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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 10.45 a~m., and read prayers.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: WANNEROO SHIRE
COUNCIL

Royal Commission: Petition
MR CRANE (Moore) [10.47 am,): I have a

petition to present to the Honourable Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia, in Parliament
assembled. It reads as follows-

We, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia, being ratepayers and residents of
the Shire of Wanneroo request an urgent
Royal Commission to enquire into the actions
of the Wanneroo Shire Council in respect to
the administration of the Shire of Wannerco
Town Planning Development Schemes and its
general acquisition and sale of land since
1970.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 143 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See pet ition No. 9.)

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: WANNEROO SHIRE
COUNCIL

Royal Commission: Petition

MRS WATKINS (Joondalup) [10.48 a~m.]: I
have a petition which bears 102 signat ures from
the residents in my electorate addressed to the
Honourable Speaker and members of the Legislat-
ive Assembly of the Parliament of Western
Australia, in Parliament assembled. It reads as
follows-

We, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia, being ratepayers and residents of
the Shire of Wanneroo request an urgent
Royal Commission to enquire into the actions
of the Wanneroo Shire Council in respect to
thc administration of the Shire of Wanneroo
Town Planning Development Schemes and its
general acquisiton and sale of land since
1970.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give ibis matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 102 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See pet ition No. 10.)

VIDEO FILMS
Banning: Petition

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [ 10.49 a-rn.): I have a petition
to present to the Honourable Speaker and mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia, in Parliament assembled. It
reads as follows-

We, the undersigned plead that because it
will cause serious harm to the community the
Parliament will not legalise the sale, hire or
supply of any video tape, video disc, slide or
any other recording from which a visual im-
age can be produced, which portrays scenes of
explicit sexual relations showing genitalia de-
tail; acts of violence and sex; sexual perver-
sion such as sodomy; mutilation; child por-
nography; coprophilia; bestiality or the use
and effect of illicit drug taking.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 24 signatures and I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(Sepet ition No. 12.)

VIDEO FILMS
Banning: Pet ition

MR WATT (Albany) [10.50 a.mn.]: I have a
petition which is couched in terms similar to the
terms of the petition presented by the member for
Fremantle. It bears 35 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 13.)
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VIDEO FILMS

Display and Sale: Petition
MR TURBY (Greenough) 110.5? a.m.J: I have

a petition from the residents of Geraldton
addressed to the Honourable Speaker and mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia, in Parliament assembled. It
reads as follows-

We, the undersigned, wish to register our
protest to the Government's action in banning
"X" rated videotapes for sale and/or hire,
and to the proposed relocation of -R- rated
videotapes to a restricted area of a video out-
let.

The petition bears 971 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No, 14,)

VIDEO FILMS

Banning: Petition

MR BURKETT (Scarborough) [10.52 a~m.J: I
have a petition to present to the H-onourable
Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliament of Western Australia, in Parlia-
ment assembled. It reads as follows-

We, the undersigned plead that because it
will cause serious harm to the community the
Parliament will not legalise the sale, hire or
supply of any video tape, video disc, slide or
any other recording from which a visual im-
age can be produced, which portrays scenes of
explicit sexual relations showing genitalia de-
tail; acts of violence and sex: sexual perver-
sion such as sodomy; mutilation;, child por-
nography; coprophilia;, bestiality or the use
and effect of illicit drug taking.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 714 signatures and, I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

('See petition No. 1I.)

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE
Days and Hours

MR TONK(IN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [ 10.55 a.m.]: I move-

That the House, unless otherwise ordered.
shall meet for the despatch of business on
Tuesdays at 2.15 p.m., on Wednesdays at
2.15 p.m., and Thursdays at 10.45 a.m.. and
shall sit until 6.00 p.m. if necessary and, if
requisite, from 7.15 p.m. onwards.

This is a normal procedural motion. I inform the
House that I am considering a request that, be-
cause of the Governor's reception this evening, we
should rise at 5.45 p.m. I think that would enable
us to get through our business in time, so perhaps
questions could be taken at 5.00 p.m.

Question put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedence: Tuesdays and Thursdays

On motion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
House), resolved-

That on Tuesdays and Thursdays, Govern-
ment business shall take precedence of all
motions and Orders of the Day,

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION
Appointment

The following sessional committees were
appointed on motion by Mr Tonkini (Leader of the
House)-

(1) Library Committee-The Speaker, Mrs
Henderson, and M r Tubby.

(2) Standing Orders Committee-The
Speaker, the Chairman of Committees,
Mr Jamieson, Mr Thompson, and Mr
Watt.

(3) House Committee-The Speaker, Mr
Barnett, Mrs Beggs, Mr Old, and Mr
Tret howa n.

(4) Printing Committee--The Speaker, Mrs
Buchanan, and Mr Williams.

(5) Public Accounts Committee-Mr I. F.
Taylor, Mr D. L. Smith, Mrs
Henderson, Mr Watt, and M r Crane.

LAPSED BILLS
Restoration zo Notice Paper

On motion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
House), resolved-

That under the provisions of Standing Or-
der No. 416, the undermentioned Bills be
restored to the Notice Paper at the stages at
which they reached in the previous session of
Parliament-

I. Racing Restriction Amendment Bill.
2. Acts Amendment (Abolition Of Capital

Punishment) Bill.
3. Land Drainage Amendment Bill.
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DEPUTY CHAIRMEN OF COMMIITiTEES

Appoi antment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I wish to advise
that the member for Kalgoorlie (Mr 1. F. Taylor),
the member for Scarborough (Mr Burkett), the
member for Gosnells (Mrs Henderson), and the
member for Albany (Mr Watt), have been
appointed Deputy Chairmen of Committees for
the present session.

BILLS (14): ASSENT
Messages from the Lieu tenant-Governor and

Administrator received and read notifying assent
to the following Bills-

]. Financial Institutions Duty Amendment

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Bill.
Child Welfare Amendment Bill.
South West Development Authority Bill.
Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill.
Casino Control Bill.
War Relief Funds Repeal Bill.

7. State Energy Commission Amendment
Bill.

8. Iron Ore (Cleveland-Cliffs) Agreement
Amendment Bill.

9. Main Roads Amendment Bill.
10. Pensioners (Rates Rebates and Defer-

ments) Amendment Bill.
11. Acts Amendment (Bingo) Bill.
12. Country Areas Water Supply Amendment

Bill.
13. Local Government Amendment Bill (No.

2).
14. Valuation of Land Amendment Bill (No.

2).

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN AMENDMENT
BILL 1983

Select Comm it tee: Extension of Time

On motion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
Hlouse), resolved-

That the time for bringing up the report
this Select Committee be extended to
August 1984.

of
23

FIRES: BUSHFIRES

Select Committee: Extension of Time

On motion by Mr Batenman, resolved-

That the time for bringing up the report of
this Select Committee be extended to 23
August 1984.

AGRICULTURE: RURAL SECTOR
HARDSHIP

Select Committee: Extension of Time
On motion by Mr Crane, resolved-

That the time for bringing up the report of
this Select Committee be extended to 23
August 1984.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motlion

Debate resumed from 25 July.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) 1 11.05 am.]: A nasty smell is rising in
this House. It is rising from the political corrup-
tion on the part of the Government and its mem-
bers. It is a very nasty smell, indeed. Mr Speaker,
you only need to look at the record of the Govern-
ment to know that what I am saying is based on
some very hard facts.

Let us look at the most recent news relating to
the announcement of the Sarich Trust, a trust set
up for the development of one of the most import-
ant technological breakthroughs ever made in this
State. This private enterprise trust was announced
by a man who has battled against all the odds and
won his way through on his own. He has success-
fully negotiated with private enterprise for its
backing and support. The stage has now finally
been reached where he is able to present an invest-
mnent package to the public in the form of the
Sarich Trust to allow the public to participate in
the future growth of that technological break-
through. That news was announced yesterday.

Let us look at the contrast between that and
what is going on in the Government's ranks. There
is a shonkie deal to buy a diamond mine, a project
which was already totally committed and
supported by the private enterprise sector. The
deal was made at a price far beyond the price
applicable on the Stock Exchange or on other
valuations. The deal was questioned very exten-
sively at the time and it is a deal, the full story of
which has not yet been told. Make no mistake, the
full story has not come out, but I assure members
that it will, in the fullness of time. The Govern-
ment is trying to sell off its share in the diamond
mine through the diamond trust, at an inflated
price based on a tax minimnisation scheme and on a
Government guarantee. The taxpayers of this
State will have to guarantee the income of the
units in the diamond trust as a means of enabling
the Government to sell the trust at a price which
looks respectable when compared with the price
the Government paid in the first place. It is in-
credible that a Government, the members of
which stood in this place and attacked the
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businessmen and women of Perth with such ve-
hemence and vengeance only a couple of years ago
over tax minimnisation schemes, now involves itself
in a tax minimisation scheme as a means of
bolstering the price of its doubtfully valued asset.

There is a form of political corruption there.
Members will hear a lot more about it as ti .me goes
by. I have taken that as the first example of the
Government's activities in a field where it has no
place and where there is every reason to wonder
about what really is going on.

I come now to a more recent event of political
corruption; that is, the introduction of the so-
called Parliament Week, more properly called
"the Government propaganda week".

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: If members keep interjecting I
will use all my time.

Mr Davies: You use all your unlimited time!

Mr HASSELL: A letterhead has been prepared
including the words 'Parliament Week, 26th
floor, City Mutual Tower, 197 St. George's Ter-
race, Perth" with a telephone number. There is
even a symbol on the letterhead. A person called
'the co-ordinator of Parliament Week" has writ-
ten to a number of members. The first that I heard
of Parliament Week was when I received a letter
from a man employed by the Government. Never
has the Government bothered to approach me, the
representative of half the members in this Parlia-
men t.

Mr Pearce: About a quarter, you mean; half do
not support you.

Mr HASSELL: No-one told that representative
about the proposal to hold a week that relates to
the Parliament. When in Opposition the Minister
responsible spent more time than any other mem-
ber of the Government carrying on about what he
saw as the denigration of Parliament and the fail-
ure of the then Government to give the Parliament
what he regarded as its due respect.

Yet, Mr Speaker, this Government presumes, as
a Governmcnt, unilaterally to introduce a Parlia-
ment Week without reference to Parliament at all.
It appoints an officer to suggest to members what
they should do during Parliament Week.

Mr MacKinnon: Did that officer consult with
the Opposition?

Mr HASSELL: No-one consulted the Oppo-
sition. The Government did not have the courtesy,
through an officer of anyone else, to consult the
Opposition. It is the height of insult that the letter
addressed to me was in the following terms-

As you are aware Parliament Week will be
held from the 9th to the I 5th September.

Several members interjected.

Mr Davies: You were in Japan.

Mr HASSELL: I can assure the Minister for
the Arts that no-one, on behalf of the Opposition,
was made aware of the proposed Parliament
Week. The Acting Leader of the Opposition was
not made aware, the Leader of the National
Country Party was not made aware, and I doubt
whether anyone who sits on the Opposition
benches was made aware of Parliament Week.

Mr Pearce: What about the President of the
Legislative Council?

Mr HASSELL: The President of the Legisla-
tive Council was consulted about the events re-
lated to Parliament because his authority is
required for events that take place in Parliament
House. He was not consulted about Parliament
Week. He did not receive a letter which outlined
the whole programme and he was not asked to
concur with the proposal for Parliament Week. He
was asked to concur in regard to the use of Parlia-
ment House for the event.

Mr Davies: He did not take you into his confi-
dence?

Mr HASSELL: It should be a matter of grave
concern to thc community when a Government
comes forward with a programme which involves
the schoolchildren of this State and is no more
than a propaganda exercise, abusing taxpayers'
funds and abusing the neutrality of education.

Mr Pearce: That is totally untrue.

Mr HASSELL: We are told that the Premier is
to give a televised address to the State about Par-
liament Week. What has that to do with Parlia-
ment Week?

We are told also that a ministerial statement
will be made in Parliament. It is a totally one-
sided biased set-up so that the Labor Party can
peddle its propaganda.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The first item is exhi-
bitions-constitutional and parliamentary reform.
Imagine what will conic from the famous "Artie
Jackboots" about constitutional and electoral
reform. Will we have an objective presentation
about the way this matter will be approached?
Can members imagine that? Even Government
members arc concerned about the way in which
this Minister goes about doing things that fall
within his portfolio. He presented to the public as
a fail accompli a set-up like this and issued the
following media statement-
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Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform-Parliament Week. The Western
Australian parliamentary system will be the
focus of a special series of seminars, forums,
films, guided tours and exhibitions during
September. The Minister for Parliamentary
and Electoral Reform, Mr Arthur Tonkin,
said today Parliament Week, September 9th
to the 15th, would highlight the continuing
nature of constitutional and parliamentary
reform.

It is a stunt. I challenge the Government to say it
has nothing to do with the timing of certain by-
elections. I challenge the Government to say it is
all not part of a cooked-up deal to try to peddle its
biased, one-sided, and unbalanced view about the
way in which the future of this Parliament should
be approached.

Mr Pearce: Why don't you say you are not in
favour of democracy?

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Education's

brother is too busy trying to stack another CYSS
meeting in the northern suburbs like the one that
was held in Whitford.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: He is too busy stacking meet-

ings.
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The third example of political

corruption to which I refer relates to the Govern-
ment's shonkie little deal for an office building in
Kalgoorlie. What a nice little matey affair that is!
We have this man in Kalgoorlie who is a great
supporter of the Labor Party-a contributor,
member and close friend of the member for
Kalgoorlie-

Mr Wilson: Do you object to his being a close
friend of the member for Kalgoorlie?

Mr HASSELL: No, I do not object to that, and
I do not object to the proposition that the member
for Kalgoorlie should try to do his best for* his
constituents. However, the Government has an ob-
ligation to have some regard for decency and the
proprieties of how it goes about its business. The
information I have which the Acting Premier-

Mr Bryce:, Certainly does not have.
Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier has had

the opportunity to look at the information. How-
ever, we have an arrangement for a 25-year lease-
back of this building which is to be constructed by
the Labor Party man in Kalgoorlie. A 25-year
lease is not a bad deal, is it? A child could raise
finance to construct a building on the basis of a
25-year Government lease-

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: -with a rental of $150 per

square metre per annum, plus outgoings as a basis
for proceeding. A child could raise the finance to
do such a deal.

The current market rates for rented property in
Kalgoorlie are between $80 and $100 per square
metre per annum. Ask the Kalgoorlie Town Coun-
cii how much it is charging for the letting of
buildings.

Mr Bateman: I believe that the Kalgoorlie af-
fair was the result of a recommendation by Mr
Young.

Mr HASSELL: The responsibility lies with the
Government because it has done the deal. It is
another example of the political corruption of this
Government.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: We have the dirty diamond
deal, and the shabby Parliament Week attack,
which has been cooked up for political purposes,
coincidentally at a time when a by-election, or
two, is coming up.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: It is all cooked up. Then, of
course, we have the matey deal with the matey
man in Kalgoorlie. A few more Government office
blocks will require a bit of close scrutiny. I think
the contributors-

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: No doubt in the fullness of time
the contributors to the State superannuation fund
will have a few questions to ask about the funding
of some other Government buildings. I refer to
further matey dealings of the Government; it is
interesting to note the goings-on in Esperance. At
one end of the Minister for Transport's electorate
we have the situation of the deal in Kalgoorlie and
at the other end of his electorate, in Esperance, the
Minister has appointed his mate to the Esperance
Port Authority. In doing so the Minister rejected
the recommendation of the port authority to em-
ploy a fully qualified, experienced man, in favour
of an active member of the Esperanee branch of
the Australian Labor Party.

This kind of political corruption is no more than
a continuation of providing jobs for the boys, a
policy which has been adopted by this Government
since the day it was elected. The Minister for the
Arts may laugh, but what is the justification for
appointing the State President of the ALP at a
salary of $34 000 a year?

Mr Davies: He is one of the best trade unionists
in the State.
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Mr HASSELL: What is he doing for the
Government and the people of this State?

Mr Tonkin: He is stopping industrial disputes.
Mr HASSELL: He has done little to stop the

standover tactics on building sites and to stop the
trade unionists pushing down walls and putting
people out of work.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: By its actions the Government
has demonstrated that its real interest is in provid-
ing jobs for the boys. That was shown by the
appointment of Mr Colin Stewart in Esperance
ahead of the man recommended by the Esperance
Port Authority. The Minister concerned, who just
happened to be the local member, intervened to
insist upon and enforce the appointment of an
ALP local activist to the position ahead of the
recommended, qualified person.

Several members interjected.
Mr Parker:

the Previous
stacked with
Party.

When I took over the portfolio from
Minister, every committee was
various members of the Liberal

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: The member for Fremantle ap-
pears to have some misunderstanding about these
matters. We have not objected to the fact that
people appointed to committees happen to be
members of the ALP; they are not disqualified
simply because they are members of the ALP. It is
when such people are appointed because they are
members of the ALP that we raise objections.
That situation occurred in Esperance; Mr Stewart
was appointed because he was a mate of the Min-
ister and the qualified recommended candidate
was pushed aside.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: The Minister should keep
quiet. What about the dirty little backroomn deal-
ings with regard to the City of Melville and a town
planning scheme? What about the Government's
attempt to stop the Melville City Council
completing construction of a commercial build-
ing? The building was constructed in the City of
Melville because the Fremantle City Council
drove it out of Fremantle, and of course the Minis-
ter was involved.

Mr Parker: You are lying in both respects.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister was trying to take

revenge on Alcoa because he could not achieve
this construction in Fremantle. The left-wing rad-
icals down there drove it out and the Minister has
tried to cook it up.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Op-
position has my call and under Standing Orders he
should be allowed to make his comments to this
Chamber without interruption.

Mr HASSELL: I remind members of the Fagan
affair. The cook-up there involved three Ministers
of this Government directing the Public Works
Department to employ a man that the department
had disqualified on two grounds: Firstly, Mr
Pagan had a very long record of receiving workers'
compensation and did not have a good working
record and, secondly, he had a record as a union
standover man. The Minister tries to brush it aside
but the information I have received since the last
sitting of this House indicates that the story we
told was mild compared to the truth of the matter.
Fagan had a long record of going to building sites
and carrying out the sort of thuggery that has
occurred in the period since and about which the
Government does nothing. Instead the Minister
for Industrial Relations invites these thugs to
afternoon tea! This kind of political corruption in
which the Government is involved shows complete
contempt for the due processes of industrial law.
The Government is avoiding its obligations in the
industrial area.

I refer to another example in relation to politi-
cal corruption. This smells of political corruption
such as is arising on every side involving so many
Government members in so many deals down the
line. If members of the Government think they
will get away with the continuation of this activity
they should be warned that the public will not
accept the kind of backroom, corrupt dealing in
which the Government is involved. The letter sent
out by the Premier is party-political propaganda.

Mr Bateman interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Bateman: Mr Speaker, they make you sick.

Mr HASSELL: I agree with the member for
Canning; it makes one sick to see the way in which
the public of this State are being treated and how
their finances and their trust are being destroyed
by the Government's actions.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: What is the justification for the
Premier sending this letter? Is the SEC an inde-
pendent body or not? Did the SEC ask the
Premier to write the letter explaining how small
were the increases in charges? Did the Premier
write a letter last year when he imposed a 15 per
cent increase in electricity charges? Of course, he
did not write a letter on that occasion. He has
written a letter this year because he thinks he can
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make some political mileage. Last year the
Government increased charges at the highest level
in Australia and consumers are still paying those
increases even though the Premier has written this
letter explaining how the Government is holding
down charges. This nonsense completely ignores
the fact that the massive increases imposed last
year still apply.

At the end of this incredible letter is a PS. It
does not say, "PS I love you". It could perhaps
have said, "PS I love you Brian".

Mr Bryce: There are many more who love him
than love you. It may be better for you if you do
not start comparing lovability.

Mr HASSELL: How sweet it is! I refer to the
1984 doublespeak: The PS states, "If you have
received more than one of these letters it is be-
cause we have cut down costs".

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: Read the rest and it will be

explained.

Mr HASSELL: Talk about the loaves and
fishes. The poor old Premier is lying flat on his
back, but can nevertheless cut down costs by send-
ing out more than one letter to each consumer.

Mr Wilson: Read the rest of the letter.

Mr HASSELL: It continues, "by sending one
with each account rather than identifying each
consumer".

It must have taken the public relations depart-
ment weeks to cook that up. The people concerned
were sending out this letter, and feeling guilty
about it because they knew they were using tax-
payers' money, abusing the independence of the
State Energy Commission and the water authority
by sending out a party-political propaganda letter
with the accounts. The department looked to see
what it could do to minimise the attack upon it
and it thought it could do this by thinking cleverly.
Some people would get more than one letter, so
how could the waste of postage be explained? The
department came up with the answer, if anyone
received more than one letter, that was because it
was saving costs.

But there is at least one positive side to this
letter. This letter demonstrates it would be poss-
ible genuinely to save money for consumers by
sending a small advertising brochure with ac-
counts for electricity every two months. That
would no doubt be a very saleable commercial
proposition, and it would allow the water authority
and the energy supply commission to raise funds
which might offset a very significant cost.

That has been proved as a possibility by the
Premier's absurd letter. He has been able to send

out two pages of material, and I would bet my life
dozens of commercial organisations in this town
would be prepared to pay quite a significant sum
for the right to use this as an advertising medium.
Although some consumers would say they did not
want any junk included in their accounts for elec-
tricity and water, they have already had it from
the Premier. But, more particularly, if it were
explained to them that by allowing such a thing
they were saving costs and saving the expense of
sending out their accounts, they would be pre-
pared to accept it.

Mr Parker: Do you support it? Do you think it
is a good idea?

Mr HASSELL: I have put forward the idea
today, and I indicated in the release I made about
it that it is a matter which should be investigated
further. I am not saying it is a finally concluded
idea.

Several members interjected.
Mr H-ASSELL: I am saying that the only

positive side of this incredible performance by the
Premier is the possibility that that could be done.

Mr Parker: That is about the only constructive
suggestion you have made in the last 18 months.

Mr HASSELL: Many consumers are paying
approximately 19 per cent more for electricity
than they were a year ago. They are still paying
the 15 per cent increase from last year, and in
addition they are now paying an extra four or Aive
per cent this year.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Some of the increase has been

in line with cost increases.
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister must have had a

bad night-, he cannot contain himself.
Mr Bateman: It is too small.
Mr Parker: htis 16, 16, 13.
Mr HASSELL: This is an act of political cor-

ruption. There is no other way to explain it. It is
not a letter which simply explains something that
is done; it is a selling letter cooked up by the
Government's taxpayer-employed media advisers
and others to ensure that the Government is shown
up in a good light.

If that was all-if we had only the diamond
trust, the Parliament Wcek, the Kalgoorlie build-
ing, the Esperance Port Authority, letters to elec-
tricity account holders, and the Melville City
Council building which the Government tried to
stop-that would be something. But it is not.

Let us go closer to the Premier's backyard and
look at the Herb Graham House. What disgrace-
ful performance do we see here! Consider the little
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dealings which have been going on in the backyard
with the Chinese restaurant in Herb Graham
House.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: It is no Chinese puzzl; it is

very clear what has gone on. There has been a
dirty deal for a Labor Party building. The Premier
has written some letters to try to explain away the
fact that he misrepresented to the City of Stirling
what the building was for, and that because it had
gone so far down the road, the people concerned
should be allowed to proceed with their illegal
activities.

Mr Pearce: That council is Liberal controlled!
Mr HASSELL: Ir a private developer had done

that the Premier would have been in there boots
and all. But this happens to be the Labor Party
which did it. It happens to be the Premier. This is
in the Premier's backyard, and everything has now
been set up to allow an appeal from an adverse
decision to one of the Labor Party Ministers. Is
that not amazing?

Mr Pearce: By a Liberal Party dominated coun-
cil!

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Let us look at the facts. I am

now quoting from the local authority minutes-
Mr Pearce: The Stirling City Council Liberal

controlled minutes.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: This explains the facts of the

matter. I quote-
()On 17 May 1983 Council approved of a

double storey non residential club in the
above site, subject to a number a con-
ditions.

Now this is the description. This is a non-residen-
tial club, Herb Graham House, Lot 1, corner
Wanneroo Road and Ravenswood Drive,
Nollamara. The fund is named the "Stirling build-
ing fund". That is a Labor Party fund.

Mr Bateman: Nothing illegal up to date.
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I am not going to try to shout

members down, I just want to get the facts on the
record. If it takes all day I will still do it.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: To continue-

(2) The site is located on the south-east cor-
ner of Wanneroo Road/Ravenswood
Drive, has a site area of I 341 in2 , is
zoned Single Residential and is proposed

to be zoned R20/40 under the new
Scheme.

(3) The non-residential club was approved
by Council as an AA use under the Dis-
trict Planning Scheme.

(4) The proposed development indicated
offices on the First floor and a dining
room on the ground floor with associated
kitchen facilities. The original sub-
mission to council from Brian Burke
M LA indicated that an application was
being made for a non-residential club for
the Australian Labor Party-Stirling
Division. On an MRS Form I dated the
27 January 1983 the proposed develop-
ment was described as a "club and
dining room."

Mr MacKinnon: Does it mention anything
about the Chinese restaurant?

Mr HASSELL: No. It continues-

(5) The construction of the proposed devel-
opment is nearing completion. Following
complaints received relating to the
intended use of the development, an in-
spection of the site was carried out.

Let it be clear that complaints were received from
local residents, and an inspection was carried out.
I quote again-

The inspection revealed that a Chinese
Restaurant which will be open to the
general public, is intended for the ground
floor of the development. A large neon
sign advertising the restaurant has been
erected in the setback area to Wanneroo
Road. A licence for the sign has been
issued by the Building Department.

(6) Under the City's District Planning
Scheme, a restaurant is not permitted in
a residential zone. The site would need to
be rezoned in order to permit the
intended use.

Let us return to item 3. The submission to the
council by Brian Burke MLA indicated that an
application was being made for a non-residential
club, and in his application it was described as a
"club and dining room". That has been translated
into a Chinese restaurant. There are no parking
facilities adequate to cater for a public restaurant;
the use does not conform to the zoning; and when
the Premier made his application, he
misrepresented the intended use to the local auth-
ority.

Several members interjected.
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Mr Bryce: You would do well in a personal
attack. That is the only time you can pull the skin
off a rice pudding. politically.

Mr HASSELL: Is the Acting Premier acting
for the Premier, or is he not?

Mr Bryce: I most certainly am.
Mr HASSELL: Well, he should get on with it.
Mr Bryce: You will do really well at shadow

boxing.
Mr HASSELL: Would the Acting Premier like

to arrange the business of the House so I can make
my speech when the Premier comes back, instead
of today?

Mr Bryce: I wvould be very happy to do that. I
am not talking about your political muck; I am
talking about an attack on his person.

Mr HASSELL: I am reciting facts from an
official document and making the facts available
to this House.

Mr Davies: You would not confront him across
the Chamber.

Mr Wilson: You are a spineless wonder.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Housing goes
and does shonkie deals in Canberra on land rights.

Mr Wilson: There is nothing shonkie about
them.

Mr HASSELL: He should go back to Mr Sea-
man and do another deal.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to
order.

Mr HASSELL: The frothing-at-the-mouth man
of the cloth who goes doing dirty deals in
Canberra with Mr Seaman! Good heavens above!
He is the most dishonest Minister in this House.
Considering the things he has been up to, he
should not come in here attacking me. He should
go out and explain to the people of this State how
he proposes to give the State away-

Mr Wilson: Rubbish!
Mr HASSELL: -in the pursuit of his crazy

ideology. He should explain that to the people of
the State.

Mr Bryce: How much of it was given to the
Hassells in the first place?

Mr HASSELL: The simple answer is "none".
Mr Bryce: We have records.
Mr HASSELL: Members opposite have

records, yes. They placed advertisements in the
Press, and they did not even have the courtesy to
admit they were placed by the Labor Party. They
put them over the authorisation of some bloke who

cannot be traced-good heavens, one of those
mysterious, faceless men. It took an investigation
by the journalists to find out that the money was
paid by the Labor Party. What a surprise!

Mr Wilson: What deal have you done with the
League of Rights?

Mr HASSELL: I do not know anybody in the
League of Rights, as far as I know.

Mr Wilson: We know all about that. Mr Inno-
cence himself! We will see about that.

Mr H-ASSELL: We will see about it. The Min-
ister can see about anything he likes.

Mr Davies: You people haven't got the guts to
put a submission to the Seaman inquiry. You
haven't got the guts to come out into the open.

Mr HASSELL: Nobody has been more in the
open about land rights than I have. It is the
Government that will not come out into the open.
The Government is desperately grasping at straws
because it has lost its way in a sea of stupidity.
The member for Kimberley is running around the
country misrepresenting the Government's
objectives. That is the problem.

Mr Davies: You have drunken brawls and call
them meetings. You organise disgusting, drunken
brawls that you call meetings.

Mr HASSELL: My main point is clear: The
Premier of this State was involved in
misrepresenting his intentions and his party's in-
tentions to the Stirling City Council over the
intended use of a Labor Party building. That is the
point. That is the inescapable fact, established on
the record. He said there would be a club and
dining room. I do not know if the club has been
established, but I do know there is a Chinese res-
taurant and, surprise, surprise, there are some
ALP electorate offices!

