it, as late as 1972 there was a
development in respect of the matter when
Ministers from all States and the Com-
monwealth met in Canberra. They pro-
duced a compromise in line with the legis-
lation passed in 1967.

In The West Australian of the 11th
August, 1972, an article appeared under
the headline of, "Off-shore oil comprom-
ise". The article stated that the Common-
wealth in co-operation with the States
would seek to resolve controversial issues
of sovereignty over the territorial seas. it
stated that the compromise was agreed to
at a meeting of Commonwealth and State
Ministers. The article also said it meant
that the Federal Government would not
proceed with legislation asserting Com-
monwealth control over offshore resources
from the low-water mark to the edge of
the continental shelf.

So in 1972 we had a meeting of Min-
isters, and that compromise was reached.
The Minister for Mines and the Attorney-
General attended the conference to repre-
sent Western Australia. In the same Press
article it is stated that the Attorney-Gen-
eral and the Minister for Mines argued at
the meeting that a possible series of legal
cases was not a satisfactory way to settle
the question of sovereignty. At the meet-
ing the States urged the Commonwealth to
adopt the principle of co-operative Joint
arrangements for the control of minerals
other than petroleum in offshore areas.
Later in the same article It is stated that
Mr. Evans and Mr. May said they were
happy with the outcome; and the South
Australian Premier (Mr. Dunstan) said
the States had consistently maintained
that the only way to -solve the territorial
sea problem was through joint Common-
wealth-State co-operation.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Did you disagree with
our view?

Mr, GRAYDEN: I did not disagree at
all, but I think the Attorney-General has
his tongue in his cheek in respect of
this matter.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You wait till you hear
what I have to say.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, we will see how
far the Attorney- General is prepared to
go.

Mr. May: Do you disagree with Mr.
Garton, Mr. Swartz, and Mr. Bowen?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, of course.
Mr. May: You didn't voice any opposi-

tion.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The Government had

the opportunity to voice criticism of what
the Federal Government now proposes to
do.

Mr. May: And the previous Government.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have listened in vain
for such criticism. I think every member
of the Rouse has listened in vain for some
word of protest from the Government in
respect of this matter which is vital to
the future of Western Australia. Has any-
one heard a word of protest? Obviously
the Press has not because nothing has been
published to that effect. The Government
has not said a ward.

With the change of Government in the
Federal sphere all the commitments
entered into by the previous State and
Federal Governments went out of the
window, notwithstanding the fact that the
present Prime Minister did not mention
a word of this in his policy speech-the
speech upon which his Government was
elected.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Did Mr. Gorton mention
it in his policy speech Previously?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am not interested In
what Mr. Corton did previously. I am
interested in what Mr. Whitlam said. Of
course, he did not mention this in his
policy speech; however, since then the Aus-
tralian people have felt the consequences
of his omission. In the Federal sphere we
now have an unprincipled repudiation of
the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act of
1967; and I doubt whether many people
in this State could disagree with that
comment.

Let us turn to another question. I said
earlier that the actions of the common-
wealth amounted to a massive dose of
socialism masquerading as centralism.
Of course, it is rampant socialism, but let
us not refer to it as that: for the sake of
expediency let us refer to it as centralism.
We have had many instances of acts of
centralism since the present Federal Gov-
ernment came to office. A prominent
example is the proposed takeover of Abo-
riginal affairs.

Mr. Bickerton: What has that to do
with offshore mineral resources?

Mr. GRAYDEN: it has plenty to do
with it, because wie are talking about
centralism. The Commonwealth has in-
truded into all walks of life in. this State
and now it is intruding into offshore
mineral resources. That is why the matter
is relevant.

Mr. Bickertopi: If I were the Speaker you
would be out of order.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Not at all. When a
referendum was Proposed regarding Abo-
rigines Mr. Whitlam, in conjunction with
the leaders of other parties in the Federal
Parliament, made a statement in relation
to it. One part of the statement was to
this effect-

This would not mean that the States
would automatically lose their existing
powers What is intended is that the
national parliament could make laws,
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if it thought fit, relating to Aborigines
-as it can about many other matters
on which the States also have power
to legislate.

The SPEAKER: I cannot let the member
for South Perth continue to refer to Abo-
rigines. That matter is not relevant to the
motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Mr. Speaker, allow me
to finish this quotation because It is
relevant. It continues-

The Commonwealth's object will be
to co-operate with the States to ensure
that together we act in the best in-
terests of the Aboriginal people of
Australia.

That statement was made by Mr. Whitlamn
in respect of Aborigines when the leaders
of the Federal parties were presenting the
"Yes" case for the referendum. Yet now
the Whitlam Government has been elected
to office we find it has not co-operated with
the States but has simply gone ahead and
said, "We will take over Aboriginal affairs."

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member cannot deal with Aborigines in
this motien.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am simply pointing
out instances of centralism and saying
that the intrusion into State affairs in re-
spect of cffshore oil is yet another example.

Let us get off that subject and refer
to other instances of centralism. The
Federal Government went out of its way
to announce that it would appoint a numn-
ber of committees--I think seven alto-
gether-to act in respect of matters rang-
ing from education to health, which are
normally within the jurisdiction of the
States. The announced committees are
to be statutory bodies financed by the
Commonwealth Government and ultimately
will make State Governments Just empty
shells. This Is another instance of cen-
tralism, about which I am complaining.

Recently the Federal Government asked
local authorities throughout Western Aus-
tralia if they wanted to he represented on
the Loan Council and other bodies. That
is another instance of centralism about
which I am complaining. With regard to
offshore oil the Commonwealth Is intruding
on a grand scale into a matter which,
traditionally, is within the jurisdiction of
this State Parliament.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What did you say about
the policies of Mr. Gorton and Mr. Swartz?
Were they wrong in this regard?

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: He hasn't said any-
thing about them.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Attorney-General
knows what the Speaker said to me: he
will not allow me the opportunity to speak
on that. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
you will not allow me to enter into a dis-
cussiori on Mr. Gorton's policy.

I am talking about the announced in-
trusion by the Commonwealth into State
affairs. Before I proceed further, I think
it is reasonable that we should weigh up
the attitude of the Commonwealth to this
State. I think the attitude of the Federal
Government is clearly evidenced by the
fact that notwithstanding a host of Minis-
ters in the Federal Government, there
is but one from Western Australia.

Mr. Hartrey: You haven't got one on
your side.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Does the member for
Boulder-flundas know how many Ministers
the Federal Government has?

Mr. Hartrey: I know how many you have
-none.

Mr. GRAYDEN: How many Ministers
are there in the Federal Parliament?

Mr. T. D. Evans: You have not one in
your shadow cabinet.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We have one from
Western Australia.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What about Senator
Willesee and Mr. Beasley? Those are two
Ministers who represent Western Australia.

Mr. GRAYDEN: In the House of Repre-
sentatives Western Australia has only one
Minister, and it has another Minister in
the Senate. which members opposite want
to abolish.

Mr. Bickerton: You had a couple in the
last Government and they were not of much
use to us.

Mr. GRAYDEN: So we have two Minis-
ters representing a vast State. That is a
good Indication of what the present Federal
Government thinks of Western Australia
in 1973. In those circumstances, is it not
fair to assume that the decisions of the
Federal Government which affect Western
Australia are not made in Canberra, but
are made by trade unions In the industrial
are as of Sydney and Melbourne? Of
course it is. I repeat: Notwithstanding
the size of this State l,000,000 square
miles-we have only one Minister In the
House of Representatives; and, as the
Attorney-General says, we have one in the
Senate. That is an indication of what the
Commonwealth Government thinks of this
State.

Mr. T. D3. Evans: You had only
Minister from Western Australia in
House of Representatives last Year.

one
the

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us look at what the
Commonwealth has done to the State
recently. That Is very important when
one is trying to evaluate the desirability
or otherwise of the Commonwealth intrud-
ing into the sphere of offshore minerals.

Within the last 14 months we have had
three revaluations of our currency. As a
result of that we find that Iron ore pro-
ducers in the P'Ibara alone will lose
$112,000,000 this year.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I would draw
the attention of the member to his motion.
which reads-

That in the opinion of this House
the State Government should take
Immediate and positive steps to en-
sure that the agreement made between
the Commonwealth and the States on
off-shore oil (which agreement has
been ratified by all Parliaments of
Australia) remains unimpaired...

and so It continues. The honourable
member is right away from that subject.

Mr. ORAYDEN: Mr. Speaker, I am try-
Ing to indicate-and I think you will agree
it Is a reasonable proposition-that it is
undesirable that the Federal Government
should intrude into the sphere of offshore
oil. To substantiate what I am saying I
now point to what the Commonwealth
has already done to the primary industries
of western Australia in respect of the
currency revaluations which have taken
place. This in Itself Is a good reason why
we should not agree with the proposals of
the Federal Government In respect of off-
shore oil. As far as iron ore is concerned,
$112,000,000 has been lost this year and
the long-term loss is expected to be
$1,000,000,000.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Point of Order
Mr. HAUTREY: On a point of order.

how can an indictment of the financial
policy of the Federal Government have
any relationship to the question of off-
shore oil?

Sir Charles Court: Plenty.
Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: There is no point of

order.

Debate Resumed
Mr. May: What about two years ago?

We didn't hear you say too much about It
then.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAYDEN: I am trying to say that

the Federal Government has indicated Its
contempt of Western Australia. The atti-
tude of the Prime Minister has been con-
temptuous and if we allow him to continue
his present policy we will be in big trouble.
However, let me get back to the point.

It is vital that we weigh UP the Com-
monwealth Government's attitude to this
State before we can determine whether
or not it is reasonable to allow It to In-
trude In regard to our offshore minerals.
The Federal Government's attitude in
respect of currency valuations has ad-
versely affected virtually every Primary

industry in this State. In the long term
the iron ore industry will suffer to the
extent of $1,000,000,000. That statement
can be verified. In this year alone the
loss is $112,000,000. In the long term
Hamersley Iron atone will lose $412,000,000.
That is significant indeed and that is why
I am raising the point.

We have only to consider the Position
of the crayfishing industry to gain some
idea of the Commonwealth Government's
attitude to this State. In this season alone
the crayfishing industry in Western Aus-
tralia has lost $3,200,000 as a consequence
of the currency revaluations.

The SPEAKER: I hope the honourable
member will link up his remarks with the
motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Commonwealth
Government is responsible-

Mr. Hartrey: The United States Gov-
ernment is responsible, not the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr. ORAYDEN: That is absolute non-
sense. Nothing could be further from the
truth. Our currency was revalued and later
the currency of the United States was de-
valued. We did not follow the United
States valuation down, which was an act
of omission by the Federal Government.

Mr. Graham: We followed them to
Vietnam. That was enough.

Mr. O'Neil: Here he goes again.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We have had three
currency-

The SPEAKER: Order! The honour-
able member must get back to the motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will get back to the
situation all right.

Mr. May: What about starting on it?
Mr. Hartrey: The longest way round

is the sweetest way home.
Mr. GRAYDEN: It is not the longest

way. If we talk about offshore Oil and
the desirability-

Mr. May: When will we?

Mr. GRAYDEN: ---or otherwise of the
Commonwealth Government intruding in-
to this aspect of the Western Australian
Government's affairs, obviously we must
study the past record of the Common-
wealth Government-

Mr. May: Especially the record of two
years ago.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -and that is what I
am doing; and I do not believe that any-
one should take exception to this pro-
cedure.

Mr. Bickerton: Where have you been
for the last 12 years?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will bow to the
wishes of the Speaker and merely say that
unfortunately in December, 1972. the Fed-
eral election spawned a monster-a
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Federal Gulliver, the Australian island
continent being Lilliput and the Western
Australians in particular being the Liili-
putlans. This Federal Gulliver stumbled
into Western Australia and with one kick-

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members
to be more quiet as the Hansard reporter is
having difficulty in hearing.

Mr. ORAYDEN: This FPederal Gulliver
kicked the iron ore industry of West-
ern Australia Into the Indian Ocean where
It is reclining on its posterior and elbows
with only its feet on the soil of this
country, undecided as to whether or not
to rise in case it is sent reeling again.
That is the situation in which iron ore
producers of Western Australia find them-
selves as a consequence of that Federal
Gulliver intruding into the affairs of the
State.

The SPEAKER: Order! I trust the
honourable member 'will get back to the
motion.

Mr. ORAYDEN: Yes I will.
Mr. May: He has not been near it yet.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I 'would remind you.

Mr. Speaker, that I am relating my state-
ments to the argument-

Mr. Bickerton: What argument?
Mr. GRAYDEN:. I am protesting

against the intrusion of the Common-
wealth into the affairs of the State;, and
the same Federal Gulliver in the course
of staggering around this State demasted
our crayfishing industry which has lost
$3,200,000 this season.

Mr. May: That has nothing to do with
the motion.

Mr. O'Connor: It is offshore!
Mr GRAYDEN: The nickel producers of

Western Australia are hanging by their
fingertips in the deep shafts at Kambalda.

The SPEAKER: Order!I I must ask the
member for South Perth to keep to the
motion. Hie has hardly spoken about the
offshore agreement between the State and
the Commonwealth.

Mr- GRAYDEN; I think that is precisely
what I am doing.

Mr. Graham: You are defying the
Chair: you are treating It with contempt!

Mr. ORAYDEN: Right. Let me get back
to the Question-

Several members interjected.
'The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. May: What is this "get back"?
Mr. GRAYDEN: -of the proposed

Commonwealth intrusion into State aff airs.
One of the reasons advanced by Mr. Whit-
lsm, the Prime Minister of Australia, for
the intrusion Is that his Government
thinks it is desirable that there should be

a mnaxinum Australian ownership in res-
pect of minerals in this country. I query
his sincerity. Mr. Whitlam recently visited
Kalgoorlie to open a smelter, and, In the
process of doing so, he was reported as
follows--

At the opening of the $30 million
Western Mining Corporation , Ltd.
nickel smelter, Mr. Whitlam said he
was very much aware that the mining
Industry had been directly and unfay-
ourably affected by Federal Govern-
ment measures,

He said: "Our measures will encour-
age more processing of minerals in
Australia and lead to greater employ-
ment opportunities in Australia,
greater industry self-sufficiency and
ultimately to a higher unit value for
our exports."

He was making two points. He stated that
more processing should take place In
order to Provide more employment and
then he referred to Australian ownership.
I believe hie was talking with his tongue in
his cheek and was merely paying ip ser-
vice to this great principle. I can quote
what he said, and I hope I will not be
ruled out of order on this occasion because
if I am I will wonder how It is Possible to
debate anything in this House.

Mr. Bickerton: Is there to be an offshore
smelter?

Mr. GRAYDEN: If Mr. Whitlam, the
Federal Government, and the State Gov-
ernment are sincere and the State Gov-
ernment believes in what Mr. Whitlam said
in respect of Australian ownership, why
then is something not done in respect of
B.H.P.?

Mr. May: offshore?
Mr. GRAYDEN: On the contrary, we

have recently witnessed a number of det-
rimental actions in respect of that par-
ticular firm. it was denied the opportunity
to increase its price for steel and it was
prevented from bringing in migrants.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member must get back to the motion on
which he has hardly spoken.