Mr MacKinnon: Who is actually the proprietor
of the Chinese restaurant?

Mr HASSELL: The member for Scarborough
knows exactly who that is.

Mr Burkett: The member for Scarborough
knows nothing, smart alec-not a thing. Smart
alec, inside and outside, for you-the mealy-
mouthed mumbler!

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Scarborough will remain silent.

Mr Burkett: Well, tell him to speak the truth.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is difficult to give
protection to the Leader of the Opposition when
the remarks that flow are provocative and receive
an immediate reaction from members. The Leader
of the Opposition will appreciate that.
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Mr Bryce: I do not think the winter break
should be quite as long in future.

Mr HASSELL: On the form submitted to the
City of Stirling, it was indicated that the proposed
development was described as a "club and dining
room". A letter was written recently by the
Premier. I will not read it all because it is too long,
and it has been published in the Stirling Times,
but I will make it available to any member who
wishes to see it. In the letter, the following ap-
peared-

I am most concerned at the results of what
appears to have been a genuine misunder-
standing as to the nature of this development.

You will rccall that when the matter was
first raised with your Council about three
years ago, it was proposed that there would
be a restaurant/dining area incorporated on
the ground floor of the development. At that
time it was indicated that club members
would be entitled to concessional prices in
respect of their use of the restaurant/dining
area which would be leased out to be operated
on behalf of the club by a third party. Other
members of the public who were not club
members would not be entitled to any con-
cession.

So it goes on at very significant length. It con-
tinues-

I do not doubt that there has been a genu-
ine misunderstanding on all sides in this mat-
ter and it is particularly unfortunate that the
proposal has reached the stage where it is
now completed and the investment involved
would cause severe financial embarrassment
to all of those members of the Stirling Build-
ing Fund were it not to proceed.

It is also the case that there has been
almost no opposition to the proposed develop-
inent-in fact, to my knowlcdge only one
resident has voiced any hesitation about the
proposal, while the only other opposition has
been from another restaurateur whose prem-
ises are more than a mile and a half from the
development.

I would appreciate your Council's assist-
ance and co-operation in overcoming this dif-
ficulty and look forward to your advice in due
course.

The facts do not stand up when compared with
what the Premier said in his letter to the council.
In the formal application which, as the Premier
would well know, was the legal document on
which the council proceeded, the premises were
described as a "club and dining room". That was
the description quoted by the council officers in

the minutes. They referred to it as a "club and
dining room".

There was no suggestion that there would be a
restaurant, and the applicants must well have
known that they could not possibly be permitted to
construct a restaurant in a residential area. They
must have known they would not be permitted to
have a restaurant in a residential area in particu-
lar, where adequate parking which met the re-
quirements of a busy road was not provided.
Wanneroo Road is one of the busiest roads in the
metropolitan area and the parking there is inad-
equate.

Mr Davies: What is the new zoning that you
mentioned?

Mr HASSELL: It will be zoned residential
20/40.' That is a relatively low residential zoning
and it will be the new z~mning under the new
scheme. It does not solve the problem of the people
there.

The situation is quite simply one of political
corruption. It is as simple as that; it is as clear,
factual, and unavoidable as that. It is corruption.
The Government's Premier and the Government's
mates have gone about the cohstruction of a build-
ing which will be used in a Way which they knew
to be illegal.

Mr Court: It sounds like Ithe position in New
South Wales.

Mr HASSELL: These people relied on the use
of the Premier's private influence, as Premier, to
get them off the hook when eventually they were
found out. That is not the standard of behaviour
which ought to be accepted in this State. It is not
the standard of behaviour which ought to apply to
a Government any more than is a Government
guarantee of a diamond trust a legitimate function
of Government, or is the institution of Parliament
Week by a Government without the approval of
Parliament itself. Nor is it acceptable for the
Government to construct a building in Kalgoorlie
at the expense of the taxpayer on terms especially
favourable to a Labor Party activist in the area.
Of course that person took the deal. Who would
not do so when given that sort of opportunity? He
was offered a 25-year lease at $120 a square metre
a year in a town where the current rates are $80
and $100. We have also seen the appointment of a
man to the board of the Esperance Port Authority,
situated at the other end of the electorate of the
Minister for Transport. That man just happens to
be his mate, although, of course members opposite
will say that occurred by coincidence. I just won-
der whether anybody can give credibility to that
sort of suggestion. We have also seen the use of
the Government instrumentalities responsible for
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supplying water and electricity to send out let-
ters-

Mr Parker: At no cost.
Mr HASSELL: Is the Minister suggesting it

did not cost anything to print thousands of these
letters?

Mr Parker: It did not cost the instrumentalities
anything.

Mr HASSELL: No, it cost the taxpayer.
Mr MacKinnon: Who put the letters in the en-

velopes? Who paid for that?
Mr Parker: It cost nothing to put them in the

envelopes. It is not a Labor Party letter. It has
nothing at all political in it. It is a letter from the
Premier of the State.

Mr HASSELL: Does that mean it is not politi-
cal-

Mr Parker: No.
Mr HASSELL: -because it is from the

Premier?
Mr Parker: No, not because it is from the

Premier, but because of what it contains. It con-
tains factual information outlining the Govern-
ment's programme.

Mr HASSELL: Why did the Government not
put out one of these letters last year to explain the
ircreases in charges?

Mr MacKinnon: Why did you not put one out
explaining FI D!

Mr Pearce: I am sure the Government will look
at propositions from the Opposition about other
letters it should put out in this way. If you want to
send us a list, we will consider it.

Mr HASSELL: When put together, these issues
are seen for what they are. They illustrate the
corruption of the Government; and the Stirling
City Council has co-operated, as a result of the
Premier's plea, even though members opposite al-
lege the council has more Liberal members than
other members. I do not know about that.

Mr Parker: That is what the previous Leader of
the Opposition said at the time of the last election
of that council. He welcomed the victory of the
Liberal Party at that election.

Mr HASSELL: I do not argue about that. I just
point out, in response to this incredible story, that
the council has decided to co-operate and the
recommendation was that, in view of the particu-
lar circumstances of the case, council adopt a
rezoning amendment for the purpose of allowing
the use to be advertised in accordance with the
requirements of the council's district planning
scheme.

Mr Pearce: You are saying the Liberal-con-
trolled council accepted every word of it?

Mr HASSELL: Of course, if the rezoning
should not succeed, there will be an appeal to the
Minister. There will be an appeal to a Labor Min-
ister about a Labor building! What a surprise!

Mr Pearce: That's a bit bipartisan, isn't it?
Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: We should not be attacking the
fact that some people have tried to get the Labor
Party off the hook,

Mr Pearce: Why are you attacking them for it?

Mr HASSELL: I am attacking the political cor-
ruption involved in a cold-blooded and deliberate
misrepresentation which is no different from what
appeared on certain customs forms recently in
Canberra under the hand of Mr Young. It is a
deliberate misrepresentation of the intended use of
the building. They knew it was illegal, but they
proceeded to construct the building and went
ahead with the establishment of a restaurant when
anybody would have known that a restaurant can-
not be built in a residential area. Anyone who had
had any dealings in property anywhere at any time
would be aware that one cannot build a restaurant
on a residential block.

Mr Pearce: Obviously you haven't driven up
Wanneroo Road recently, if you think that is a
standard sort of residential area.

Mr H-ASSELL: It is zoned as residential.
Mr Carr: Has the council considered the

rezoning application?

Mr HASSELL: Does anyone imagine that an
investor would put money into a building without
knowing what the zoning was? These people knew
what the zoning was. They just thought they
would get away with it and when the going got
tough they asked the Premier to write a letter.

Mr Pearce: You told us he made the original
application.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier used his office and
the influence of his party when these people had
gone ahead and constructed a building which was
to be used in such a way that it was against the
law.

However, that is not the end of the list. We go
on into other matters. We have the situation also
at the Mundaring by-election where the Premier
wrote a letter to all the people in Mundaring tell-
ing them all about the Government. Mr Burke's
circular!

Mr Pearce: Your adviser is particularly sore
about that, considering who he is! We don't draw
our advisers from defeated candidates.
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Mr HASSELL: We saw also the use of the
Deputy Premier's office-

Mr Bryce: You sound like a desperate man, Bill,
thrashing around in all directions. Have you seen
the latest opinion poll?

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier, now the
Acting Premier, invited people to attend a break-
fast in Mundaring during the by-election, Or
course, it was only an accident that a by-election
was on! The Acting Premier wouid say it was only
coincidental that a by-election was in progress.
However, we must add that to the list of instances
of political corruption which are occurring in
many areas, which is demonstrated by these
examples and which shows the kinds of standards
which are being applied by Government in this
State.

I point out to the Government very clearly that
it will not be allowed to carry on in this way
without the position being brought to public atten-
tion.

People are coming to us every day with these
stories, and when they can be verified they will be
used. I do not intend to involve myself in just
dishing up things off the street; but where these
things can be verified they will be used and
brought up in this House. The Government will
not escape from what it is doing in these areas.
The public will judge the Government on this kind
of standard and corruption and on this approach
to government, which sees the Government failing
to distinguish between the Government and the
Parliament and between the Government and the
party. Of course, we all know where that system
operates in its finest degree; we all know that is
the system in the Soviet Union, where the party
dominates the Government as though it were
simply an instrument of the party.

Mr Parker: What about Sir Robert Sparkes?

Mr Wilson: What about Joh Bjelke- Petersen?

Mr HASSELL: That standard is not acceptable
in this State and it will not he accepted by the
public of this State. Government members will
have to account for it on more than just this oc-
casion. 1 assure them that a number of other mat-
ters are still in the pipeline, and when they have
been properly verified they will be brought out.

1 refer secondly to the Governor's Address to
Parliament yesterday, and to the proposals the
Government has for the parliamentary session, be-
cause as I listened with care to what the Governor
said yesterday about Her Majesty's State Govern-
ment and its intentions, I found no comfort for
those people who have a need for employment in
this State. I heard a recitation of Government

regulation, Government bureaucracy, boards,
commissions, inquiries, and other paraphernalia of
Government being brought forward as a panacea
for all ills.

WVe did not see a genuine approach to the prob-
lems of this State in terms of its still increasing
level of unemployment, We did not see a commit-
ment to the interests of the State in terms of our
relations with other parts of Australia. We heard
instead a recitation of the Government's claims to
having succeeded in various areas. While those
claims can be made, while they can be repeated,
and while they can be dished up by the Govern-
ment's ministerial advisers and its media advisers,
the facts speak for themselves.

We have over 5 000 more people out of work
today than we had 12 months ago.

M r Parker: A nd 3 5000 more jobs tha n when we
took office.

Mr HASSELL: The fact is that there are more
people out of work now than there were 12 months
ago,

Mr Parker: But there is more employment.
Mr H-ASSELL: This was the Government

which was elected on its promise to significantly
diminish the number of unemployed. That was the
very basis of its election to Government; yet the
Governor's Speech did not show that this was the
direction in which it was heading.

I know that the Government is cooking up a $50
million extravaganza to support private business in
this State. I know it will be the centrepiece oF its
Budget, and that the Government will present it
with a great heralding of trumpets and much
noise. I know the Government has east around for
ideas for how it can use this money. I know it has
asked its civil servants-who have been so shame-
fully treated by the Government by its use of
advisers-to give it some ideas. It was an almost
desperate plea, "Could you please give us some
ideas about how we can stimulate the economy
and get things going here", because clearly the
Government is very worried. I know about the
briefings the Government has had down in the
various departments and down in the City IMutual
building, where the Government has tried to get
together this grand design, this $50 million stimu-
lus. The Government wants to provide $50 million
in this year's Budget to stimulate the private sec-
tor.

It must be remembered that last year the
Government took $114 million in increased
Government charges, leaving aside taxation in-
creases. In total increases the Government took
$370 million. The Government does not seem to
understand that that is the rope which is
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strangling business and producing the major un-
employment which is the very cause of the prob-
1cmn.

It now intends to put back $50 million through
its little plan, the centrepiece of its Budget. I pre-
sume some of this amount is to be raised in part
out of moneys coming back from the dirty dia-
mond deal. We must remember that that money is
advance revenues, advance royalty payments to
the State. This $50 million will not turn the situ-
ation around; it will not stimulate the private sec-
tor to provide the employment needed.

While we go on having these brakes applied on
investment and growth, and while the Government
places these obstacles in front of business, ob-
stacles imposed by both the Federal and State
Governments, it shows they stll have not got the
message that if they want the private enterprise
sector to perform it should be liberated, not
strangled. The Government must remove the bur-
den of taxation and constrain its own expenditure.

The Government would be better off taking that
$50 million and getting rid of FID. But the
Government cannot resist the temptation to
meddle; it wants to control everything:. it wants to
bureaucratise everything. The Government wants
private business coming to it. It wants to use the
Development Corporation and to involve itself
with a bank. The Government should not be get-
ting involved with a foreign bank. It should be
getting the private sector involved. It should be
letting private enterprise get on with the job.'

Mr Pearce: The logic of your position is that we
should do nothing and that the private sector
would do it; but the catch is that under your
regime that didr~t work.

Mr Court: So under your regime the Govern-
ment does it?

Mr Pearce: No, the Government works with
private enterprise. The State was going down the
drain when you were in office.

Mr HASSELL: My simple point is this: Last
year the Government took $114 million in
increased charges, and in total it took $370 million
in increases in taxes and charges. The Government
proposes to come back this year, leaving all those
taxes in place, and to try to make out that the $50
million bonanza will solve all the employment
problems and stimulate growth in the private sec-
tor.

The little businessman and woman in this town
would much more appreciate the removal of FID.

Mr Bryce: When did you discover them?
Mr HASSELL: The finance broker from a few

yards up the street who told me what he was

paying out in FID every month would be much
more impressed by the Government's wiping off
that $40 million than by its introducing a $50
million scheme which would require applications,
guarantees, and other such things;, and, more than
anything else, political patronage.

The Government has not got the message yet,
and neither has its Federal counterpart, although
it is further ahead than the State Government.
One car dealer in this town pays $64 000 in FID.
If it were simply the actual tax, that would trouble
them enough; but it is not.

Mr Pearce: The member for Clontarf should be
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr HASSELL: The Government does not seem
to understand that not all businesses in the town.
particularly small businesses-

Mr Court: Ask the credit unions.
Mr HASSELL: -have computers which can

automatically deduct FID on all transactions.
How many untold thousands of man hours per
month are put in around this town in calculating
FID on multiple transactions within the one or-
ganisation? The Government's $50 million bon-
anza which will be heralded as such a big deal in
the Budget will not solve the problems. The
Government should know it now. It should not kid
itself and it should not try to kid the public. The
Government should have another look at this. The
Government would be better off from every point
of view if it simply abolished FID. The very wrong
direction the Government is taking is exemplified
by the Governor's Speech indicating the parlia-
mentary programme. This attitude is perhaps
best shown by the 14 new comtmissions or bodies
the Government proposes to establish during the
current session of Parliament. I repeat: 14 new
commissions or Government bodies! That is the
last thing we need: it is the last thing that business
needs, and it is the last thing that will stimulate
growth and development in this State. The
Government has abandoned those things that
would stimulate growth and development. The
Premier went to Canberra and, without a fight,
buried 3 200 Western Australian jobs in the
ground at Yeelirrie.

Mr Parker: What absolute nonsense.
Mr H-ASSELL: I will give the member a chance

to speak when I come back to that topic. At the
moment I am looking through the Governor's
Speech. On page I a Royal Commission is
mentioned. This Royal Commission will look at
how we will structure the Constitution of this
State. it is an extraordinary instrument to look at
constitutional change, but still, there it is. Page 2
mentions the proposed South-East Asian Market-
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ing Corporation. Page 3 mentions the commission
of occupational health, safety and welfare, port-
ability of long service leave in the building and
construction industry, and the strengthening of
regulations to control the use and handling of as-
bestos. It also mentions a commercial training
commission. Four commissions are mentioned in
the first three pages of the Governor's Speech.

Mr Parker: A lot of them are intended to re-
place something that is already there.

Mr HASSELL: But the Government is not
lessening the burden of regulation. It is not reduc-
ing it. In one case it does reduce some bodies. The
next point is the rural adjustment and finance
corporation.

Mr Parker: To replace something that is widely
welcomed by the community. Are you opposed to
the rural adjustment and finance corporation?

Mr HASSELL: The next point is a new busi-
ness bureaucracy to license travel agents. Page 4
mentions the seventh commission, which is to li-
cence dental technicians. We have found seven in
the first four pages of the Governor's Speech. Page
5 mentions legislating to establish the Aboriginal
Housing Board as a statutory authority. Why?
What cannot the Aboriginal Housing Board do
now in terms of its-

Mr Davies: Don't you like statutory authoritie s?
Would you rather have them as Government de-
partments?

Mr HASSELL: The ninth of the new Govern-
ment boards or commissions is a tenancy tribunal.
The tenth is a new Act to regulate leasing of retail
shops and resolve disputes over leases.

Mr Davies: That is wanted.
Mr HASSELL: It is not wanted.

Mr Davies: Of course it is wanted.
Mr HASSELL: It is not wanted.
Mr Davies: People were screaming out to your

Government about it and you did nothing for
them. They were ripped off.

Mr HASSELL: The point is perhaps best made
by looking at the fact that the Government thinks
it can fiddle with economic relationships all down
the line and solve all the problems. Still on page 5,
the Speech refers to-

Mr Wilson: The Queensland Government has
done that.

Mr HASSELL: -two legal reforms, equal op-
portunity legislation and amendments to the
Criminal Code-major initiatives in helping
women achieve equality and protection under the
law, a bundle of new legislation, a new bureauc-
racy, and new provisions are to be administered.

On page 6 a new port authority at Dampier is
proposed. That of course brings together a whole
bundle of things which are there now.

Mr Parker: Are you opposed to the Dampier
port authority?

Mr HASSELL: l am not.

Mr Wilson: Of course you are.

Mr Parker: You say it is overregulating indus-
try. but most of those have been sought by indus-
try. The Dampier port authority is a good
example.

Mr HASSELL: l am well aware that sections of
industry have asked for regulation.

Mr Parker: All of industry, every one of them.

Mr HASSELL: Sections of industry have asked
for extra regulation. They do it all the time.

Mr Parker: We have an obligation to create the
port authority under an agreement which you
signed.

Mr H-ASSELL: One of the very real needs of
Government and the community is to get away
from the acceptance of proposals for increased
regulation. Governments of all political per-
suasions should have the courage in the public and
not the political interest to say to industry in many
areas that it needs to be more competitive and
should be prepared to accept private enterprise for
what it is-a tough, competitive game that
produces results.

Again, the Premier let us down at the national
conference when he voted for more protectionism.
He voted to make life harder for Western
Australian farmers and miners, the biggest pro-
ducers of export income in Australia.

Mr Parker: The history of the country in regard
to tackling the protection issue points to Senator
Button. He has done more for farmers and miners
in this State than has anyone else.

Mr HASSELL: Senator Button was defeated at
the national conference with this Government's
acquiescence.

Mr Parker: I was not there. Look at the results
that were achieved at the national conference and
you will find that Senator Button, in the history of
this country, has had full freedom to carry on
under the Federal Government and to properly
address the Federal issue.

Mr Peter Jones: Ted Wiltshire rolled him over.

Mr HASSELL: Of course he did. The Govern-
ment knows that.

Mr Peter Jones: Read today's The Australian.
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Mr Parker: Senator Button was responsible for
the first attempt at protection of the car industry
in the history of this country.

Mr HASSELL: What does the member for
Fremantle think we will end up with-cheaper
cars?

Mr Peter Jones: Senator Button has been
wrong: that is the point.

Mr HASSELL: Will we end up with cheaper
cars?

Mr Parker: Will we end up with an unprotected
car industry? That is what the Opposi tion is
talking about and that is what Senator Button is
fighting against. HeI has done more than your
Government did.

Mr HASSELL: I am not saying that Senator
Button has not done some things that he ought to
have done. l am not attacking Senator Button.

Mr Parker: He has been given the freedom by
the Federal Government to carry on with those
things.

Mr HASSELL: I am saying that the Govern-
ment did not fight for the interests of this State,
but the Government let down this State badly in a
number of areas which I will move onto in due
course.

What kind of nonsense is this? It really is quite
wrong for the Government to have the Governor
saying some of the things the Government had
him say yesterday; for example, that the WADC
is to play a major part in the State's total econ-
omic strategy. How will the WADC play a maj or
part in this State's total economic strategy? This
fledgling Government body has come up with a
good deal to sell the dirty diamond mine. It has a
very good deal to sell it. Of course, Mr Sarich
would love to be able to sell units in his develop-
ment and technology company with the benefit of
a State Government guarantee on the income
from them. Why has he not got a guarantee of his
income? We have heard the Acting Premier
sprouting about technological development for lit-
erally years in this House; he has not actually
done anything about it, but he has talked about it
over and over again. Why?

Mr Pearce: We didn't see you at the Merlin
Hotel with the business and industry leaders in
Western Australia. They were there.

Mr HASSELL: We were represented. I was
away. Why has not Mr Sarich's comt-
pany-developing Western Australia's greatest
technological breakthrough of all time-a
Government guarantee on the income of the units
of its trust? What is different? This WADC which
is being described as a major part of the State's

total economic strategy receives the benefit of a
Government guarantee to sell its units, even
though-on the basis of what I have been told
around the traps-they are not going to be very
popular. Quite a number of businesses and other
organisations are not going to recommend them to
their clients.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Those which do buy them will
be the Eastern States institutions. The taxpayers
of this State will be guaranteeing the income of
the AMP Society and other major institutions in
the Eastern States.

Mr Pearce: Why the Eastern States insti-
tutions?

Mr HASSELL: What an unbelievable
proposition.

Mr Pearce: Why would local brokers not be
recommending to Western Australians to buy into
them if the big Eastern States institutions are?
You are trying to help sabotage this, as you are
trying to help sabotage half the State's economy,
because you see some political advantage in doing
so.- Do you deny that when in Japan you told
people not to invest in Western Australia, and
tried to build up the proposition that Western
Australia was a poor investment risk? You are a
saboteur!

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Good heavens above, I think

the Minister has some form of apoplexy. I think I
ought to explain to the Minister that at all the
meetings I attended in Japan I was accompanied
by the member for Perth and the member for
Kalgoorlie. In a couple of cases I was ac-
companied by the Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy. I did not have any private meetings in Japan.
I am at a total loss; I think the Minister is having
some form of a seizure.

Mr Pearce: We will show some evidence of this
later on.

Mr HASSELL: We look forward to it. Good
heavens, the Minister really is off his twist with all
that nonsense. Let us come back to realities. What
kind of extreme exaggeration is it to have the
Government saying that the WADC is a major
part of the State's total economic Strategy?

The hyperbole is understandable in a party pol-
itical document, at the time of an election, but
surely to goodness, in the reality of the Governor's
Speech, we ought to be treated to a better deal
than that. We ought to be given the opportunity to
look dispassionately at some of the matters.

If the WADC were a $1 million corpor-
ation-which it is not-it would still not be a
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major force in the State's economy. It would still
not be a major factor in the strategy of the State's
economy. It would be an organisation which, as
the Premier assured us, was going to operate on
private enterprise lines-except that the first deal
it came up with involved a Government guarantee.

Mr Bryce: How many Government guarantees
have been given to private enterprise companies by
previous Governments, and this one, over a long
time? Don't forget Bunbury Foods.

Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: Don't forget the guarantee process.

If you want to compare guarantees that are proper
and worthwhile we will have a very interesting
debate on guarantees for private enterprise.

Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier can exam-
ine any number of guarantees that might have
been given by former Governments. He could
examine them and find some of them were not
good. All sorts of guarantees fail; that is the
reason they are sought. The Government took
risks with some of those guarantees, and they did
not turn out to be good risks.

Mr Pearce: That contradicts everything you
have just said.

Mr HASSELL: They were granted with the
knowledge the businesses may fail, as no doubt
will this Government's guarantees, with various
proposals to support industry, including whatever
proposals emerge in terms of guarantees from the
$50 million bonanza. But that is not in any way
comparable with the guarantee of income on units
in the trust being acquired by the public. Why did
the Government give that sort of guarantee?

Mr Bryce: I will explain it to you.
Mr HASSELL: The member is welcome to do

that now. I would love to know the reason the
Government gave that guarantee.

Mr Bryce: I will give it to you chapter and
verse.

Mr HASSELL: There could only be one reason:
To make the price look good.

Mr Bryce: No, that is the wrong reason.

Mr HASSELL: That is not a legitimate use of a
guarantee in relation to a deal the Government
should never have been in in the first place.

Mr Pearce: In your view.
Mr HASSELL: Do Government members

realise that the vendor of the five per cent interest
in the diamond mine, which the Government pur-
chased at an inflated price, could buy all of his
interest back for very little more than he was
originally paid, have a guarantee in relation to the
income from it, have it in a trust situation, and

have all the benefits of a tax arrangement none of
which he could have achieved when he owned the
interest in the first place?

The whole thing could end up in a full circle,
with that private enterprise man being put into a
favoured position, under the arrangements the
Government has made.

Mr Pearce: He would pay $20 million miorc.

Mr HASSELL: How much more'? The sum of
$20 million more? Is the Government selling that
into the trust for $62 million?

Mr Pearce: You don't understand.
Mr HASSELL: Does the Minister wvant to re-

peat it? The sum of $20 million more?
Mr Pearce: To buy thc whole of the trust.
Mr HASSELL: I did not mention the whole

trust; I mentioned a share in the mine.
Mr Pearce: You don't share in the mine in that

sense; you buy a unit in the trust.
Mr HASSELL: Come on!
Mr Pearce: You get that out of the trust-
Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier had better

tell him to keep quiet, because he is getting in
deep. He is saying things that could be embarrass-
ing. If he knows as much about it as he thinks he
knows, he had better be careful. HeI had better be
shut up before he gets himself into trouble.

Several members interjected.

Mr Wilson: There is not much interest from
your side of the House in what you are saying, is
there?

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I have not finished the intro-

duction yet. I will come back when I get to the
main part.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I have made the point, and I

wish to refer to the section which relates to the
Governor's Speech. What is there of substance in
the Government's programme? Certainly there
are somec things there that will find our support, in
terms of what is being done, but if we look at it
objectively, and stand back from it-

Mr Tonkin: Are you capable of that'? You arc
just a knocker,

Mr HASSELL: If we look at the document,
what do we find? We find page upon page reciting
bureaucratic and administrative matters; the es-
tablishment of more regulations, and the establish
ment of more beaureaucracy, as well as such
interesting propositions as the consideration of the
amalgamation of the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust and the State Government Insurance Office.
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That is quite an incredible proposition. Of
course. we all know that the Motor Vehicle In-
surance Trust has significant contingent liabilities
and is likely to be in a lot of trouble in terms of its
books,

M r Bryce: Nothing to do with us.

Mr HASSELL: It has a lot to do with the
Government, because it did not allow it to increase
itis charges.

Mr Pearce: You would just love to see the State
go broke,

Mr Tonkin: You want to see higher and higher
charges.

Mr HASSELL: I am talking about what the
Government is t rying to do.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The State Government In-

surance Office management would be horrified at
the prospect of taking over the Motor Vehicle
Insurance Trust because it would find itself with
this enormous contingent liability. I have no doubt
it would suit the Government if that happened, it
would make things look better. It is like the pass-
age in the Governor's Speech which states that the
"agricultural sector continues to contribute
strongly to the State's economy and the Depart-
ment of Agriculture forecasts that in 1984/85 pro-
duction could be as high as $2 270 million".

It does not go on to say that what is produced in
terms of that total amount will not solve the basic
problems of the State's rural industries, and that
farmers may receive less than one-third of that
52 270 million.

The Western Fornmer on 19 July said that the
gross value of rural production Australia-wide is
forecast to be $14 730 million, or $730 million
down on the record-shattering figure of 1983-84.
Farmers are estimated to receive $3 330 million
out of that amiount-less than one-quarter of the
gross figure. In the context of the overall rural
situation one sees that the National Farmer of 12-
25 July contains a headline "Farmers losing in-
come race", and the Western Farmer contains a
headline "Farm debt crisis grows".

These situations are contributed to materially
by costs, taxation, regulations, charges, fuel levy
increases, and all those factors which are affecting
the profitability of the farming industry and other
industries, including tariffs and protection, about
which this Government has done nothing at all,
even in terms of making representations to the
Commonwealth, or through its party conference.

Mr Parker: On the contrary. To give an
example of how successful we have been, the re-
cent decision by Mt. Newman Mining Co. Pty.

Ltd. and its owners to dredge their port at Port
Hedland is a tremendously important project for
this State and the company, and for Port Hedland.
It was assisted largely by representations by a
member of this Government, namely myself, to
the Commonwealth which allowed, contrary to
regulations introduced by the Fraser Government,
the importation of dredgers which reduced the
cost of dredging by $10 million to $15 million.
That is the sort of thing we are doing in relation to
protectionism. That is one concrete example.

Mr H-ASSELL: That is a good example and a
good project, and it was the right decision.

Mr Parker: You said we had done nothing to
make representations.