Mr. GRAYDEN: You are making it ex-
tremely difficult for me, Mr. Speaker. One
of the main reasons for the Common-
wealth Government's intrusion into off-
shore oil is that it allegedly desires Aus-
tralians to have a large equity in their
mineral resources. I am saying that Mr.
Whitlarn was talking with his tongue in
his check when he made that statement,
and shortly I will prove he was. Surely I
must have the opportunity to do so. It is
not sufficient for me to say something-, I
must be given the opportunity to prove
what I say. B.HIP. is an Australian com-
pany with a huge number of shareholders
-approximately 86,000.

Mr. Bickerton: Get back to the motion,
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Mr. GRAYDEN: I am getting right back
to it. Since the new Federal Government
came into office the value of the shares of
B.H.P. has dropped from $11.90 to $8.30
involving a $500,000,000 loss to the share-
holders of that company. This is what the
Federal Government Is doing to an Aus-
tralian company.

Sir Charles Court: This is the point.
The SPEAKER: Would the honourable

member Please read his motion so I know
what is In it?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes.
Sir Charles Court: B.H.P. is very heav-

ily involved in offshore exploration in this
State as well as in the east.

Mr. GRAYDEN: My motion reads-
That in the opinion of this House

the State Government should take in-
mediate and positive steps to ensure
that the agreement made between the
Commonwealth and the States on off -
shore oil (which agreement has been
ratified by all Parliaments of Austra-
lia) remains unimpaired-

I will interpolate here to say that since
this motion was placed on the notice paper
the Federal Government has announced
that it will intrude into the affairs
of offshore and natural gas resources of
Western Australia. Let me read the actual
statement.

Mr. Harirey: That might have some-
thing to do with the motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I think this is import-
ant.

Mr. Bickerton: Tell us about that new
smelter.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not seem to be
able to find the article at the moment.

Mr. Bickerton: Don't worry about it.
Mr. T. D. Evans: I will let the member

for South Perth have my file because I
have the article.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have found it. I
would like members to listen to this. The
article reads-

The Minister for Minerals and
Energy, Mr. Connor, today announced
plans for a national authority to
search for oil and to produce, trans-
port and refine petroleum...

The proposals represent a major
step by the Commonwealth into a field
that has traditionally been left to
private enterprise..

He also hinted that the Government
would drastically revise existing legis-
lation governing Federal-State agree-
ments on off-shore exploration.

Now I come back to the motion from
which I just quoted to the words "remains
unimpaired". I am saying that If the

Federal Government Intends to intrude,
then certainly we should be able to
examine the record of that Government In
order to ascertain whether it is a lit and
proper authority to intrude: and that is
why I am submitting the argument that
because of what it has done to the iron ore
industry in Western Australia it is not a
fit and proper authority. It has kicked
that industry into the Indian Ocean. The
nickel industry is hanging by it fingertips
down the deep mine shafts, and it has de-
masted the crayfishing fleet. That Is what
the Federal Government has done and
therefore It should not be permitted to
Intrude in regard to our offshore oil. If
such argument Is not permitted in a debate
of this kind, then I do not know what
argument would be permitted.

I was pointing out that the loss to the
shareholders of B.H.P. Is In the vicinity of
$500,000,000. That loss has occurred since
the Present Federal Government assumed
office.

What an extraordinary state of affairs!I
We refer to those involved in pyramid
selling as being guilty because they rob a
few People; but the 86.000 shareholders of
H.H.P., most of whom are Australians-

Mr. T. D. Evans: And big rich Austra-
lians!

Mr. GRAYDEN: -have, as a result of
the Federal Government's actions, been
robbed to the extent of approximately
$500,000,000. Surely the members of that
Federal Government are guilty men. Are
they the kind of people we want to ad-
minister our offshore oil resources? I do
not personally believe they are.

I did desire to say a lot more, but obvi-
ously I will not be permitted to do so.

Mr. Bickerton: There are a lot of things
we would like to say about you, too.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will cut my remarks
extremely short.

Government members: Hear, bear!
Mr. GRAYDEN: I could say a great deal

more in respect of B.H.P., too-
Mr. Bickerton: You could always move

another motion.
Mr. GRAYDEN: -to indicate the atti-

tude of the Federal Government to Aus-
tralian companies generally.

I think I have said enough to indicate
that the Commonwealth Government has
utter contempt for Australian companies.
The statement that the Federal Govern-
ment is going into offshore oil exploration
to gain extra Australian equity in oil and
natural gas is fallacious. That is why I
have been bringing the matter forward.

We have seen the situation that ob-
tained so far as B.H.P. is concerned. At
Mt. Newman recently there was a strike
and 16 ships were lined up for weeks. The
same situation applied in Whyalla.
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We have had statements made by promi- If he so desires the Australian tax-
nent men from B.lIP, to the effect that
Australia is no longer regarded by Japan
as a reliable supplier of iron ore. This, of
course, applies to all other minerals also.
This situation has developed as a natural
consequence of the strikes; and it occurs
over and over again in respect of BlI.P.
That is why I say the Australian Govern-
ment is not really interested in gaining a
greater Australian equity in oil resources.

Let us get back to the question of Wood-
side-Burmab and talk about the conditions
under which it was permitted to explore
for oil under the Petroleum (Submerged
Lands) Act of 1967. Certain guidelines
were set for the administration of the Act
and also in respect of royalties.

In each State the State Minister for
Mines was to be the designated authority
and the States were to be responsible for
the administration of the Act. The State
Ministers were to be responsible for per-
mits, licenses, and all other functions, and
there was to be a sharing of royalties
which were payable on petroleum dis-
coveries between the State and the
Commonwealth.

Provision is made for the Common-
wealth and the States to participate in
the 10 per cent, royalty payable by the
holder of a permit in the proportion of
40 per cent. to the Commonwealth and 60
per cent. to the States, but where an over-
riding royalty is payable it all goes to
the States. Other fees, such as permit
fees, are to be paid to the States. These
are the conditions that were laid down
in the 1967 Act. These were the guide-
lines under which exploration on the
north-west shelf commenced.

As a consequence of the 1967 Act which
was entered into simultaneously by all the
States of the Commonwealth and by the
Commonwealth Government. exploration
has gone on apace. For example, Wood-
side-Burmah alone, which is only one out
of the many companies which has permits
on the north-west shelf, has spent
$80,000,000 already in the exploration for
oil. This year the company plans to spend
$28,000,000. That is one company alone.
Now the company has been successful the
Federal Government proposes to move in.
That is what has happened.

The Federal Government did not take
into consideration that Wapet, for in-
stance, discovered oil at Rough Range in
about 1950, but it has not found any
oil of significance since then, notwith-
standing the fact that it has spent millions
of dollars in its search.

Nor did the Federal Government take
into consideration that oil companies
throughout Australia have been going
broke; that at this moment there is some-
thing lie $50,000,000 owing to oil com-
panies In share calls: to companies which
have very little chance of succeeding.

payer has plenty of opportunity to get
into the oil exploration business. The
Federal Government now says, "Oil has
been found on the north-west shelf so
let us get into the action." This is a
massive act of socialism masquerading as
centralism-because the Federal Govern-
menit deems centralism to be slightly more
respectable in the eyes of the electorate
than socialism.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What about Gorton?
Sir Charles Court: You know what

happened to Gorton.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The action the Federal

Government Proposes to take is not cen-
tralism at all; it is straightout blatant
rampant socialism.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What about Gorton?
Sir Charles Court: You know what

happened to Gorton.
Mr. GRAYDEN: We find that when

certain companies find oil-and after hav-
ing spent millions of dollars in doing so-
they are threatened by the Federal Gov-
ernment which says that it will come in
and take over oil resources. In
The Australian-which is a pro-Labor
paper-of the 16th March we find the
headlines, "Labor plans takeover of rich
oil, gas leases". The article continues-

The Federal Government may take
over part of the rich oil and gas leases
off north-west Australia for State-run
exploration.

Officers of the Department of Min-
erals and Energy and the Bureau of
Mineral Resources are examining if
and how this could be done.

And so the article continues. I will not
read it all, Mr. Speaker, because it will
tax your patience. Here we have a situ-
ation where immediately oil is found the
Federal Government feels obliged to move
in, notwithstanding that huge amounts
have been spent by oil companies in oil
exploration in Australia over the last few
years.

In actual fact the oil exploration com-
panies have spent $1,200,000,000 in oil
exploration In Australia, and only three
hot areas have eventuated-Bass Strait.
the north-west shelf, and the Cooper
basin-and this notwithstanding the fact
that the fantastic figure of $1,200.000,000
has been spent. Yet we find the Common-
wealth Government now proposes to move
into this field.

After a lifetime of being associated With
the exploration for minerals I would not
in any circumstances invest in the explor-
ation being carried out by oil companies.
This has traditionally been a field for
private enterprise. No bank which has
the responsibility of protecting its patrons'
funds would think in terms of investing
in oil exploration; nor would any other
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equally responsible organisation. Yet
notwithstanding the $1,200,000,000 that has
already been spent by the oil companies for
a relatively small return, the Federal Gov-
ernment now proposes to move into the oil
exploration field. I have indicated that the
Federal Government will move into this
field in a dozen different ways. That Gov-
ernment has indicated it is going into the
production of oil, and into exploration:
It is also talking in terms of buying shares
in companies, and so on.

However, no-one knows the full extent to
which the Federal Government will move
into oil exploration at this time. One of the
many points I would like to make is the
stupidity of the action taken by the Fed-
eral Government. It seems that Govern-
ment is prepared to spend, and it will cer-
tainly have to spend, billions of dollars-
I repeat billions of dollars-of the tax-
Payers' money with the Possibility of not
finding anything at all, unless the Govern-
ment makes use of the information which
it has compulsorily acquired from the ex-
isting oil companies.

Even if the Government does make use
of that information-which of course it
will-it still may not come up with oil.
Nevertheless, it proposes to spend billions
of dollars of the taxpayers' money; and
this notwithstanding the fact that through-
out the Commonwealth we have hospitals
and all sorts of other services which are
crying out for finance.

Let us consider this matter from an-
other point of view. Let us look at it from
the point of view of taxation. At the mom-ent if any private company on the north-
west shelf is fortunate enough to discover
oil or natural gas, the Commonwealth will
immediately take 473 per cent. of its profit
in company tax.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Did the McMahon
Government also do that?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes. As I have said 471
per cent, of the company's profits after it
finds natural gas or oil must go to the
Commonwealth Government. But that is
not all. The situation is much more ridicu-
lous than that. In addition to the 47j per
cent, the Commonwealth Government also
takes 12 per cent, as withholding tax. So
virtually in these two items alone 60 per
cent. of any Profits that are earned must
automatically go to the Federal Govern-
ment.

Yet we find that the Federal Minister for
Minerals and Energy (Mr. Connor) talks
about what he terms the ludicrous royal-
ties that are earned from this field.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Tell us about the with-
holding tax. Why is it withheld?

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is more ridiculous
than that again because any shareholder
who receives a dividend from any of these
companies is subject to income tax.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Tell us a bit about
withholding tax.

Mr. Bickerton: What about subsidies?
Mr. GRAYDEN: In addition to the com-

pany tax and the withholding tax there is
also pay-roll tax which must be paid. On
top of all this, and alter the Common-
wealth has taken the 60 per cent. Plus the
pay-roll tax, it takes off Income tax which
gets up to about 75e or so in the dollar.
But that is not all. It is even more ridicu-
ions than that.

Mr. T. fl. Evans: Who Imposes pay-roll
tax these days?

Mr. GRAYDEN: In addition the com-
pany pays 10 per cent. of the value of the
petroleum at the wellhead as royalty. This
is not 10 per cent. of the profit; it is 10
per cent. of the gross.

Mr. Blickerton: You would not think they
would be interested.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yet we have a Federal
Minister for Minerals and Energy going
out of his way to say that the royalties
payable by oil exploration companies are
ridiculous: that they should be higher.
Apart from company tax, pay-roll tax, and
income tax, a 10 Per cent. royalty is pay-
able. It is divisible in the proportion of
40 per cent. to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and 60 per cent. to the State Govern-
ment.

Mr. Bickerton: You have been watching
Mogul on TV.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not know 'what is
going on In the Federal sphere, but I can
only conclude that the same thing is hap-
pening there as Is happening with our
State Government, where we have amateurs
dealing with questions of tremendous im-
portance to the Commonwealth and the
State.

How could a Federal Minister for Min-
erals and Energy possibly make such a
stupid statement that royalties were not
high enough, particularly when we take
the other facts into consideration and ap-
preciate what is left to the oil companies?

Notwithstanding that, however, we have
the Present Commonwealth Government
talking In terms of moving in and spend-
Ing the taxpayers' money-for what? The
Commonwealth Government will get the
profits in any case. Why then does it
propose to waste the taxpayers' money in
this field? Why does that Government
propose to spend $1,000,000,000 or so when
there is the Possible chance of its coming
up with nothing? That is a point of con-
sequence.

I am pleased, Mr. Speaker, that you
have not taken exception to anything I
have said on this particular matter; how-
ever, I will not have the opportunity to
say all that I wanted to say. I am now
talking directly in terms of the offshore
shelf and obviously I will he permitted to
continue on that subject.
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The other evening I listened to an ex-
tremely interesting discussion between Mr.
Fairbairn, who was Minister for Develop-
ment in the McMahon Government, and
Mr. Keating, a Federal Labor member
from New South Wales. I do not know
the area he represents. The discussion
was shown on the "This Day Tonight"
programme. on television only a few days
ago.

Mr. Keating made some statements and
I immiediately rang the television station,
because I thought I must have misunder-
stood what Mr. Keating had said. The
televisien station, however, confirmed
that Mr. Keating had said that a value
of $24,000,000,000 has been placed on the
North Rankin field alone on the north-
west shelf.

I am not in the position of being able
to dispute this, because I do not have access
to the information which the Federal
Bureau of Mineral Resources has. I do
not have the information which is available
to the Mines Department in Western Aus-
tralia. Oil companies are compelled to give
this sort of information to the State and
Federal Governments.

The Labor member, Mr. Keating, de-
finitely said in the discussion with Mr.
Fairbairn that the North Rankin field
alone had had a value placed on it of
$24.000,000,000. I can only assume that he
Is in possession of information which is
not available to most other people in Auls-
tralia. Hie is a Labor member closely as-
sociated with the Federal Government
and was in a position to debate this issue
with Mr. Fairbairn. I presume his in-
formation was correct. The programme
was viewed not only by people in Western
Australia but also by people in other
States of Australia.

Let us assume that the correct value Is
$24,000,000.000. If this Is so, the royalty
payable to the State and Commonwealth
Governments from that field alone would
be $240,000,000.

It is estimated that there are 7.9 trillion
cubic feet of gas in the North Rankin field.
Within six miles there is supposed to be
another equivalent field and, eight miles
away, another one.

Mr. Brown: We should find a well.

Mr. GRAYDEN: As I have said, a value
of.$24,000,000,000 has been placed on North
Rankin and, on this basis, the royalty pay-
able to the State and Federal Governments
would be $240,000,000. Let us assume there
are 10 similar fields on the north-west
shelf. Exploration has only just started
and there could in fact be 100 similar
fields; there could even be 1,000. Let us
multiply $240,000,000 by 10. If there are 10
similar fields the royalty payable to the
State and Federal Governments would be
$2,400,000,000. I am basing this on the fig-

ures supplied by a Labor member from
New South Wales in a debate with Mr.
Fairbairn.

It is not beyond the realms of imagina-
tion that the north-west shelf could be
worth $10,000,000,000,000 in royalties, to
the State and Federal Governments. This
is only speculation, of course, but I am
basing it on the figures supplied by that
Labor member.

We must bear in mind that the
State would receive 60 per cent, of that
figure, and the Commonwealth 40 per cent.
Members will see the verification of my
original statement that this is a money-
snatching exercise on the Part of the Fed-
eral Government on a scale at which the
mind boggles. If the Commonwealth moves
into this sphere and takes over oil search
on the north-west shelf, as it ultimately
Could, Western Australia will lose the 60
per cent, of the royalties which would
otherwise be available to it. This is a
money-snatching exercise on a scale which
we find difficult to comprehend.

Mr. Hartrey: Very difficult.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The member for

Boulder-Dundas says, "Very difficult". He
should take into consideration that a
Labor member said that one field on the
north-west shelf is worth $24,000,000,000.
Of this, 10 per cent, goes in royalties to
the State and Commonwealth Govern-
ments. We must bear in mind that there
are two equivalent fields within a radius
of eight miles. As I have said, there could
be 100 similar fields on the north-west
shelf.

The situation is that the State Govern-
ment is permitting Its sovereign rights to
be taken away without making any protest.
Unless it is a vigorous protest, It Is of no
consequence. It is merely lip service-
simply saying, "Do not do that." This is no
Protest. The State Government must make
a really effective protest.

In permitting our constitutional powers
to be taken away-and we have seen in-
stance after instance of this-the State
Government is betraying the trust which
the electors of Western Australia have
Placed in it.

As far as I am concerned, this is a rock
lobster Government. We used to call rock
lobsters crayfish but now we call them
rock lobsters. The rock lobster has a pecul-
iar habit. When it is in a craypot and is
confronted with an octopus it becomes
petrified with fright and sheds its claws.
-The octopus then sucks the flesh from the
rock lobster and leaves an empty carapace.
The Western Australian Government is a
rock lobster Government because, when it
is confronted by the Federal octopus, it
acts like a petrified crayfish and sheds its
constitutional claws. We have seen many
instances of this, such as Aboriginal
affairs. The State Government sheds its
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claws and soon the Federal octopus will
suck the remaining powers from the body
of this Government which will become an
empty, inert shell. It is a rock lobster Gov-
ermnent in every sense of the word. it is
petrified by the intimidation of the Fed-
eral Government and by the thought of
what the unions in the industrial areas of
Sydney and Melbourne will do if it pro-
tests vehemently In any way.

The State Government has made a half-
hearted protest. It is not really a protest,
but a tongue-in-the-cheek protest. When
the Federal Government revalued and
grievously affected primary producers of
Western Australia to the extent I out-
lined earlier, what did the Government
do? I think the Premier sent a telegram
saying that Western Australia did not go
along with what the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment had done. The State Government
is getting it both ways. It is receiving
kudos for saying that It does not agree
with what the horrible Federal Govern-
ment is doing. However, let us not forget
that members of the State Government
are members of the A.L.P. as are the
members of the Federal Government. The
A.L.P. is doing this to Western Australia
and is grievously affecting our State. Our
iron-ore industry has been kicked into the
Indian Ocean; our nickel mines have been
adversely affected; our crayfish fleet has
been demasted.

Mr. Graham: Crayfish and oil!

Mr. GRAYDEN: What sort of protests
do we hear from the State Government?
The State Government sent a. telegram.-

Mr. Graham: The Speaker ought to sit
you down.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Have we heard any
protests in the last few days in respect
of the impending takeover of, or intru-
sion into, offshore oil by the Common-
wealth Government? I do not think we
have. In fact, I know we have not. There
bas been nothing in the Press, on tele-
vision, or on the radio. 'Why? No pro-
test has been made.

The Government will claim that it takes
exception to what the Federal Government
has done in respect of revaluation or cur-
rency variation. It will claim it does not
necessarily go along with the Common-
wealth takeover of Aboriginal affairs. it
will claim all these and a dozen other
things. It will Produce letters to prove that
it does not go along with the Federal Gov-
ernment's intrusion into offshore oil.

Mr. O'Connor: Minerals out of the local
pockets.

Mr. T. D. Evans:. How right you are!

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is a tongue-In-
the-cheek attitude.

Mr. T. D. Evans: No it is not.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The State Government
is in the position of being able to make an
eff ective protest. If the State Govern-
ment said tomorrow that it intended to
do something about it and, in fact, told
the Commonwealth that it would not have
a bar of this intrusion, that would be the
end of it, because it would upset the
Federal Government's apple-cart.

Mr. Bickerton: Apples flow!
Mr. GRAYDEN: Of course, the State

Government will not do that. We will
not see any kind of effective protest. To.my
mind every member on the Government
f ront bench is 10 feet tall.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Even the Attorney-
Genera]?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Every member could
be 12 feet tall-as a disciple of Judas
Escariot! That is the category into which
they should be put. They would be at
least 10 feet tall in that category. There
was once a Federal Attorney -General-

Mr. Bickerton: Good Lord!
Mr. GRAYDEN: -who made a state-

ment on the role of the Parliament. He
said-

The Parliament is the very core of
our constitutional system. It has be-
hind it traditions and a fundamental
round-work that, unless denied by a
written Constitution, appertain to
every British legislation.

In Parliament, the people are sup-
posed to be present to make their
laws and generally to watch over and
direct their national affairs. That is
representative Government. It is the
high water mark of democracy.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask you a question.
In view of the events of the last few days
do you feel that the members of the
Government are truly representing the
people in this Parliament?

Sir Isaac Isaacs said that the people are
supposed to be present in the Parliament.
to make their laws, and to guide the affairs
of the State. Of course, the people can-
not come into this Chamber, but they are
represented by members. Are they getting
the representation they are entitled to?

Mr. Bickerton: Yes.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Are they getting It?
Mr. Graham: Yes, and more.
Mr. GRAYDEN: What does the Govern-

ment believe people will think of the pro-
posed intrusion into offshore oil? And yet
members of the Government say nothing.
There is no protest and no representation.
Sir Isaac Isaacs says--

The Cabinet is a body constitution-
ally subordinate to Parliament and
selected from the representatives to
conduct the daily business of the
nation, under the supervision, control
and direction of the Parliament.
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That supervision, control and direc-
tion cannot be abandoned or surrend-
ered by the Parliament without a
breach of the trust It undertakes to the
people it represents.

Mr Graham: Words, words, words.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I suggest that this Par-

liament is not the high-water mark of
democracy about which Sir Isaac Isaacs
speaks. I am saying that members of the
Government have breached the trust the
Government has undertaken to give the
people.

Mr. O'Connor: Not just one breach.
Mr. GRAYDEN: A series of breaches.
Mr. Graham: A pair of breaches!
Mr. Hartrey: Don't start him off again.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Therefore it is reason-

able to say that every man on the Gov-
ernment side of the House is 10 feet high
as a disciple of Judas. The Government
members have betrayed the people of West-
ern Australia. It has sold them down the
drain-

Mr. Graham: Liberal Party kindergarten
speech.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -in respect of the
legislation about which we are speaking.

Mr. Jones: You will convince yourself in
a minute.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is for this reason that
I have moved the motion tonight.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. A. Rt.
Tonkin): Is there a seconder to the motion?

M~R. THOMPSON (Darling Range)
[8.47 P.m.]: I1 second the motion.

Question put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remzarks during Division
Sir Charles Court: Not a word from the

Government! We are becoming accus-
tomed to this.

Mr. Graham: Rubbish!I
Mr. Hutchinson: It is no good saying,

"rubbish".
Mr. Graham: He showed contempt of

the Speaker. He would not stick to the
motion.

Sir Charles Court: What he said was
very much to the motion.

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Ayez-20
Mr. Elalie
Sir Charles court
,Mr. Coyne
Dr. Dadour
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Orayden
Mr. Hlutchinson
Mr. E. H. M4. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Manning
Mr. MePharlin

M'r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mir.
Mir.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mensaros
O'Connor
O'Neil
Ridge
Runelman
Sibson
Stephens
Thompson
W. 0. Young
I. W. Manning

(Teller)

Mr. Bertram
Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brown
Mr. Bryce
Mr. Burke
Mr. Cook
Mr. H. 1). Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans

Aye
Mr. Nalder
Mr. A. A. Lewis
Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. Rushton
Sir flavid Brand

No 5-2 0
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
,Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Graham
flkrtrey
.Jamieson
Jones

Mdlver
Sewell
A. R. Tonkin

J. T. Tonkin
Moller

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr. Harman
Mr. Lapham
Mr. Pletcher
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Davies

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
Igive my casting vote with the Noes.

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

DEVELOPMENT
Projects: Censure Motion

MRt. THOMPSON (Darling Range) [8.52
p.m.]: I move-

That in the opinion of this House
the Government is deserving of cen-
sure because, In an endeavour to hide
its lack of capability and success in
attracting industry to Western Auss-
tralia, it has made announcements. of
implied projects-in many cases with-
out adequate research and Proper con-
sultation with local authorities and
other interested parties--that are
Premature or ill-founded thus causing
uncertainty, indecision and lack of
confidence.

Mr. Brady: This sounds like Texada
Salt to me.

Mr. O'Neil: It sounds like the railway
to me.

Mr. THOMPSON: I would like to say
that I expected to be making this speech
a little later tonight because we on this
side of the House had a clear indication
from members on the Government Side
that the motion which preceded mine
would at least be replied to.

Mr. May: We thought you would have
more than one speaker.

Sir Charles Court: The Attorney-General
said he was going to reply. He will not
get away with that again.

Mr. THOMPSON: We were given an
indication from the other side-I believe
from the Attorney-General-that the
motion would be replied to.

Mr. May: There was nothing in it to
reply to.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. THOMPSON: If this is the standard
which the Government applies-

Mr. Graham: Which motion are you
debating?
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Paint of Order
Mr. H. D. EVANS: On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker, precisely what has this to
do with the motion?

Mr. O'Neil: You cast a reflection on your
own Speaker.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: The point of order
was raised.

The SPEAKER: There is no ruling re-
quired at this time. The member for
Darling Range has time to develop his
theme.

Debate Resumed
Sir Charles Court: You should read your

Standing Orders. You are very sensitive
over there tonight.

Mr. Graham:* Their leader let them
down.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. THOMPSON: The people of the

State will judge the performance of this
Government-as I believe they judge the
performance of every Government-on
what it accomplishes. In its attempt to
hide its lack of performance in the two
years to date, the Government has made
flamboyant statements designed to mis-
lead the People into believing it Is a Gov-
ernment of action. I can appreciate that
this Government, having followed the most
dynamic Government-

Mr. Graham: Another huinourist!
Mr. Brown:, Federal or State?
Mr. THOMPSON: -in the history of

this State-
Mr. Graham: It was sleeping soundly.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. THOMPSON: -naturally wants to
demonstrate that it has capacity of the
same order.

Mr. Jones: Who wrote your speech?
Mr. THOMPSON: I would like to point

out to. members opposite that I believe I
have unlimited time tonight. They may
bellow all they like; I will still make the
comments I intended to make.

Mr. O'Neil:, We have not seen any Gov-
ernment performance at all yet.

Mr. Graham: You do not have anybody
with the ability to see this.

Mr. THOMPSON: In past election
campaigns in the State, we had the spec-
tacle of members of the Labor Party say-
ing that the Liberal Government of this
State had virtually sold the rights of the
people to overseas interests for nothing.

It is rather interesting to note what the
people who sit opposite are now doing.
They are attempting to emulate the pre-
vious Government, but they do not have
the capacity to do so. They do not have
the same ability to engender the confidence

of the people overseas. Many foreign COM-
panies have large sums of money to invest
but they will not invest It in Western Aus-
tralia under the present Government.
They have just cause for their trepidation
about coming to Western Australia whilst
it is under the control of a socialist Gov-
ernment, particularly when we recollect the
comments of the Labor Party during past
election campaigns.

I propose to contrast the performance
of the present Government with the
performance of the Brand Government
which preceded it. In my opinion the
people of this State became accustomed
to accepting the word of the Government
of the day. They accepted the answers
given by the Government and they knew
that statements released to the Press about
performance were accurate. The people of
the State demand honesty. To most people
this is the paramount quality looked for in
a Government In the two years that have
passed since this Government came to
power, the people have not had evidence of
this honesty.

I would like now to quote from somne
Press articles, and for a start I will go
back as far as the 8th October, 1952. Under
the heading, "Steel pact hailed as mlie-
stone of W.A. industry", the article
reads-

" This is a very Important occasion
marking another milestone in the pro-
gress of Western Australia," the Prem-
ier (Mr. MeLarty) said yesterday when
he signed the agreement with Broken
Hill Pty. Ltd., for a steel rolling mill
industry at Kwinana.

Mr. Jones; When was this?
Mr. THOMPSON: This was the 8th

October, 1952.
Mr. Jones: It was a fair while ago.
Mr. Mclver: What happened to it?
Mr. THOMPSON: I believe this article

demonstrates the sincerity of Liberal Gov-
ernments in the past. By contrast the
present Labor Goverrnment does not come
within cooce of the standard set by Liberal
Governments. I will quote from a leading
article in The West Australian on the
same day, which reads as follows-

Twelve months ago few West Aus-
tralians would-have thought that the
State Government was about to
negotiate agreements for the establish-
ment of an oil refinery and a steel-
rolling mill on the mainland shore of
Cockburn Sound. The refinery is now
assured and, with the signing yester-
day of the agreement with Broken HI
Pty. Ltd.. the steel proposals await
only parliamentary ratfifbation. Thus,
within a brief space of time, one of the
most influential oil companies in the
world and one of the strongest and
most efficient and progressive indust-
rial organisations In Australia have
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become interested in a vast, under-
developed State sadly lacking in -
dustrial resources.

We saw what came about as a result of
these sorts of newspaper headlines. Per-
formance was produced to substantiate the
statements. The then Premier-Mr
McLarty as he was--can be justifiably
proud of that achievement, as indeed can
the member for Greenough who was Mli-
ister for Works at that time.

It is interesting to note that at the time
the present Premier was Minister for
Works in a previous Government, he came
back to Western Australia after an over-
seas tour and indicated that great wealth
would come to this State as a result of
some rubber trees which would be intro-
duced. Today there are no rubber trees
here, and few rubber goods are produced in
this State.

Following an election in 1953 we had
six years of Labor Government, with very
little to show for its performances.

Mr. Jones: Tell us about the request of a
Labor Premier to the Commonwealth for
the export of Iron ore.

Mr. THOMPSON: The less skulking the
honourable member does the more he
would learn. A report appeared in
The West Australian of the 6th October,
1961, and under the heading of "Scott
River Ore Bill Goes Before the House" the
following appeared-

Development of the Scott River low-
grade iron ore project depended on a
proving programme and the establish-
ment of satisfactory markets and
shipping facilities, Industrial Develop-
ment Minister Court emphasised yes-
terday.