Mr H-ASSELL: I am talking about the speech
the Government presented to His Excellency the
Governor yesterday in which the agricultural sec-
tor is dealt with in a few lines. It fails to recognise
the fundamental and deep-seated difficulties of
that sector which are being caused by the structur-
al problems of arbitration and the costs involved in
tariffs and other protection, the fuel levy and so
on. These are the problems that must be
addressed, It provides a good example of the point
I was making; namely, that the whole approach of
this Government as represented by the Governor's
Speech, is one of legislation, regulation, taxation
and expense, which approach is not going in the
right direction.

For us to go in the right direction requires the
Government to seek to liberate and release the
private sector, and give it an opportunity to catch
its breath and recover and invest and be profitable.
I do not believe the sort of approaches the Govern-
ment has made to the Commonwealth are in any
way headed in the right direction. The Minister
may refer to the individual case of the port-

Mr Parker: I used that as a concrete example. I
could give a whole litany of examples in which we
have made representations to the Commonwealth
Government on behalf of industries in this State,
not only in relation to protection.

Mr HASSELL: The Government has wasted
$10 000 on producing 1 000 copies of a meaning-
less pamphlet about defence contracts. The waste
is incredible; it is unbelievable, The Government
should look at the cost of all the things it is doing
and at some of the deals. If it cannot exercise some
restraint and discipline in its own backyard, how
does it expect the situation to be turned around at
the macro-level? The Government must start look-
ing at the way it is wasting money-at all the
advisers, who include the President and Vice-
President of the State ALP. The Government can-
not justify that expense Or waste.

35



36 [ASSEMBLY]

I turn now to what I regard as the most import-
ant of all issues: Without question, it is the
Government's failure-and it is a manifest fail-
tire-to support the interests of this State. A body
of evidence now exists which establishes without
question that on issue after issue the Government
is not fighting for Western Australia, and that the
Premier and his colleagues in attending the ALP
National Conference recently were prepared to
acquiesce in conference decisions which will be
damaging to the State, not only in the short term.

I intend to move an amendment to the Address-
in-Reply which will deal with the Commonwealth
ban on the construction of a hydro-electric power
generation dam in Tasmania which marked the
beginning of this Government's lack of commit-
ment; the development of a uranium mi .ne in
Western Australia, and visits by US Navy ships to
the State. I will refer to the arrangements, in
which the Premier and his colleagues acquiesced,
for Aboriginal land rights and the importation of
pornographic material-in relation to which the
Government is now trying to solve the problem it
created-and the question of tariff protection of
Eastern States manufacturing industry.

If one goes through those issues one by one, as I
intend to do, one sees a consistent pattern emerg-
ing of Government failure to light and work for
the interests of the State in relation to employ-
ment, business development, constitutional rights
and responsibilities, and the maintenance of stan-
dards of decency in the community.

At the time of the Constitutional Convention
last year this Government meekly supported the
Commonwealth Government in banning the con-
struction of a dam in Tasmania. That matter re-
lated to Tasmania and to that State's develop-
menit, but it also related very directly and clearly
to the constitutional authority of a State and to
the future development prospects of this State. If
the State Government had been prepared then to
fight for Western Australia's interests and had
been prepared to join in the High Court challenge
and put maximum political pressure on the Feder-
al Government not to intervene or interfere in the
development of a State, the whole story of sugar
and uranium might be different now.

A battle would have started or a direction would
have been taken in which the Government laid
down its determination for all the world to see to
defend and protect the interests of Western
Australia. Yet, it did not do so. That was in late
April last year; it occurred at the time of the
Constitutional Convention. On 26 April last year
the Attorney General issued a statement in which
he said-

The Western Australian Government will
not be intervening in the Franklin Dam case
now before the High Court.

He went on to say-
The W.A. Government accepted that inter-

national obligations would clearly justify
Commonwealth action in a number of areas
that would otherwise be within the exclusive
jurisdiction of the States.

In the W.A. Government's view proposals
to mine the Great Barrier Reef, for example,
would fall into this category as does the
Franklin Dam River.

If ever there was a clear and unequivocal starting
point for the State Government's surrender to the
domination of Canberra and to the interests of the
Eastern States, that was it. The Government of
this State was prepared to accept the proposition
that a State could turn its back on the develop-
ment of its water resources and be prevented in
Canberra from undertaking that development. It
is poppycock to suggest that the construction of a
dam in Australia should be the subject of inter-
national obligations. Every member of the Com-
monwealth who had anything to do with entering
into that treaty ought to stand condemned.

It is disgraceful to suggest that we, as a nation,
should be prepared constantly to subject and sub-
vert our sovereignty to other nations' scrutiny in
relation to our internal development and internal
problems. This is a mature and educated nation.
We have developed a sophisticated political
system. It is a stable nation. We have a consti-
tution and we have a decision-making process.
Does such a nation require the doubtful benefit of
some international treaty'? If we want to introduce
legislation for the protection of the rights of
women, why do we not do it on the basis of our
determination instead of on the basis of some
treaty cooked up in the United Nations, a treaty
which may have relevance to the ladies in the
paddy fields of India, but which has no relevance
to the women of Australia? Why was this State
Government prepared to go along meekly and
mildly supporting the proposition that the dam in
Tasmania should be stopped by Canberra?

I say very clearly that, as far as I and the
Opposition are concerned, we will never cease to
challenge the rightness of that High Court de-
cision. The fact that the High Court has made a
decision does not make it sacrosanct, unquestion-
able, or right.

Mr Mensaros: One vote.
Mr HASSELL: One vote. The High Court of

Australia failed in its duty to protect the federal
nature of our Constitution by its decision in the
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Franklin Dam case in particular, and in other
decisions which the members of the High Court
ought to be prepared to reconsider.

Mr Parker: All but one of the members of the
High Court were appointed by the Fraser Govern-
ment.

Mr HASSELL: I do not mind who they were
appointed by. I do not agree with the system of
appointments to the High Court of Australia for a
start. I give the Fraser Government no credit
whatsoever for the appointments it made to the
High Court of Australia. In fact, in one or two
cases it was told clearly by us that the appoint-
ments were inappropriate because the men were
known centralists.

When we are the Government of this State, we
will, unlike the present Government, Fight any
Government in Canberra that seeks to impose its
unconstitutional will on Western Australia. I do
not mind whether that Government is a Liberal
Government, a National Party Government, or
any other kind of Government; the Western
Australian Constitution, rights, and a uthorities
will come first. It is the State Government's job to
protect those rights. That is the very point I am
making.

The Government has failed to uphold those
rights and responsibilities. It has gone along
meekly with the Tasmanian dam decision. Mem-
bers sitting opposite may ask what is the relevance
of the decision; it is a year old. It is past; it is
finished. It is not Finished. It will never be Finished
until the Constitution of this nation has been
restored to its federal nature, until the Common-
wealth is told very clearly and unequivocally to go
home and mind its own business in matters of
State responsibility and unttil the High Court of
Australia recognises that it has an obligation to
uphold the federal nature of Australia's Consti-
tution.

The Government was not prepared to tell the
High Court that. It was not prepared to intervene
in the Tasmanian dam case and make represen-
tations. Because the Government is dominated by
its political masters in Canberra, it actually issued
a statement supporting the banning of the develop-
ment of a dam in Tasmania. That will come back
to haunt it for as long as it is the Government of
this State. This Government acquiesced in the
principle that the Commonwealth can put a ban
on the development of a State. Of course, that is
directly relevant to the development of uranium in
this State.

Mr Parker: It has nothing to do with the devel-
opment of uranium.

Mr HASSELL: It has a lot to do with the
development of uranium.

Mr Bryce: Have you forgotten that 54 per cent
of Western Australians voted for the Federal
Government?

Mr H-ASSELL: What has that to do with Lhe
price of onions?

Mr Bryce: A tremendous number of Western
Australians supported the Federal Government.

Mr HASSELL: Is the member saying that, be-
cause a Government in Canberra gets a majority,
it is entitled to trample on the Constitution? Is
that what the member is saying?

Mr Bryce: That is not what 1 am saying.
Mr Parker: The Government in Canberra has a

well-publicised policy in relation to the Tasmanian
dam issue as part of its election platform.

Mr HASSELL: Does that make it right? The
Government supported the destruction of the fed-
eral nature of the Constitution. The Attorney
General supported that destruction, in his
statement. Those were his words; that is what he
said the Government was willing to do.

Mr Parker: He did not say that. He did not say
anything like that. What we supported was what
the people of Western Australian wanted; that is,
the cessation of work in Tasmania.

Mr HASSELL: The Government supported the
destruction of the Federal Constitution. That is
what the Attorney General supported in his
stateet.

Mr Parker: He did not say anything to that
effect whatsoever. He did not say anything about
our supporting the destruction of the Federal Con-
stitution. What a lot of nonsense.

Mr HASSELL: He did not use those words. I-e
said that the WA Government accepted that the
international obligations would clearly justify
Commonwealth action in a number of areas that
would otherwise be within the exclusive juris-
diction of the States. Is the Government
suggesting that, whenever the Commonwealth de-
cides to make a treaty with Colonel Gaddart-he
had a man on the World Heritage Corn-
mittee-that treaty automatically allows inter-
ference in the internal affairs of Australia?

Mr Parker: Nonsense! That is not what the
High Court said at all.

Mr HASSELL: That is what the Government
accepted that the High Court said.

Mr Parker: We are talking about United
Nations' obligations.

Mr HASSELL. They are not United Nations'
obligations. Those sorts of obligations arise be-
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cause a nation enters into a treaty voluntarily. We
should never have had a bar of the treaty. We
should have told the people that we would manage
our environment. We do not need Gaddafi to tell
us how to manage our environment. We make our
own decisions.

Mr Parker: Are you suggesting for an instant
that Yeelirrie has anything to do with any treaty
obligations whatever; in other words, there is
nothing in the dam case which relates whatsoever
to Yeelirrie?

Mr HASSELL: It relates to an abuse of Com-
monwealth power. The Commonwealth has no
constitutional power whatsoever to say that we
must not mine uranium in this State. It is saying
we may not export it. It is abusing its power.

Several members interjected.

Mr Parker: Whether it is an abuse of the
Commonwealth's power is one argument. Irres-
pective of whether it is related to the High Court
decision on the Tasmanian dam issue, it is well
understood that the Commonwealth has had the
export licence power since federation.

Mr HASSELL: It was challenged by us over
and over again when we were in Government, It
was challenged in regard to iron ore exports. Do
not members think they would be there now if it
had not been challenged by us with the Common-
wealth?

Mr Parker: Doug Anthony was the strongest
person in regard to restricting iron ore pricing
negotiations and using the export licensing power
to intervene in our iron ore trade.

Mr HASSELL: We fought him every inch of
the way.

Mr Parker: They were set in place.

Mr HASSELL: The Government should have
done that in regard to the Tasmanian dam and it
should be doing that in regard to Veelirrie.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Minerals and

Energy must not think that he will get me to
defend Doug Anthony's centralism because I will
not. I will not defend Malcolm Fraser's centralism
and I will not defend any Federal Government's
centralism.

Several members interjected.
Mir HASSELL: We fought them every inch of

the way.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have an alternative; I
could leave the Chair. The House will come to
order.

Mr Parker: It did not have any effect whatso-
ever.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: In his peculiar way, the Minis-
ter is really making the point that I wanted to
make: That the Government is failing the State
because it is not Fighting for it.

Mr Parker: You did not get a single thing from
the matters to which you refer. The same bureau-
crats are still doing the same things now.

Mr HASSELL: What is the Government doing
about it?

Mr Parker: In the case of the last iron ore
negotiations, I pre-empted the decision of the Fed-
eral Government in the matter.

Mr HASSELL: That is right, and that is what
the Opposition, when in Government. did on sev-
eral occasions. Members of the Government
should wait until they hear from other speakers
from this side of the House in this debate, because
they will speak on this issue. I will not deal with
every aspect of this subject.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: I am making the point in re-
lation to the Tasmanian dam and in relation to the
development of the uranium industry in this State.

Mr Parker: It would not be developed if there
were no controls whatsoever.

Mr HASSELL: Will the Minister keep on say-
ing that?

Mr Parker: Keith Parry was in my office in
January this year and he said that if there were
no controls at State of Federal Government levels
the Yeelirrie project would not go ahead.

Mr HASSELL: I do not know what Mr Parry
said in January, but I do know that in July he said
that the State should get on with it. What put the
kybosh on that?

When the Deputy Premier told the industry in
July last year not to go on negotiating for mar-
kets-

Mr Parker: It was not the Deputy Premier.
What happened is that they were negotiating in
France and Malcom Fraser would not allow the
negotiations to continue. Two days after the Fed-
eral Labor Government came into office the Fed-
eral Minister withdrew the negotiations with
France.

Mr HASSELL: This Government told them not
to negotiate with anybody.

Several members interjected.
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Mr HASSELL: Why do we not get back to the
point, which is simply that whether it be in re-
lation to the Tasmanian dam, the development of
the uranium industry in this State, visits by
United States warships, the Aboriginal land rights
issue, the importation of pornographic materials,
or the tariff policies being pursued by the Federal
ALP, this Government has railed to defend the
interests of Western Australians. It has failed to
fight on behalf of this State. The Government can
say what it likes about Veelirrie, but it knows full
well that it is not the only prospect in Western
Australia. The Government knows that there are
other rich deposits and other interests. All invest-
ment, growth, and jobs have been buried in
Yeelirrie.

Mr Parker:. Don't be silly.
Mr HASSELL: Three thousand permanent

Western Australian jobs are buried at Yeelirrie by
this Government's decision. The so-called victory
for the ALP has stopped Western Australians
obtaining jobs which should be available to them.

Mr Parker: Where do you get 3 000 from? I will
bring forward evidence to prove that we did not
have some part in stopping Yeelirrie. If it is true
that Yeelirrie has, for some reason, been stopped,
I fail to see how a $250 to $300 million project can
produce 2 000 or 3 000 jobs.

Mr Court: We will introduce it for those people.
Several members interjected.
Mr Parker: All exploration has done is to have

an incredible multiplier effect.
Mr HASSELL: It is a conservative multiplier

effect, and members opposite should not imagine
for one minute that all those jobs are in Yeelirrie,
because many are in Kalgoorlie and in Perth
where they are needed; they are in all sorts of
places, Esperance and so on.

Mr Parker: Who came up with evidence to show
that it would create 3 000 jobs?

Mr Bryce: You just plucked a figure out of the
air.

Mr HASSELL: The figures have been carefully
calculated. I did not know that we would have an
argument about the multiplier effect.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: What is the Government's fig-

ure?
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I could have brought along the

precise figures. but let me explain to the House
that that is not the issue. If members opposite
want to be clever about it, let us say only 500 jobs
are involved. Do Government members acknowl-

edge that there would be at least 500 jobs
involved?

Mr Parker: There is no doubt about that.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: I want the answer.
Several members interjected.
Mr Parker: The Yeelirrie project would create

400 or 500 jobs. They are i mportant jobs, but they
will not be there because no matter what the Fed-
eral or State Governments do, there will not be a
Yeelirrie project. That is what Parry and Parbo
have said.

Mr H-ASSELL: It is nonsense; anyway, it is
beside the point. The fact of the matter is that
Yeelirrie and other projects could go ahead if it
were not for the misuse of the Commonwealth's
export powers.

The Premier of Western Australia said on a
radio programme, "I agree with mining uranium
at Roxby Downs in South Australia, but I do not
agree with mining uranium at Veelirrie in West-
ern Australia",

Sit tin8 suspended from 1,00 t 2.15 p.m.

Mr HASSELL: I have dealt with the matters
which illustrate very clearly the failure of the
State Government to work effectively in the
interests of Western Australia. I have referred to
its essential and important failure to move against
the Commonwealth on the construction of a hy-
dro-electric power generation dam in Tasmania
and the development of the uranium industry in
Western Australia. Many jobs have been given
away by the Government's failure to act. Other
examples are equally relevant in the context of the
Goavernment's approach to these issues.

I have also mentioned the visits to Western
Australia by ships of the United States Navy. It
should be a matter of concern that the Federal
ALP National Conference endorsed a Western
Australian resolution seeking to slow down the
stream of United States warships calling at
Cockburn Sound. I was interested to read in the
second paragraph of the article which appeared in
The West Australian on 12 July that the motion
resulted in Western Australian ALP branch fac-
tional tensions spilling over onto the conference
floor. On reading that I thought there must have
been some members prepared to stand up and
fight to keep visits coming. I thought perhaps the
Government and the Premier were leading the
charge to bolster our defences and maintain our
alliance. However, it came to light that the real
issue was not whether to restrict the visits as
proposed or allow them to continue unabated, but
whether to restrict the visits or ban them
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altogether. A total ban was seriously contem-
plated. Mr Bill Thomas, one of the Government's
advisers, moved for consultations to ensure that
the frequency and pattern of naval visits to
Australia did not constitute home-porting. The
article states as Follows-

Mr Thomas and another WA delegate, Mr
Clive Hughes, told the conference that the
frequency with which U.S. warships visited
WA constituted de facto home-porting.

To continue-
Mr Hughes said the Thomas motion did

not go far enough and he proposed that no
nuclear armed or powered warships of any
foreign government be given access.

Another delegate was quoted as follows-

Mr McKiernan, a member of the ALP's
administrative committee, also accused the
Premier, Mr Burke, of attempted intimi-
dation of members of the WA delegation.

He told that conference that Mr Burke
promised at a meeting on Monday to protect
WA delegates from possible recriminations
from the State branch over their voting at the
national conference.

It is an incredible situation when delegates from
this State are not prepared to stand up for the
interests of the State in terms of its defence and
are not prepared to continue the policy of welcom-
ing our allies.

Mr Bryce: Don't you realise how silly this argu-
ment is? You were not at the conference and you
do not know what happened.

Mr Clarke: Everybody in Australia knows what
went on.

Mr HASSELL: The ABC devoted entire pro-
grammes to the coverage.

Mr Bryce: You are setting yourself up to be
nothing more than an idiot who makes judgments
in the dark, because you were not there.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Did your delegates vote for

Western Australia or not?
Mr Bryce: They did.
Mr HASSELL: They did not. They voted to

restrict visits.
Mr Bryce: That is where you are wrong. You

are not only wrong; you are also pig ignorant
because you were not there. You are in the dark.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: We all rely on reports of these

things and such reports have been made from
more than one source. Is the Acting Premier

suggesting that the State Government delegates at
that conference were opposed to any restrictions?

Mr Bryce: I am, and that is exactly howv the
Premier voted: To support the American alliance
and the visits by the ships.

Mr HASSELL: On a reduced basis?
Mr Bryce: That is not the issue in the platform.
Mr HASSELL: That is the issue they voted

for-the motion that restricted the visits.
Mr Bryce: I will show you the actual wording of

what went on.
Mr HASSELL: They voted on a motion to

restrict visits. They voted against the motion to
ban visits. That is how the whole ALP conference
was conducted. It was the greatest fraud of all
time. Extreme left-wingers put up extreme left-
wing motions and the Prime Minister and others
were able to win out by a few votes and defeat
those extreme motions. This was then presented as
a great victory for moderation. However, there
was no moderation. The conference decided there
will be no uranium mining in Western Australia;
visits by our allies should be restricted; we should
have national uniform land rights; and, we should
continue to have half the crazy things contained in
that policy. That was supposed to be a victory for
moderation! It was a victory between extreme left
and not-so-extreme left, but it was all left and that
is how it must be viewed.

Mr Bryce: It was not conducted behind closed
doors as the Liberal Party conducts its affairs.
You would not be game to open up your confer-
ence to the public.

Mr HASSELL: Our State conference is on this
weekend, and it is open the whole day.

Mr Bryce: To the public?
Mr HASSELL: To the media.
Mr Bryce: Would any member of the public be

,entitled to sit in and watch?
Mr HASSELL: I do not think every member of

the public would fit in.
Mr Bryce: 1 did not say "every member".
Mr H-ASSELL: Many observers go along.
Mr Bryce: If they are members of the Liberal

Party, not ordinary members of the public.
Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: This is a step in the right direction

for democracy. What wonderful news it is.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Burkett): Or-

der!
Mr HASSELL: There was a report in the Daily

News on I I July concerning the ALP's decision to
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limit US Navy visits. The fact of the matter is that
the Premier of this State and his colleagues did
not vote against, they did not speak against, and
they did not stop the resolution seeking to limit
ship visits.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: What I do know is that
Australia's defence commitments depend on the
American alliance. The people of Western
Australia welcome visits by American ships; they
welcome American sailors, and they are prepared
to continue to have them.

Before the last election a big thing was made of
how there would be provision for defence and
there would be a Minister for Defence. The
Premier and the Ministers of this State returned
from the ALP Conference at which delegates had
voted to restrict visits of US ships, and they ought
to be ashamed of themselves. Those facts are ines-
capable and they represent another example of the
Government's total failure to defend the interests
of the State.

Several members interjected.

Mr H-ASSELL: Members opposite have failed
to stand up and light for Western Australia and to
support visits by ships of our allies, and they have
failed to stand up against Mr Holding and his
extremist racists in the Federal Government
seeking to impose national unified land rights in
Australia.

Let us have a look at that issue.
Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: I will talk about defence for as
long as I like, because members opposite do not
appreciate it.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Members opposite have no
commitment to defence. They know full well
Australian people expect a decent defence policy,
but the Government goes to the bare minimum it
can get away with. It attacks the United States
and bases such as those at the North-West Cape
and Pine Gap. The fact of the matter is that the
present Government does not give two hoots about
the defence of Australia; it never has and never
will, and this is the evidence of it.

Mr Jlamieson: I am glad we have better people
than you looking after defence.

Mr H-ASSELL: Members opposite do not have
anyone looking after defence. As was the case with
the Whitlamn Government, defence is being run
down.

Mr Bryce: You know that is not true; the real
expenditure on defence has increased.

Mr HASSELL: I also know that volunteers
have lost their tax concessions so that they are
discouraged from supporting civilian defence.

Mr Bryce: If you know that, why tell a blatant
lie? Why say defence is running down when you
know that real expenditure has increased?

Mr HASSELL: Defence is being run down.
Mr Bryce: There is a real increase.
Mr HASSELL: It is being run down, and the

left-wing delegates-
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: It was the Labor Government

in Canberra which told our allies to take their ship
home to he repaired. That was the Invincible,

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The Labor Government would

not repair the In vincible. The Invincible is a
British ship and it was not allowed to be repaired
in this country.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Does the Minister support the

fact that the Invincible was sent away?
Mr Bryce: I have no idea of the circumstances.
Mr H-ASSELL: Of course the Minister has.
Mr Bryce: Nope.
Mr Clarko: Do you not read the paper?
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: I turn to the fourth of the

examples which I am using to demonstrate the
lack of commitment by the Government to the
interests of Western Australia. I refer to the re-
port which appeared in The Australian Financial
Review of 13 July under the heading, "Aboriginal
affairs policy" as follows-

The ALP national conference yesterday
reaffirmed the party's policy on land rights
and Aboriginal rights over mining and min-
erals on their land. After a series of
manoeuvrings between each of the party's
factions the Aboriginal affairs policy was
passed without any major alteration.

It goes on later-
The ALP platform on Aboriginal affairs

readg that a Labor Government would grant
land rights and compensation to Aboriginal
and isander Communities using principles
and recommendations of the Aboriginal Land
Rights Woodward Report as a basis for legis-
lation, subject to continuing reviews.

That is the policy of the ALP which binds the
State Government of Western Australia. That is
the policy the State Government of Western
Australia has been desperately trying to avoid, as
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it is realised more and more each day that the
Western Australian people will not have a bar of
land rights. The Western Australian people are
totally opposed to the policy of Aboriginal affairs
which members opposite are espousing. Yet once
again at the ALP National Conference not one
delegate from Western Australia had the courage
to stand up and fight for this State. Not one del-
egate was prepared to say that Western Australia
should not have imposed upon it from Canberra a
system of land rights which will be socially de-
structive and divisive in Western Australia. It will
result in economic damage, and in half the State
becoming available to be locked up as Aboriginal
land with a veto on exploration and on mining.

The delegates from this State simply failed the
State. Once again, the decision was not between
right and wrong; it was between two factions of
the left wing-whether we would have land rights
under the existing disastrous system in the North-
ern Territory, which is the implementation of the
Woodward report, or whether we would have an
even more extreme form of land rights. The choice
was between two very poor and very bad systems
and nobody at the conference made an attempt to
put forward-

Mr Bryce: That makes Fraser a left-winger,
does it?

Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier is not
doing any good by dragging up the name of Mr
Fraser all the time, because I will not leap to the
defence of Mr Fraser in relation to land rights.
The decisions made by the Fraser Government in
relation to land rights were a disaster. They were
wrong, and they continue to be wrong. As long as
land rights in the Northern Territory are under
the present system. they will remain wrong be-
cause they are racist, divisive, and destructive.

Mr Grill: You did not oppose-

Mr HASSELL: I was not a member of Parlia-
ment then, but even within the ranks of the Lib-
eral Party I opposed that move.

Mr Clarko: Many times.

Mr Bryce: On racist grounds.

Mr H-ASSELL: Members of the Labor Party
can run from one end of this country to the other
accusing people of being racists, of being members
of the League of Rights, of being members of the
Nazi Party or any other party they care to name:
but they will not alter the fact that land rights are
wrong, racist, destructive, and divisive, no matter
what members opposite say, and no matter how
mLch of the taxpayers' money they waste on ad-
vertising.

Mr Thompson: Not one of you spoke up at the
conference at Canberra. You will find it harder to
get off the hook you are now on.

Mr HASSELL: They have tried over and over
again. First of all, the Premier said that the
Government would not make any announcements
on land rights until it heard from Mr Seaman.
However, the Government will try to get itself off
the hook by delaying the report, ignoring it, or
leaving it up to the State Labor Party to do the
dirty work. However, that will avail the Govern-
ment of nothing because the Federal Labor Party
is committed to a policy of national uniform land
rights which is wrong, divisive, destructive, racist,
and completely out of step with the needs of the
Australian people.

Let us consider a document that was published
in the last three weeks by the Federal Department
of Aboriginal Afairs, I assume, although it is not
well identified.

Mr MacKinnon: I wonder why.

Mr H-ASSELL: Because if the Government said
the document came from the department, no-one
would believe it. The document is headed
"Current Issues on Aboriginal Affairs", and inside
it the following appears-

c Commonwealth of Australia 1984

Published for the Department of Aboriginal
Affairs by the Australian Government
Publishing Service, Canberra 1984.

That is the only reference to the department in the
whole of the document. Later in the document, we
see a heading "Land Rights. Heritage and Cul-
ture". This is the policy the Government believes
will work, because this policy was decided on at
the Canberra conference, and no-one said a word
against it. In the document, the following ap-
pears-

Our predecessors shirked their
constitutional responsibilities by deferring too
readily to States which were not prepared to
secure land rights for Aboriginals or protect
Aboriginal heritage.

Model land rights legislation and heritage
protection legislation must be developed ur-
gently to ensure the application of consistent
principles in these areas throughout
Australia:

Does the Government oppose that policy? Does
anyone on the Labor side have the courage to say
that he or she opposes that? Not one! Not one has
the courage to say that is opposed.

Mr Grill: I did not hear you.

Mr HASSELL: I will read it again-
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Model land rights legislation and heritage
protection legislation must be developed ur-
gently to ensure the application of consistent
principles in these areas throughout
Australia:

Then the following item appears-
introduce model land rights legislation and
heritage protection legislation in 1985.

That is the commitment by the Labor Party.
Mr Grill: It does not say what form it will take.
Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Transport

agrees with land rights legislation?
Mr Grill: It does not say it must be uniform.
Mr Thompson: Well, you did not hear it prop-

erly.
Mr Grill: I1 says, "model"; it does not have to

be uniform.
Mr Bryce: We will do our thing in Western

Australia. Get that clear.
Mr HASSELL: We know.
Opposition members interjected.
Mr Bryce: I am sorry if it breaks your heart,

because you would dearly love to see a nationwide
stand on uniformity. I am telling you we are going
to do our thing and make our decisions to suit
ourselves.

Mr HASSELL: I know.

Mr Bryce: "Western Australian made".
Mr HASSELL: I know precisely what the

Government will do because I have been told what
it will do by, its members. I know only too well
what the Government will do. It will bring in a
shonkie deal on land rights that does not fulfil its
commitments and then it will leave it to the Feder-
al Government to do the dirty work with its legis-
lation next year. I suggest that the Government is
bound by the Federal policy, and it did not speak
against it when it had the opportunity to do so in
Canberra. It made no attempt.

Mr Bryce: Who are you talking to?
Mr HASSELL: The Government made no at-

tempt to protect the interests of Western
Australia. It made no endeavour to stand up
against the national conference and say that West-
ern Australian land was not available for dispersal
by the Commonwvealth Government-any, Com-
monwealth Government, Liberal, Labor, or any
other sort.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: These people have acquiesced

in a policy which prescribes precisely what will be
done. That policy is spelt out in the official docu-
nment issued only weeks ago.

Mr Bryce: You sound more and more like
Gough Whitlam, the way you speak.

Mr HASSELL: The Federal Government will
have model land rights legislation which will over-
ride the States. We know how much notice the
Commonwealth takes of this State when it says, as
the Acting Premier just said, that Western
Australia will do its own thing.