He was explaining, in the Legislat-
ive Assembly, a Bill to ratify a
£15,500,000 agreement between the
State, Mineral Mining and Exports
(W.A.) Pty. Ltd., and Heine Brothers
(Australasia) Pty. Ltd.

Mr. Court said that Mineral Mining
and Exports (W.A.) Pty. Ltd. was the
main company in the transaction. The
agreement was an attempt to exploit
low-grade iron ore deposits in the
South-Wesqt.

The project was contingent on:
*Proving the deposits.
*Perfecting satisfactory economic

treatment of the ore.

*1 Establishing satisfactory markets
for the processed ore.

* Developing shipping facilities to
permit the economic export of pro-
cessed ore.

That project did not get off the ground,
but I would like members to take Particu-
lar note of the way in which the
announcement was made.

Mr. May:. That is not a world-shatter-
in.- statement.

Mr. THOMPSON: It stands out in stark
contrast to some of the reports which I
shall read out later on.

Mr. May: There are quite a number of
other proposals besides this one which did
not get off the ground.

Mr. Mclver: Will you be reading from
newspaper extracts all night?

Mr. THOMPSON: No, but I1 shall quote
some newspaper reports to Indicate how
the public were able to gain some confi-
dence from the statements of Liberal
Premiers and Liberal Governments.

Mr. May; Of course, you will be fair and
talk about the economic climate.

Mr. THOMPSON: I shall later on. if I
do not the Minister will have the oppor-
tunity to get onto hIs feet and chastise me.
However, I have the right of reply. I refer
to a report which appeared in The West
Australian of the 15th June, 1951, under
the heading "15m. Refinery for W.A. Al-
umina Industry". in it the following
appeared-

A £5,000,000 alumina refinery will be
built at lcwinana to process West Aus-
tralian bauxite, producing the basic
material for a new Australian alumin-
ium industry.

An agreement for establishment of
the refinery at Kwinana has been
sirned by the State Government and
Western Aluminium, N.L., a subsidiary
of the Western Mining Corporation.

Further on In the report the following
appeared-

Early Start
Plans called for construction of

plant and facilities to begin before
the end of this year so that they could
be operating within two years.

That statement was made, and we have
seen dynamic development; the perform-
ances match that statement.

As I go through these newspaper re-
ports I would like to emphasise that in
most cases there was no comment by
Ministers, and no ministerial statements
wvere included. These reports relate to
stories which have been written by the
reporters, I presume, on information which
they obtained from the Government or
the companies concerned. These reports
do not bear references to certain Ministers
having said certain things.

Mr. May: Don't tell me you are that
naive!

Mr. THOMPSON: I am not naive.
Mr. Jones: Have you the newspaper

cutting relating to the establishment of a
wood chip industry?
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Sir Charles Court: If there Is a change
of Government there will be such an In-
dustry.

Mr. THOMPSON: I am embarrassed by
the amount of material before me. My
spirit is willing, but my flesh may prove to
be weak. If I were to deal with all the
material I have we would be here until
fairly late.

I now refer to a report which appeared
in The West Australian of the 28th Febru-
ary, 1962. under the heading "State Signs
£12m. Deal over N.W. Iron Ore". The
report states--

The State Government will get at
least £300,000 a year in royalties from
the £C12,000,000 agreement signed
In Perth yesterday to mine up to
15,000,000 tons of Iron ore from the
rich Mt. Goldsworthy deposits.

Mr. May: When did it get off the
ground?

Mr. THOMPSON: I shall refer to that.
Mr, May: When did the first shipment

of iron ore leave the Plbara? Do you
know that?

Mr. THOMPSON: No.
Mr. May: It was exactly seven years

afiter your Government took office.
Sir Charles Court: From nothing our

Government got off that way, and in-
creased exports to 40,000,000 tons last
year.

Mr. May: There was no export of iron
ore In the first six years. Yet in the two
years since we have been in office we have
achieved a great deal.

Sir Charles Court: You have not gener-
ated a ton.

Mr. May: You could not generate any-
thing.

Mr. THOMPSON: Further on in the
newspaper report to which I am referring
the following appeared-

Premier Brand and representatives
of the three companies signed the
final agreement in the State Cabinet
room yesterday. The agreement will
be submitted at the next session of
Parliament for ratification.

Mr. Brand said the agreement pro-
vided that the companies had to ex-
port no less than 1,000.000 tons of ore
each year.

Mr. May: When did the first lot of iron
ore leave the Pilbara?

Mr. O'Connor: In 1965.
Mr. May: The member for Mt. Lawiey

does not know. It was in May. 1966.
Mr- THOMPSON: I shall tell the Minis-

ter for Mines exactly when the first ship-
ment of Iron ore left the State. As a result
of the initiative taken by the Premier of

(38)

the day, and the then Minister for Indus-
trial Development, something of substance
came to Western Australia.

Mr. MAY: That was seven years alter
coming into office, Yet we have been in
office for only two years.

Mrt. THOMPSON: That was starting
from scratch, and there was nothing.

Mr. May: Nothing, that Is right.

Mr. THOMPSON: There was very little.
Mr, May: Will you be referring to the

Hawker Siddeley mill? That also hit the
headlines of the newspapers.

Mr. THOMPSON: I do not deny that
some of these contemplated projects did
not come to fruition. However, I want
to emphasise that no attempt was made by
the Government at that time to hoodwink
the public into believing that something
@ynamic would take place. In respect of
the Scott River project the then Minister
for Industrial flevelopment went out of
his way to declare that It depended on the
project proving to be viable.

Mr. May: Because he knew it was not
viable.

Mr, THOMPSON: In contrast we have
the present Minister for Development
and Decentralisation, the present Pre-
mier, and to a lesser extent the pre-
sent Minister for Mines indicating that
some of the projects they are thinking
about will get off the ground tomorrow.
The present Government is deliberately
attempting to pull the wool over the eyes of
the Western Australian electors.

Mr. Brown: Through The West Austra-
lian.

Mr. THOMPSON: What Is that remark
supposed to convey?

Mr. Brown: I shall tell you about it
later.

Sir Charles Court: That will be another
"B1ill Hegney' comment.

Mr. THOMPSON: I draw the attention
of members to a report which appe ared
in The West Australian of the 31st July,
1963. under the heading "W.A. Gets New
£'lim. iron-Steel Prospect". It states-

W.A. made its biggest iron ore deal
yesterday when the State Government
entered a, 08l,000000 agreement de-
signed to create aL big export industry
by the end of 196'? and a new inte-
rated iron and steel industry by the
end of 1992.

Mr. May: When?
Mr. THOMPSON: By the end of 1992.'

To continue with the report-
The agreement is with Hamersiex

Iron Pty. Ltd.-GO6 per cent. of which
is owned by Corzine Riotinto of Aus-
tralia Ltd. and 40 per cent by the
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Kaiser Steel Corporation of California
-and is based on two prospecting re-
serves arounad Mt. Brockman. These
are believed to hold 5.000,000,000 tons
of iron ore.

Acting Premier Nalder described it
as the biggest iron ore development
project in Australian history-

Mr. May: How many years later?
Mr. THOMPSON: It might have taken

some time.
Sir Charles Court; Not too long after-

wards.
Mr. May: We know something about that,

and so does the Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER; I hope the honourable

member will not make his speech from
extracts of newspaper reports.

Mr. THOMPSON: It is difficult to make
a speech on this involved subject when
one is dealing with statements made by the
Ministers to the public, without mention-
ing newspaper reports. I am only quoting
very small parts of them. I am trying as
best I can to describe their contents, and
to make comments thereon.

In a report which appeared in The West
A ustralian of the 14th December, 1963,
under the heading "Japanese Firms Buy
W.A. Iron" the following appears-

A contract for the sale to a group
of Japanese s-teel mills of 5,100,000 tons
of iron ore from Western Mining Cor-
poration's ]Koolyanobbing and Taller-
ing Peak deposits was signed In Tokyo
yesterday.

Mr. May: Did you mention Koolyanob-
bing?

Mr. THOMPSON: Z stand corrected. I
meant Koolanooka. A slip of the tongue is
no fault of the mind. To continue with the
Press report-

The Koolanooka deposits are 13
miles east of Morawa and TaJllering
Peak is 33 miles north of Mullewa.

Mines Minister Griffith, announcing
this last night, said: "This is the
breakthrough we have been looking
for."

As a result of that announcement, the
Public of Western Australia were told
that something would happen in that
area. We saw the upgrading of a narrow
gauge railway line between Morawa
and Oeraldton to a standard gauge
line; and the deepening of Geraldton Har-
bour was justified on the signing of that
agreement. Furthermore, houses were
built at Morawa, and that small rural
centre grew in size and 'was able to attract
some amenities which had not been justi-
fled until that point of time. The State
Electricity Commission was also Justified
in extending the power supply to Morawa
and out to the mine. This development
did have a very significant impact on that

area of the State; and it- was an example
of decentralisation in action. In a report
in The West Australian some time in Feb-
ruary, 1967, under the heading "$13m.
Plant May Be Built For Potash" the fol-
lowing appeared-

A $13,000,000 Potash -extraction in-
dustry will be established at Lake
MacLeod, near Carnarvon, in 1969 if
a proving phase is successful in the
next two years.

Yesterday in the Course of a debate some
comment was made in the House about
the Lake MacLeod deposit. Something has
come of that project, but the Minister
might say it took a long time to come
about. It has taken a long time, because
of the difficulties encountered.

Mr. May: Obviously, when it is on your
side.

Mr. THOMPSON: I have before me four
other newspaper extracts relating to salt
projects, and they include the Useless Loop
and the Leslie projects.

Mr.- May: I think you are on salty
ground when you talk about these. Ask
your leader about them.

Mr. THOMPSON: The Minister should
tell uis about them later.

Mr. May: They are over-producing.

Sir Charles Court: They are all estab-
lished and are in business.

Mr. THOMPSON:. They are established,
and they have had a tremendous impact
in developing the remote areas of this
State. Again this is an illustration of de-
centralisation in action.

On the 24th April, 1965, a headline
appeared in the Press to the eff ect that a
£?390,000,000 W.A. deal to export Iron ore
pellets to Japan had been entered into.
The article under that heading was, in
part, as follows-

The Japanese steel industry has
agreed to buy 71,400,000 tons of iron-
ore pellets to be made in the North-
West by the Cleveland Cliffs Iron Co.
of the United States.

The deal, worth about £390,900,000,

That gives an idea of the magnitude of the
deals which the Government of the day
was negotiating at that time. Those pro-
jects came to fruition. The deal to which
I have just referred was the fourth major
sale to Japan of Western Australian
iron ore since December of the previous
year. That project resulted in the con-
struction of a town at Wickhiam, and the
development of a port, schools, hospitals,
and many other facilities. These facilities
were provided at the cost of the company
carrying out the development. There again
is an example of something which hap-
pened as a result of the initiative of the
then Government. Certainly, something
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of substance was outlined In those com-
ments which appeared in the newspaper of
the day.

Another article which I have states that
the Japanese approved of the Mt. Newman
deal, and we have observed the benefits
which have flowed to the State as a result
of that project. Another announcement
appeared in the Press on the 1st October,
1969, setting out that Western Aluminium
would go ahead with a refinery at Pinjarra.
I will quote part of the article as follows-

Sir David said it was expected that
there would be an early expansion of
the refinery to a capacity of at least
400,000 metric tons, with further ex-
pansion depending on alumina mar-
kets.

Industrial Development Minister
Court said that negotiations with the
company had been based on the as-
sumption that the Pinjarra refinery
would grow bigger than its Kwlnana
refinery-now being expanded to a
ceiling capacity of 1.25 million tons a
year.

In the first stages of the Pinjarra
refinery, alumina will be railed to
Kwinana for shipment from the com-
pany's existing facilities. Eventually
Production from Pin~arra will be ship-
ped through Bunbury.

That project was established away from
the densely populated metiropolitan area
and it was an example of decentralisation
In action. A town was constructed adjacent
to the existing town of Pinjarra. As a re-
sult of that project tremendous develop-
ment will take place in Bunbury and the
Bunbury Harbour will be completely re-
shaped. Again, that is something of sub-
stance which occurred as a result of action
taken by the Brand Government.

Another article appeared in The West
Australian on the 20th January, 1968. it
was beaded "Nickel Refinery Will be Built
at Kwinana" and, in part, was as follows-

Western Mining Corporation Ltd.
signed an agreement with the State
government yesterday to build a nickel
refinery on a 200-acre site at Kwinana,
east and south of the Curning Smith-
British Petroleum fertiliser wo7rks.

We have observed what happened as a
result of that announcement. Money has
been spent on the development of housing
and many other facilities. At the risk
of wearying the House I say again that
sulnething of substance happened on that
occasion.

In contrast, during the last two years
there has been an announcement of a new
industrial complex for Geraldton. It
appears that this will be based on the
Northern Mining company getting its ven-
ture off the ground. It cannot be denied
that many minerals will be found In the
hinterland of Geraldton, and there is the
prospect for development to occur. One

would not need to be a deep thinker to
assume that some day development would
take place in the Geraldton area. I be-
lieve the Government has made such an
announcement in an attempt to indicate
to the public that it is a dynamic Govern-
ment doing something of substance. it is
interesting to note that very little has been
said to the local authorities in the Gerald-
ton area. They know virtually nothing
about the development. I would also suggest
that very little has been done by the Gov-
ernment in the way of research into the
prospect of getting this venture off the
ground. Development will occur one day.
but I think the statement was premature.
I think that any fool could have assumed
that one day development would occur.

A similar situation occurred with respect
to land in the Wanneroo area. An area
of several thousands of acres is to be ex-
cised from the Shire of Wanneroo and,
there again, very little consultation was
entered into with the local authority. It
was virtually a jait accompli when the
Government made its announcement.

It is true that the State Electricity
Commission has decided to establish a
power station north of Perth. It is well
known to members that 65 per cent. of the
power used in the metropolitan area is
being distributed from Balga, so it is only
a matter of time before a power station
will be established north of the city. There
is nothing unusual in the State Electri-
city Commission reaching that decision.

Mr. Graham: I think there Is some-
thing unusual in this Government taking
action to acquire a site; something not
done by its predecessor which waffled
around with an area of land at Cockburn.

Mr. TH-OMPSON: On whose initiative
was the land acquired?

Mr. Graham: On the initiative of thc
Administration; the Ministry.

Mr. THOMPSON: Not the State Elec-
tricity Commission?

Mr. Graham: NO; and the Minister for
Mines will bear me out.

Mr. THOMPSON: That is interesting
and I congratulate the Government on its
foresight. However, as I said earlier, it
has been plain that a power station must
eventually be constructed north of the
City.

Mr. Graham: But the 12-year Govern-
ment did nothing about it.

Sir Charles Court: We did plenty for
the power requirements of the State.

Mr.' Graham: We are talking about the
north metropolitan area. Your Govern-
ment did nothing.

Sir Charles Court: We provided for the
power requirements of the State.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Sir Charles Court: including Muja.
Mr. May: You could have done it three

years ago.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. THOMPSON: As far as I can es-

tablish that is, indeed, the only thing of
substance to be provided in that area.
The Government has not announced that
it is intended to establish any particular
industries there. A blanket has been
thrown over the area without bothering to
consult the local shire.

I suppose that if a power station is con-
structed north of Perth there will need
to be a base load to justify its existence.
once the power station site has been
selected industry will Probably move in.
I1 see nothing of any consequence in the
announcement by the Government regard-
ing industrial development north of the
city except that each of the country
centres which were looking forward to the
prospect of the establishment of indus-
try through decentralisation now feel they
will not benefit. Those people feel there
will be no decentralization of industry
under a Labor Government.

I would now like to quote a few state-
ments which have appeared in the Press
in recent times, since the present Gov-
ermnent came into power. An article
appeared on the 2nd April, 1971, under
the heading, "B.H.P. studying steel plant
in W.A.". The article read--

S.H.P. and Its partners in the Mt.
Newman venture are considering pro-
posals for a major steel export indus-
try at Kwinana.

On the 4th April the member for Mt.
Lawley asked the Premier some questions.

Mr. Graham: Which year?
Mr. THOMPSON: The 4th April of this

Year, which is fairly recent. The article
to which I have referred appeared in the
Press on the 2nd April, 1971. The ques-
tion to the Premier was as follows-

As on 2nd April, 1971 he announced
the possibility of a major steel export
industry at Kwinana,, will he advise-
(a) Progress to date;
(b) the company involved?

The Premier replied-
(a) The proposals are still being con-

sidered.
(b) B.H.P. and its partners in the

Mount Newman enterprise.
It appears that very little has been done.
I will quote again from the article which
appeared in the Press on the 2nd April.
1971. under the subheading "Intensified",
as follows-

The announcement yesterday by
the Premier, Mr. Tonkin, of the
B.H.P. Mt. Newman studies Indicates
that the race to get into the steel
export business has intensified.

It has been a long time intensifying. On
the 4th April, 1971, an article appeared In
The Sunday Times, under the heading,
"Steel mill, town for North". The Premier
Is quoted as follows--

Mr. Tonkin had earlier confirmed
Hanwrlght had begun talks with the
Minister for Industrial Development.
Mr- Graham, aimed at developing the
iron ore deposits the group holds
under temporary reserves.

A later section of the article states-
The same deposits would be used to

supply the Hanwright-Armco Cape
Lambert steel mill.

Agreements had been signed, sealed
and delivered months ago, Mr. Han-
cock said.

d"But the Minister for Industrial
Development in the old Government,
Mr. Court, blocked the scheme," he
added.

There wvere now no barriers to the
scheme.

"All hurdles were removed with
the change of Government," he said.
"Mr, Tonkin has been very co-opera-
tive."

He has been very co-operative to the ex-
tent that on the 4th April of this year the
member for Mt. Lawley asked the Premier
the following question-

As in The Sunday Ti-mes of 4th
April, 1071, he announced H4anwright
proposals in an article headed "Steel
Mill Town for North", will he advise-

(a) what progress has been made
on this project;

(b) the company involved?

The Premier replied-
(a) The proposals are still under

active consideration but have
been affected somewhat by the
change in value of Australian
currency.

(b) The Hanwright Group.

I think the Minister for Mines challenged
me to say something about the economic
climate.

Mr. May:, I did not challenge you; I
asked you.

Mr. THOMPSON: I thought it was a
challenge. Whatever It was, I will deal
with the matter. it cannot be denied that
there has been some impact with respect
to monetary changes in recent months and
the member for South Perth made refer-
ence to this.

Mr. May: I 'was not talking about recent
monetary changes; I was talking about the
economic climate over 12 months ago. Is
the honourable member about to comment
on that?
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Mr. THOMPSON: Yes. I think the
Government must take into consideration
the fact that we have an economic struc-
ture in Western Australia very similar to
that of Queensland. At the time the
Brand Government went out of office we
had the highest average take-home pay
with the lowest level of unemployment. In
less than two years, in the same economic
climate, the situation between Western
Australia and Queensland has been re-
versed.

Mr. H. D. Evans:, That Is not very
good reasoning, because sugar has never
been so buoyant on the world market and
nor has meat. Both products are major
import earners for Queensland.

-Mr. THOMPSON: They play only a
minor part.

Mr. H. D. Evans:- Rubbish! What are
you talking about?

Mr. THOMPSON: The economy of
Queensland is similar to the economy of
Western Australia-

Mr. H. D. Evans: What is the value of
sugar from Queensland?

Mr. THOMPSON: -and in the time the
present Government has been in power
there has been a complete reversal of the
economic advantage this State had. Even
today, bricklayers are leaving Western
Australia to go to Queensland, where
employers are prepared to pay more.
Bricklayers are in great demand because
Queensland is churning ahead under a
Liberal-Country Party Government and
doing things we should have been doing.
We should have grasped the opportunity,
in the lull that came as a result of the
crisis, to prepare ourselves to go on to
bigger and better things.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Surely an industry of
that magnitude and the export of coal
would help Queensland.

Mr. THOMPSON: We have experienced
an utter debacle and a completely gloomy
outlook. The present Government has
gone around crying about the problems
that beset it instead of meeting the chal-
lenges and getting on with the job.

My. May: You were going to talk about
the economic climate. You have not done.
SO.

Sir Charles Court: He will do so in his
own good time. He has given you the
most effective answer.

Th2 SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. THOMPSON: In The Sunday Times

of the 6th June, 1971, under a headline,
11$20m. steel plant for WA planned", the
Premier is reported as saying-

Western Australia's Premier, Mr.
Tonkin, will make a decision this week
on the allocation of iron ore reserves
in the Pilbara so that the Armco con-
sortium can press on with feasibility
surveys on its steelmaking proposals.

The W.A. Government has finished a
survey of the Pilbara province, and
will now decide whether the ore re-
serves rightfully belong to the Perth
millionaire Mr. Lang Hancock and his
partner, Mr. Peter Wright.

Quite a lot happened concerning these
particular people about that time, but
nothing of any consequence, and on the
4th April, 1973, the member for Mt. Law-
ley asked the Minister for Development
and Decentralisation the following ques-
tion-

As on 6th June, 1971 The Sunday
T'mes contained an article headed
"20 Million Dollar Steel Plant for W.A.
Planned", will he advise-
(a) the current position of this pro-

posal;
(b) the company involved?

The Minister replied-
(a) The Company has announced its

deferment of its major Jervis Bay
steel project, but has confirmed its
interest in a direct reduction steel
plant based in Western Australia.

(bl Australian Steel and Mining Cor-
poration Pty. Ltd.

The company is still interested but its in-
terest has not reached the point where
we have bricks and mortar, concrete, and
steel materialising.

Mr. may: What are you saying the Gov-
ernment did not do in connection with that
particular matter? Are you quite happy
about the steel mill being established at
Jervis Bay?

Mr. THOMPSON: No, I am not.
Mr. May: What are you talking about?
Mr. THOMPSON: The Premier indicated

something was going to happen, and noth-
ing happened.

Mr. May: You do this sort of thing
overnight, do you?

Mr. THOMPSON: No.
Mr. May: Do you know what is involved

in proving an iron ore reserve?
Mr. THOMPSON: Yes, I do.

Mr. May: Evidently you do not.
Mr. O'Connor: We will give you some

lessons later.
Mr. THOMPSON: In The Sunday Times

of the 11th July, 1971, under the headline,
"Labor mission finds Japan keen to invest",
the Minister for Development and Decen-
tralisation is quoted as saying-

Japanese metals manufacturers were
keen to develop ntw industries in W.A.
to convert the State's minerals produc-
tion.

Many other companies wanted to
establish offices in Perth.
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The Deputy Premier and Minister
for Industrial Development and fle-
centralisation, Mr. Graham, said this
in Hong Kong yesterday.

Mr. Graham and the Minister for
Mines, Mr. May, were returning to
Perth after a two-week visit to Japan.

He said the response of Japanese
business firms and manufacturing
companies to the W.A. Government
mission had been overwhelming.

Japanese steelmakers had welcomed
the Government's decision on the
Plbara iron ore temporary reserves
and on the guidelines for future Pil-
bara, development.

On the 4th April. 1973, the member for
Mt. Lawley asked the following question
in this House-

Following an article in The Sun-
day Times dated 11th July, 1971
headed "Labour Mission Finds
Japan Keen to Invest", and quot-
ing the Minister as saying: "The
response of Japanese business and
manufacturing companies to the
W.A. Government mission had
been overwhelming", will he ad-
vise-
(a) the names of the organisa-

tions who eventually invested
In Western Australia as a
result of this mission;

(b) the amount involved in each
instance?

The Minister replied-
(a) There has been some increase

In Japanese participation in
certain industries in Western
Australia but the downturn in
the economy has frustrated
major overseas participation
in joint ventures in recent
times. Recent high level Jap-
anese trade and banking
missions indicate renewed in-
terest in Western Australian
development.

(b) This information is not avail-
able.

The SPEAKER: I hope the honourable
member is not going to read too much
more.

Mr. THOMPSON: No. Mr. Speaker. AS
I said earlier, much of this motion relates
to statements which have appeared in the
Press-statemnents which have been made
by the Premier and Ministers with regard
to development in this State. On those
statements the people of Western Aus-
tralia have been assuming they have a
Government which is getting on with the
business of producing some development
and some of the economic activity which
was experienced in this State during the
time of the Brand Governent.

In the first group of newspaper articles
from which I quoted, two things were
significant. Firstly, something of substance
has happened as a result of those state-
ments; and secondly, the statements did
not actually quote Ministers. I believe a
situation has developed where, because
nothing is being said by the companies
because the companies themselves have
nothing to say, the Ministers of the pres-
ent Government are coming out and mis-
leading the public by making statements
which give the impression that some de-
velopment will occur. We have seen such
headlines as, "Plant could be biggest in
world",' which appeared on the 6th Feb-
ruary, 1972.

Mr. O'Connor: That referred to grain
alcohol.

Mr. THOMPSON: That is right. Noth-
ing has happened Yet. Someone on the
other side interjected a while ago in
regard to a question asked by the mem-
ber for Mt. Lawley. The question was-

Further to the article in The Sunt-
day Times of 26th March, 1973 headed
"Big Power Offer to W.A. Could
Mean 300,000 Jobs", which statement
the Premier is credited with making,'
will he advise the current position to
date and, if progress has been made,
in particular-
(a) numbers and names of com-

panies involved;
(b) how much has been expended;
(c) how many have already been

employed to date:
(d) how long will it be before the

300,000 will be employed?
The Premier replied-

As the 26th March, 1973 was a Mon-
day. there was no issue of The Sun-
day Times. The question is, there-
fore, irrelevant.

I thought that was an incredible reply.
In the first place, I thought it was a
"smart alecky" answer, but I recognise
the Premier as a very astute politician.

Mr. Brown: Hear, hear!
Mr. THOMPSON: His political foot-

work is the neatest I have seen. In mak-
ing that wisecrack of an answer he has
offloaded the obligation to reply to a
question which obviously must show him
up to be a Poor Performer in carrying
out what he indicated to the people of
the State would be carried out. I hoped
the Premier would give us an answer to
the question, because it is only a matter
of applying common sense, when one
would be able to establish when the-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You know I ans-
wered the question, do you not?

Mr. THOMPSON: The Premier did, a
couple of days later.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You did not say that,
did You?
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Sir Charles Court: He will now-he said
he would come to it.

Mr. THOMPSON: The Premier did not
answer the question until it was probed.

Mr. Graham: He did not answer the
question until it was asked. He did not
answer it until it was properly asked.

Mr, THOMPSON: As I said earlier, I
believe the Premier employed a little bit
of fancy footwork to dodge the issue. How-
ever, he must realise that he has an Oppo-
sition which is efficient and will keep the
Government on its toes.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I did not dodge the
issue, I just deferred the answer.

Mr. THOMPSON: The Premier dodged
the answer.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I answered it sub-
sequently.

Mr. THOMPSON: Only because another
question was asked.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It referred to the same
matter.

Mr. THOMPSON: If it referred to the
same answer, why did not the Premier
answer it when it was first asked?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: When I looked in the
newspaper mentioned, I could not find
the reference.

Mr. THOMPSON: The Premier could not
find it! That is very interesting.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The reference given
was only 12 months out.

Mr, THOMPSON: I will not detain the
House much longer. I would like to refer
to the booklet called Progress. I have
different issues of this booklet here and
on the front of each issue it says "A report
by the Government of Western Australia".
The first booklet covers the Period from
1959 to 1968, the next one from 1968 to
1971, and the most recent Issue was pro-
duced by the present Government.

Mr. O'Connor; In East Perth colours, I
notice.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: it looks like East
Fremantle to me.

Mr. THOMPSON: I would like to refer
to page 50 of Progress covering the years
1959 to 1968. The then Minister for Indus-
trial Development and for the North-West
(The Hon. C. W. M. Court, MIJ.A.) * the
present Leader of the Opposition, reported
on the current situation. I would like to
quote a little of this report. It reads as
follows-

Then the Commonwealth lifted the
embargo on the export of iron ore. The
eff ects of this were immediate and
dramatic. Almost overnight huge ton-
nages were confirmed. A vigorous
exploration programme was under-
taken by private enterprise,

Developments which followed the
discovery of some of the world's biggest
iron ore deposits provided the basis
which enabled Western Australia's
growth rate to become the fastest in
the Commonwealth.

The report then listed a number of pro-
jects which were actually in the pipeline
or had already reached fruition. I will
not read these cut, but I inform the House
that quite a few projects are listed. I
would like to point out that this was a
report of substance-these projects were
actually being developed.

The booklet covering the years 1968 to
1971 again contained a report by the same
Minister, and I quote from that report
as follows-

The economic benefits of industrial
development in the past few years
have been felt throughout Western
Australia. They have given the State
the opportunity to plan for more
significant balanced development dur-
ing the next decade.

A number of projects which were already
producing benefit for Western Australia
were listed later in the report. We see
graphic evidence of the progress In the
photogracihs in the booklet, including the
industrial complex at Kwinana which
mainly came about as a result of the in-
itiative of and the action taken by Liberal
Party Governments.

In Progress for the years 1911 to 1973 we
see a sketch of the present Minister
for Development and Decentralisation. He
is looking very vigorous and he is depicted
against a background of a Fremantle Port
Authority overhead crane. The crane Is
lifting cargo at the overseas container ter-
minal.

Mr. O'Connor: is there any cargo?
Mr. THOMPSON: Yes, apples.
Mr. O'Neil: Does he have. a T.WI..

sticker?
Mr. THOMPSON: Yes, we can see a

sticker on the truck nearby.
Mr. Jones: The Bunbury by-election Is

over now.
Mr. THOMPSON: We see some iron ore

development and, I presume, this is in the
Pilbara. Wherever it Is, it did not happen
as a result of the initiative of the present
Minister for Development and Decentrall-
satlon. In the report the Minister says-

One of the Government's first steps
was to establish the Department of
Development and Decentralisation, to
give higher priority to decentralisa-
tion than had previously been the case.