Mr Bryce: We will.
Mr HASSELL: What difference did it make to

the heritage legislation? What changes did the
Federal Government make to the heritage Bill?

Mr Bryce: We have an agreement with the
Commonwealth Government that it will respect
our decision to do our own thing.

Mr HASSELL: The Bill is horrendous. Do
members realise that the Minister sitting in
Canberra could declare this Parliament House to
be an area of significance to Aborigines? He only
has to sign a piece of paper, and any person who
entered this House would be liable to a penalty of
$5 000 or six months in gaol. That is in the Bill
passed by the Labor Party in Canberra.

Mr Bryce: Do you think that is likely?
Mr H-ASSELL: That is despite the fact that we

have the most powerful sacred sites protection
legislation in Australia. Even the Government's
own Minister-the crazy man who is so keen on
land rights-made representations against that
Bill because it was so bad. He received a letter
with an undertaking, "We will get over it nicely".
It is horrendous legislation and an outrageous in-
fringement of the principles of people. The Minis-
ter and his people sitting in Canberra can do what
they like; and members know how extreme is the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs. Members know
how extremely stupid the department is in
advocating these things, and how it is circulating a
discussion paper within the department proposing
that from the day the uniform land rights legis-
lation is announced, all activity on thc land which
might be affected will be frozen.

Those are the proposals of the Department of
Aboriginal Affairs in Canberra. That is the kind
of nonsense that occurs in the national capital over
issues which have nothing whatsoever to do with
Canberra. Members opposite went along to their
conference and let the people there do this without
one word of protest. Members opposite have not
taken up this matter and fought for the interests of
this State. They do not give a damn: they are
committed to land rights. We will end up with
land rights being hung around the neck of this
nation, causing the most terrible divisions and a
great deal of destruction of our society quite un-
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necessarily. The real problems of Aborigines will
not begin to be solved by the granting of land
rights.

Mr Thompson: They will be compounded.
Mr HASSELL: Indeed, as the shadow Minister

said, the problems will be compounded.
Let us turn now to the issue of pornographic

material. What an unholy mess the Government is
in in respect of pornography. Let us trace the
history of this matter very accurately so that we
do not have any misunderstandings. The problems
the Government is experiencing in respect of por-
nography have been created by its own decisions.
Those problems were created by the Minister for
Minerals and Energy as a result of the policy
decisions he made in Canberra last July. At that
time, once again, the libertarian nature of the
Government's policies came into play and people
were left without any protection, because all re-
strictions on the importation of pornography were
removed.

It cannot be avoided that the situation which
has arisen in this State, where the Government has
introduced ineffective controls and has proposed
introducing further controls and where the left
wing of the Labor Party is telling the Government
that it should not have any controls, is a result of
the Minister's foolish decision in this respect..

If the Minister had gone to Canberra last July
and agreed on a national system of classification
and the matter had stopped there, he would have
done much good. He had our support in that re-
spect. We indicated that at the time. However,
what was not revealed then-what was kept
secret-was the decision to remove all restrictio:ts
on the importation of pornographic material. That
removal of import restrictions is the essence of the
problem and it is there that the Government's
difficulties in respect of pornography began.

The Government has invited into Australia the
filth and muck which now pervades the streets of
our cities. That has occurred as a result of a delib-
erate act of Government decision- making. The
Government invited that material into this country
for reasons which are completely beyond my coin-
prehension. By way of an active poliy, the
Government created the problem. Once ag~aothe
Government has failed the interests of tMer people
of this State in its pursuit of its ideological concep-
tions of the way in which these matters should be
handled.

Let us turn to official documentation issued in
February this year by the Attorney General's De-
partment where it is stated that-

Following agreement in July 1983 by Min-
isters with responsibility for censorship to a

new uniform censorship classification scheme
for publications and films and the introduc-
tion of appropriate Commonwealth legis-
lation, new censorship procedures will come
into operation from I February 1984.

Officers of the Commonwealth Attorney-
General's Department will be empowered to
classify publications under the A.CT. Classi-
fication of Publications Ordinance 1983.
These classifications will apply in the A.CT.
and some States.

I come now to the most important part which is as
follows-

Barriers to the importation of hard core
pornography-other than child pornography,
publications which incite terrorism and publi-
cations containing extreme violence and/or
sexual violence-have been lifted.

It says that "barriers to the importation of hard
core pornography have been lifted". That was the
beginning of the problem. That was where the
Government started the problem and that is the
problem the Government is facing now. It is
totally unsatisfactory and inadequate for the
Government to plead lack of responsibility and to
say that the problems are not of its own making.
The problems are totally of the Government's
own making. The problems have been created by
the Minister's libertarian decision and this matter
provides yet another example of the failure of the
Government to protect the interests of Western
Australia.

Finally I shall mention the tariff protection of
Eastern States manufacturing industries, because
here again we see the Federal Government pursu-
ing policies which will be in the interests of the
Eastern States, but not in the interests of Western
Australia.

Once again this Government's delegates at the
Labor Party National Conference were prepared
to acquiesce in policies which will do this State no
good. An article in The Australian of 14 July 1984
under the headline "Pockets of disquiet greet new
ALP industry strategy" reads, in part, as fol-
lows-

Key elements of the ne% policy include:

ESTABLISHING a significant new plan-
ning arm within Senator Button's department
which could ultimately become a fully
fledged Departnient of Industry Planning;

Further on it says-

GUARANTEES that unions will be more
closely consulted wvhen industries are
restructured.
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But an important resolution attached to the
platform and drawn up jointly by the Left
and Right calls on the Government to provide
emergency funds in this year's Budget "for
the revitalisation and restructuring of heavy
engineering and metals industry".

Then it goes on to say-

But leading businessmen who inhabited the
conference observer benches during the week
yesterday attacked the new platform as a
portrayal of the economic rationalist ap-
proach being championed by the Treasurer,
Mr Keating.

Describing the policy as a complete turn-
around on the rationalist non-interventionist
economic policy the Government had been
pursuing, one businessman said it had been
cooked up by an unholy alliance of metals
trade unions and employers, and warned it
would flow-on to impede adjustment in other
industries.

"The planning stuff is insulting to business,
which is just not going to respond to an inter-
ventionist approach," he said.

That indicates the kinds of deals which are
occurring and the fact that, at the Labor Party
Conference, the Government supported policies
which were not in the interests of Western
Australia.

In particular, in respect of the point about the
development of Western Australia's uranium in-
dustry, 1 refer to section 99 of the Constitution of
the Commonwealth of Australia. I ask Govern-
ment members: Is anyone in this State or is the
State Government going to join in the challenge to
the uranium decision in the High Court being
initiated by Queensland? Section 99 of the Consti-
tution is very clear. It says, "The Commonwealth
shall not by any law or regulation of trade, com-
merce, or revenue give preference to one State or
any part thereof over another State or any part
thereofl'. If members opposite were genuine in
their concerns about Western Australia, I assume
they would get on with the job-

Mr Jamieson: It would be very hard for us to
expid the section to allow the State to overcome
the position in respect of cxport licences.

Mr HASSELL: The position could not be more
clear-cut. At the very least, what ought to happen
is that the matter be tested in the High Court of
Australia. The whole point is that the Government
does not want to test it.

Mr Jamieson: I havec been very clear in respcct
of the position in regard to Yeelirrie and other
issues,

Mr HASSELL: Yes; the position of the Govern-
ment is to bury the jobs and bury the future of
Western Australians. That illustrates the total in-
consistency and immorality of a policy which says
that uranium mining in South Australia is all
right, but uranium mining in Western Australia is
all wrong.

Members opposite will not be allowed to forget
that they have not stood up for the interests of this
State.

Finally, I refer to one other issue very briefly,
and that is the business about a Minister of this
Government issuing an invitation to Canberra to
intervene in the Constitution of Western
Australia. It was a deliberate invitation to Federal
intervention because the Government has been un-
able to achieve the constitutional changes it wants
in this State.

The Govermnent will not be allowed to forget
the fact that not only has it failed to defend the
interests of this State against Canberra and the
other centralists of Australia, and not only has it
failed to work for Western Australia, but also in
its desperation to achieve the political changes it
wants it has invited intervention from Canberra in
the internal affairs of this State. There simply
could not be any issue more fundamentally and
totally for determination by the people of this
State than, the matter of the Constitution of this
State; yet because the Government has not been
able to get its way it has invited this Federal
intervention.

Amendment to Motion
I move an amendment-

That the following words be added to the
motion-

But we regret to inform Your Excel-
lency that the policies pursued by the
Government of the State in relation to.

(a) a Commonwealth ban on the
construction of a hydro-electric
power generation dam in
Tasmania-,

(b) the development of a uranium
industry in Western Australia;

(c) visits to the State by ships of
the United States Navy;

(d) so-called Aboriginal land
rights;

(e) the importation of porno-
graphic material; and

(0) the tariff protection of Eastern
States manufacturing industry,

demonstrate consistent failure by thec
Government to uphold and support the
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interests of people of the State, particu-
larly in relation to employment, business
development, Constitutional rights and
responsibilities, and the maintenance of
standards of decency.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [2.57 p.m.]: I second and sup-
port the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition to the Add ress-i n- Reply. I particularly
support the reference to the examples that
"demonstrate consistent failure by the Govern-
ment to uphold and support the interests of people
of the State"- Clear examples are listed in the
Leader of the Opposition's amendment, and many
others could have been listed.

Almost all cases of this failure involve sectional
interests within Western Australia being listened
to-minorities in the main-while the interests of
Western Australians by and large are deserted
and overlooked by the Government.

The Government's failure to uphold the
interests of Western Australia has been explained
by my leader, who amply demonstrated the poor
performance of the representatives of this Govern-
ment at the ALP National Conference in
Canherrra recently. We saw at that conference
our State representatives, led by the Premier, con-
sistently selling out the State in the interests of
both ideology and consensus. Western Australia's
interests were submerged under the ALP's blind
pursuit of ideology and consensus. We are seeing
Western Australia being turned into a State of
mediocrity when it has the potential to be a State
of excellence.

To demonstrate these points I will touch on.
three areas: First, the visits to Western Australia
by United States naval ships: second, the
constitutional rights and responsibilities of West-
ern Australia; and third, employment.

First, the visits to Western Australia by United
States ships: It is quite clear that the Acting
Premier has not got his facts straight, because the
facts as explained to me by someone who did at-
tend the ALP national conference as an observer
are as follows: The State Secretary of the ALP,
the Premier's right-hand man, actually moved the
motion to limit the number of US naval ships
visiting Fremantle or the H-MAS Stirling naval
base. It was he, with the support of the Western
Australian delegation, who wanted there to be no
home porting of United States vessels in Western
Australia.

Further, another motion moved by the Western
Australian delegation indicated that the H MAS
Stirling base should be upgraded for use only by
Australian vessels. The delegation from WA did

not want money spent on the base to provide ser-
vices for ships of our ally. They, are the facts.

The impacts upon Western Australia are quite
severe. First, the motion conflicts very gravely
with the stated objective of the Federal Govern-
ment-an objective that we should support-to
have a higher Indian Ocean defence profile. That
is Bill Hayden's stated objective. But how are we
to have an effective higher Indian Ocean defence
profile if we snub our ally in this way?

Secondly, those motions, which will lead to a
lowering of the number of visits to Western
Australia by US naval vessels, will seriously im-
pact upon industry here, and I refer to the indus-
try which services those vessels when they are here
and the industry which services the servicemen,
and of course I refer to the tourist industry. A big
industry has built up in providing services such as
food and repairs for the vessels visiting Western
Australia. Those industries wvill now be the worse
for wear.

Likewise, tourism will suffer. Yesterday we
heard from both the Governor and the member for
Mundaring how this Government places a high
profile on tourism, but let me explain the sort of
impact the decision made at the ALP National
Conference will have on an industry in which this
Government claims to be interested.

I will quote statistics from the Western
Australian Department of Tourism handout called
"Western Australian Tourism in 1982". This is
the most recent publication available and it gives
an indication of the number of visitors to Western
Australia in the yecars 1980, 1981, and 1982 and
the value of those visitors to this State in dollar
terms.

In 1980, only 13 500 US Navy personnel visited
Western Australia out of a total of approximately
130 000 overseas visitors. That figure had
increased by 1982-1 know it was higher in
1983-to 39 500 US Navy personnel out of a total
of 182000 international visitors: that is 20 per
cent. In relative terms the number of US Navy
personnel visitors had doubled and the value of the
industry to the State in 1982 dollars was $15
million. If I am any judge and if we were to
transpose those figures into today's figures, they
would be in the order of 40 000 US Navy person-
nel and $20 million brought into the State in tour-
i st dollars alone. Yet here we have a Premier who
led a delegation to the ALP National Conference
held in Canberra. and who has said, in effect, that
the Government is not interested in the Cringe
benefits of the alliance with the United States. our
ally. In effect he has said that the Government is
not interested in a S20 million industry to this
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State. that the Government is prepared to let that
money go down the drain, and that the Govern-
ment is not interested in maintaining a higher
Indian Ocean naval presence or in a better defence
for Western Australia, but simply that it is pre-
pared 1o sell all that down the drain. He has said,
in effect, that the Government is not prepared to
make any contribution to the alliance with the US,
just as Mr Lange in New Zealand has said. They
want all the rights but none of the responsibilities.
That is a position and a stance that we on this side
of the House reject. So, in defence terms, and as
has been explained clearly by the Leader of the
Opposition and briefly further explained by me,
this Government has clearly sold out the best
interests of Western Australia.

The second area I want to touch on is that part
of the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition which refers to constitutional rights
and responsibilities. Madam Acting Speaker, yes-
terday you were in this Chamber with myself and
were also in the Legislative Council with other
members of this House and you heard the
Governor in his opening Speech. written for him,
of course, by the Government, waxing long and
hard about electoral reform. I quote one part of
his speech referring to that, as follows-

New legislation. taking account of that
criticism and comment will be brought to
Parliament this session. The Acts Amend-
ment (Fair Representation) Bill will contain
provisions proposing alterations to Legislative
Council and Legislative Assembly electorates
in a manner which the government regards as
fairer to electors.

We also heard the member for Mundaring waxing
lyrical about the same issue, claiming that we in
the Opposition parties were holding up reform or
democracy. On top of that. as explained by our
leader, we now have Parliament Week. The Minis-
ter for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform's co-
hori (Mr Hunt) said that Parliament Week will be
aimed at bringing the meaning of parliamentary
democracy. "and of the rights and responsibilities
of all citizens in a democracy", to the attention of
the public.

Mr Tonkin: Hear! Hear!

Mr MacKINNON: Let us look at the facts
surrounding the ALP's National Conference as
they relate to electoral reform or constitutional
rights. Let me first explain something to members
of this House; the ALP 1984 conference
reaffirmed its commitment to the reform of State
upper Houses, leading ultimately to their abol-
ition. That motion was supported by the Western
Australian representatives at that conference. It is

quite clear what Parliament Week is about, and it
is quite clear what this Minister's so-called elec-
toral reform is about. It has got nothing whatso-
ever to do with electoral reform; it has everything
to do with the eventual abolition of the Legislative
Council or the House of Review of this State. That
is what the Government's proposed electoral
reform is all about. That is what Parliament Week
is all about. It is not about reform; it is about
abolition. Western Australians again have been
sold down the drain at the ALP National Confer-
ence.

Let us refer to another decision made at the
ALP National Conference in this arenia. The con-
ference made a decision along these lines-

To seek constitutional change, to centralise
power and to provide the Australian Parlia-
ment with such powers as are necessary to
achieve Labor's aims.

That was a conference decision, supported again
by Western Australia. Western Australian dele-
gates supported the centralisation of power in this
country "with such powers as are necessary to
achieve Labor's aims". To allay any doubts as to
what those aims are, I will read from the opening
preamble which precedes the ALP Conference de-
cisions. These, of course, are Labor's aims which it
hopes to achieve by the centralisation of power,
aims which this Government is prepared to sit idly
by and see achieved. The basic aim of the Labor
Party is as follows-

The Australian Labor Party is a demo-
cratic socialist party and has the aim of the
democratic socialisation of industry, pro-
duction, distribution and exchange, to the ex-
tent necessary to eliminate exploitation and
other anti-social features in these fields.

Again, there can be no doubt what this Govern-
ment is about; it is about the democratic socialis-
ation of industry, production, distribution and
exchange-

Mr Tonkint: To the extent necessary.
Mr MacKINNON: -to the extent necessary to

limit exploitation and other anti-social activities in
these fields,

Mr Tonkin: Are you in favour of exploitation?
Mr MacKINNON: I am opposed to socialis-

.ation of industry, distribution, production and
exchange, because I do not think they will in any
way lessen exploitation or any other anti-social
activity.

Mr Davies: We will not introduce these
measures if they will not work.

Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the House is
saying he is in favour of that course and is in
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favour of giving powers to Canberra to achieve
that aim.

Mr Tonkin: 1 have not said that. When did I say
that?

Mr MacKINNON: The Labor Party in its
national conference made such a decision.

M r Tonkin: Don't say that I said it.

Mr MacKINNON. floes the Leader of the
House not support that decision?

Mr Tonkin: I will make my speech in my own
way.

Mr MacKINNON: Of course the Leader of the
House supports that decision, as do all Govern-
ment members.

The third area in which Western Australia was
again sold down the drain is in relation to the
Senate or the States' House. Let us look at the
facts in Canberra and the decision of the ALP in
relation to the Senate. It was agreed that the Sen-
ate in effect would be emasculated. The last bas-
tion of this State's representation in Canberra in
any effective way is the Senate. This Government
through its party has agreed that the Senate-

Should have no power whatever to defer,
reject or amend money Bills. The Senate
under ALP legislation will have no power to
defer or amend bills of any sort for any longer
than six months.

In other words, after six months, the will of the
House of Representatives will prevail. The Senate
can therefore in effect only suggest amendments;
it cannot effect them.

Mr Jamnieson: They must get the permission of
the Australian people for that. Surely you don't
deny that.

Mr MacKINNON: To amend the constitution
in respect of the Senate, yes; thankfully, we have
that protection.

Mr Tonkin. You can relax, sit down and have
some afternoon tea.

Mr MacKINNON: It does not alter the fact
though, that the eventual aim of the ALP-its
objective-is to destroy the power of the Senate.

Mr Tonkin: Only with the concurrence of the
people, only if the people agree.

Mr Jamieson: Surely you would agree.

Mr Tonkin: Only if the people agree. Don't you
think the people should have a say?

Mr MacKINNON: I do not think the people,
by any stretch of the imagination, would agree,
because I do not see how any State would agree to
the diminution Of its representation in Canberra.

Mr Tonkin: Right then, you have nothing to
worry about.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not think I need to
worry about the intelligence of the Australian
people, but I hope the Australian people under-
stand quite clearly the objectives of the Labor
Party, and I hope the people of Western Australia
understand exactly how the Labor Party, if it has
its way, will water down their rights and their
representation in Canberrra. I clearly understand
chat, and so will they.

Mr Tonkin: We are not frightened of refer-
end umis.

Mr MacKINNON: The third area I want to
touch on in my brief support of the motion moved
by our leader is the area of employment. Despite
the protestations of the Acting Premnier yesterday,
the cold, hard fact is that 12 months ago 5 200
fewer people Were unemployed than today. Today,
5 200 extra people in Western Australia are with-
out a job. That is more than last year. This
Government is losing the battle in the unemploy-
ment. stakes. Employment is up by just over five
per cent. Unemployment has increased in that
period by just under nine per cent. The Govern-
ment is losing the battle, and the facts are that our
Premier and this Acting Premier's Government
voted in Canberra at the national conference to
destroy many other employment opportunities for
Western Australians.

Mr Bryce: Do you know how much unemploy-
ment increased in your last year in office?

Mr MacKINNON: The Acting Premier
explained that to us yesterday.

Mr Bryce: It increased by 36 per cent in the last
12 months you were in office.

Mr MacKINNON: That may well have been
the case, but we are nto longer the Government.
Perhaps the Acting Premier has not yet woken up
to that fact. Maybe his big flash car and big office
have not woken him up to the fact that he now has
responsibility for it.

Mr Bryce: I see, you have forgotten.

M r Tonki n: N ine yea rs.

Mr MacKINNON: It is now the Government's
responsibility. The Government, through the me-
dium of its national conference, failed to give
Western Australians any hope that things will
change. The Leader of the House has indicated
that he would rather jobs go to South Australia
than Western Australia;, that is, Roxby Downs
rather than Yeelirrie.

With its decision in Canberra, the Government
has ensured that our jobs will go elsewhere in the
world, because the Government is not prepared to
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be a host to the US Navy. The Government will
not make representations to overcome the resource
rent tax which will not only limit exploration and
destroy job opportunities in Western Australia,
but also will further increase the price of petrol.
The Premier supported that motion to apply an
effective resource rent tax. His Government did
not oppose it. and it will have grave consequences
for this State.

This Government's members, led by none other
than John Dawkins, tax evader par excellence,
supported a move for an overhaul of the taxation
system. The outcome of that review is to be in line
with the provisions of the prices and incomes ac-
cord. This will mean that Western Australians and
Western Australia-mentioned 14 times in the ac-
cord-will see a redistribution of the income and
resources away from productive to non-productive
resources. It will also mean, in terms of the ac-
cord, an abolition of investment allowances. I hope
all Western Australians will understand that it
will also mean that a capital gains tax in Western
Australia is inevitable. Without doubt in the areas
of the Yeelirrie decision, the US fleet, tourism.
and the resource rent tax, we will see an impact on
the taxation system, and employment
opportunities in this State again will be dented by
the ideological decisions pursued by the consensus
of this party at its national conference.

I repeat: We in the Opposition parties will sup-
port States' rights and will continue to oppose the
resources rent tax. We will support the US al-
liance, and will be working hard to support the
retention of the Senate and the House of Review
in Western Australia.

We will abolish FID on our return to Govern-
ment, and will ensure that the private sector will
lead the way to creating employment opportunities
for unemployed people in Western Australia. We
at least have a real concern for those people and
we want only the opportunity to solve those prob-
lems.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [3.17 p.m.]: I add
my support to the amendment moved by the
Leader of the Opposition and congratulate him on
the succinct way in which he condemned the
Western Australian Government-and especially
the Premier-for letting this State down. There is
no doubt whatsoever that the Premier bowed to
the wishes of the Prime Minister in an endeavour
to get him off the hook. He was very much on the
hook of the left of the ALP.

Our 'Premier, at great discomfort to himself,
travelled~o Canberra in order to save Bob Hawke.
I suppose hat within the ranks of the ALP that

was an honourable thing to do, but the people of
Western Australia were sold down the drain.

The subject of Yeclirrie has been well covered,
but it is just another nail in the coffin for Western
Australia. Despite the protestations of the member
for Welshpool. the matter of section 99 was aired
strongly at the Constitutional Convention by
members of the conservative side of the Western
Australian delegation. We believe that Western
Australia has the right to enter into any industry,
be it agricultural or secondary, that any other
State is able to engage in. We believe that export
licences should not be granted to one State and
denied another, if the State concerned has the
ability to produce the commodity which is being
exported by another State, and in fact can do so in
a far more economical manner.

One instance I refer to involves our attempt to
enter the sugar industry. This is now a matter of
history, but I understand that the Government is
currently in possession of a report on the possi-
bility of entering the sugar industry. Obviously,
with the collapse of the international sugar agree-
ment, entry into the industry is more difficult than
before. However, it will not always be so, and
sooner or later the opportunity will arise for this
State to make a contribution to that industry on a
different economic basis. That has been proved by
the work that has been carried out on the Ord
River project.

I hope the Government of the day will fight like
hell to see that Western Australia is able to enter
that industry, despite opposition from the
Queensland Government and from the Federal
Government of the day. The Federal Govern-
ment inevitably panders to the wishes of the
Queensland Government because of the possibility
of obtaining a few Federal seats there.

It is always evident that when one of the con-
servative parties in this House has problems within
its own party, the ALP has great pleasure in pur-
suing the differences and proclaiming its soli-
darity.

Divisions within the conservative parties happen
occasionally, but divisions within the ALP are
legend. This was certainly demonstrated at the
ALP National Conference. I did not realise there
could be so many factions in one party. I am
delighted that there are, because it means that the
ALP once again, like the proverbial lemming, is
headed for self-destruction, and the sooner the
better.

We are waiting at present to hear whether the
Federal Government will do the honourable thing
and remove one of its Ministers from office, or
whether that Minister will do the honourable
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thing and remove himself. Sooner or later we
might get some decency in politics.

NMr Speaker. I am sure you know the number of
factions in the ALP, but for the record let me
quote from The Advertiser in Adelaide of 10 July,
which showed that "the ALP has a left-wing, a
centre right, a centre independent , a centre left, a
right-wing, and an independent wing' -six in all.

Mr Nickver: A very solid football side.

Mr OLD: I was going to suggest that it is more
like a gridiron side. There wecre even some left
right out!

Mr Blaikie: Do you think the Deputy, Premier
would be playing the sneak"

Mr OLD: I would think he would be the trainer.

The left wing was done like a dinner, it did not
have a feather left to fly with. Imagine an anal
with so many wings. Tfhat is how the proverbial
dodo bird was built. That bird suffered an undig-
nified end, as we all know-it flew at ever-increas-
ing speed in ever-decreasing circles. If the ALP)
does that ]one enough. there is only one answer. I
wsill leave that to members to work out.

Let us consider who is in what faction in West-
ern Australia.

Mr Pearce: Some of us in the ALP would like to
know that too.

Mr OLD: I 'vili let members know a la The
Advertiser of Adelaide. Heading the list on the
left are Y. Henderson. W. Fatin, McKeirnan-l
will tell you what he is up to presently-and Sena-
tor Giles: she is in danger, too.

On the centre left are Mr S. Thomas, Senator
Cook. Mr J. Dawkins. Mr M. Behan, and two
proxies. I wonder who they were.

Mr Pearce: When we get to the stage of having
twvo separate parties because of our faction Fights
we will call on you for advice.

Mr Bryce: You have the National Party, the
Country Party. and the Liberal Party.

Mr OLD: There are only two conservative par-
tics-the Liberal Party and the Country Party.

Mr Bryce: You are already split. You have
three separate parties.

Mr OLD; We are only two separate parties. To
continue with the point I was making: On the right
is Mr K. Beazlcy. MHR. This is a beauty: Inde-
pendents are shown as Mr C. Hughes. and Mr
Burke. the WA Premier. He is a fence-sitier: he
was there to do the Prime Minister's bidding. The
Prime Minister said: -Brian. boy. you are indepen-
dent: when I want you to vote 'Yes' you vote 'Yes'.
and when I want you to vote 'No' you do just

that". What a lot of rubbish! None of them is
independent.

Mr Troy: You should be able to tell us how to
unify.

'Mr OLD: Western Australia has had a very raw
deal from the Commonwealth and it is in no mean
w'ay attributable to the delegation at the ALP
conference and the inactivity of this Government
in protecting the rights of this State.

In The West Australian on 5 July under the
beading "Poor deal for WA, says soil chief', the
following is stated-

WA IS GETTING a poor deal in the allo-
cation of funds for soil conservation, accord-
ting to the Soil Conservation Advisory Comn-
mit lee.

When the Labor Party was campaigning for that
disastrous Federal election which it won, a com-
mitnment "'as given for a large amount of
money-some millions of dollars in the first Near.
escalating in followving- years-to be allocated to
the States on a basis of neecd for soil eonservation.
Last yea r, WA received S67 000 of the S600 000
allocated to the States on a basis of need. It would
indicate that this State has no soil conservation
problems. We know that is wrong, and we spent a
tremendous amnount more in any one year than the
Commonwealth allocated to this State under its
grandiose plan of allocating millions to the States
for soil conservation. Nowv it is going to plant
trees. It will supply the trees and the shovels and
will take the credit for the programme. If this is
the wvay this State Government supports Western
Australia federally, it should be ashamed of itself.

I refer again to the newspaper report of 5 July
which stated-

"At that time, the programme was
expected to begin with S4 million and be
increased to over $20 million within five
years

So it started with $600 000 to other States and
$67 000 to Western Australia. Congratulations to
the Government of this State on letting us down
and not fighting for a decent share of the pittance
that was allocated.

I turn now io a matter which is of concern to a
lot of people in this State-the current confusion
about negotiations between the Government of
Western Australia and the Sarawak Government.
Yesterday the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
asked the following question of the Minister for
Lands and Surveys-

(1) Why has the Ord River Station been
offered to foreign interests without any
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consideration being given to local par-
ticipation in the operation of the station?

(2) Why also is the Government considering
reopening the station as a pastoral lease
when its own professional officers' advice
is that the station is still prone to erosion
and its recovery is not complete?

The reply was as follows-
(1) and (2) 1 say quite categorically that no

discussion has taken place with any
foreign interest in relation to Ord River
Station. The Government is only
discussing this matter-it is' in the dis-
cussion stage.

Mr Bryce: Who are you quoting?

Mr OLD. The Minister for Lands and Surveys
(Mr Mclver). The answer continued-

Mr MacKinnon: You just said there had
been no discussions.

Mr McI VER: No further negotiation has
taken place with the Sarawak Government, to
which the member refers, and not one letter
has been written to that Government in that
form. I am afraid the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is out of his depth.