That is a, most remarkable statement when
we measure the performance of this Gov-
ernment during the last two years against
the performance of the previous Liberal
Government. The Labor Goverment added
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the word "decentralisatlon" to the title of
the department In an attempt to Pull the
wool over the eyes of the people of this
State and to lead them into believing
that it is doing something concrete and
positive about decentralisation. In the last
two years we have seen less decentralisa-
tion than in any one year of the previous
Administration. Further on, under the
subheading "Industrial Development" the
Minister says-

Industrial development Is dramati-
cally turning Western Australia into
a prosperous manufacturing State In
which spectacular mineral develop-
ments provide a strong and expanding
base for industrial expansion.

I ask a question: For how much of that
Industrial expansion is the present Gov-
ernment responsible? It could never have
framed a report like this without the
Initiative shown by the previous Govern-
ment. To continue-

The Infrastructure needs of major
development projects are met substan-
tially by Western Australian industry
and the growth and diversity thus
Provided is being turned increasingly
to other areas.

And the next paragraph reads as follows-
The discovery of huge reserves of

natural gas beneath the North-West
Continental Shelf, and of substantial
deposits of uranium at Yeelirrie. has
changed Western Australia from an
energy-deficient economy to one with
prospective abundant indigenous en-
ergy resources.

1 am glad the report Included the word
"prospective", because as I understand it,
although the experimental work on the
continental shelf Indicates a vast reser-
voir of natural fuel, the costs and techni-
cal problems confronting the people
attempting to develop thesefields arc very
great. it is a little premature for the
Minister for Development and Decen-
tralisation to indicate, as he has done in
this article, that we have this vast reser-
voir. Technical advances will enable us
to take advantage of this reservoir, but the
situation is not rosy at the present time.
It is rather interesting to note that the
company Involved in this development has
hastened to add a note of caution on a
number of occasions. Although the reser-
voirs have been proved, their development
will be rather difficult and It will be a
long time before they are an advantage to
the State.

I predict that a Liberal Government will
have been in power for a long time when
these fields are eventually developed.

During moy address I have attempted.
and I believe succeeded, to show that
statements which have appeared In the
Press over the periods of Liberal-Country

Party Administration have produced re-
sults. By contrast, statements made by
members of this Government have resulted
in nothing of any consequence being pro-
duced. Unless the Government plans a
little stunt, such as it performed earlier on
the motion moved by the member for
South Perth-

Mr. Graham: Your supporters fell asleep,
that was the trouble.

Sir Charles Court: Nothing of the sort.
Your Minister was going to reply.

Mr. THOMPSON: Someone on the Gov-
ernment side of the House may attempt to
reply to my comments.

Mr. Mclver: Nothing to reply to.

Mr. THOMPSON: We had an example
earlier when the Premier was under attack.
but be did not bother to rise to reply to a
serious charge. He sat there and hoped
like billy-o that the people in the Press
gallery would not pick up the import of
the charges levelled by members on this
side. My job is to highlight the fact that
the Government has not a good record of
performance, and it is not a very difficult
task to do that.

This is a lacklustre Government. In
order to cover up its lack of ability to get
on with the job it has come out and made
statements that are ill-founded and premna-
ture, and which I believe will produce
serious difficulties for the State In the
future.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) (9.50
p.m.]: I formally second the motion.

M~t. GRAHAM 2Balatta-Minlster for
Development and Decentralisatlon) 19.51
p.mn.]: Had any points been made by the
spokesman for the opposition, I would
have moved that the debate be adjourned
for the purpose of carrying out some re-
search. However, I think it Is typical of
the state of the opposition that a mem-
ber who sat in this Chamber for the first
time only 20 months or so ago was allotted
the task of moving a motion of censure
against the Government.

Mr. O'Neil: He is more than capable of
dealing with you.

Mr. GRAHAM: The greater part of his
speech was not composed of argument,
evidence, or facts; it was made up of read-
ing from newspaper clippings. With your
indulgence. Mr. Speaker, I intend to indi-
cate that the member for Darling Range
was ill-advised in the extreme, and the
evidence which it was his duty to submit
was of such a character that it Is no won-
der the Leader of the Opposition shirkced
his responsibility to submit a motion de-
signed to bring down the Government.

Sir Charles Court: He never shirks his
responsibility.
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Mr. GRAHAM. The member for Darling
RLange sought to pretend that all sorts of
extravagant statements are made by
spokesmen for the Government, in sharp
contrast to what was said by the late--in
the ministerial sense-Minister for Indust-
rial Development. If that member 'has a
streak of modesty anywhere it is apparent
to no-one. All I do in connection with the
matter is repeat a reply given to a question
addressed to me this afternoon by a mem-
ber of the Opposition in respect of the
Northern Mining company-a $140,000,000
project in prospect, I said the Government
had approved the project in principle only
and that it was subject to the company
proceeding to undertake more studies,
establishing markets, and mating satis-
factory arrangements for finance. Surely
there was no blow-hot about that; it was
indicating that the Government had given
the firm an opportunity to proceed on a
sound basis to go about its business and
in due course to return to the Government.

Mr. O'Connor: Was that particular issue
criticised?

Mr. GRAHAM:. That was the question
addressed to me; I san merely indicating
the most recent example-as recent as this
afternoon-which is proof positive of the
fact that the Government has a sense of
proportion, and when a project is in its
preliminary stage the Information given to
the Press and the public is couched in
appropriate terms.

If you will permit me, Mr. Speaker, be-
fore returning to matters in detail I
want to give a hurried outline of some of
the industrial projects that have got off
the ground in recent days. I assure mem-
bers that the list is by no means complete
because it was compiled by myself in this
Chamber without access-because I felt I
did not require it-to the records or the
advice of the department.

Firstly I refer to Ferro Vanadium Bar-
rambie, a $3,800,000 pilot plant as a pre-
lude, we would hope, to a gigantic under-
taking; Texada, which is now spending
$6,000,000, and could have been throttled
by the Government making a wrong decis-
Ion; and the inland superphosphate works
at Merredin, costing some $9,000,000, 1
also refer to the fact that the Government
has financed and made possible the estab-
lishment of Southern Meat Packers at
Katanning-something which was rejected
by the previous Government. It is a
$4.000,000 industry approximately, and I
will give a little more detail about it later.
I mention also the $20,000,000 Transfield
submersible rig being constructed at
Swinana. Then we have the expansion of
Alcoa as aL consequence of negotiations
with this Government. The expansion will
cost some $20,000,000 and, Incidentally,
was opposed by the Opposition.

A fruit cannery has been established at
Manjixnup in sharp contrast to the failure
of the Industry under the previous Govern-

ment; assistance amounting to $1,000,000
has been given to that enterprise. At
Wundowie expansion work costing some
$700,000 has been commenced despite the
opposition of the Liberal Party, but fortun-
ately supported by some members of the
Country Party, which enabled it to go
ahead. Then there Is the West Coast
Abattoirs at Northam-costing approxim-
ately $3,000.000. This project involves not
only an abattoir, but associated activities
relating to skins, casings, fertilisers, and,
one would hope, pet foods as well. I believe
this is but the beginning.

There is the case of the expansion of
Borthwlck at Albany, at a cost of
$1,300,000. At Bunbury some couple of
hundred thousand dollars was involved in
the expansion and upgrading of the meat-
works at that centre. Members will be
aware that at Eneabba, Jennings has de-
cided to spend some $10,500,000 on its pro-
cess; and within the last fortnight the
Premier opened works for Allied Eneabba
at that centre, again involving a consider-
able outlay of funds. Members will also be
aware that some $5,000,000 is being spent
on the mineral sands project at Capel in
order to upgrade the activities there. Legis-
lation was passed by this Parliament.-
albeit with same difficulties--in connection
with Pacminex to give that concern an
opportunity to proceed with its business in
the hope of establishing a $200,000,000
mining and processing works.

Similarly, in the case of Aiwest, it is
hoped-and I suppose the hopes of the
Opposition would be in the opposite dir-
ection-that within a very short time It
will be possible for the Government to sub-
mit an amended agreement to the Parlia-
ment to enable another $200,000,000 pro-
ject to proceed. members will be aware
of the negotiations which have taken place
and the agreement which was recently
sirned in connection with Poseidon Ltd.
Drawing a figure out of the air, I think
capital expenditure amounting to some
S30,000,000 is involved.

Again, members will be aware that we
passed legislation-albeit once again des-
pite the efforts of the Opposition-in con-
nection with Mcaney's Monster, Witten-
orn, and Rhodes Ridge to enable
$200,000,000 and $300,000,000 mining pro-
jects to proceed In the hope that success
will be achieved, in the same Way as agree-
ments were passed through this Parliament
to enable the other concerns which are
currently in operation to get off the
round. Until these companies have docu-

ments and some security, obviously it is
impossible for them to negotiate in the
matter of markets, the raising of capital,
or anything else.

Mr. O'Connor: How many of these were
spin-offs of the previous Government?
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Mr. GRAHAM: These were denied by the
Previous Government. For instance we
have MeCamey's Monster and Rhodes
Ridge, but the previous Government would
not have a bar of anything associated with
Hancock and Wright. I have already told
members something with regard to that
situation. Again I intend to give a little
more detail later.

Sir Charles Court: Those people became
the biggest taxpayers as a result of the
benefits they enjoyed under the previous
Government.

Mr. GRAHAM: We have under consider-
ation a $40,000,000 industry in respect of
which meaningful negotiations are pro-
ceeding with people in Australia and
abroad. No doubt, members have heard
the announcement of an $80,000,000 power
station at Collie, and I am sure this has
given satisfaction to the member for that
district.

Members should be aware of the fact
that during the regime of the present Gov-
ernment each of the four iron ore com-
panies in the Pilbara has decided to In-
crease its output; in doing so they have
spent many tens of millions of dollars, and
the production capacity and sales h ave
been increasing substantially.

Members may not be aware that the
Government is currently spending approxi-
mately $500,000 in establishing a fishing
facility at Carnarvon. There is a sheep-
skin works being established at Northam
costing some $200,000, and that project is
almost completed.

Mr. Rushton: You have said this twice.
Mr. GRAHAM: On the first occasion I1

mentioned sheepskins. This is entirely re-
moved from that, and is an addition.

Mr. Thompson: H-ow many people will
be employed?

Mr. GRAHAM: As a result of these
projects some thousands of people will be
employed. The meatworks at Northam alone
will employ 300 additional people; and
that number of additional workmen in any
town in Western Australia represents a
tremendous leap forward for the area.

At Albany there is a sheepskin works the
capital cost of which will he $750,000.
Currently the company is negotiating with
the department; it does not require any
financial assistance in establishing the
project, but it is interested in certain
decentralisation inducements which have
been drawn up and are being applied by
this Government. However, they did not
apply under the previous Government in
the whole of its 12 years of office.

No doubt, the member for Northam will
bear me out when I say that within the last
48 hours--I shall leave it as indefinite as
that--a concern which intended to become
established and enlarged in the Perth
metropolitan area has, as a result of the

new scheme of incentives for decentralised
activities introduced by this Government,
decided-and will be lodging an application
with my department this week-to become
established at Northam, This is a project
costing some $750,000, and employing
initially 100 workmen with the number in-
creasing up to 200. These are some of the
developments that are being undertaken in
the term of office of this Government.

Mr. MePharlin: What industry is that?
Mr. GRAHAM; I do not have the per-

mission of the company to mention the
name, but I do not mind saying it has
something to do with the manufacture of
farming machinery. I have stated on
previous occasions that a great deal of
assistance has been given to meatworks;
for instance, the Pilbara meatworks is a
$140,000 activity; the Wyndham meatworks
cost over $1,000,000; and the Derby meat-
works Cost $400,000 and so on.

I suppose the member for Avon would be
disappointed if I did not men tion that the
Government had something to do with
arranging and backing finance to the tune
of some $42,000,000 for the bulk handling
installations being constructed at Kwinana.

There are many large and small projects
which I could enumerate, but I think I have
said sufficient to indicate that quite a
number of steps have been taken by this
Government and in many cases it has
broken entirely new ground.

In the motion some mention is made of
the alleged extravagant statements made
by the Government, in respect of which
nothing substantial eventuated. I do not
need to remind members of this, but I
recall quite distinctly an international
hotel was to be built at Mill Point. In
saying that I look at the member for
South Perth. A great deal of comfort and
satisfaction wvas derived by the then Gov-
ernment, but eventually it was found to
be a complete hoax.

-Then there was the super class Chevron-
Hilton building which was to be con-
structed where the Concert Hall now
stands. Somne tons of Sir Halford Reddish's
concrete was Poured into the foundations,
but nothing came of that project.

I remember reading in the Daily News
at the time a report of a statement by the
then Minister for Health (Mr. Hutchinson)
proclaiming to the electorate that a
£200,000,000 hospitaltation scheme had
been generated and the plans prepared,
and so on.

I now turn to a report which appeared
in The Albany Advertiser of the 13th May,
1970. The then Premier (Sir David Brand)
said in Albany the previous night that the
State Government would not rest till the
future of Albany as a wool Port had been
satisfactorily resolved. These were bold
words. Notwithstanding all that, the then
Government did nothing, whilst the pres-
ent Government has halved the freights on
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wool from Narrogin southward to Albany:
but unfortunately a great deal of wool
from that area is still being transported to
Fremantle for shipment. At least we took
some action in that regard.

Sir Charles Court: We got ships into
Albany.

Mr. GRAHAM: Apart from those words,
there was nothing to substantiate the
statement. It was made to mark a by-
election In Albany at the time.

Mr. Thompson: Did we win?
Mr. GRAHAM: Yes, we did.
Mr. Rushiton: You said that a fortnight

ago,
Mr. GRAHAM: I do not think I did, but

if I did it will bear repeating, because
obviously it has not sunk In. The Premier
of the day said that the Government had
negotiated with Borthwlck to go ahead
with an expansion programme, and that
Borthwiek looked like the first to get new
land in the 500-acre site which his Gov-
ernment had dedicated to Industry near
the regional Prison. However, I shall give
a few details In respect of this presently.

In that report it was stated that In the
field of education Sir David Brand had
announced that a new technical school
would be built in Albany. and that the
premises occupied by the technical school
would be taken over by the high school.
In Point of fact nothing whatsoever was
done by the previous Government; but the
present Government decided to do the job.
it spent over £1,000,000 on that project
and it Is now completed.

Sir Charles Court: That was a project
of the previous Government,

Mr. GRAHAM: I am talking about the
empty words and the empty promises of
the Previous Government.

Sir Charles Court: When was that state-
ment made?

Mr. GRAHAM: On the 13th May. 1970,
as reported in The Albany Advertiser. In
a report which appeared in that news-
paper of the 5th June, 1970, It was stated
that the then Minister for industrial De-
velopment (Sir Charles Court) had an-
nounced Plans for a textile industry at
Albany. It was stated that the Minister
said he hoped there would be a start on
the textile Industry within two years. and
that within five years Albany would see a
marked increase in the textile industry.
Again these were hopes and honeyed words
seeking to woo the electors, be It election
time or otherwise.

Sir Charles Court: What date was that?
Mr, GRAHAM: I have mentioned the

newspaper and the date Is the 5th June,
1970.

Sir Charles Court: That is right. Do not
forget you came Into office in March, 1971.