The words "no discussion" are used in the first
part of the answer, and then the Minister said that
no further negotiations had taken place. I refer to
an article in The West Ausiralian of 22 June
which is headed "Talks start on Ord River deal".
It states-

DISCUSSIONS have started between the
WA and Sarawak governments over a joint
venture involving the Ord River station, de-
spite doubts over the station's fragile ecology.

The Sarawak Government wants to buy a
50 per cent equity in the 3700 sq km station
for cattle production.

The article goes on-

The Minister for Lands, Mr Mclver, be-
lieves that the programme has been
completed successfully but the Agriculture
Department and the State Opposition dis-
agree.

Further On it states-

But, Mr Mclver said that those Claims
were groundless.

The claims to which the Minister refers had been
made by an officer of the Department of
Agriculture who said that the station was still
under ecological stress. The article goes on-

"The old Ord River pastoral lease has been
made a special reserve to enable a regener-

ation programme to be undertaken," Mr
Mclver said.

"This has proved successful and the regen-
eration of vegetation is now complete.
Options for the area's development can be
wisely considered".

Regeneration is not complete-it is far from com-
plete. The Ord River Station is still in a very
fragile condition, and unless this Government pre-
serves that station in the form it is today until
regeneration is complete, it will be no time before
the station is back to the very degraded condition
which existed prior to the Government's resuming
it from Vestey's.

Mr Grill: Which Government commenced the
rehabilitation programme?

Mr OLD: Our Government commenced the
programme; a previous coalition Government
resumed the station.

Mr Grill: Are you sure of that?

Mr OLD: Yes, I am sure. This Government
started some regeneration work in the Gascoyne,
but a coalition Government started the Ord River
project. I quote again from the impartial view
being urged in The West Australian on 25 June
when the Minister for Lands and Surveys (Mr
Meclver) said a 20-year regeneration programme
had been successfully completed,

I think the Minister is being very badly advised
by his department because the department's chief
rangeland officer, Mr David Wilcox, said the
station was still prone to erosion and its recovery
was not complete.

I Cannot stress too strongly the importance of
Ord River Station to the Kimberley cattle indus-
try. Ord River Station is one of two research
stations operating in beef in the Kimberley, the
other being Fox River Station. They are run
virtually as one entity because they are adjoining
stations.

Ord River Station is very important to the
Kimberley beef industry because of its supply of
superior genetic material to the cattle industry
both in the Kimberley and in the Northern Terri-
tory. It is very important to the Kimberley beef
industry because it supplies large numbers of trade
cattle to Wyndham Meat Works Pty. Ltd. Mem-
bers should bear in mind that of three export
meatworks in the Kimberley area only two
operate. They operate only at a very limited pace.
If the Government of Sarawak is allowed to enter
into a joint venture with the Government there is a
distinct possibility that live cattle will be exported
from Ord River Station. I asked a question today
as follows-
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(1) In the event of Government approval for
the proposed Joint Venture with the
Government of Sarawak on Ord River
Station, is it envisaged that live cattle
will be exported by the partnership?

(2) If -Yes". what proportion of cattle
turned off fromt the station will be
exported live and to what destinations?

The reply stated-

(1) and (2) It would be very premature to
comment on a possible joint venture be-
tween the State and Sarawak Govern-
ments as no explicit discussions nor
negotiations have been undertaken to
date.
However, it is obvious that such a cattle
venture would have to look at all market-
ing possibilities including live export as
do all other similar enterprises.

That will take more cattle away from the very
important abattoirs which operate in the north.
Propositions of this type were put to us previously
by the Government of Brunei and we rejected
them out of hand. We are not here to sell off the
farm.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [3.37 p.m.]: I am
extremely sorry that the Premier has back trouble.
I wish him a speedy recovery from his physical
back pains, but I wish him no success with his
metaphorical back pains because the Premier
turned his back on Western Australia at the recent
Australian Labor Party bienniel National Confer-
ence. He sold Western Australia out at the confer-
ence. If one thinks of his back metaphorically, two
things stand out and they were not slipped discs.
Firstly, he eared only about the position of the
Prime Minister, Mr H-awke, and of the position of
the national Labor Party at the expense of WVest-
ern Australia. I lawke's position prevailed over
that of Western Australia's. Secondly, he allowed
John Bannon's position and that of the Labor
Government in South Australia to prevail, again
at the sake of Western Australia's. The interests
of the Labor Party were put before those of WVest-
ern Australia and West Australians.

Ir-addition, principle did not fare too well be-
cause tharcmiference was an amazing mixture of
compromises. I fail to see how those people wvho
have some sort of religious fervour or fanaticism
and who believe that the mining of uranium is evil
and sinful could gain any sort of satisfaction from
the compromise. I fail to see how anybody who is
opposed to uranium mining could say that they are
happy for it to go on for, say, 1$ years or that they
are happy for it to continue at Ranger and at
Nabarlek and to begin uranium mining at Roxby

Downs, when they oppose Yeelirrie. It intrigues
me to see people supporting the three mines I have
named, yet opposing Yeelirrie when they are
charged with the job of representing Western
Australia. There is this mixture of cynicism, gross
pragmatism, and inconsistencies in Canberra in
relation to uranium mining.

John Dawkins is described as a leading figure in
the centre left. He was reported in The Western
Mail on 14 July this year as saying that the con-
ference was the most successful in memory for
Australian unity. However, it was not successful
for Western Australia or for Western Australians.
I repeat: It was a selling-out of Australia's
in terests by the Premier.

Before the conference began, the Premier made
a statement that it was essential for party unity
and for delegates to back Mr Hawke on key issues.
The Premier is reported in The Sunday Times of 8
July as saying that the party was in a classical
dilemma of having to choose between compelling
policy decisions and protecting Labor Govern-
ments. He went on to say that that was reflected
in key issues such as uranium mining, American
bases. etc. I guess I should compliment him on his
frankness when he said to all the citizens of West-
ern Australia that the conference would debate
the protection of the interests of the Labor
Government and would forgo good and sound de-
cisions because its prime objective was to protect
Labor Governments. He protected the national
Labor Government and the Labor Government of
South Australia and sold out the interests of
Western Australians.

The conference was a personal triumph for Bob
Hawke. In my view it was a personal disaster for
Brian Burke. Hawke won on uranium and West-
ern Australia lost. Of course, it is a half-hearted
approach to uranium for the so-called decisive line
of Robert Hawvke, the man who got the shunt from
the Vacuum Oil Company, a fact which he never
likes to mention in his biographical material. That
line represents an amazing position because he
sets himself up as sonic sort of guru. However, he
showed the state of his nervousness when the elec-
tric light bulb blew. If members saw the event on
.television they would have seen .that he wvas the
only one who jtQ$pe. All other delegates sat
quietly. He used a couple of Nixonian comments.

The conference showved how divided the
Australian Labor Party is. as mfy colleague, the
member for Katanning-Roc, said a few moments
ago. He said it was similar to the dodo which had
only left wings so that it ran around in circles. We
hear all these descriptions of the factions of the
Labor Party such as the "lefr.% the "ccntre left'
and so on. I understand the term favoured in
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Western Australia is the "broad Ieft"-whatever
that means-but tonight, that term may be
replaced by the "factionalisation of the centre
left". Nobody wants to use the words "the right of
the ALP" and certainly they are never right!

Mr Pearce: Left wing is not too popular a term
in your party, is it?

Mr CLARKO: The use of those labels is a com-
plete farce. One would really need to have some-
body sit down and define what they mean. I
understand that it is impossible to do that and that
in many cases it is a matter of personality. If Peter
Cook does not have all the extreme principles of
the left, as I understand it, then I do not know
what "the left" means. He is now considered to be
too soft and too right wing for some of his col-
leagues in the Labor Government.

M r Williams: What about Dawkins?
Mr CLARKO: The boy from Scotch College.

He was born with a silver spoon in his mouth and
he runs around with a mouth like a smile button
upside down. I would love some journalist to set
out for me where each individual member of this
Government stands. Is the Acting Premier from
the centre left, the far left, or left right out? What
is he? Where do all those people stand?

It seems to me to be a peculiar situation for the
Premier to be described as an "Independent".i
Why is it that to date Western Australia has had
the title of "broad left"? Under Joe Chamberlain
Western Australia was always eategorised as just
being "left" and that put it with the rabbits of
Victoria-the quasi-communists, etc. That was
the situation under Joe Chamberlain. It appears
that Western Australia has generally taken up
what was the old-fashioned left position and voted
in a manner similar to the views which comniu-
nists hold. That was the case. After tonight we
might find a new situation will prevail. I find it
amnazing that Petcr Cook should now be con-
sidered to be some sort of "right-left conserva-
tive".

The question that should be directed to every
member of this Labor Government is. "Are you
happy to have uranium mined in Australia?" The
Acting Premier should say to the House that he is
happy to htve uraniumn minpd at Ranger,
Nabarlek, and Roy-by Downs, but he is not happy
to have it mined at Yeelirrie or anywhere else in
Western Australia. The Governmcnt should tcll
the House where it stands. There is no logic what-
soever in someone saying that he is happy to have
uranium mined in two adjacent States, but not in
Western Australia.

Members on this side of the House would be
amnazed at the tremendous roars of protest from

Government members-perfect silence descends
on the Government benches. They do not wan; to
answer the question and say where they stand on
the mining of uranium at a national point of view.
They do not know how the numbers game is going.
Of course, the delegation from Western Australia,
a body of which the Acting Premier was a part-
time delegate, voted six to five in relation to the
uranium question-for the continuation of this
dreadful piece of ad hoekers'. Government mem~-
bers are prepared to say that uranium is okay in
other States but not in this State.

Mr Blaikie: The Premier has the opportunity of
being independent-like a floating reserve
operating from both sides playing football.

Mr CLARKO: No, he held a private meeting.
Jim MeKiernan said later that at that meeting the
Premier said, "I will protect you when you get
back bome"-is sounds like the Mafia.

There is no doubt about Bill Thomas. He is a
radical of the extreme left. He was bought off at
that meeting. He Switched his vote and that is how
the representatives of the Western Australian
Labor Party voted six to five in favour of Bob
Hawke at that conference. I wonder whether we
might see Bill Thomas occupying one of the
Government seats in a few months' time as his
reward for going along with the "independent"
Premier.

The member for Gosnells, like the other three
Labor women members in this Parliament, has
given two speeches in this Parliament. Every
single word has been read and every second line-

Mr Parker: That is not true.

Mr CLARKO: -has referred to what a great
boy Bria-i is. I do niot know who writes the
speeches for Government members, but they are
basicially the same speech. I would be interested
in-

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO:. I Suggest to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy that he be quiet-he is a
little flea.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I -am supposed to be speaking.
The Minister has spent all morning inrerjecting on
my leader. He has hopped all over the place anid
he has behaved liked a little flea.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: He is one who has been on the
extreme radical left and [ wonder where he stands
today. I wonder if he has moved over now that he
has reached the age of 26 or 27 years and is now a
right-wing conservative in the Labor movement.
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Mr Bryce: The boy Minister. The wonder boy.
Mr CLARKO: Yes, the boy Minister. He sits in

his place looking like a Paddington gollywog.

The situation is quite clear. The member for
Gosnells voted against the Premier on this particu-
lar issue. She is an extreme left-wing feminist.
Where does she stand on this issue? Will she stand
in this Parliament and say, "I reject the view% of
the Premier of this State"? While the Premier has
let down the ordinary people of this State he has
also let her down. He has let down every other
person on the extreme left who is a member of this
Parliament.

Ycelirrie is a major project. I visited thec area iii
980. It is a tremendous resource and is like a

giant vein of gold. Western Mining Corporation
Ltd has spent S35 million on this projct,

Mr Bryce: It has not. Esso spent half of that.

Mr CLARKO: I accept that comment. The
amount of $35 million has been spent on the
project. It is a magnificent deposit-it is dollar
notes lying in the ground,

Mr Parker: You do not have a very good under-
standing of the uranium mining industry. If that is
the ease why didn't you do something about it five
years ago?

Mr CLARKO: If dollars are lying in the ground
it does not mean that the dollar will be converted
into goods on the same day. However, it is a mag-
nificent resource.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I ask the Minister for Minerals
and Energy whether he is in favour of mining at
Yeelirrie? If not, he should be quiet. He is an
insignificant little flea and I hope the Speaker will
not let him go on.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: We have the situation where
$35 million has been spent and wasted because of
the actions of [his Labor Government,

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO. The Minister for Minerals and
Energy is the person who walked out on the Uni-
versity Guild of Undergraduates. He held the
position for two minutes, then backed off and took
a job with one of the most dastardly groups in
Australia-the builders labourers' union.

Mr Parker: I have never worked for the Builders
Labourers' Federation.

Mr CLARKO: I did not say the Builders
Labourers' Federation. I did not use the word
"Federation": I said "the builders labourers'
union". I ask the Minister how many times he has

been behind the Iron Curtain and who paid for
those trips? He is a friend of the Communists.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: He is not a little red; he is deep

red.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to

order.
Mr CLARKO: 1 do not know whether I have to

tolerate the couple of fleas who are trying to shout
me down. I have a soft voice and they have the
humnan bone-the bloke who failed in his job as
Whip. He takes $4 000 a year-

Withdrawval of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! J think the language in

this House should be temperate. I waited for a call
from one of the members, but I do not think that
members of Parliament should be referred to as
"fleas". I suggest that the member for Karrinyup
withdraw that remark.

Mr CLARKO: I certainly will. I will do what
you ask me to do, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: Order! I want the member for
Karrinyup to withdraw the remark.
Mr CLARKO: 1 withdrew it. I thought it was

obvious that I was withdrawing the remark.

Debate (on amendment to mot ion) Resumed
Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, if I have a couple

of members who try to out-shout me, what amn I
supposed to do? I can either call on the Speaker or
the Acting Speaker or retaliate in kind to them.
When I strike lightweights J intend to raise my
voice against them.

This is the Government which sold out Western
Australia and it is led by the Premier. According
to The Australian Financial Review of I I July the
decision of the national conference "places a ques-
tion mark over future sales to Japan". This
Government has postured that it is a great friend
of Asian nations and that it is trying to do all in its
power to expand trade with iapan, but this is an
example of where the Premier voted in a particu-
lar way and supported a particular position-his
national party supports a particular position-
which will cast a shadow over the sale of uranium
to Japan. Of course, there is no doubt that it will
flow over to other areas of trade. At the ALP
conference Bannon did brilliantly, Hawke won,
the Federal ALP won, the Western Australian
Government lost, and Western Australians lost.

A Western Australian, Senator Walsh, coin-
monly called "'Mr Mean Mouth", and number one
of the wealthy class that represents the working-
class party, moved the attack and put forward the
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uranium argument. He pushed a sell-out which
will freeze development at Yeelirrie and deny jobs
to Western Australians. The Premier,
metaphorically speaking. took it lying down. The
opinion polls quoted by the Prime Minister
indicated that the majority of Australian
voters-and the majority of Labor Party and
Australian Democrat voters-want the mining of
uranium to continue. Mr Hawke said that 10 000
jobs and $1 000 million in export earnings will be
lost if uranium mining is not continued. Ranger is
negotiating contracts which, if they come to fru-
ition, will produce over the next 10 years an ad-
ditional $I billion in royalties for the Common-
wealth Government. Of course, there is much
more to come from Roxby Downs if that is prop-
erly developed. Mr Hawke said that leaving
uranium in the ground did nothing for peace or
disarmament. However, the Premier was prepared
to wash his hands of this issue and did nothing. He
does not care about Western Australia.

I will not touch on the question of unions and
how the Western Australian union movement
would like to have seen no further development.
By his actions the Premier has affected the future
development of the economy of Western Australia
not only with regard to jobs but also with regard
to royalties: the level of taxation to be imposed,
development of the infrastructure, such as roads in
the eastern goldfields and the port at Esperance:
and career opportunities for young people. Mining
in Western Australia will suffer as also will the
development of the metropolitan area, which de-
pends for much of its growth on country projects,
whether mining or agricultural. Also there will be
fewer funds for important things such as schools.
ANZUS will be affected because the American
Government has clearly indicated that it wants its
ships ported here.

The member for Welshpool has the cheek to say
that if we develop a naval port at Fremantle it will
bring the Russians to the Indian Ocean. In the
1960s. I was an education and intelligence officer
in the citizens airforce.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: That joke was told 1 000 years

ago and it is as stale as is the member. It is
insignificant.

In the 1960s planes were looking for Russian
ships in the Indian Ocean.

The SPEAKER: The member's time has ex-
pired.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Acting Premier) [3.58
p.m.]: The Government rejects the amendment to
the Address-in-Reply moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. I must emphasise that We sat on this

side of the House in an almost incredulous Frame
of mind trying to establish what the Leader of the
Opposition was aiming to do. He took nearly three
hours in an attempt to achieve his aims. His con-
tribution was politically grubby and intellectually
messy. He stood in his place today like a desperate
man thrashing around in every conceivable direc-
tion to discover an issue. If ever there was a grab
bag presented to this House by a leader of an
Opposition that presumably has coherent policies
and issues thoroughly thought through by an
alternative government, it has been presented by
this Leader of the Opposition today. We on this
side of the House have Found amazing the pre-
occupation of the Leader of the Opposition and
the three speakers who followed him with the
Australian Labor Party's National Conference.

We would almost gain the impression on this
Side of the House that nothing of interest or sig-
nificance was happening anywhere in the nation at
present other than inside the Labor Party.

I wish to make some comments on that confer-
ence and compare it with a conference comprising
faceless delegates of the Liberal Party. I am still
not sure whether that conference includes women
as well as men. They are faceless delegates who set
their policies and make their vital decisions.

Let us analyse what happens at the Labor Party
Conference: We are very proud of the structure
and the way in which the policy-making process
inside the Labor Party is available and, in fact.
presented to the nation. At the conference there
were: 99 delegates: approximately 70 proxies;
about 150 credentialled observers from the busi-
ness community around Australia; approximately
100 credentialled observers from the diplomatic
corps in Canberra: about 100 staff associated with
the party to make the conference work: nearly 200
credentialled people from the media; and.
approximately 150 people who were entitled to a
seat in the gallery simply because they were memn-
bers of the public. Altogether there were about
700 people in attendance at what was one of the
most remarkably open conferences one could wish
to see. in fact, it is the only conference of its kind
in this nation. I offer a little gratuitous advice to
members of the Opposition. Before t hey and their
party are ever likely to be in shape in terms of
credibility to regain office at a national or State
level, they will have to demonstrate to the people
of Western Australia and Australia that they are
prepared to conduct their affairs on the same
open, frank and democratic basis that the Labor
party adopts. We are proud that there are differ-
ences of opinion in our organisation, and we are
proud to have those differences of opinion resolved
in a proper and democratic fashion.
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The member for Katanning-Roc, the leader of
one of the country parties in this House, expressed
his real concern about the prospect of the consoli-
dation of factions inside the Labor Party across
the country. In fact, he indicated that he saw this
as impending doom for Labor Governments. The
member and his colleagues should note that the
coalition of interests and views that is alive and
well inside the Labor Party is no more and no less
diverse than the coalition of opinion inside non-
Labor parties. Of course, the big difference is that
we are one political party and the non-Labor par-
ties are not. One can imagine the fun and games
we would expect to witness in terms of a public
spectacle if there were a coalition in the form of a
single political entity around the non-Labor par-
ties in this country; that is, the Liberal Party,
National Party, National Country Party and the
Democrats. It would be interesting to see the fun
and games which would take place on the floor of
a conference if an endeavour were made to unify
the non-Labor parties in this country.

If those parties were put together under one
umbrella what difficulties there would be keeping
the umbrella over the lot of them all at one time.
We in the Labor Party are proud of the differ-
ences of opinion inside our organisation, and the
day those differences die so too will the spirit of a
very great political party and Australia will be
much the worse for it.

I will have only 14 minutes in which to reply to
the Opposition members but that will be plenty of
time in which to pluck out the substance of the
points made by the Leader of the Opposition
which took him three hours to cover. I will refer to
the highlights of his comments. He seems to be
hell-bent on torpedoing the Western Australian
Development Corporation and, specifically, the
diamond trust.

Mr MacKinnon: What about the diamonds?
The Government guarantee?

Mr BRYCE: Let me tell the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition there is nothing novel about the
idea of guaranteeing returns for people who invest.

Mr MacKinnon: When did it happen before?
Mr BRYCE: Treasury bonds are guaranteed.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not a trading concern.
Mr Court: It is not a corporation.
Mr BRYCE: There are very many variations

and differences. We are talking about the prin-
ciple of a guaranteed return.

Mr Court: We are talking about a trading
company.

Mr BRYCE: Let us have a look at the people
whose professional competency members opposite

are calling into question today. Are they in fact
suggesting that (he financial advice and taxation
advice of professional people of the standing and
stature of Hill Samuel Australia Ltd. and Price
Waterhouse are to be questioned in the way that
the Leader of the Opposition questions them?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: It is not merely an ordinary pro-

fessional difference of opinion. He used scurrilous,
smearing language. Was he saying the principals
of Hill Samuels and the consultants involved with
Price Waterhouse were part of this alleged
shonkie and corrupt deal when they gave financial
advice to the WADC in respect of how to put this
concept together?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: When the Leader of the Oppo-

sition used this language, was he saying that the
legal advice received from a firm like Robinson
Cox, or the commercial judgments of members of
the board of WADC, were corrupt and shonkie?

Mr Court: Why did you have to guarantee it?

Mr BRYCE: So it is not really shonkie and
corrupt after all!

Mr MacKinnon: Yes it is.
Mr BRYCE: Are members opposite suggesting

that the Taxation Department, which has given
advice to the WA DC-

Mr MacKinnon: The Taxation Department
never gave advice, the Federal Treasury gave ad-
vice.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRYCE: Are members opposite suggesting
that when the Treasurer wrote as he did, that was
all part of some terribly corrupt and shonkie deal?
What members opposite are doing is setting them-
selves the task of trying to destroy a concept,
which is a very exciting concept, and it is a very
new one. In fact members opposite are terrified
that it may succeed.

Mr MacKinnon: Not in the least.
Mr BRYCE: The object is to make it possible

for a greater cross-section of Western Australians
to participate-

Mr MacKinnon: Do you not believe that the
Bond Corporation is widely based?

Several members interjected.

Mr BRYCE: The member and I know that less
than four per cent of Western Australians buy
shares and stocks and participate in the ownership
of those companies through that avenue.

Mr MacKinnon: How many Western
Australians are owners of the Bond Corporation?
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Mr BRYCE: I would like to point out to the
honourable member that we are proud of a con-
cept designed to give the other 96 per cent a more
effective opportunity to participate in the owner-
ship.

Mr MacKinnon: More effective by guarantee-
ing the debt. Any Western Australian can buy
shares in Ashton Mining today.

Mr BRYCE: Of course he can, but of course
the truth is on the record. Only about four per
cent take up shares.

Mr Peter Jones; Are you going to buy some
units?

Mr BRYCE: I just might. The interesting thing
is that the record indicates exactly what happens
in this State. We have been told for 20 years that
we are a great resource-developing State. but who
is it who actually participates in the resource de-
velopment? In practice, because of the way the
structures are in place in this State. less than four
per cent of the people buy shares and stocks in
those companies.

Mr Court: Be careful in what you are saying.
Who are the major shareholders in Mt. Newman?
Who are the major shareholders in Hamcrsley?

Mr BRYCE: Is the member disputing the four
per cent?

Mr Court: Find out about AMP and like
companies.

Mr BRYCE: I am talking about individuals.

Mr MacKinnon: Individuals own AMP.

Mr BRYCE: In the eight minutes now left, let
me touch very quicky on some information for the
Leader of the Opposition. I can only assume that
he raised some of these questions because he
wanted to be put right.

In regard to the question of the building in
Kalgoorlie, I do not have a comprehensive set of
details at my fingertips yet, but I have asked for
some information. I wonder if the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition would be good enough to convey
the essence of this information to his leader?

Mr MacKinnon: Certainly.

Mr BRYCE: There was and there is a great
measure of overcrowding in Kalgoorlie in respect
of Government departmental accommodation.
That is no secret. The Public Service Board ac-
commodation committee, as it has done in other
regional towns and other suburbs over a long time,
discussed this problem with the regional manager
in Kalgoorlie and a whole range of real estate
developers in that town. So it is no secret that a
building was needed in Kalgoorlie.

The Mr Viskovich referred to had a property
which he indicated he was prepared to develop for
this sort of purpose, and he put a proposition for
development of that site to the Public Service
Board accommodation committee.

Mr Peter Jones: About when was this?
Mr BRYCE: I have no idea.
Mr Peter Jones: Recently or long ago? In the

last few months?
Mr BRYCE: Oh, yes, it is fairly current. This

particular proposition was outlined to Mr Young,
the former Minister who is now working as a con-
sultant to the Government on accommodation,
and he agreed with the Viskovich proposal. The
Valuer General agreed to the figures. I do not
intend to take up what is left of my precious time
debating different figures. ] do niot have them all
at my fingertips, but that is the essence of the
case.

When the Leader of the Opposition stood here
today and said that these stories were trickling
into his office and he intended to use this place as
ak gutter and do what he did today, that is a good
examnple of how, whenever there arc threats-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: In all seriousness, the Public Ser-

vice Board accommodation committee, in terms of
its trust, I am advised, acted correctly.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: I would be surprised if the situ-

ation was any different in respect of other regional
towns.

I now have four minutes left, and I intend to
refer briefly to employment. Between 1974 and

983. member., opposite presided over aL nionu-
mental increase in the level of unemployment in
Western Australia.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you realise that the young
men in Australia live in the future, not in the past'?

Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition cannot walk away from the facts.

Mr MacKinnon: We are living in the future, not
the past.

Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition would like to forget the past, but we will
never give him the chance to do so. The so-called
great developers sitting opposite left behind one
hell of a mess when they left office. When the
Leader of the Opposition said there was a big
smell in this Chamber, he could have been refer-
ring only to the smell of the canker associated with
the mess they left when they left office. In the last
year of the Liberal Government, there was an
increase of 36 per cent in the level of unemploy-
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ment. I ask members to bear these figures in mind:
they ought to be inscribed on the political epitaph
of the Opposition, The level of unemployment rose
from 7 700 people to about 63 000 in the just nine
years to 1983.

Mr MacKinnon: What are you doing about it?

Mr BRYCE: I advise the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that we have put the brakes on the rate
at which unemployment is increasing, and we arc
about to turn the situation around.

The reason members opposite started to talk
about grubby things like corruption and
shonkieness is that they were running away from
the reality revealed by current economic indi-
cators. They would dearly love the economy to go
into another nosedive; but whether they want it
that way or not, the economy of the State is
emerging in a position of growing strength. I sin-
cerely hope that members opposite will withdraw
from the temptation to knock every conceivable
indication of recovery.

The last matter to which I will refer very briefly
is the question of Veelirrie. Certainly my friend,
the Minister, will elaborate if he needs to do so.

When the member for Narrogin was the Minis-
ter. he had an opportunity for five years to get
Yeelirrie off the ground. Yeelirrie is not a goer;
there is no partner, and there have not been mar-
kets.

Mr Court: Say that again.
Mr Peter Jones: Say it is not a goer.
Mr BRYCE: I have just said that, and the

ineilber for Narrogin kntn% s it. 1i took five
years-what a gestation period! We have about six
other agreements just like Ycclirrie on the books
of this State-iron ore and bauxite agree-
inents that xwere legislated for but did riot in
fact come together because they did not have mar-
kets. or joint venturers to put them into effect.
Members opposite know that during the timne they
were in office Veelirrie just could not come
together. Esso pulled out and said it was not vi-
able: and the member for Narrogin knows it was
not viable.

Members opposite know that over the last dec-
ade the price of uranium has dropped from $35 a
pound to $17.50. 1 would like to hear some of the
former great administrators demonstrate how that
project could conceivably go today. The Minister
has already indicated that the principals of the
company have said that it is not a goer, and that
the circumstances for it to come together simply
do not exist.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [4.18 p.m.]: I
was hoping that the Acting Premier would try to

give us some defence of exactly why the Govern-
ment or those who spoke for the Labor Party at its
national conference sold us down the drain on
Veelirrie. What we have just heard is not a de-
fence. The kindest thing I can say is that perhaps
the Acting Premier is not fully aware of what took
place. Perhaps he is not aware of the phone call
between Western Mining Corporation and the
Premier, for example. at the time of the Labor
Party conference when Western Mining took great
exception to the Government's claim, made
through the Preniier and the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy, that the Yeelirrie project was
not viable.

Mr Bryce: You know why they say that.

Mr PETER JONES: I listened to the Acting
Premier without interruption. May I finish2

One great question has gone unanswered: Why
did the Government, the Labor Party delegates, or
the ALP National Conference, believe that they
were the ones who should decide whether Yeelirrie
was a viable project? How come they took it upon
themselves to say, "We are voting against this
project because it is not economically viable"?
That is what they said in two ways: By voting the
way they did and by their public statements.

The company says that it will make a decision
on whether the project is viable. It says, "We are
the ones who put up the $35 million so far for the
joint venture. We are the ones who have been
prevented by positive decision of the Governments,
both Federal and State. from being allowed to
proceed to negotiate and from being allowed to
proceed to get another partner in, and now we are
told it is not viable!"

If we go back to an earlier part of the story
about Yeelirrie. we find that at noitinie have the
Government and its members started to justify the
actions they took and the decisions and statementIs
they, made prior to the election. compared with
those that they made subsequently,. Prior to the
election, the now% Premier and the now Minister
for Transport indicated to Western m ining that, if
elected, the Labor Party, would not stand in the
wvay of Ycelirric. That has been stated in this
House. atid it has not been challenged.

Subsequently, the now Minister for Transport
publicly avowed the commitment of a Labor
Government to Yeelirrie. Not only did he indicate
the keenness of the Government to get the project
going, but also he indicated on 16 December 1982
the support of the Labor Party for the transport
arrangements through Esperanee. Various other
commitments were made in support of Veelirrie.
There was no philosophical nonsense, saying, "We
don't like uranium mining". The Labor Party did
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not even remain silent on the issue; it publicly
committed a Labor Government 10 work for, to
support, to assist, and to honour the agreement
Act that had been passed by this Parliament in
1978 for the development of the project. The
Labor Party quite properly based that decision on
the information and advice it had received from
the joint venturers, and particularly the manager
of the joint venture, that the project had two great
things going for it. Firstly, it was one of the 10
best uranium projects in the world-

Mr Bryce: Would you read it that way today?
Mr PETER JONES: -secondly, the Govern-

ment knew, as does everybody today, that it had
gone through the initial testing period: a pilot
plant relating to the project had been built on the
edge of the town at Kalgoorlie; environmental
studies had been done; and in fact it was at the
point where, subject to certain marketing arrange-
ments, negotiations could continue with a view to
fruition.

Quite rightly, the Labor Party, and
subsequently the Government of the day,
indicated their support. Then the rot set i n, and
following the election there was a 180 d egree
change in course. The manager for the project was
told that all discussions relating to the project
must cease.

Mr Parker: Not by the State Government.

Mr PETER JONES: On 26 July 1983, the
Deputy Premier who, at that time, was responsible
for the agreement. advised this House and con-
firmed in answer to a specific question from me
that he had notified the joint venturers that ap-
proval had been withdrawn for negotiations on
Yeelirrie.

Mr Bryce: Withdrawn by Lionel Bowen.

Mr PETER JONES: In a subsequent question
he advised me that the State Government felt
obliged to bow to the Federal policy of the Labor
Party.

Mr Bryce: Where did I say that?

Mr PETER JONES: He indicated that the Fed-
eral Labor Party, which by this time had become
the Federal Government, had its policy and the
Australian uranium industry was under examin-
ation. He said that the whole question of the
Labor Party's policy on uranium, now thai it was
in Government at both State and Federal
levls-members should bear in mind we are
talking also about South Australia-was under
review. The Premier of this State indicated pub-
licly he would have to abide by a review of the
ALP's policy and the attitude of the Government
here would depend on what Canberra said.

Subsequently a considerable amount of dis-
cussion and political to-ing and fro-ing took place
until it was made quite clear at the Federal level
what the position was. Members should bear in
mind nothing had been happening at the State
level, because, for whatever reason, the State
Government had been prevented from doing any-
thing. It did not fight for this State and the
Government admitted that in this House last year
when we were told, "We can do nothing. We have
to wait until we are told federally what the Com-
monwealth policy will be".

We then reached a very interesting stage, be-
cause the Federal Minister responsible for this
matter, Senator Walsh, took a somewhat prag-
matic stance. He drew up a draft paper which he
conveniently leaked and it was clear that, if that
draft were accepted as Federal policy, subject to
economic conditions prevailing at the time, as is
the case with all projects, virtually unlimited de-
velopment of uranium mines in this country would
take place. Of course, that development would be
subject to the exigencies of the market as is any
other project of this nature. Therefore, in his first
draft paper, Senator Walsh specifically identified
the Northern Territory and Roxhy Downs mines,
but he did not shut the door on other licences
being granted.

That first draft by Senator Walsh was objected
to by elements within the Labor Party. All this
information is available and there is no secret
about it. It became clear that a policy of that
nature would eventually assist this State, but it
would not be acceptable to the forthcoming Feder-
al Conference of t he A LP.

Therefore, the conference ended up considering
a policy which denied the prospect of further Ii-
cences being granted-a policy which denied the
development of Yeelirrie or any other project any-
where in Australia. other than those projects
nominated specifically.

In trying to justify that policy, immediately
prior to the conference the Premier of this State
made a comment which was reported in The
Sunday Times of 8 July last as follows-

We are in the classic dilemnma.. .

The "We" refers to the 1 I-member contingent
from Western Australia. To continue-

.of having to choose between compelling
policy decisions and protecting Labor
Governments.

In other words, prior to the conference a position
had been taken under which the development of
Yeelirrie meant nothing; the jobs and everything
else that had been committed under this project
meant nothing; the conference intended to embark
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on a call for action designed to save the South
Australian Government.

The Premier of this State . a respondent to a
contracc ratified by this Parliament, abrogated
that contract and went out to bat publicly to save
someone else. He did not intend to have any-
thing else to do with saving a project, contract, or
agreement ratified by the Parliament of this State
and to which, by virtue of his office, he was a
signatory. Thai has not been denied or defended
publicly by anybody from the opposite side of the
Chamber.

Therefore, we had a situation where people like
Senator Cook, who previously in his trade union
career, as you, Sir, would be well aware, was the
convenor in this State for the campaign against
nuclear energy and was very outspoken about
it-I do not criticise him for that, because it was
his opinion and he stuck to it-then supported it.

Mr Clarko: That was an amazing turn-around,

Mr PETER JONES: Of the I1I members of the
delegation which went to Canberra, the only
people who came out of the Federal ALP Confer-
ence with any vestige of self-respect were those on
the left who voted against that motion. I say that,
because at least they held true to their principles. I
do not agree with what they voted for, but at least
they held onto their principles. Senator Cook sold
his soul for a Senate seat. He sold his soul to
support thait motion because he was under chal-
lenige forpreselection.

Mr Clarko: What about Hill Thomas? He did
the same.

Mr PETER JON ES: We all know all about Bill
Thomas and it does not need to be repeated. The
only members of the Western Australian del-
egation who stood by their principles and the pre-
vious positions they had taken were those on the
left who voted against what Senator Walsh put up.
because at least we knew how they would vote and
they were honest enough to say, "We will not have
a bar of it".

If the Labor Party had been dinkumn about its
uranium policy and the concerns it had expressed
in the past, no uranium mining would have been
approved by the Federal Labor Conference. Mem-
bers who went to that conference would have stuck
with the previous policy and they would have said,

Mr Parker: You would have liked that, because
you could have attacked it.

Mr Wilson: You arc frustrated.

Mr PETER JONES: Of course I would not
have liked it. How stupid can that man be'? How-
ever, that position would have been less open to

attack than the stupid action the members of that
conference took, because they said, "it is all right
to mine uranium in South Australia and it is all
right to do it in the Northern Territory, but we
will not have it here". They have said, 'We do not
want those nuclear ships coming here, because we
do not like them, but Mr Bannon can have a
uranium mining industry, although we do not
want it". If members of the Labor Party are
dinkum, no-one ought to have uranium mining.
We have a ridiculous situation now.

While the Minister was absent, I indicated the
information which has been given to me within the
last few days-particularly since his comments
were published in the Kalgoorlie Mviner of I8
July-is that the company concerned is taking
exception to what he said in respect of the econ-
omic viability of the mine.

Mr Parker: I have said this and I will say this
again-

Mr PETER JONES: I am not asking the Minis-
ter to justify his position, He will have to deal with
the matter and the company-

Mr Parker: The company does not disagree with
me at all. I said earlier that the company represen-
tatives, Mr Parry and Mr Crawley from
Urangesellschaft Australia Pity. Ltd. and one of its
directors who was out from Germany to see me,
sat in my office in January of this year and told
me that, no matter what the Federal Government
did at that stage, and no matter what we did-I
would be very surprised if you had had any com-
plaints about the attitude that the State Govern-
ment has taken to various requests they have made
of us-there would be no starting of the Yeelirrie
project, even if there were no controls whatsoever.

Mr PETER JONES: For how long?

Mr Parker: For the foreseeable future.

Mr PETER JONES: I am very interested, be-
cause we wanted to gek that comment from the
Minister.

The simple reason is this: What he has said is
that he has been told by the company that even if
the Federal Labor Party policy allowed Veelirrie
to go ahead, which now it does not-one reason
being that this State voted against it-it would not
start up in the foreseeable future. This situation
prevails with a number of projects the subject of
agreement Acts in this State. A project at the
Mitchell Plateau in which the Minister is cur-
rently involved can be mentioned. That project
cannot start at the moment, but that does not
mean it will be denied the opportunity to com-
mence operations and it does not mean the
Government will vote against this happening.
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We have the situation today where the Minister
has stated in answer to a question about Olympic
Dam-the answer from the department has been
added to from his own office, because it is in a
different print-as follows-

. . it will be able to meet any projected in-
crease in the market in the immediate future.

This project is not yet off the ground and it will
not be for some years, yet the Minister is telling
the Parliament that it will be able to meet any
projected increase in the market in the immediate
future. To continue-

It is making the development of Yeelirrie im-
possible.

Unless the company has changed its mind in the
last 48 hours, Yeelirrie could be off the
ground-and I am talking in a physical sense-
before Roxhy Downs. But the Minister is denying
that in this answer. The Minister now seems to be
indicating that the company has a market and the
Government does not. Does Roxby Downs have a
market? The Minister seems to be saying that
Veelirrie does not have a market, but Roxby
Downs does.

We are talking about a project in South
AuIstralia which doe not even have a market and
which is dependent on other minerals besides
uranium. It is dependent on world prices for min-
erals such as copper. It does not even have State
approval. It is also dependent on the influence of
marketing to France, an influence which is being
denied by the Labor Party.

Mr Parker: And by the Liberal Party when in
Government.

Mr PETER JONES: Yet here in Western
Australia we have a project and this Minister has
said in Parliament in answer to a question that it
will be able to supply the market in the immediate
future.

Mr Parker: I didn't say that.

Mr PETER JONES: The word "immediate" is
there.

Mr Parker: Not in respect of this project.

Mr PETER JONES. The Minister said, "It will
be able to meet any projected increase in the mar-
ket in the immediate future".

Will someone in the Government, someone in
the Labor Party, perhaps the Minister for
Transport, finally indicate where he stands on the
subject of Yeelirrie?

Mr Parker: Have you spoken to the partners
about the State Government's attitude?

Mr PETER JONES: Yes.

Mr Parker: What was the nature of the com-
plaint?

Mr PETER JONES: I would like to see
whether the Government will eventually defend its
action in voting against this project, but somehow
or other it does not seem to want to do so.

MR COURT (Nedlands) [4.38 p.m.): We have
just witnessed two Government Ministers trying to
defend their position on uranium mining by saying
that the Yeelirrie project is not a goer.

Mr Parker: That is right.

Mr COURT: That is not a good defence of their
policy on uranium. The Australian Labor Party
has really got into a mess over this, and later I will
briefly touch on the suggestion that it is
uneconomical to get Yeelirrie off the ground.

The Labor Party's policy on uranium has be-
come the laughing stock of the world. Just what is
its policy in this State? Over the years it has been
successful in confusing the people on the questions
of uranium mining and nuclear power. The Labor
Party tries to create the impression that anything
to do with the nuclear industry is big, bad and
ugly.

Mr Bryce: Would you sell uranium to the
French for exploding in the atmosphere?

Mr COURT: No, but the Acting Premier would
know that the French nuclear power industry
supplies nuclear power all over Europe. He would
know that France has to buy uranium from some-
where.

Mr Bryce: And Western Mining advised the
Fraser Government that it could not be sure that
Australian uranium sold to the French would not
finish up as an explosive device in the southern
hemisphere.

Mr COURT: We could not be sure of anyone
not doing that. The Labor Party says that it is all
right for some States to sell uranium, but it is not
all right for Western Australia. The Premier has
said in this House that he does not want uranium
mining in this State. We saw him support a policy
that said uranium mining could go ahead in some
States, with controls and with some of the existing
contracts which cannot be fulfilled because the
Labor Party has stopped the selling of uranium to
the French. The Federal Government is to pay
compensation for that. The public understand that
the ALP says it is all right for the South
Australians to mine and sell uranium, but it is not
all right for Western Australians.

The Minister said that only 400 jobs would be
associated with Yeelirrie.

Mr Parker: I was trying to get the Leader of the
Opposition to talk about the real world.
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Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition said
that 3 200 jobs would be associated with the
Veelirrie mine.

Mr Parker: Which is absolute nonsense.
Mr COURT: Last year when debating this very

subject in the House we were trying to get the
Government to rethink its decision on uranium
mining and trying to get it to support Western
Mining Corporation Ltd. to get the Veelirrie proj-
ect off the ground, and the Preniier said that the
problem was nothing to do with him and that the
State could not allow uranium mining to go ahead
because it was all subject to the Federal ALP
policy. That was a great admission in itslf-that
the Premier of this State could not do anything
about a project in Western Australia unless Feder-
al ALP policy said he could do something.

While that debate was taking place, the present
DeputyLeader of the Opposition and I were
talking to a constituent outside the Chamber and
we could hear the debate. The man "'as from a
professional engineering company employing 30
people. and his company had geared itself up to do
work associated with the project-, but because it
was not going ahead he was facing the prospect of
going down the tube. That was just one small
engineering firm wanting some work from the
project.

I am sure the Minister would know that there is
quite a flow-on from this type of project. Once it
got into operation it might employ only 300 people
directly, but 3 000 people could gain employment
outside, and that would be a conservative estimate.

The Acting Premier will know that in Western
Australia we have built up considerable expertise
in the area of professional engineering and con-
struction work. It is sad that we have reached a
stage where this industry has reached rock bot-
tom. It is in a deplorable state. A Federal Minister
(M%,r Lionel Bowen) said recently that a further
30 000 jobs would be lost in this area. The Acting
Premier. with his responsibili ties in industrial de-
velopment. and the Government generally, have
been neglecting this area of developnient in our
State. This fine group of engineers and construc-
tion people who have built up expertise over the
years is now being dismantled. Sadly, people are
dlrifting away, often overseas, to carry on their
work.

The Acting Premier says that high technology
industries will take up the slack in unemployment.

Mr Bryce: Conic on, be a bit candid. I have
never said it will solve our unemployment prob-
lems.

Mr COURT: But the Acting Premier said many
timecs it %%ould take tip the slack.

M r Bryce: It is part of a long process.
Mr COURT: if the Government were support-

ing the Yeelirrie project, for example. work could
begin immediately with engineering and construc-
tion firms involved in that project. We are very
keen to get this aluminium smeliter off the ground;
that is the type of development that is needed now
so that these skilled people can find work. While
the Acting Premier and the Minister talk about
only 400 jobs being associated with it. they really
know that that is not the case. It is about time that
they got out and started talking to some of those
small businesses around the metropolitan area and
in regional centres like Bunbury. businesses Which
now have no work. The Government should talk to
those employees, and to its own union officials in
that particular industry. Only last week a
statement was issued that the union is very con-
cerned that its future and that of its members is
very grim because no work is coming along.

For the sake of Western Australia, I hope the
State Government changes its mind on the whole
uranium issue and allows all those exploration
companies which the Minister talks about-and
he says that exploration is still taking place-to
try to establish a uranium industry in this State.

Why is the Government against nuclear power
generation? All Ministers have travelled quite ex-
tensively since they have been in government and
they, know very well the position overseas. In fact,
a delegation re turned from a visit to Europe and
its members said that they, did not realise how
many European countries were dependent on
nuclear power. The Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy. in particular. has travelled to Asia and
Europe and would know the position there.

Mr Parker: Not to Europe.
Mr COURT: He has been to Europe, Korea,

and Japan.
Mr Parker: I have niot been to Korea either. I

have been to Japan.
Mr COURT: We will talk about Japan. In

Japan he would have spoken to officials at the
power utilities, because of the Government's LNG
negotiations and the like. He was told that cur-
rently some 50 per cent Of their power generation
conies from a combination of LNG and nuclear
power and that in 10 years that Will increase to 75
per cent.

Mr Parker: The point you are making is correct.
There is a very active nuclear power project in
Japan and in parts of Europe, but the interesting
thing is that we have absolutely no need for
nuclear power at all in Western Australia; we are
in a very fortunate position in that respect. The
utilities in Japan say that they are in fact fighting
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the Government which is trying to force them to
use more and more nuclear power when they want
to use less nuclear power.

Mr COURT: My point is that when one visits
any country one sees a considerable increase in
nuclear power generation, and that means there is
a substantial demand for uranium. It is an ideal
time for us to get somec of these projects off the
ground. All Japan's technology development on
power generation relates to nuclear power. Japan
is very proud of it, It has had to do away with coal.
It is not putting in new coal powered stations for
environmental reasons. Japan really needs at clean
source of power, and it is proud of the fact that it
has developed new nuclear generators which are
very efficient and economical.

Korea does not have any natural resources
either, and it has an active nuclear power pro-
gramme. Korea likes dealing with Australia;
Korea would very much like Australia to be its
supplier of uranium.

Mr Parker: There is no reason that it cannot be.

Mr COURT: The Germans have now separated
nuclear power generation and nuclear
weapons-that is the point the Minister for IHous-
ing raised. Germany has realised that nuclear
power generation is quite distinct fromt nuclear
weapons.

We know about the situation in the United
Kingdom. The United States of America probably
has the most stringent requirements for the con-
struction of nuclear power stations, but in the last
year it commissioned some 17 new nuclear power
stations. If one visits California, for example. and
talks to people working at power utilities, one will
be informed that the Americans are out in the
marketplace right now trying to find long-term
supplies of uranium. They would love to be con-
sidering uranium from Western Australia. They
are wasting their time, are they not, because under
ALP policy one is not allowed 10 mine uranium in
or export it from Western Australia.

Mr Parker: The Power and Nuclear Corpor-
ation of Japan and several other utilities around
the world engage in very active exploration pro-
grammes in Western Australia.

Mvr COURT: Is the Minister allowing them to
go ahead and w'aste money on uranium explo-
ration when they will not be allowed to mine it?

Mr Parker: It is not a question of wasting
money.

Mr COURT: If the Minister will not allow
them to mine the uranium. why let them go ahead

with exploration programmes? The Minister has
them doing so under false pretences.

Mr Parker: They are perfectly aware of the
situation and have decided to engage in the explo-
ration wvork. They see me frequently. They de-
cided to go ahead.

Mr COURT: It is bluff for the M%,inister to
allow them to continue to explore for uranium and
yet not mine it.

Canada has a nuclear power industry, and
Canada is very clever. It has tied it in with hydro-
electric power. Quebec. as the Minister would
know, has some of the best power deals in the
world because it has combined nuclear and hydro-
electric power. Brazil is one country which is
obtaining nuclear power when it does not need it. I
do not think we will look at that country in regard
to supply.

Mr Watt: Has it got a surplus of uranium?

Mr COURT: It has a surplus of water. A gener-
ation of Australians trained as physicists has no
opportunity to operate in the field of nuclear
physics. The smart physicists go overseas. The
Acting Premier is always talking about high tech-
nology dlevelopments, and yet he has locked
Australians out of involvement in that industry.

In summary, the Government must change its
policy and take a stand one way or the other.
Currently it supports the mining of uranium in one
State. but not in this State.

I want to briefly talk about the policy which the
Premier supported in connection with visits to WA
by US warships. What a sham this situation is:
The Government expects the United States of
America to defend uts in times of need, and vet it
"ants to restrict its naval operations in peacetime.
Western Australia has a responsibility to all
Australians, not just to Western Australians. to
play, its part in defence. The Government told the
electorate before the last election thiat it wvanted a
larger defence presence in Western Australia.

Mr Bryce: An Australian defence presence.

Mr COURT: Australia spends approximately
three per cent of its Budget on defence and, as the
Acting Premier would know, whatever the per-
centage is, it is quite a lot of money. We do not
have the facilities for a large defence force,
although wve could argue all night about the effec-
tiveness of the money that we spend on defence.
There is an old saying that poor relations can still
be loyal friends: we might not have a "you beaut"
defence force, but we can still be loyal friends to
countries like the USA. countries which we can
call upon to defend our country in times of need.
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The New Zealand Labour Party has now put
the whole ANZUS agreement at risk, and I ask
our Premier to again change the Government's
policy of limiting visits of US warships; to this
State, Ilec should say to the USA. "Look. we have
our responsibil ities. We appreciate what you arc
doing: -we are not asham-ed of the fact that we do
not1 havre a. very large defence force, but the least
we can do is to afford courtesies to those people
whomn we are gooing to call upon in times of need-.

The summary of that is that we have to accept
our responsibility in this whole imatter of defence.
ILike the Acting Premier, I %"ould like to see far
more of the Australian defence dollar spent in
Wecstern Australia. That has not been the ease in
the past; we have virtuall1y nil presence in this
State.

In supporting this amendment to the Address-
in-Reply I would say that the Premier of this
State, and his Government, are not committed to
the long-term development and protection of
Western Australia. The Government has voted to
abort the uranium industry in this State and has
endangered our defence capabilities by making the
United States unwelcome.

Debate (on amendment to motion) adjourned.
on motion by Mr Mensaros.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

House adjourned at 5.45Sp.nm.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

I to4. These quvest ions were post poned. 7. Mr HA

SPORT AND RECREATION (1) Ha
me

Horse Riding Ta

5. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Police Fin
and Emergency Services:

(2) W
(1) Is he aware of the ever-increasing res

amount of people. both young and old, (3) -Ha
who arc turning to horse-riding as a
sport? (4) If

(2) Is he also aware that many of these (5) If
horse-riders are using the road verges to Mr BR
ride their horses'? (1) Ye

(3) If answer to (1) and (2) is "Yes", what (2) Te
law protects horse and rider from inj .ury sti
caused by negligent motor vehicle en
drivers'! th~

(4) Are there certain areas where horse- (3) Ye
riders can ride their horses on road (4) TI
verges without breaking the law? cc.

(5) (a) If answer to (4) is "Yes", is it the th
responsibility of the local authority t
concerned to provide adequate signs T
warning motorists of speed limits, be
dc'? re~

(b) If not the local authority, what an
other authority is responsible? c

(6) If answer to question (3) is "No", will he (5) A
ensure there is adequate legislation 8. This qa
provided to cover horse and rider in such
situations'? EDI

(7) If not, why not'?

9. Mr H~
Mr CARR replied' cation:
(1) and (2) No. (1) Ha
(3) The Road Traffic Act and regulations K

thereto protect horse and rider from neg- ani
ligent motor vehicle drivers. eh

(4) Yes. All roads and verges, unless the
prohibited by regulations. (2) W

(5) (a) No-,

(b) Main Roads Department.

(6) Section 7 of the Motor Vehicle (Th .ird
Party Insurance) Act provides coverage
for injury to the rider of a horse pro-
portionate to the negligence of the motor
vehicle driver. Civil action could be
taken in respect of the horse.

(7) Not applicable.

6. Postponed.
(3)

(3) As
co'
t k
by
ab

Mr PE~
(I) Ye
(2) Tv

hel
pa
tai
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TAXES AND CHARGES
Financial lost it utions Duly
SSELL, to the Premier and Treasurer:

is the Minister for Budget Manage-
tnt, or the Commissioner for State
xation, received representations from
earmoured car industry in regard to
ancial institutions duty?-
hat was the substance of these rep-
;entations?
is he had them investigated?
so. with what result?

not, why not?
IAN BURKE replied:
:5.

pobtain exemption from financial in-
tutions duty in respect of all their op-
ations other than income received in
enature of fees or commissions.
:s.
ie money transactions arising from
rtain pay-roll services are not subject
duty under the existing structure of
eAct.

ce remainder of the submission has
en addressed as part of the general
view of Fl D which has been completed
d is currently before Government for
nsideration.
iswered by above.

est ion was postponed.

UCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Konunurra District

kSSELL, to the Minister for Edu-

is he received a submission from the
inunurra District High School Parents
d Citizens' Association, outlining
ronie accommodation difficulties at

school?
hat action is proposed?
the association complains of a lack of

risoltation, can the inference be drawn
at the consultative procedures initiated

previous Governments have been
andoned under his stewardship?
A RCE replied:
S5.

~o consultations have already been
Id with the school and one with the
rents and citizens' association to aseer-
n the details of an overall concept for



66 [ASSEMBLY]

the future of the school. The PCA sub-
mission was a response to this involve-
ment.

An architect has been commissioned to
plan a three stage development of the
school, the first being for a three class-
room addition. He will be discussing his
ideas with parents.

(3) The association has already been
consulted and will be involved in the con-
tinuing planning processes. In fact, I
have visited the school and discussed the
situation with the PCA personally.

BUSINESSES

Corporate Affairs Office: Prosecutions

10. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Industrial Relations:
(1) What prosecutions were initiated against

Country Auctions and its proprietor
D. J. Keppel during 1983-84, and for
what reasons!

(2) Have any like businesses been subject to
similar proseutions and, if "yes", which
ones and for what reasons?

(3) Has the responsible Minister received
representations from Country Auctions
and, if so, has he responded by either
writing to or answering telephone calls
from the proprietor?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Prosecutions have been initiated against
Country Auctions during 1983-84 for
the following breaches of the Factories
and Shops Act-

I October 1983-breaches of sections
85(l)(e) and 93C of the Act

29 October 1983-breaches of sections
85(l)(c) and 93C of the Act

5 November t983-breaches of sections
85(l)(c) and 93C of the Act

19 November 1983-breaches of sec-
tions 85(l)(c) and 93C of the Act

10 March 1984-breaches of sections
19(l)(d), 85(l)(c) and 93C of the Act

Note: Section 19(l)(d) relates to failure
to provide information, section 85(l)(c)
relates to the hours of trading on
Saturdays and section 93C relates to ad-

vertisements of intention to trade outside
legal hours.

(2) No.

(3) Yes.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Como

11. Mr GRAYDIEN. to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) What is the current position in respect of
the second stage of the three-stage build-
ing programme planned for Como Senior
High School?

(2) When is it expected the second stage will
be completed?

(3) What is the projected timetable for the
third stage of the building programme
planned for Conmo Senior High School?

(4) What will the third stage comprise?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) A tender was accepted on 7 May
and the works are expected to be
completed in November 1984.

(3) No decision has yet been made about the
timing of stage 3 building.

(4) Modifications of the existing ball
together with new building to provide a
hall/gymnasium, a drama/music fa-
cility, and associated recreational facili-
ties.

12 to I5. These questions "were postponed.

DEFENCE
Armed Services: American

16. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

Can he please advise how many
American armed services personnel
visited Western Australia during the
years ending 30 June 198 1, 1982, 1983,
and 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

US Navy Visitors-

1980-81-25 700
1981-82-38 700
1982-83-38 700
1983-84-37 205.

7. Postponed.
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ROTTNEST ISLAND

Hotel-marina Complex

18. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Tou risni:

(I) Has the Government or the Rottnest
Island Board flow received final sub-
missions from the four companies invited
to submit detailed proposals for a hotel
and marina comnplex at Thomson Bay on
Rotinest Island?

(2) Ifr so, what was the closing date for those
submissions?

(3) When is it likely that the Government
will make a final choice on which of the
submissions will be accepted?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(i) No.

(2) 20 August 1984 is closing date for sub-
missions.

(3) Early consideration will be given to all
submissions received.

ENERGY: GAS

Darnpier-Perfli Pipeline

19. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) What proportion of the SECWA super-
visory and control (SCADA) contract
For D~ainpier- Perth natural gas pipeline
project was undertaken to be completed
in Western Australia when the tender
was let to the successful company?

(2) Who did complete the contract?

(3) What amount of the contract was actu-
ally completed in Western Australia?

14) Which WA companies received
subcontracts from this project'?

(5) Have any long-term benefits accrued to
the WA electronics industry from this
project, and if so, what are these ben-
efits?

(6) Is the contract on schedule and within
budget?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (6) This contract is currently under
review by the Board of Commissioners of
the State Energy Commission.

ROTTN EST ISLAND

Development Plans
20. Mr MacICINNON. to the Minister for

Touris;m:

(1) Has the Government made any investi-
gation as to whether any Act of Parlia-
ment will need amendment to enable the
development plans as proposed in the
Rottnest Island interim report to be
implemented'!

(2) l fnot, why not?

(3) If so, what was the outcome of those
investigations?

(4) Have any environmental or engineering
studies been done to determine the im-
pact on the total environment which will
result from the construction of the
proposed mnarina in Thomison Bay?

(5) ]f so, who compiled the reports and
when?

(6) Will he table a copy of those reports?

(7) [f not, why not?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) Answered by (1).

(3) Such investigations are being considered
by the Rottnest Island Board.

(4) No detailed study has been carried out to
determine the impact on the total en-
vironment whieh will result from the
construction of the proposed marina in
Thomson Bay.

(5) and (6) Answered by (4).

(7) Studies on the impact on the total en-
vironment of any marina construction in
Thomson Bay will be undertaken by
the Environmental Protection Authority
as part of the normal procedure for
evaluating the environmental impact of
major development projects.

ENERGY

Diesel Fuel Levy
21. Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is is correct that Westrail has suggested

that the State diesel fuel levy should be
increased to some 1 9c a litre, to make
road transport less competitive with rail
transpor'?
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(2) If so, has the Government considered, or
is it considering, any increase in the
State fuel levy?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) Westrail has undertaken internal studies

which allow comparisons with road
transport.