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes, I know. It was a
Period of nine months and, when it suits
the convenience of the Opposition, a Gov-
ernment in office for barely two years Is
somehow expected to Introduce the mul-
lenlum. The opposition evidently overlooks
that Australia as a whole was blighted
with Gorton and McMahon and with the
fighting and infighting which took place
within the Liberal Party; and that the
international scene was in a state of chaos
as was evidenced by the situation in Japan
and the United States:, and, of course, we
felt the onfiow here.

I now wish to indicate a couple of areas
in which this Government, far from merely
talking about things, has, in fact, done
something whereas the previous Govern-
ment failed to do anything.

Mr. Thompson: Oh, rubbish!I

Sir Charles Court: Do not make yourself
sound so stupid.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the member for Dark-
ing Range will contain himself for a
moment he will learn something from the
official records built up and maintained
whilst the previous Government was In
office. But first of all I want to repeat what
I have said on a number of different
occasions since we became the Govern-
ment. although it was patent to all with
eyes to see; that is. that the iron ore sit-
uation was completely out of hand. In Oc-
tober, 1910, every temporary reserve had
expired and, without any lawful authority
for so doing, the Government had per-
mitted the various companies and explor-
ers to continue on what was called a day-
to-day basis.

Sir Charles Court: And the Government
was in command.

Mr. GRAHAM: "The Government was in
command". These are the kind of general-
ities we get from the Leader of the oppo-
sition.

Sir Charles Court: And you gave It
away.

Mr. GRAHAM: I have said that the
companies did not know whether they were
permitted to talk to anyone else because
of the threat made by the Minister of the
day.

Sir Charles Court: That is not correct.
Mr. GRAHAM: I said that a number of

the companies had indicated this to me
here In Perth in my office and also on the
other side of the equator.

Sir Charles Court: Name these compan-
ies.

Mr. GRAHAM: If the Leader of the
Opposition will hold his tongue for a
moment he will learn.

Sir Charles Court:. We want to know the
names of the companies.
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Mr. GRAHAM: In February. 1973, Ausa-
tralian Steel & Mining Corporation-which
is the Australian section of Arraco-
left with the Premier and the Ministers
a document setting out the position as it
applied generally. Incidentally, this was
one of the companies with which I1 had
discussions not only in Perth, but also In
the United States. I will read from page
7 of the document and there will be no
garnishing done by me. However, what is
written confirms absolutely that events
ceased to occur and no-one could negoti-
ate because of the attitude of the then
Government and the then Minister for In-
dustrial Development.

Sir Charles Court: Same old record.

Mr. GRAHAM: Let that company speak
for Itself which it does in these words-

In April of 1970, Armco began dis-
cussions with Hanwright concerning
participation in their interest on their
Iron ore Temporary Reserves. Initially,
such areas as Angela, Sugarfault, Mc-
Camey's Monster, and Western Ridge
were discussed.

Through the second and third
quarters, negotiations centering upon
Angela and McCarney's Monster were
held and drafts of agreements were
prepared. During this period of time,
Hanwrlght's Rights of Occupancy ex-
pired and the W.A. Government re-
fused to renew them. Due to complete
impasse between Hanwrlght and the
W.A. Government, all negotiations be-
tween the participants and flanwrtght
were terminated in November, 1970.
Almost concurrently, we agreed to
abandon the Armco-Kaiser-Hamersley
exploration effort when we realized
the high phos content would not make
a suitable source of ore for the steel
works. Also at this point, no agree-
ment had been reached on terms of
exploitation of the iron ore.

Concurrent with our discussions
with Hanwright, we held many discus-
sions with the Western Australian
Government in an attempt to reconcile
ASM'.s position with the Government
and Hanwrlght. These discussions met
with no success.

Sir Charles Court: For good reasons.

Mr. GRAHAM: This Is aL document com-
piled by one of the largest and most im-
portanlt iron ore mining and Processing
companies In the world and yet on many
occasions we had denials by the ex-
Minister. It was not possible for me to
reveal the name of this company; but now
that it has submitted a document without
any security note attached to it, I am
able to reveal that it was one of the com-
Ponies.

What I have just read confirms 100 per
cent. my contention that things came to a
screeching halt because of this bitterness
and hatred on the part of the then Minis-
ter.

Sir Charles Court: We have heard this
record of yours until we are sick of it.

Mr. GRAHAM: It has been demon-
strated In this place that when any agree-
ment containing any reference to an inter-
est by Hancock or Wright has been sub-
mitted to Parliament, the Leader of the
Opposition has seen red-

Sir Charles Court: Is this your screed
for the Sunday Independent?

Mr. GRAHAM: -and opposed the pro-
Position Involved.

This was the position when Labor be-
came the Government on the 3rd March,
1971. Since then, notwithstanding the
attempts of the Leader of the Opposition.
we have submitted Bills containing agree-
ments which have been accepted by Par-
liament. Indeed, as I speak, representa-
tives of one of these companies, which I
will not name, are in Japan-

Sir Charles Court: No; never name
them!

Mr. GRAHAM:, -hopeful of some fruit-
ful discussions. I trust that the results
of the discussions will receive the blessing
of the Commonwealth Government. But
this is the sort of action-getting on with
the job of negotiating, and finding
markets, Partners, and capital-which was
completely impossible under the previously
existing situation-

Sir Charles Court: We had the perform-
ance.

Mr. GRAHAM: -generated by the then
Minister for Industrial Development.

Sir Charles Court; Rubbish! We had
the performance-towns, railways, ex-
ports.

Mr. Thompson: They are there.
Sir Charles Court: We had the physi-

cal achievements.
Mr. GRAHAM: When the ex-Minister Is

found guilty 100 per cent.-
Sir Charles Court: Rubbish!

Mr. GRAHAM: -not on my say-so, but
on a document Prepared by a responsible
company, he talks about something en-
tirely different.

We are chided with the fact that no
new companies are getting off the ground
and this is true, but it Is because of the
impasse and situation created by the pre-
vious Government.

Only now, since we have taken the
situation in hand, have these companies
been able to negotiate agreements which
are a prelude to activities. In the same
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way the established companies have re-
cently Increased their activities and pro-
duction.

I think I have said something with re-
gard to abattoirs. Have we been bragging
and saying things which never eventu-
ated?

Mr. Moiler: Certainly not!
Mr. GRAHAM: If we look at Katan-

ning-

Mr. 1.
saved a
You had

W. Manning: You would have
lot of farmers from disaster if
kept the Midland meatworks-

Mr. Moiler: Speak up.
Sir Charles Court: Do you want him to

say It again because what he said was
quite Pertinent?

Mr. GRAHAM: Relating to the Katan-
ning project, I have here a minute dated
the 10th December, 1970. The officer re-
sponsible writes-

I also stressed the point . . . that
there was still no surety that any

application for financial assistance
would receive favourable consideration
because as yet Government Policy re-
garding financial assistance to a pro-
ject such as theirs has not been
decided.

Mr. Mcpharlin: From what file are you
quoting?

Mr. GRAHAM: Department of Industrial
Development and Decentralisation file No.
143/70.

Mr. McPharlin: What was the date?
Mr. GRAHAM: I have

that. It was the 10th
which was a short while
gave the Brand-Nalder
marching orders.

already indicated
December. 1970.

before the people
Government its

I will now quote from page 54 of the
same file, and this quote is dated the 5th
November, 1970. It states--

In recent years several enquiries
and/or applications for financial assis-
tance have been received for abat-
toirs in country areas both in the south
and the north of the State. Examples
of these being:-

South-West----Geraldton Abattoirs,
Esperance, Bunbury Beef
Exports, Thomas Borthwick &
Son (Albany), E. G. Green &
Sons (Harvey). Wynne Meat
Industry (Waroona) -other
enquiries have been received
from Narrogin.
The factor each of these have
In common is that all
approaches were rejected or
discouraged.

Mr. I. W. Manning: What Government
assistance did E. 0. Green & Sons receive?

Mr. GRAHAM: Just be patient and I will
Supply the honourable member with that
information later. On the 28th October,
1970, the investigations officer made a
recommendation to his senior officer and
said that It had not been Government
Policy to Provide financial assistance for
country abattoirs. The recommendation
was submitted for consideration by the
senior officer with the further recommen-
dation that the application be rejected on
Policy grounds-that is to say, the policy
of the Government of the day: The Gov-
ernment whose members are doing a lot of
crowing at the present moment, and the
Government which rejected the applica-
tion for the venture at Albany.

The Present Government, of course, had
an entirely different approach to the
question. As a consequence some $4,000,000
has been invested, and that concern is in
operation. It will eventually employ
approximately 400 people directly and in-
directly, and it will increase the Popula-
tion of Katanning by Some 1,000 people.

I do not know that the previous Govern-
ment has occasion to feel proud of its
activities and its experience in that par-
ticular connection. It is interesting to
note that the first knowledge of the Katan-
ning proposal came to light in February,
1970, and on the 18th February, 1971-
after the officer had written that it was
not the Policy to provide financial assist-
ance to country abattoirs and recommend-
ed that the application be rejected on
Policy grounds-IL was filed away, only two
days before the general election.

Mr. McPharlin: Is that another file?
Mr. GRAHAM: No, I am quoting from

my own notes taken from the file. The
Present Minister for Agriculture wrote to
me three weeks after being sworn in and
asked for some particulars. In April of
that year I heard from Mr. Rowland. and
exactly two months after taking office I
wrote saying that I was prepared to support
the Proposal in the interests of decentral-
isation. I recommended that financial
assistance be granted. That was duly done.
and that worthwhile industry in a country
centre has come to fruition.

It was suggested by the member for
Stirling that in some manner or by some
means this Government had been remiss
in its h'andling of the situation of the
abattoir at Albany.

Before I deal further with the matter.
I was interested to read that Mr. Xfl-
Patrick, an industrial officer of the Depart-
ment of Development and Decentralisa-
tion, stationed in London, paid a visit to
Western Australia and called at Katanning
towards the end of March. I will quote
from the Great Southern Herald of the
30th March, 1973, as follows-

Commenting on the abattoir Mr.
Kilpatrick said it was magnificent and
praised the efforts of the people in-
volved in getting it for the district.
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He said that he believed his Depart-
ment had played a part and the present
structure fully vindicated the assist-
ance given.

And yet the previous Government, 'which
brags about its activities and which was
supported by the Country Party, was
against any assistance. I know that the
Leader of the Country Party was exceed-
ingly worried, so much so that the Leader
of the opposition drafted a letter for him
to send out to try to placate some of the
people. However, the then Minister for
Agriculture-the Deputy Premier and
Leader of the Country Party-did not
send out the letter suggested by the then
Minister for Industrial Development'.

Mr. McPharlin: What proof have you of
that?

Sir Charles Court: I think the Leader of
the Country Party would be quite capable
of witing his own letters.

Mr. GRAHAM: On the file. If the hon-
curable member would like to ask a ques-
tion, later, I will quote every word of the
very long draft letter prepared by the
present Leader of the Opposition. There is
no need for me to concoct; I am making
my speech based upon the official records,
90 per cent, of which were established
during the period of the previous Gov-
ernment.

Mr. MePharlin: I wish our leader were
here to hear you make those statements.

Mr. GRAHAM: No doubt he will be made
aware of what I have said. In making the
file available I will open it at the page
where the draft letter is prepared.

Mr. MePharlin: Thank you.
Mr. GRAHAM: Any further questions?
Sir Charles Court:. Are you going to tell

us why Borthwick extended on the fore-
shore rather than on the other side? You
did promise.

Mr. GRAHAM: There were two gentle-
men-I think their names were Anderson
and MoPharlin-associated with that com-
pany. They came to my office and Informed
me that it was the attitude of the previous
Government which placed the company in
the position where it had no alternative
but to defer activity. I want to say that
I was similarly informed in Bunbury where
Bunbury Beef Exports would have expanded
its venture some three years earlier but
for the attitude of the previous Govern-
ment and would therefore, have been in a
position to cope with the stock for which
sales could not be found. That company
was disgusted with this so-called free-
enterprise Government.

Contrary to the advice given to the
Government by consultants who were
engaged with the taxpayers' money, the
Government set about upgrading and en-
larging the Government abattoirs in the
metropolitan area. Because of that

decision those two abattoirs in the country
districts were set back and they could not
get any assistance or encouragement. In-
stead they faced additional competition.

It was in conformity with the policy of
the Liberal-Country Party Government not
to give financial assistance to country
abattoirs, but the situation is completely
reversed today.

Sir Charles Court: That was not the
reason for the Eorthwick decision.

Mr. GRAHAM: When the representa-
tives came to rue they said a decision had
been made by the company that it was
desirable to expand. However, their direc-
tors who were in London seemed to think
it would be more desirable from the point
of view of the company to carry out
expansion in Victoria where the company
has another works. I said I thought that
would be a terrible state of affairs, and at
that stage the representatives informed me
cf the lack of co-operation by the previous
Government.

Sir Charles Court: 1 doubt that Mr.
Anderson would say that.

Mr. GRAHAM: I say to the Leader of
the Opposition: Do not be so cocky or so
sure.

The SPEAKER: order!
Sir Charles Court: We will ask Mr.

Anderson because he had a very good
relationship with the Leader of the Country
Party.

Mr. GRAHAM: Most people are decent,
and have fairly good relationships. Let me
continue: I indicated then that this Gov-
ernment would be prepared to assist, and
we developed some concessions and induce-
ments on the basis of rail freight conces-
sions and a subsidy of the interest on the
capital involved to the extent of $1,300,000.

This results in a gift-if one likes to call
it that-to the company of $85,000. The
company was quite Pleased when the
proposition was submitted to It and,
fortunately, when the company met in
London the decision came in favour of
Western Australia. I would like to think
this was a direct consequence of the prac-
tical interest shown by the present Gov-
ernment in the work which the company
sought to carry out. Consequently, an
extended and modernised works is being
constructed now in Albany. Unfortunately,
it is not on the new site but I repeat that
is because of the attitude of the previous
Government,.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us why.
Mr. GRAHAM: I ask the Leader of the

Opposition to contain himself.
Sir Charles Court: He is containing

himself.
Mr. GRAHAM: I cannot tell the whole

story in one sentence. I am doing it bit
by bit from the files which were once his.
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On the 14th December, 1970, the com-
pany wrote to the Under-Secretary for
Lands and virtually complained about the
costs which it would be obliged to incur in
respect of water supplies, upgrading a road,
payment for land, and so on, totalling
some $69,000 to $73,000. The company
thought this was a little rough.

The member for Stirling, who had his
facts completely wrong when he spoke the
other week, tried to pretend that the
present Government was remiss-in con-
nection with an amount of $100,000-and,
consequently, the industry did not estab.
lishi on the new site. No application or
approach whatsoever was made by the
company to the present Government other
than when there was a possibility of the
extension taking place in Victoria instead
of Western Australia. On that occasion,
the company came to me and, inside days.
it had the answer. Inside a fortnight the
message came loud and clear from London.
I repeat that the company thought the
figure of $69,000 to $73,000 was excessive.

Had the Government of the day really
been sincere in connection with the mat-
ter, I suppose It could have offered to
have assisted the company to the tune
of $69,000 to $73,000. However, do not
let us forget the policy of the previous
Government was not to assist abattoirs
in the country.