(2) Recovery of road user costs is being
examined by a transport strategy corn-
mittee convened by me. The chairman is
the Co-ordinator General of Transport
and the following organisations are
represented-

Primary Industry Association
Pastoralists and Graziers Associ-
ation
Western Australian Road Transport
Association
Transport Workers' Union
Waterside Workers Federation
Trades and Labor Council
Western Australian Locomotive En-
ginc Drivers', Firemen's and
Cleaners' Union.
Professional Transport Drivers As-
sociation
WA Coastal Shipping Commission
Westrail
Main Roads Department
Transport Commission
University of Adelaide.

Inputs from Westrail are being con-
sidered, together with all other relevant
in foriia tion, aind the committee wvill re-
port to me in due course.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Bowelling- Wa gin

22. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What funds have so far been expended

on restoring the Wagin-Bowelling rail-
way line?

(2) Is it intended to undertake further capi-
tal expenditure on the line or associated
facilities?

(3) What is the budgeted operating loss that
will be incurred following the resumption
of services?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Approximately $142 000.
(2) No capita! expenditure is planned pend-

ing a review of the future of the line in
October 1985.

(3) Based on the estimated haulage from
this area and taking into account resto-
ration costs, the loss is estimated at
$43 000 per annum.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Great Southern

23. Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware of the public criticism

expressed by local government
authorities, business groups, and union
personnel, at the failure of Westrail and
other Government bodies to positively
and actively promote alternative employ-
ment opportunities for those Westrail
personnel in the Great Southern whose
jobs are being phased out?

(2) As he has given public undertakings re-
garding the Government's concern and
intentions to assist, will he now actively
involve himself to ensure the promised
assistance is forthcoming?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Any criticism, real or implied, is prema-
ture as no Westrail employee is to be re-
deployed as yet.

As part of the Westrail corporate plan to
improve the competitive efficiency of rail
and to ensure the long-term viability of
rural industries, it will be necessary to
reduce Westrail staff numbers in the
Great Southern and elsewhere.

No Westrail employee will be without a
job as a result of this rationalisation,
although a number will be transferred to
other locations.

Westrail staff are being interviewed to
assess their employment and locational
preferences. Any assistance required will
be determined in the light of this assess-
ment.

(2) A working party chaired by the Director
of the Department of Regional Develop-
ment and the North West, and with rep-
resentatives of the Town of Narrogin,
Shire of Wagin and Shire of Katanning,
Chambers of Commerce, and Govern-
ment departments has prepared a pre-
liminary report.
It may not be possible to implement
many of the recommendations of the re-
port due to budgetary constraints or Fed-
eral Government guidelines. (CEP pro-
grammes).
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The member may be assured that this
matter is of concern to the Government
and is under constant review.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT

Joint Venture: Equity Holding

24. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has Westrail sought Government ap-
proval to sell, or offer for sale, its equity
holding in Total West?

(2) If so, what is the Government's response
to this request?

(3) If the Government is opposed to such a
sale, on what policy or economic basis
has such a decision been reached?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) Westrail's advice to the Govern-
ment is confidential.

(3) The matter is of a commercial nature
and, therefore, confidential until a de-
cision is announced.

GRAIN
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd.

25. Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has Westrail recently renewed an agree-
ment with Co-operative Bulk Handling
relating to grain storage and handling
facilities constructed on Westrail land?

(2) If so, what is the substance of the agree-
ment?

(3) Does the agreement provide that all
grain received into facilities on Westrail
land shall be handled by Westrail?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) An offer of lease renewal has been made
to the company.

(2) The proposed agreement is for a period
of 5 years and provides for the
company's older type grain storage bins,
weighbridges, accommodation units,
sampling platforms, and ramps on
Westrail land.

It does not cover the company's modern
larger storage facilities which are the
subject of separate lease agreements.

(3) Yes.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Stations: Closure
26. Mr P3ETER JONES, to (he Minister

Transport:
for

Has Westrail proposed the closure of-
Gnowangerup
Tambellup
Mt Barker
Newdegate
Beverley
Brockton
Kondinin

railway stations, as presently manned
and operated?

Mr GRILL replied:
Yes, Westrail has a proposal to withdraw
the station masters from these stations.
There has been an accumulation of fac-
tors over the last decade which have had
a significant effect on the justification
for manning individual stations.
Deregulation of general freight
introduced by the previous Government
in July 1982 has had the major effect on
the level of customer service needed. As
a result of this and other changes it has
become increasingly obvious that the
workload at many depots and stations
has been greatly reduced and, in some
locations, it has virtually disappeared.

In conjunction with the review of' the
status of stations, the introduction of op-
erarions officers is being pursued. These
officers will be located in country centres
but will move throughout nominated
areas to increase personal contact with
Westrail's clients. Their role will be
moure commercially orientated to en-
hance Westrail's presence in the country.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS

Great Southern
27, Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister for

Transport:
With regard to Westrail staff reductions
in the Great Southern-
(I) What is the current estimated num-

ber of jobs to be lost at-
(a) Narrogin;

(b) Wagin;

(c) Katanning; and
(d) other locations?
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(2) What timing is now being proposed
for the staff reductions to take ef-
fect?

(3) IHow many interviews with staff
members have so far been
undertaken?

(4) I-ow many staff are expected to be
offered transfers to other Westrail
locations?

(5) What response has been received
from staff members offered
transfers to other Westrail lo-
cations?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I) (a) 118;

(b) 4;
(c) 28;
(d) 17.
Achievement of these reductions of
positions, which are indicative only, de-
pends on a number of factors such as
natural wastage, the success of voluntary
severance schemes and early retirements.

(2) The planned reductions are to be
effected progressively over the next five
years.

(3) 13.
(4) and (5) Interviews conducted to date

have been of a preliminary nature only
and this information is not yet available.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Five-year Corporate Plan

28. Mr PETER JONES, to (he Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has Westrail yet had approval of the

Government to implement any of the
options being considered as part of the
five year corporate plan?

(2) If "no", for what reason and on whose
authority, are various changes to staffing
and operational procedures being
implemented?

(3) If "yes" to (1), will he publicly advise
the basis on which decisions have been
made, and the substance of those de-
cisions?

Mr GRILL replied:
(t) to (3) Many of the operational changes

which are included in all of Westrail's
corporate planning options do not re-
quire Government approval. I expect to

be in a position to make an announce-
ment concerning the overall plan for the
next 5 years in October/November.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Leased Accommodation

19. Mr PETER JONES. to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government participated in any
discussions with the Primary Industry
Association regarding the possibility of
the Government's leasing accommo-
dation in the Primary Industry Associ-
atien office building?

(2) If so, how much accommodation is the
Government considering leasing?

(3) For what Government department, auth-
ority, or instrumentality is any accom-
modation in the Primary Industry House
being leased?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) To the best of my knowledge no dis-
cussions have taken place between the
Government and the Primary Industry
Association on the matter referred to by
the member.

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

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Kwinana Power Station

30. iMr PETER JONES. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In considering the generating of elec-
tricity at Kwinana power station using
North-West Shelf natural gas-

(1) Has the State Energy Commission
undertaken discussions with the
Korean KUKJE/ICC corporation,
with regard to that corporation pro-
viding generating equipment to be
installed at Kwinana power station?

(2) If so, on what basis and for what
reason have any such discussions
been held?

(3) Is such a proposal still under con-
sideration?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) No.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.
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ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Power Tariff

31. Mr PETER JON ES. to the Minister for
M inerals and Energy:

In determining the proposed aluminium
smelter power tariff-
(I) What is the duration of the

proposed contract 9

(2) What coal price has been assumed
in determining the proposed tariff?

(3) In calculating the proposed tariff,
has the State Energy Commission
included the 3 per cent levy pay-
ment to the State Government?

(4) What capital cost benefit is
assumed by using Korean sourced
and financed generating equipment
for the proposed power station,
rather than tendering in the ap-
proved conventional manner?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) 30 years.
(2) Smelter tariffs have been developed on

the basis that costs associated with the
purchase of coal would flow through di-
rectly to the smelter project.

(3) Details of proposed tariffs are still being
negotiated.

(4) The issues of capital costs and financing
for power generation facilities are still
the subject of negotiation and hence I
am not prepared to release details. How-
ever, there is a significant overall advan-
tage obtained by using plant sourced
from Korea and involving Korean indus-
try in the project.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Cost Benefit Analysis

32, Mr PETER JONES. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the proposed cost benefit
analysis and audit of the proposed alu-
minium smelter referred to in The West
Ausiralian on 11 July 1984-
(1) Who is undertaking the -proposed

study?
(2) When is it expected the study will

be completed and available for pub-
lic consideration?

(3) Has the KUKJE/ICC corporation
agreed to the above study in view of
the original time limits given to the

WA Government by the Korean
interests?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Several groups will be involved in these

analyses and studies. SRI International
has already carried out a review of the
aluminium smelter project for the
smelter task force and it is currently
updating its earlier work submitted in
March of this year. Further cost-benefit
work has been undertaken by Croft and
Associates in association with Professor
Greg McColl. Also studies have been
carried out and made available to the
task force and the Government by the
Royal Bank of Canada, financial adviser
to the State Energy Commission.

(2) I will indicate when information will be
available publicly a fter work has
progressed to an appropriate stage.

(3) The studies being carried out are a mat-
ter for Western Australian Government
decision and not Kukje-ICC Corpor-
ation.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Power Tariff

33. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Having regard to the statement by the
Commissioner of the State Energy Com-
mission that the proposed smelter power
tariff had been developed "in close con-
sultation with the Minister for Minerals
and Energy"-
(I) Was the Minister made aware of

discussions between the Director-
General of Economic Development
and Dr John Saunders following
expressed concerns relating to the
methods being used by the SEC in
deteriining the tariff proposaP?

(2) Did the Commissioner of the SEC
detail these concerns and justify the
SEC calculations before submitting
tariff proposals to KUKJE/ICC
and Reynolds Metals on 28 May
1984?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) I have been involved in an ongoing basis

with a series of task force meetings. All
members have participated vigorously in
the debate and resolution of the appro-
priate methods for a range of issues re-
lating to tariff proposals.
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(2) I have been fully informed on all issues
relating to the various tariff determi-
nations and proposals which have been
put forward to the aluminium smelter
interests.

BUILDING INDUSTRY
Palace Hotel Tower

34. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

In discussions between representatives of
the WA Government and the Bond Cor-
poration regarding resumption of work
on the office tower it is building on the
site of the Palace Hotel in St George's
Terrace-

(1) What offers of support and assist-
ance have been made by the
Government in order to help pro-
mote a resumption of work on the
project?

(2) What area of office accommodation
within the building has the Govern-
ment indicated it is prepared to con-
sider leasing?

(3) Have representatives of the
Multiplex Construction company
discussed the resumption of work on
the project with the Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No specific offers of support or assist-

ance have been made by the Govern-
ment.

(2) None.

(3) To my knowledge no formal discussions
have been had with Multiplex on this
matter.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS
Northern Mining Corporation NL

35. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) Who are the persons appointed by the
WA Government to be Directors of
Northern Mining?

(2) What fees, emoluments or other forms of
remuneration are payable to the Direc-
tors of Northern Mining?

(3) When do the above appointments ex-
pire?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) None
(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

LAND: AGRICULTURAL
Cabinet Subcommittee Report

36. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys:
(1) Has the Cabinet subcommittee on land

release yet reported to Cabinet?
(2) If so, can he advise if and when new

farming blocks already serviced by roads
will be available for selection?

Mr Mel VER replied:
(1) The report has been completed by the

subcommittee and will be presented to
Cabinet shortly.

(2) Not applicable.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Western A ustralian Development Corporation

37. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
With regard to the operations of the
Western Australian Development Cor-
poration-
(1) How many persons have been

appointed to the staff of the corpor-
ation?

(2) What are the-
(a) salaries;
(b) functions; and
(c) titles,

of persons who
appointed?

Mr
(1)

have been

(3) Were applications publicly called
and considered prior to any appoint-
ments being made?

(4) If the answer to (3) is "No", for
what reason was it decided not to
call applications?

BRIAN BURKE replied:
In accordance with the provisions of the
Act, staff appointments are made by the
corporation.

(2) to0(4) Answered by (1).

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Western Australian Development Corporation

38. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
What is the level of fees, emoluments or
any other form of remuneration paid to
board members of the Western
Australian Development Corporation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
As the Western Australian Development
Corporation is a commercial corpor-
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ation, the Government is not prepared to
divulge this information.

MINERALS: MINING ACT
Fcas and Chairgcs

39. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the recently gazetted in-
crease and introduction of new fees and
charges under the Mining Act-

(1) Were consultations held with the
mining industry prior to consider-
ation and determination of new fees
and charges?

(2) If so, when were discussions held?

(3) On the occasion of any such dis-
cussions, what submissions relating
to the proposals were presented by
representatives of the mining indus-
try?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes. Indeed the charge was deferred
from last year as a result of requests
from the industry.

(2) During October/ November 1983, and as
part of the conduct of the committee of
inquiry into aspects of the Mining Act
1983.

(3) 1 would refer the member to the report
of the Mining Act inquiry committee
which records the views of the following
organisations concerning "The cost of
holding title to mining tenements" and
the then proposed increases-

the Chamber of Mines of Western
Australia Incorporated;

the Association of Mining and Ex-
ploration Companies lnporporated;

the Amalgamated Prospectors and
Leasholder's Association of WA
(Inc.);

and the Murchison Prospectors and
Leaseholders' Association.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Office Building: Narrogin

40. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

With regard to the proposal by the
Narrogin Town Council to Finance the
proposed Government office building

within the Town of Narrogin, what con-
sideration is still being given by State
Government to this proposal?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The proposed Government office build-
ing at Narrogin will be considered dur-
ing the framing of the 1984-95 capital
works program.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Sia le Energy Commission: 1983 -84 Budget

41. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the 1984-85 Budget esti-
mates for the State Energy Com-
mission-

(1) What is the percentage of estimated
income which will be derived
from-

(a) domestic customers;

(b) commercial and industrial cus-
tomers?

(2) What is the total estimated
operating expenditure?

(3) What funds are estimated to be
expended on capital works?

(4) What funding has been allocated to
ruralI contributory extension
sc heumes?

Mr PARKER replied:

With regard to the State Energy Com-
mission's budget estimates for the 1984-
85 financial year-

(1) Of the income from sales of elec-
tricity and gas-

(a) 30.6% is expected to be derived
from domestic customers;

(b) 69.4% is expected to be derived
from commercial and indus-
trial customers.

(2) Total operating expenditure in
1984-85 is estimated to be $727.2
million.

(3) Planned expenditure on capital
works in 1984-85 is $451.5 million.

(4) The commission plans to spend
$4.942 million on rural contributory
extension schemes during the year.
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ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

State Energy Commission: 1983-84 Budget

42. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

With regard to the 1983-84 Budget of
the State Energy Commission-

()What was the original projected
Budget surplus/deficit which was
originally forecast and approved by
the cornmission?

(2) What was the final surplus deficit at
30 June, 1984?

Mr PARKER replied:

With regard to the State Energy Com-
mission's 1983-84 budgets and financial
results-

(1) The commission originally approved
a budgeted operating surplus of
$5.594 million for the 1983-84
financial year.

(2) A final operating result for 1983-84
is not yet available. The commi ssion
has not completed its final accounts
for the financial year.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT

Joint Venture: Sole Ownership

43. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:

Under Wesirail corporate plan option B,
it is planned that Westrail will offer a
total transport service utilising all land
transport modes. To achieve this
objective is it envisaged that Westrail
will continue as a joint venturer in Total
west. Ifr not, will Westrail-

(1) Become the sole owner of Total
West: or

(2) dispose of its interest and set up at
new Westrail road division'!

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) and (2) Westrail aims to be a total
transporter in future, under option B or
whatever other option is adopted. This
covers use of all transport modes includ-
ing pipelines and conveyor belt tech-
nology.

Whether the road operations are
achieved through Total West or some
other means depends on the Govern-
ment's decision on Total West which I
will announce when a decision is taken.

44 to 49. Postponed,

PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Lease: Ord River Station

50. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys:
(1) In the event of Government approval for

the proposed joint venture with Ihe
Government of Sarawak on Ord River
Station, is it envisaged that live cattle
will be exported by the partnership?

(2) If "Yes", what proportion of cattle
turned off from the station will be
exported live and to what destinations?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) It would be very premature to

comment on a possible joint venture be-
tween the State and Sarawak Govern-
ments as no explicit discussions nor
negotiations have been undertaken to
date.
However, it is obvious that such a cattle
venture would have to look at all market-
ing possibilities, including live export as
do all other similar enterprises.

5 1. Postponed.

TRANSPORT. ROAD
Wcstra il: Vehicles

.52. Mr OLD. to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many commercial road vehicles are

currently owned by Westrail?
(2) Of that number, how many are-

(a) being used in current operations;
and

(b) being stored or repaired?
(3) What are Westrail's plans for those ve-

hicles listed in (2)(b)?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) 31.
(2) (a) 4;

(b) 27 prime movers and trailers are
stored.

(3) The future of the stored vehicles is cur-
rently under consideration.

TRANSP'ORT

Freighi: Grain
53. Mr OLD,to the Miniisterfor Trainsport:

With regard to the proposed Westrail
grains freight contract-
(I ) Have meetings been held with the

various primary producer organis-
ations regarding the proposal
formulated by Wstrail?
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(2) If so, what is the declared attitude
to the proposal by-
(a) the Primary Industry Associ-

ation;
(b) the Pastoralists and Graziers

Association; and
(c) Co-operative Bulk Handling

Ltd?
(3) In preparing further submissions on

the proposal, is Westrail considering
any change to the freight charges or
any of the associated conditions so
far proposed?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes, the primary producer organisations

are represented on the grain freight
steering committee.

(2) (a) to (c) I understand these groups have
not declared their final views. They are
awaiting advice from zone councils and
district representatives before giving a
definitive statement.

(3) Westrail is currently waiting on a re-
sponse from the grain freight steering
committee.
I will make a statement on the matter
when the negotiations are resolved.

COMMUNICATIONS
Advisory Body

54. Mr ME-NSAROS, to the Minister for Re-
gional Development and the North West:
(1) Has the Government set up a communi-

cations advisory body announced about
six weeks ago?

(2) If so, what are the terms of reference for
this body?

(3) Who are its members'?
(4) When is it required to report'?
Mr GRI LL replied:
(1) The establishment of a communications

advisory committee has been approved.
(2) The terms of reference are-

(a) advise the Western Australian
Government on community requi re-
ments for communication services;

(b) advise State Government on signifi-
cant developments in ihe provision
of communication services for
Western Australia;

(c) identify opportunities for Western
Australian manufacturers to supply

equipment and services to the com-
munications industry.

(3) Membership is currently being finalised.
Committee membership will be broadly
based to ensure representation from a
range of community interests and indus-
try.

(4) The committee will report progressively
on relevant issues.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Financial Institutions Duty

55. M r M ENSAROS. to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government reviewed the

necessity, equity and existing provisions
of the Financial institutions duty as
announced about six weeks ago?

(2) If so, what is the result of such a review?
(3) What is the Government's policy about

the future of this tax?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) A working party of Treasury and

State taxation officers has only recently
completed a thorough review of the oper-
ation of FID. This is now being assessed
by Government and will be considered as
part of the overall 1984-85 Budget delib-
erations.

(3) Any policy initiatives relating to FID
will be announced at the time of the
Budget.

MINERALS
Uranium; Ycelirrie

56, Mr M ENSAROS. to the Minister for Min-
erals a nd Energy:
(1) Does the ALP Federal Conference de-

cision mean that the uranium deposits in
Yeelirrie-the exploration and various
testing exercises about which are much
more advanced than those at Roxby
Downs--will not be able to be developed
as long as this Government is in office?

(2) If so, how many jobs will be denied cre-
ation during-
(a) the construction period; and
(b) the ongoing exploitation?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The ALP National Conference

decision on uranium was consistent with
the prior decision of the Commonwealth
Government that the Olympic Dam proj-
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ect would receive approval to move
toward a production phase in addition to
the continuation of existing mines in the
Northern Territory. The size of the
Olympic Dam deposit is such that it will
be able to meet any projected increase in
the market in the immediate future, thus
making the development of Veelirrie
impossible. It is not known how many
jobs would have been created if the
Veelirrie project had been ablc to pro-
ceed -

However, it had been previously made
clear to me by the Western Mining Cor-
poration, that the Yeelirrie project would
not currently proceed even if the national
Government's policy were now to
change.

SHOPPING CENTRES
Leases

57, Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representling the Minister for Consumner Af-
fairs:
(1) Has the Government made any decision

regarding legislating on shopping centre
lease conditions?

(2) If so, what is this decision?
(3) When is the legislation planned to be

introduced?
(4) Will it have retrospective provisions?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Yes, following extensive discussions with

a wide range of interested parties.
(2) To introduce the Commercial Tenancy

(Retail Shops) Agreements Bill.

(3)
(4)

During the current sitting.
To be covered in the Bill.*
* Retrospectivity will only apply to the
extent that a "mediator" will be avail-
able for disputes on leases signed before
the proclamation date.

DRAINAGE
Compensation

58. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) From which appropriation of the

Consolidated Revenue Fund or Loan
Budget would compensation be paid to
aggrieved persons under section 71 V in
clause 6 of the Land Drainage Aiiicnid-
nient Bill 1984?

(2) How would actions according to section
71T (2) in clause 6 of the samec Bill
(Removal etc. Order against an existing
structure and the compensation paid as a
consequence) influence any future claim
to the Commonwealth Government from
the State Government for reimburse-
ment of general flood damage compen-
sation paid to landholders in that par-
ticular area as a result of flood?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) No appropriation has been made yet nor

will funds be required this financial year.
Future funding requirements will be in-
significant.

(2) The effects of the legislation will be to
reduce the extent of damage occurring
during floods and this will reduce the
costs incurred by both Commonwealth
and State Governments in disaster relief.

59. Postponed.

WATER RESOURCES
Aga ton

60. MrMENSAROS, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Has the Government undertaken any

new investigation and/or assessment
Of the Agaton water scheme since the
Public Works Department anid Treasury
studies and projections of alternative
financial solutions during the term of the
previous Government?

(2) If so, what are the results of such investi-
gations?

(3) If not, why not?
M rTON KIN replied:
(1) A Cabinet subcommittee has considered

these issues and has made arrangements
For a policy secretariat committee to re-
view the Agaton project and Other inter-
related rural water supply issues.

(2) The review has not been finalised.
(3) Not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES

Water Authority: Charges

61. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Has the Metropolitan Water Authority

calculated the likely consequences of the
announced charge increases for 1984-
85-

76



[Thursday, 26 July 1984] 7

(a) on the charge increases in the
financial years 1985-86, then sub-
sequent years; and

(b) on the long-term policy to achieve a
pay-for-service, pay-for-use tariff
systern?

(2) If so, would he table these calcu-
lations/reports?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) Future increases in MWA

charges will depend on such factors as
inflation in labour and materials costs,
interest rates, and the level of capital
works undertaken. At this stage, there-
fore, it would not be meaningful to at-
tempt to provide precise details about the
future level of MWA charges.
However, given MWA projections con-
cerning the likely level of capital works
requirements, and if inflation and
interest rates remain at or about present
levels, then average revenue require-
ments per customer for water and drain-
age are expected to decline in real terms
over the next few years. However, be-
cause of the likely ongoing heavy invest-
ment in sewerage works, the average rev-
enue required per sewerage customer is
expected to increase in real terms in
future years.
The size of this increase will clearly de-
pend on factors such as those outlined
above, but will be kept to a minimum
because of planned savings on infill
sewerage investment. The extent of these
savings will depend on the success of an
early voluntary severance scheme for the
labour force, the status of which is given
in my response to questions 62 and 63.
In regard to pay-for-service/pay-for-use
tariff systems, I should remind the mem-
ber that such a system is already
operating for water in the residential sec-
tor. Moves toward such a system within
the non-residential sector are continuing
and the charges for 1984-85 are consist-
ent with this approach.

SEWERAGE
Day-Ia boor Force

62. Mr MIENSAROS. to he Minister for Water
Resources:
(I) As a result of retrenchments in sewerage

day labour force in the Metropolitan
Water Authority, how-if at all-is the

backlog sewerage construction going to
be effected in 1984-85; in particular,
what is the anticipated total cost of back-
log sewerage construction in 1984-85
compared with the same amount in
1983-84?

(2) Is contract work anticipated being used
for backlog sewerage in 1984-85?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) There have been no retrenchments in the

sewerage day labour force. Negotiations
for a voluntary severance scheme are still
proceeding.

(2) No.

DRAINAGE
Day-labour Force

63. Mr M ENSA ROS. to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What is the anticipated aggregate cost of

severance payments to the Metropolitan
Water Authority drainage day labour
work force?

(2) How many workers are expected to be
retrenched?

(3) From which internal source is this cost
going to be covered (capital or ongoing)?

(4) What was the budgeted cost of these re-
trenchments for 1984-85?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) to (4) I have received Cabinet approval

to introduce a selective voluntary sever-
ance scheme, similar in nature to that
implemented by Westrail.
However, I am currently discussing the
details of the scheme with the unions
involved.
As a consequence, it is not possible at
this stage to predict the outcome in
terms of cost, impact on the MWA work
force, or the effect on the works pro-
grainme and, in particular, backlog
sewerage constrution.
The authority has advised that the
scheme could be financed from internal
sources.

64. This question was postponed.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Western A ustralian Development Corporation

65. Mr PETER JON ES. to the Premier:
With regard to the Western Australian
Development Corporation-
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(1) Has any overseas representation to
the corporation been appointed?

(2) I f so. what representation has been
appointed, and where?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Appointments of overseas rep-
resentatives are the responsibility of thie
corporatlion.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PASTORAL INDUSTRY

Lease: Ord River Stat(ion

9. Mr MvaeKINNON, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:

Will the Minister ensure that Western
Australians have the opportunity to ten-
der for or apply to operate the Ord River
Station pastoral lease ahead of any other
foreign interest, if this station is to be
reopened for pastoral purposes?

Mr Mel VER replied:
I preface my answer by saying that I am
absolutely amazed that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has no grasp
whatsoever of the situation in regard to
the Ord River Station. I refer members
of the House to a statment made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that we
were more or less giving away land, and
we were not niaking pastoral leases
available to the people of Western
Australia.

Any number of pastoral leases are avail-
able in the Kimberley region and other
areas of Western Australia for anyone
who wishes to purchase them. However,
no bidder has come forward. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and the mecm-
ber for Nedlands went overseas on a
junket and came back and informed the
people of Western Australia, through a
Press release, that we were not making
attractive offers to people overseas and
that we had closed our doors to them.

No discussions whatsoever have been
held in relation to the Ord River Station.
If we do enter into negotiations with
overseas interests, or with anyone who
may be interested, the Department of
Agriculture, which is continually moni-
toring the Ord River Station for regener-
ation atnd other matters, will make an
input. Naturally, if other people are

interested, they will be invited to enter
into any venture.
I reiterate: If anyone is interested in
these Pastoral leases, we can provide him
with the necessary land.

MINERALS:. URANIUM
Yeelirrie: A LP Decision

10. Mr BURKETT. to the Acting Premier:
Does he believe the Yeelirrie uranium
deposit will be affected by the ALP con-
ference decision on uranium exports?

Mr Peter Jones: Oh, come on!
Mr Burkett: I asked the Acting Premier, not

you, piggy.

Wit hdra walI of Rema rk

Mr THOMPSON: A little earlier, Mr
Speaker, you ruled that when another
member of this House referred to mem-
bers opposite as "fleas", that word ought
to be withdrawn. A member on this side
of the House was just referred to by an
unbecoming name.

Mr Barnett: What was unbecoming?
The SPEAKER: I did not hear the reference.
Mr THOMPSON: I am sure the person who

made it does not want to repeat it, and I
ask that the word be withdrawn.

Mr BURKETT: I withdraw the comment.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

Mr BRYCE replied:
Since May 1982 no firm proposal has
been before the WA Government which
would indicate that the Yeelirrie deposit
could be turned into a profitable mining
operation.
Members will recall that Esso Explo-
ration and Production Inc. withdrew
from the Yeelirrie project at that time
saying "Esso's continued involvement
was not economically viable".
Since that time the remaining partners
have niot put anything to the Govern-
ment which suggests the project is any
more economically viable.

Mr Peter Jones: The question related to the
Federal Labor Party conference de-
cision.

Mr BRYCE: Simple figures show that Roxby
Downs is 2 A times richer than Yeelirrie
in uranium and that the costs of
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extracting that uranium, because of
Roxhy's associated minerals, would be
considerably cheaper than Yeelirrie.

Yeelirrie as a project was originally
promoted long before the fabulous extent
of the Roxby Downs deposit was known.

Mr Clarko: Ranger is in the midst of nego-
tiations now, Mr Hawke said.

Mr BRYCE: It may be recalled that in
September 1980, the Fraser Government
reached agreement with the French
Government on resources co-operation.
As far as uranium was concerned, this
provided that any transfer of uranium
from Australia to France required that
Australian uranium would not be used
for "military or explosive purposes".
Western Mining Corporation Ltd. has
not been able to convince the Govern-
ment that this particular proviso would
be satisfied.
At the time of the Esso withdrawal some
$24 million had been spent on the
Yeelirrie project, of which Esso was re-
sponsible for 80 per cent.

This Government has said that it would
support WMC's case for compensati on
with the Federal Government if a
reasonable claim was made by the
company.
Since the ALP\s Federal conference the
Government has been advised by senior
WMC executives that whatever market
envelope was anticipated between the
time of the Esso pull-out in May 1982
and the election of the Labor Govern-
ments in 1983 in Canberra and Perth is
no longer available.
It should be recalled that with the
downturn of the world nuclear power
generating industry over the past decade,
the spot price of uranium has fallen from
$US35 a pound to around $US]I7.5O a
pound.
This suggests that any project based on
contracts relating to prices which may
have prevailed in the late 1970s would be
clearly uneconomic at current prices.

Both existing partners in
Yeelirrie-Western Mining Corporation
and Urangesellschaft-have acknow-
ledged in discussions with the Govern-
ment that their individual involvements
in other Australian projccts-Roxby
Downs and Ranger, are likely to be more

economically viable than the Yeelirrie
project, considering the current state of
the world uranium market.
It should also be noted that if the eight
uranium deposits being touted for devel-
opment in Australia in the close proxim-
ity were to go ahead, there would be a
massive oversupply of uranium oxide on
the world market, notwithstanding any
development overseas.

This would clearly have an even further
detrimental effect on prices.

The Fraser Government's policy of
sequential development of uranium
mines acknowledged this problem and
therefore it is doubtful under that policy
whether Veelirrie and Roxhy Downs
would have gone ahead at the same time.

I conclude by making the point that a
partner for Western Mining does not
exist. The prices are now grossly under
what they were when the project was
determined viable.

Mr Peter Jones: That is a decision the
company makes.

Mr BRYCE: And the company has made the
decision. The Minister has indicated
that, on the basis of the absence of a
partner and the absence of markets, and
this very significant 100 per ccnt re-
duction in the spot prices of world
uranium over the last decade, that proj-
ect is not the great bonanza described by
members of the Opposition and certainly
as described by the member for
Karrinyup as "dollar notes in the
ground".

HEALTH
Dental Technicians

11. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does he propose to introduce a Bill this

session to enable dental technicians to
deal directly with the public?

(2) How can the introduction of a Bill to
enable dental technicians to deal directly
with the public be justified when the
Australian Dental Association, the
Australian Medical Association, the
Royal Australasian College of Dental
Surgeons, the University of Western
Australia, some professionally qualified
public servants in the Health Depart-
ment, and at least some of the dental
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technicians themselves, have advised
against such a move?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 thank the member for
Kalamunda for giving me some notice of
the question. I am not sure that, because
of the opposition of somec sections of the
denial profession, I really need to justify
the Government's plan to introduce this
legislation. However, seeing that the
member has posed the question I am
happy to answer it.

I am not aware of any dental technicians
who are opposed to the Government's
plan. In fact, as I understand it, the vast
majority of dental technicians strongly
support what I am proposing to do. At a
meeting recently, just over 100 dental
technicians were unanimous in support-
ing the Government's plan. Also, I am
not aware of any professionally qualified
public servants in the Public Health Dc-
paatnicnt who oppose it. Certainly, none
has advised me of that opposition. I am
well and truly aware that some seg-
ments of the dental profession and of the
medical profession are very strongly
opposed to what I intend to do.

It has been Labor Party policy for at
least three general elections-1977,
1980, and 1983-that if we attained
office we would introduce legislation to
allow the public to have a choice abot
whether they wished to go to a dentist
for their dentures or to a properly quali-
fied and trained dental technician. We
are keeping our promises. In accord with
that promise I am preparing legislation
which I hope to introduce later in the
session to give the public a choice of
whether they wish to go to a dentist or to
a properly qualified and experienced
dental technician.

I have checked many of the claims made
by the profession with other States that
have licenced. dental technicians and I
have found no evidence to support those
claims. Tasmania has had technicians
dealing directly with the public since
1957. New South Wales has had tech-
nicians dealing with the public since
1972, and Victoria since 1975. The
health authorities in those States have all
confirmed with me that there has been
no adverse effects from that decision.

In summary, I believe that I am per-
fectly justified in proceeding with this

measure. I believe that it will give the
public a choice of whom they wish to
deal with and that it will result in a sig-
nificant saving. In New South Wales. at
the moment, there is at least $100 differ-
ence between the cost of dentures
provided by a technician and those sup-
plied by a dentist. I was told that the
price of dentures niade by dentists in
Tasmania did not increase for over five
years once the legislation was enacted.
So I sce a significant saving for those
members of the public who wish to exer-
cise their right to deal with a dental tech-
nician.

PLANNING
Canal Development: Mandurali

12. Mr READ, to the Acting Premier:
Why has the Acting Premier requested
the Mandurah Shire Council to defer
making a decision of final approval for
canal development projects having con-
nections to the main Mandurab channel
until the council has met with the
Premier?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I thank the member for Mandurah for
some notice of this question.
On 24 July 1984 1 sent a telegram to the
President of the Mandurah Shire Coun-
cil requesting that due to the importance
the Government attaches to--
(1) implementation of an effective long-

term management programme for
the Peel-Harvey estuarine system;

(2) establishment of a permanent deep
water entrance to Peel Inlet; and

(3) facilitating developments associated
with the America's Cup and in view
of the Government's grave concern,

the Mandurab Shire Council defer mak-
ing a decision of final approval for either
the Parry's or John Holland canal devel-
opments until the council had an oppor-
tunity to meet with the Premier.
1 want to make it quite clear to all mem-
bers of the House that this Government
is committed to implementing an
innovative management programme to
solve Mandurab's weed problems in the
Peel Inlet and Harvey Estuary. On 15
February, the Premier announced the
Government's support for a major pro-
gramme to modify farming practises to
reduce phosphorus input to the estuary.
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This has been implemented, with a great
deal of co-operation from some 400
farmers farming 200 000 hectares of
land on the coastal plain. This pro-
gramme will be continued during this
financial year and will cost about
$500 000.
The latest results from the scientists
working on the algal problem have
indicated that the waterways' condition
could deteriorate more rapidly than was
previously predicted. Because of the
serious condition of the estuary, and the
potential for worse algal blooms, the
Government is currently examining
management measures in addition to the
fertiliser modification programme.
These management measures have a
bearing on developments adjacent to the
estuary and this is the reason that I have
been in contact with the Mandurah
Shire Council.
The problem in the estuary is the result
of more than 30 years of leaching or
phosphorus into the estuary. The sol-
utions to overcome the problem will cost
millions of dollars. The Government will
not be making hasty decisions about the
future of this important regional re-
source.
Yesterday, I received a telegram from
the shire requesting a meeting with it
before 7 August. However, the Govern-
ment's position is that the matter will be
progressed on the Premier's return.

Mr Peter Jones: Why do you have to wait
until the Premier comes back? Can't you
handle it?

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Opposiiion Spokesmen: Briefings
13. Mr MENSAROS, to the Acting Premier:

(1) Would he consider introducing a system
similar to that which 1 understand exists
with the Commonwealth Government;
that is, to give periodical detailed depart-
mental briefings or reports to Opposition
members shadowing those particular
portfolios?

(2) As such monthly briefings/reports
already exist with some departments
and/or instrumentalities, would he agree
that giving these to Opposition
spokesmen would save a lot of time in
a nswering parliamentary questions,

many of which would become
superfluous?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) In the interests of true democ-

racy I am prepared to ensure that this
concept is considered. Ifr the member for
Floreat will provide me with details
about how this system operates in other
States, I would be interested to look at it.

I am not being facetious, but I indicate
that times have changed and, I hope, for
the better. When I was a shadow Minis-
ter in a previous Parliament there were
occasions on which I was refused re-
quests of this nature. In fact, the mem-
ber who asked this question said, on one
occasion when I sought a brief from his
department, that I could not have it.

Mr Tonkin: Times have changed-you be-
lieve in consensus and co-operation!

PRICES
Consumer Price Index

14. Mr BERTRAM, to the Acting Premier:
(I) I-ow do the Consumer Price Index fig-

ures for Perth for the June quarter, re-
leased this morning, compare with Fig-
ures over the last few years?

(2) What is the outlook for inflation, as
measured by the index?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) The CPI figures released this

morning should be a shot in the arm for
the economy. I hope that members of the
Opposition will receive the information
with a great deal of enthusiasm.

Mr Clarko: it is a false figure.
Mr BRYCE: The figures show that there was

no increase in'Perth for the June quarter
compared with an increase of 0.2 per
cent for the six State capitals.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: Perhaps I should slow down and

indicate that bearing in mind the time of
the reception to which the Governor has
invited Members, 1 am prepared to take
as long as the Speaker's generosity will
allow if the member for Karrinyup is not
prepared to co-operate.

Mr Clarko: You will not decide for me, you
would be the last person.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Karrinyup has
lost his sense of humour today. We shall
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see what we can do next week to help
him to find it. On an annual basis-thai
js from June last year to June this
year-the index shows the inflation rate
for Perth is 4.1 per cent. This is the low-
est figure for 12 years. It is likely that
following no change in the Perth index
for the June quarter, the September
quarter figure will also be low. This is
because the State Government has held
changes in its charges to a point just
below the inflation rate. Members would
recall that in most instances it was either
three per cent or 3.8 per cent. With re-
spect to water charges it was zero per
cent. The low rate of price rises over the
last 12 months will boost confidence and
activity in the economy and is important
for maintaining the competitiveness of
our exports.

Mr Clarko: You cannot claim credit for that.

Mr BRYCE: It should also provide impetus
for private investment.

The latest figures demonstrate the im-
portance of preserving the prices and in-
comes accord and the substantial contri-
bution that can be made to economic
recovery by restraint from all sections of
the community.

I am somewhat concerned that the mem-
ber for Karrinyup suggests that the
Government must not take credit for
this. I refer to the argument used today
that because the unemployment situation
is apparently worse the Government
must take responsibility for it. However,
because the level of inflation has absol-
utely declined to a point where even
members of the Opposition are now
thrilled, the Government is not supposed
to take credit for it. To demonstrate that
I am being perfectly rational and reason-
able, we do not take all the credit for it.
That should be like a breath of fresh air
to members of the Opposition.

I ask members of the House to recall the
knight in shining armour, the former
member for Nedlands, who promised on
three successive electoral occasions to
solve inflation State by State. He
indicated that he would kick it off in this
State. Those of us who can remember
should take note that those promises
were made and lasted for a decade. Dur-
ing that period the inflation rate in this
State was between 10 per cent and 15

per cent. This Government has been in
office for only 15 months and the rate of
inflation is now below six per cent and
hovering close to four per cent.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY

Lease: Mt. Anderson Station

15. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Is it correctly reported that the Minister
sought to have the approval of the
transfer of the Mt. Anderson Station
pastoral lease held off?

(2) If "Ycs", "'hat were the reasons for the
request?

(3) If "No". will the Minister draw this mat-
ter to the attlent ion of the appropriate
newspa pers and reporters?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) to (3) First of all, I did not have any
truck with the newspaper concerned, so I
do not have to answer in any way to that
news pa per.

Mr Blaikie: You did not make any comment.

Mr WILSON: Just let me answer.

Several members interjected.

Mr WILSON: I am waiting for members to
stop so that I can answer. I simply say
that this is a matter which rests rightly
with my colleague, the Minister for
Lands and Surveys, and I think all ques-
tions on this matter should be addressed
to him.

Mr MacKinnon: You do not have the gump-
tion to answer the question.

Several members interjected.

Mr WILSON: Whatever discussions I might
have had with the Minister for Lands
and Surveys are matters between him
and me.

Several members interjected.

Mr Blaikie: You have had discussions.

Mr WILSON: Of course I have had. It is
quite normal for Ministers to have dis-
cussions on all sorts of things. The mem-
ber has not been in a position to know,
and he never will be. I am surprised at
this particular member of the Opposition
speaking from his lack of experience.

Mr MacKinnon: It is not often they get to the
front page of the paper.
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Mr WILSON: As I have said, ir is a matter
which comes within the responsibility of.
the Minister for Lands and Surveys.

Mr Blaikie: You are ducking for cover.

M r WILSON: I am not. I amn accepting the
responsibility of my colleague, the Min-
ister for Lands and Surveys, in dealing
with that matter. I do not see anything
wrong with that.

Mr Blaikie: You are avoiding your responsi-
bility.

Mr WILSON: I am not avoiding any re-
sponsibility, I am simply stating a fact
which is a matter of long-standing prac-
tice and procedure. It is normal for Min-
isters to have discussions on a whole
range of things, and those matters are
between the Ministers concerned. If the
Opposition wants to make something of
it, I am surprised that it should be mak-
ing something of such a petty nature as
that.

NATURAL DISASTERS

Cyclones: Radar System

16. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Acting Premier:

I note Cabinet's decision this week to
make a furtherapproach to the Common-
wealth Government seeking approval for
improvements in the weather watch
radar system in the Pilbara to plug the
gap between Onslow and Cape Leveque.

When were approaches first made on
this matter by the State Government,
and does he have any information on
when a decision might be expected

Mr BRYCE replied:

The first approach to the Common-
wealth by this State Government was
made in April last year, only days after
cyclone "Lena" struck the Pilbara.

Members will recall that Port Hedland
did not get adequate warning of cyclone
"Lena" because of a sudden change of
direction that was picked up almost by
chance. A more comprehensive radar
scan of the coastline would have avoided
this situation, which was a danger to life
and property.

Since the Premier's approach in April
last year, the matter has been followed
by the Hon. Peter Dowding and the Min-
ister for Regional Development and the

North West, with strong backing from
the local members.

One of the principal reasons for Cabi-
net's decision on Monday to take up the
matter again is that we understand that
the Commonwealth is about to consider
the matter again.

We understand that it is likely to be con-
sidered within the next two or three
weeks. Cabinet thought that under these
circumstances it was desirable the Com-
monwealth should be reminded again of
the clearly demonstrated need for the
Pilbara weather watch radar including
staffing levels to be upgraded.

We want to be sure the Commonwealth
has fresh in its mind what happened in
April last year, the shortcomings of
having the cyclone watch conducted
purely by weather satellite, the fact that
the area unprotected by radar contains
some of the Pilbara's most populous
areas, and the massive capital invest-
ment in the mining industry in the area.

LAND

Lot .583, Kalbarri

17. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys:

(1) Would the Minister explain the reasons
for the delay in considering an appli-
cation by Mr Ian Brumley for the lease
of Lot 583, Kalbarri for the purpose of a
garden centre and bird park, lodged at
the Department of Lands and Surveys in
June 1983 following approval by the
Northampton Shire Council for the use
of the lot for that purpose?

(2) When does he anticipate being in a
position to acknowledge or answer my
letter of 16 May 1984, concerning this
matter?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) Delays were in part necessary while a
resubdivision was designed and essential
town planning approval was obtained.
However, I acknowledge the delays in
this case were unreasonable. The matter
has now been finalised and a public re-
lease will occur in the immediate future.

(2) A response to the member's inquiry has
been dispatched today.
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ENERGY: ELECTRICITY.
Powerlincs: Clearing

18. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Minerals and
Energy:

Can he outline to the House recent de-
velopments in relation to the clearing by
the SEC of vegetation ram powerlines
in the hills area?

Mr PARKER replied:
Since the Ash Wednesday bushfires last
year in Victoria and South Australia-

M r MacK innon: Whby are you not reading the
a nswer?

M r PARKER: Because I do not have one to
read. I know the answer.
The State Energy Commission has been
closely examining questions relating to
responsibility for the clearing of veg-
etation. When it became clear that the
State Energy Commission was faced
with having to ensure that vegetation
was cleared from powerlines, based on
potential or actual court decisions in
terms of liability, the commission took
steps to ensure co-operation between it-
self and the various local authorities. It
also took steps to minimise the costs
involved by seeking and being granted
community employment programme
funds from the combined programme of
the Commonwealth and State Govern-
ments, in order to have as much as poss-
ible of the necessary work done with
funds other than those provided by SEC
subscribers or local government rate-
payers.

Mr Peter Jones: Was that natural vegetation?
Mr PARKER: Yes.
Mr Peter Jones: Or trees that have been

planted by the shires, homeowners, and
so on?

M r PARKER: We are talking about the
problems arising in the hills areas where
there is much natural vegetation.

Mr Peter Jones: Natural regroxvth?
Mr PARKER; Yes, in areas that were

cleared previously by the SEC, perhaps
insu fficient ly.

Mr Peter Jones: Stuff that would normally be
the responsibility of the SEC?

Mr PARKER: No, that is not the case.
Under section 54 of the Act. it is quite
clear that, legally speaking-I am not
talking about the rights and wrongs of

the situation-clearing is the responsi-
bility of the respective local authorities
or owners of the land, whomever they
may be. In relation to the road reserves,
in most cases it is the responsibility of
the local authorities.
Since the time of the Ash Wednesday
bushfires, the member for Mundaring
has made strenuous efforts with my
predecessor and subsequently with me to
have the Government and the SEC con-
sider the burden that would be imposed
upon local government ratepayers in cer-
tain areas-in particular, hills areas such
as Mundaring, Dale, and Kalamunda.
Of course, a debate rages as to whether
the people who have the benefit of such
trees ought to pay for their clearance, or
whether the SEC subscribers as a whole
throughout the State ought to meet that
cost.
I have received much correspondence
from a number of people, including
many members of this House, as a result
of discussions with the member for
Mu nda ring.

I might say that, although many other
members of the House have contacted
me, one of the members who has never
contacted me in any way, shape, or form
is the upper House member for the area,
the Hon. Gordon Masters. He has made
no attempt to discuss the matter with
me, he has not written to me, he has not
written to the SEC. and he has not taken
up the matter with the SEC. He is one of
the few people involved who has not done
so. At the suggestion of the member for
Mundaring and in consultation with
SEC officers, I have looked closely at the
various proposals available. There is no
doubt that the situation which was
enacted in 1 979, and for which the mem-
ber for Floreat was responsible, which
was that in the long run the owners of
the land ought to be responsible and
ought to have the liability for clearing
vegetation of whatever sort on their land,
ought to prevail.

However, there are areas where, realisti-
cally, we have to look at the situation
and what will result in two areas. One
area is where, through no fault of any
landowners, particularly farmers, the
SEC is putting transmission lines across
paddocks under which regrowth occurs,
where there is no easement and that sort

84



IThursday, 26 July 1984] 8

of thing. There is no question that, in
that circumstance, the SEC should be
responsible, because it is not something
which has been done for the benefit of
the overall community and the land-
owner whose land happens to fall
underneath the lines is in an invidious
position. The SEC acknowledges it
should accept that responsibility and is
examining ways of addressing the mnat-
ter.
In the case of road verges, the SEC
strongly takes the view that the rest of its
ratepayers and the vast majority of the
people of the State who do not have these
problems ought not to be responsible for
the payment involved in the clearing of
those areas. It takes the view also that
inevitably it gets itself into trouble with
local ratepayers if it clears trees and veg-
etation from such areas, because it is not
aware of the local aesthetics and, be-
cause if it has the long-term liability at
law for anything which might happen,
such as the situation which occurred on
Ash Wednesday, it has to take the most
drastic action.
However, if the liability rests with local
authorities, they can accept that re-
sponsibility and, if they want the trees to
remain and they have the long-term liab-
ility in this respect, that is the position
they can take. If they want to remove
from themselves the long-term liability
and not have any worry about the mat-
ter, the SEC, in consultation with local
ratepayers, can arrive at decisions as to
which trees should and should not be
cleared,
The member for Mundaring has
suggested a way to combine those two
approaches which will mean that the
long-term liability will rest with the
landowner as it always has, but the SEC
might be able to engage in various re-
medial actions at its own expense or
combined with other forms of funding
which might become available, or in con-
sultation with some local authorities in
order to remove what might be seen as a
once-only problem and then maintain the
established liability.
Those matter., aire under active consider-
ation. If ainy member does, like to niemn-
ber for Mundaring. take the trouble to
contact me anid discuss tie matter, I will
be very happy to oblige. We are working

towards what I hope will be an accept-
able solution to this great problem.

Mr Rushton: If you take away the obligation
from the SEC to do something about the
matter, it will never face up to
undcrgrounding powerlines. which is
what should occur in many of these
areas. Thai is at Matter to which atten-
tion nmust be given.

Mr PARKER: The SEC encourages the
undergrounding of powerlines.

M r Rushton: But it does not underground its
own.

Mr PARKER: It depends on the sorts of
powerlines to which the member is refer-
ring. If he is talking about ordinary re-
ticulation of electricity powerlines, the
cost per line of undergrounding would be
approximately $500 or $600. That cost
must be borne by the SEC tariff payers,
the individual landowners in the vicin-
ity. the shire, or someone else. There is
no technical problem about it. It is a
financial problem and it would take time
to complete the exercise.
If the member is talking about high volt-
age lines, there are substantial problems,
including the fact that few of the road
verges in Western Australia would be
sufficiently wide to allow for that, be-
cause they would not enable adequate
separation between the lines.

PARLIAMENT WEEK
Consultation with Opposition

19. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Par-
liamentary and Electoral Reform:

In relation to Parliament Week, why did
the Leader of the House and the Govern-
ment fail to consult the Opposition par-
ties about the organisation and planning
for the week, bearing in mind that the
Opposition is an essential part of, in his
words, "one of our most precious insti-
tutions, our Parliament"?

Mr TONKIN replied:
I really find it quite amazing that the
Opposition has suddenly discovered the
virtue of consultation and consensus. The
Acting Premier mentioned a Moment
ago-

Mr MacKinnon: We arc not dealing with the
Government but with Parliament.

Mr TONKIN: 1 am quite happy to sit down
if the member does not want an answer.
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The Acting Premier mentioned a mo-
ment ago that he had been forbidden to
speak to civil servants when we were in
Opposition.

Mr MacK innon: Was that about Parliament?

Mr TON KIN: It was about co-operation.

Mr MacKinnon: My question was about Par-
liament.

Mr TONKIN: The member will recall that I
did not interject on him to have him ask
a different question. If he does not like
my answer, that is his problem. But I
had appointments cancelled when I had
meetings arranged with civil servants
when the previous Government was in
control. So this interest is very sudden
and very late.
I make it quite clear that this Govern-
ment has a quite different attitude, and
in our first three months in this Parlia-
menit we accepted more amendments
than had ever been accepted by the pre-
vious Government in nine years. We do
have a different attitude and we are in
favour of co-operation.
Letters arc being written to every mem-
ber of this Parliament to ask him or her
to co-operate iii Parliament Week. It
is most important that we get above nar-
row, party-political considerations in this
area.

Mr MacKinnon: I couldn't agree with you
more, but why weren't we involved in the
discussion at the organisational stage?

Mr TON KIN: This is the reason I wrote to
t he Leader of t he Opposi tion mon ths a nd
months ago asking that we have dis-
cussions on electoral matters with the
Opposition. The reply came back to me a
long, long time later, and I have already
had those discussions.

Mr MacKinnon: Who is on the committee?

Mr TONKIN: No politician is on the com-
mittee. I am not on it.

Mr MacKinnon: Who is?

Mr TONKIN:. The member should put a
question on notice.

Mr MacKinnon: Don't you know?

Mr TONKIN: I do not know every single
person. I know one person is the
Sergeant-at-Arms in this House.
Another was an officer of the Legislative
Council, but I understand that because
of staffing problems there he has submit-

ted his resignation from the committee,
but I do not know the full story. We
consulted with the President and he gave
us unqualified support.

Mr MacKinnoni: The President never gave
you support for the whole concept of
Parliament Week.

Mr TONKIN: H-e gave us support for the
concept.

Mr MacKininon: You should have a talk with
the President, because that is not what
he told me.

Mr TON KIN: Has the Deputy Leader ofthe
Opposition been twisting his arm?

Mr MacKinnon: No.
Mr TONKIN: It would be very interesting to

see whether the President of the Legis-
lative Council is now playing a different
tune, because members opposite have
now taken their marbles home. How
about growing up and not being childish,
and getting together for the good of the
State?

SPORT AND RECREATION
Olympic Games: Western Australian Competitors
20. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for

Sport and Recreation:
In view of the financial hardships
su fcered by Western Australian
sportsmen and womren who represent
Australia in such competitions as the
Olympic Games, would the Minister give
details of the State Government's plans
to alleviate the problems faced by its em-
ployees. affected in this way'?

M r W ILSON repl ied:
In answering the question from the
member. I make the general observation
that Western Australian sporting stars
continue to be inconvenienced due to our
State's geographical isolation from the
mainstream of international competition.
Australia in turn suffers from the same
problem, especially in relation to cost
involved in gaining essential competition.
To correct this disadvantage is one of the
prime motivations behind establishing
the Western Australian Institute of
Sport.
Members may be pleased to know that
the institute has already assisted eligible
Olympic representatives from this State
prior to their departure for Los Angeles.
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It should also be a source of satisfaction
to the House that the Government is
moving towards incorporation of the
WAIS and has already attracted signifi-
cant private sector support for the ven-
ture. While only at the beginning of its
operations, the institute has attracted
$180 000 in sponsorship for its first
triennium.
More specifically, the State Government
decided this week to amend Public Ser-
vice Board administrative instruction
607 clause (b) so that State Government
employees are now eligible to apply for
special leave with pay, provided they are
competing in an acceptable world or in-
ternational regional competition.
Previously there was a restriction that
such competitions were held no more fre-
quently than once every two years.
This decision will apply to all Govern-
ment employees and gives a lead which
we hope other employer groups may con-
sider following.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr WILSON: It is envisaged that this move

will encourage more Western
Australians to aim fr selection in
national teams for such competitions as
the Australian Games and world chamn-
pionships in their chosen sports.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Albany Regional

21. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has he seen a telex which I sent to him

on 10 July 1984 asking three simple
questions relating to the staffing situ-
ation at the Albany Regional Hospital?

Mr Bryce: Have you got a telex machine in
your office?

Mr WATT: No.
Mr Thompson: Will you put one in?

Mr WATT: To continue-
(2) If not, how long would it nor-

mally take to receive a telex of this
type from a member of Parliament?

(3) Does he agree that the sending of a
telex~ connotes a certain amount of
urgency?

(4) When would he expect to reply?

(5) Is he also aware that because of the
staffing crisis at the Albany Re-
gional Hospital, among other

things, the intensive care ward has
been temporarily closed, resulting
for example in cardiac patients be-
ing left unmonitored, and that elec-
tive surgery has been heavily
restricted to reduce the number of
patients in the hospital, causing
hardship to some people needing
surgery?

(6) What action is proposed to over-
comec somec of t hese serious difficult-
ieCs.

Mr MacKinnon: Good question!

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) to (6) I am very pleased that the member

for Albany has asked me these questions
because I am quite anxious to put the
record straight. The member for Albany
issued a very misleading and inaccurate
Press statement which was published in
his local newspaper on 19 July. I want to
take this opportunity to correct that
Press statement.

Mr MacKinnon: lHe sent a telex on 10 July.
Mr HODGE: In answer to all the specific

points he made, if I can remember them
all, I have not actually sighted the mem-
ber's telex because it arrived when I was
overseas. However, I am aware that his
telex was received by my department.

Mr MacKinnon: The Minister still has not
seen it!

Mr [lODGE: Yesterday I sent at reply to the
telex in the form of at letter to thie memci-
ber.

Mr Williams: That is a funny way of doing
business.

M r HODGE: The department did not treat
the member's telex as being very urgent.
The department regarded it as a normal
communication. The fact that the mem-
ber sent a telex did not particularly dem-
onstrate any great urgency as far as the
department was concerned. The normal
routine time for my department to
answer correspondence from members of
Parliament is probably in the order of
two to three weeks.
What the member for Albany has
claimed is not accurate. No wards have
been closed at the Albany Regional Hos-
pital. The member for Albany was in
fact told that by the Director of Nursing
from the hospital concerned.
It is very interesting to note that when
the Liberal Party was in office and the
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member for Albany had any query about
the Albany Regional Hospital, I am told
he was in the regular practice of
contacting-the administrator, asking him
the question and misconstruing accurate
information. The member has ceased
that practice now and instead puts out
inaccurate and misleading Press releases
in the local newspaper, which then have
to be corrected as they unnecessarily
concern people who read the newspaper.
There is a staff shortage at the Albany
Regional Hospital, but it has not been
caused by a staff cutback or lack of
funds. It has been caused purely by the
difficulty of recruiting fully qualified
and experienced part-time registered
general nurses. The huspital is short of
nine registered general nurses who were
full-time registered general nurses. Elee-

five surgery has had to be restricted be-
cause of that shortage of staff. During
this run of difficulty efforts have been
mnade to recruit additional staff and all
people who have applied for positions
have been interviewed. Where people are
appropriate for the position. and where
part-time workers can be
accommodated, they have been
employed. There have been applications
to the hospital only for part-time work.
No applications have been received for
Full-timeI %vork.

Where possible, those part-time workers
have been employed. I hope that in the
future the member will resume his for-
mer practice of contacting the adminis-
trator of the hospital before putting out
misleading and inaccurate Press releases.
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