Sir Charles Court: Did you say Decem-
ber, 1970?

Mr. GRAHAM: Yes.
Sir Charles Court: With an election

about a month afterwards?
Mr. GRAHAM: Judging from other per-

formances, I would imagine that the
Leader of the Opposition could have
thought of this as being the appropriate
time. Some decisions were crying out for
action but the Government of the day
pushed them to one side until after the
election. Accordingly the new Govern-
ment had to deal with those matters in-
stead of the then Government, which was
really responsible, facing up to them.

Mr. Hutchinson: You are talking like a
member of the Opposition now instead of
talking as a Minister and telling us the
answer to the question as to why it was
built on the foreshore. You have spent
six or seven minutes. not answering the
question, but taking the Opposition Point
of view.

Mr. GRAHAM: The short answer is in
two parts. Firstly, contrary to the advice
given to it, the late Liberal-Country Party
Government upgraded and extended the
Government works in the metropolitan
area.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so.
Mr. GRAHAM: Secondly, the same

Government refused to give any financial
assistance to abattoirs in the country.

Sir Charles Court: What an answer!
The Minister of the day received advice
in respect of Midland. The only way to
get the slaughtering capacity up by the
following September was to upgrade Mid-
land.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Because it had been
left so long.

Mr. GRAHAM: It is possible to estab-
lish abattoirs in the course of a few months.
I hope and trust that the one proposed to
be built at Northam will be a living
example of what can be achieved in a
minimum period given the wish. The late,
unlamented Government should have
moved into this area ever so much earlier
instead of wa iting for a first-class crisis,
seeking advice, and then completely ig-
noring It.

Sir Charles Court: You are still on the
defensive,

Mr. GRAHAM: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition, when in Government, set out the
Position in a letter. AS It is confidential,
I will not read the full sum and substance
of it. However, a few lines merely con-
firm what I have stated. I think the
Leader of the Opposition will agree that
these few lines do not breach any confi-
dence. Perhaps the member for Dale will
also agree, if he ever agrees with anything
emanating from the Government side.

Mr. McPharlln: You are not forgetting
the impact of the drought, are you?

Mr. GRAHAM: ITam not forgetting that.
Mr. McPharlin: I mean the Impact on

the abattoir facilities.
Mr. GRAHAM: The Government of the

day did not know where it was going. In-
stead of getting on with the job and assist-
ing one or more of the many abattoir
sponsors who were knocking at the gates,
it decided on an exercise to waste time.
The Government of the day decided to
have an inquiry and employed a couple of
accomplished gentlemen to go into the
matter. I do not know how long the study
took but afterwards the Government com-
pletely ignored it.

Mr. MePharlin: On whose advice?
Mr. GRAHAM: I am at a loss to know

that. These are the files of my depart-
ment and not the files of the Department
of Agriculture. The responsibility was
very definitely with the Government and,
had the Government moved, the situationi
could have been coped with adequately.
I quote from the letter as follows-

..we pointed out some of the prob-
lems there would be in meeting their
request for financial assistance-

This Is referring to Thomas Borthwick.
To continue-

-particularly as we had not given
such assistance to any other Meat-
works, despite a number of well pre-
pared cases.
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We also went on to explain to them Mr. GRAHAM: The Leader of the Oppo-
that the proposition that they had
put before the Government was rather
'thin" and even regardless of the
Precedent involved there would be ex-
treme difficulty in our giving the
assistance they required based on
straightout financial prudence.

This Government did not find those diffi-
culties but immediately took action to give
financial Inducements and help to the
abattoirs which are under construction at
the present time.

I want to give one other quote. Within
a few weeks after the new Government
took office, Thomas Borthivick & Sons
wrote to me, as Minister, a letter dated the
30th March. Amongst other things, the
company said-

.we now find that we are not in a
position to immediately go ahead with
our plans to build a new works at
Albany.

The company then stated a whole lot of
particulars. It then said-

At the same time, we will be up-
grading our Albany Works so that
growers in the Great Southern areas
are not disadvantaged.

It wvill be seen that the company had made
the decision to upgrade its works-if it
received the authority from London-pri or
to the present Government taking office.

1 repeat, there was no approach for fin-
ancial assistance of any sort whatsoever,
until it became a possibility that the board
of directors in London would be spending
funds in Victoria instead of in this State.
I mention these facts to indicate to mem-
bers-particularly the new member for
Darling Range-that there is far more to
this than members of the Opposition know.

Mr. Thompson: How long does one re-
tain the title of "new member"?

Mr. GRAHAM: This is the honourable
member's first term. He was elected at the
last general election. I did not make that
comment in any critical sense.

Mr. Thompson: Turn it up!
Sir Charles Court: We were not born

yesterday.
Mr. GRAHAM: The Leader of the Oppo-

sition does not look as if he were, either.
Sir Charles Court: You have been cyn-

ical about the member for Darling Range
who is a good member.

Mr. GRAHAM: Sometimes I get the im-
pression that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion is in his dotage. Notwithstanding the
facts which can be quoted from official
documents, he still protests.

Sfr Charles Court: Of course I do, be-
cause you misquote them.

sition can do that with great effect and
put it over until people know something
about It. I forgot earlier to quote a prime
example of the great hopes which were
built up and then dashed to the ground.
This Will interest two members sitting on
the front bench opposite me at the
moment.

In The Sunday Times of the 2nd August,
1970, this appeared under the headline
"New hope for S.W. cannery"-

The financial position of the com-
pany Planning to build a fruit cannery
at Manjimup had improved, the Act-
ing. Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment. Mr. O'Connor, said yesterday.

It had improved! It made a loss of about
$12,000,000. Remember the date-the 2nd
August. 1970. On the 5th September, 1970.
the following appeared in The West Aust-
ralian under the heading, "Manjimnup
fruit project dropped"-

The S.P.C. fruit-canning project at
Manjimup has been abandoned by the
company.

If there were ever any stories to tickle the
ears of the People just six months before
polling day, I think that statement by the
Acting Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment, the member for Mt. Lawley. might
be the classic.

Mr., O'Connor: You did not read the
whole article. There were other factors In
it.

Mr. GRAHAM: There was not a great
deal to It. It is about an inch and a quarter
in length.

Sir Charles Court: What the Minister is
quoting is completely different from the
allegation made by the member for Dale.
The question of S.P.C. is a well-docu-
mented story.

Mr. GRAHAM: It is a well-documented
story of our being told again and again
by the then Minister for Industrial De-
velopment of this minimum expenditure of
$500,000, rising ultimately to $3,000,000, on
a fruit cannery at Manjimup which was
going to do all sorts of wonders for the
fruit growers and the people of that area.
In point of fact, apart from levelling an
area of land and putting in a strip on
which light planes could land, exactly no-
thing eventuated.

Mr. O'Connor: Was all that said In one
and a quarter inches?

Mr. GRAHAM: No. We could not com-
press Into one and a quarter inches any
statement made by the Present Leader of
the Opposition. It was not for nothing he
was christened "Chattering Charlie" in his
first few weeks in Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: You can be cynical
and sarcastic if you like, but It does not
get You anywhere.
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Mr. GRAHAM: Nor did all the oratory
of the then Minister for industrial Devel-
opment get a fruit cannery In Manjirnup
anywhere, but when we became the Gov-
ernment we did something about it. Inci-
dentally, we received some jibes from
Liberal members of Parliament who were
sceptical about the proposition.

Sir Charles Court: Your first year was
not very commendable.

Mr. GRAHAM: Perhaps we can have a
look at that, because under the Govern-
ment of which the present Leader of the
Opposition was the Minister for Industrial
Development we had a fruit cannery
operating in the metropolitan area of
Perth. In 1966-67 it made a loss of
$15,000; in 1967-68 it made a loss of
$99,812; in 1968-69 it made a loss of
$71,453; in 1969-70 it made a loss of
$42,098; and In 1970-71 it made a loss of
$36,665. Lots and lots of dollars were
spent to sustain an operation in the Perth
metropolitan area.

Sb- Charles Court: it was not done for
that reason at all. It was done for the
benefit of the fruit growers.

Mr. GRAHAM: When the present Gov-
ernment assumred office some action was
taken in a practical way. The cannery
cmndeavoured to get by on a shoestring and
using secondhand machinery, hoping that
would be effective. It was found not to be
effective, so an expert operator-the
manager-was obtained from the Eastern
States. He designed, manufactured, and
ordered equipment. The building has been
extended, the holding capacity has been
enlarged, and that industry is now in full
swing-this Government assisting it to the
extent of more than *$1,000,000. Whereas
in other States of the Commonwealth
public moneys are being expended to pay
bonuses to fruit growers to uproot their
trees, at Manjimup the orchardists are
being given additional fruit trees to plant
in order to supply the needs of that
cannery.

I am informed-and I hope results prove
it to be correct-that no loss will be sus-
tained this year, notwithstanding the fact
that it is not a very satisfactory year for
fruit production. But even if there is a. loss
of $50,000 or $60,000, It will merely be in
tune with the previous situation where
there was no industry in the south-west in
the heart of the fruit-growing country.
Some 50 or 60 people are employed, the
majority of them being womenfolk. In
country centres it is exceedingly difficult to
provide employment for womenfolk, and
this creates all sorts of discontent In the
home. Therefore, this industry is of tre-
mendous value to the town of Manjimup,
as well as being of great assistance to
fruit growers in the district.

Mr. Thompson: Do you know that a
very high percentage of this State's stone
fruit is produced close to the metropolitan
area?

Mr. GRAHAM:, flat is so.

Mr. Thompson: Should there not be a
cannery here to cater for that?

Mr. GRAHAM: I suppose so, but there
was a Government in office for 12 years and
all it did was encourage the use of someone
else's premises in West Perth-

Sir Charles Court: To keep the fruit
growers in business.

Mr. GRAHAM: -without doing anything
practical or anything in the way of decen-
tralisation, and living on borrowed time.
The moment Plaiinar, or whoever they
were, wanted to give it up, that was the
end of the business. It was necessary for
this Government to actt-vhieh it did
rather rapidly-and I was pleased to know
that the Leader of the Opposition, The
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon, and The Hon. V. J.
Ferry visited the cannery some time in
January of this year. A headline appeared
reading, 4"Cannery will expand, says Court"'.
It Is a great thing to receive some sort of a
positive tribute from the Leader of the
Opposition instead of all the negative
splurges we hear from him so often.

Whether it be in the realm of getting going
in connection with iron ore-I will not men-
tion the salt question because we had
much of that last night-or whether it be
in the matter of abattoirs, a fruit cannery.
the treatment of skins and hides, plastic
manufacture at 'Northam, and so on-all
these industries are in existence and they
have received tens, hundreds, and millions
of dollars. Something has been achieved
by this Government in two short years in
office during a time of international un-
certainty and currency mix-up, and during
a time when we had a Commonwealth
Government which was applying very
stringent restrictions in so many directions,
bringing in a miniature honror Budget, and
the next thing scattering hundreds of
millions of dollars around. No-one ever
knew where the Commonwealth Govern-
ment was going or what its idea was.
Nevertheless, in two Years our G~overn-
ment has been able to achieve so much.

Can I help it if I return to the Katann-
Ing abattoir? That was the largest single
development undertaken in any country
town in Western Australia other than one
which happened to be sitting on some-
thing fortuitous such as gold or some
other mineral. Yet that development was
accorded a total of about four inches of
space in The West Australian newspaper.
As that is the degree of prominence given
to it, it is no wonder people are ignorant
of 'what is taking place. That development
will increase the population of a country
town by 1.000. It was knocked back by the
previous Government and was sponsored
by this Government. Surely it merited
something in at least the country edition
of the newspaper.
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It is very disheartening and dispiriting (2) Where new members have been
to departmental officers-forgetting the
feelings of the Minister-and the people
at Katanning were disgusted because they
felt they had been treated with contempt.
I think I am right in saying the local
newspaper gave eight or 12 pages of pic-
tures and feature articles to this develop-
ment, which means so much to the town
of Katanning and the hundreds of farmers
who will find a new outlet for their stock.
Something meaningful was achieved by a
reversal of policy-something meaningful
In the realm of decentralisation.

Without going any further, it can truly
be said that this Government is encourag-
ing activity in all types of development.
On occasions, of course, we enter into
negotiations and bring agreements to Par-
liament which perhaps do not come to
fruition or which perhaps take longer to
come to fruition than might have been
expected, but this Government is on the
ball. This Government has a strong record
of establishing industries-I repeat, not
fortuitously created because they are
situated on a natural asset but created
as a consequence of deliberate policy, with
the Government going out of its way to
encourage, induce, and grant concessions
in order that something more than words
might be achieved. This Government has
nothing to apologise for in that respect.

Whilst no doubt some projects will not
get off the ground, in the great majority
of cases they will get off the ground, and
it should be the hope of everybody-
irrespective of where he sits in this Cham-
ber-that an increasing percentage of the
ventures which come to the Government
will ultimately prove to be successful.

On these grounds and many more I could
enumerate, I ask that the House roundly to
condemn and defeat the motion now before
it.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
O'Connor.

House adjourned at 10.52 p.m.

£cnro~aizx1n' (ot ntril
Thursday, the 19th April, 1973

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (The Hon.
N. E. Baxter) took the Chair at 2.00 pim.,
and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (7): ON NOTICE
1. TOWN PLANNING BOARD

Members
The Hon. P. R. WHITE, to the Leader
of the House:
(1) Who are the present members of

the Town Planning Board, and
what was the date of appointment
in each case?

2.

appointed since February 1971-
(a) what is the name of the retir-

ing member;
(b) what was the date of appoint-

ment and retirement in each
case?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
(1) Chairman-Dr. David Carr, ap-

pointed 13/12/1972.
Members--Mr. A. E. White, ap-
pointed 1/2/1966; Mr. J. B. Fitz-
hardinge. appointed 1/2/ 1966;
Mr. J. F. Morgan, appointed
25/2/1972.

(2) (a) Mr. V. L. Steffanoni
First appointed-4/11/1935,
Retired-31//1972.

(b) Mr. J. E. Lloyd
First appointed-17/3/59,
Retired-27/10/72.

ELECTRICIT SUPPLIES
Hopetoun 2'ownsite

The Hon. R. J. L. Williams for The
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to the
Leader of the House:
(1) Has the Government received re-

quests from the Ravensthorpe
Shire Council for an electricity
supply for the Hopetoun townsite?

(2) Under what conditions would the
Government be prepared to make
a supply available?

(3) (a) Has the State Electricity
Commission surplus plant
which could be utilised for
this town; and

(b) what would be the approxi-
mate capital cost of building
a Plant house and installing
such equipment in the town,
excluding the cost of the
actual power lines?

The Hon. J. DOLAN replied:
(1) No.
(2) Conditions could only be deter-

mined after an investigation car-
ried out by the State Electricity
Commission. This investigation
cannot be made until after com-
pletion of the Country Towns'
Assistance Scheme, probably late
1974.

(3) (a) Not at present.
(b) Probably in the range $25,000

to $40,000 subject to investiga-
tion as above.

3. EAST VICTORIA PARK SCHOOL
Relocation

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFTHS, to the
Leader of the House:
(1) Is the Government still consider-

ing the shifting of the East Vic-
toria Park Primary School?


