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The file is put there for public Informa-
tion. We In this House are speaking for the
Public. Other files from the Companies
Office have been tabled and that file
should have been tabled. The need to
see the file is absolutely fundamental and
I Propose in due course to point out why to
members who do not know, and I Imagine
there are very few in that category.

However, as it is almost time the House
should adjourn, I seek leave to continue
my remarks at the next sitting of the
House.

The SPEAKER: The member for Mt.
Hawthorn seeks leave of the House to con-
tinue his speech at the next sitting. is
leave granted? As there Is no dissentient
voice, leave is ranted.

Debate thus adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
SIlt CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--

Premier) [0. 12 pm. I: I should advise the
House that I will consult the Leader of
the Opposition to see whether it will be
necessary and desirable to commence sit-
ting on Thursday evenings as from next
week, but I will make an announcement
In that regard next Tuesday. We are not
making the progress we anticipated. I
move--

That the House do now adjourn.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6213 p.m.

Titgilatinc ToInuif
Tuesday, the 29th April, 1975

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F. Grif-
fith) took the Chair at 4.30 pin., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS (4): WITHOUT NOTICE

1. TRONADO MACHINE~
Decision on Use: Statements by Leader

of the Opposition
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER, to the
Minister for Health:
(1) Did the Minister see the article in

The Sunday Times of the 27th
April, 1975. which was headlined
"Urgency Move-Get Tronado
Working"?

(2) Has there been a cessation of use
af the machine as the article In-
dicated?

(3) Does the Minister believe that the
statements attributed to the State
Opposition Leader (Mr Tonkin)

were misleading as they indicated
that the operation of the Tronado
machine has already been dis-
continued?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No. The radlotherapistzs operating

the machine have continued using
it.

(3) Yes. I believe they were mislead-
ing and If the Leader of the Op-
position conveyed this impression
to the Press then he was doing
this to prey on people's emotions.

2. TRONADO MACHINE
Decision on Use: Statements by Leader

of the opposition
The Hon. R.. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Health:
(1) Is It a fact that the Tronado

machine can no longer be used
for new Patients?

(2) Is this the information which was
conveyed by Mr Tonkin in the
article to which the previous
question ref erred?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
In reply to the honourable mem-
ber-who gave me no notice of
this question-the Tronado
machine in the Institute of Radio-
therapy at the Sir Charles Gaird-
ner Hospital is under the control
of the Sir Charles Galrdner Hos-
pital Board, which has made its
decision on the use of the
machine. Another machine Is
leased by private radiotherapists
and, to my knowledge, this
machine can be used for new
patients at the will of those radio-
therapists at the present time.

3. TRONADO MACHINE
Discontinuance of Treatment: Sir

Charles Galrdner Hospital
The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUC*HTON, to the
Minister for Health:

Would the Minister conflnn that
the machine located at the Sir
Charles Oalrdner Hospital cannot
be used for new patients, even
though patients already under-
going treatment on the machine
have been allowed to continue the
treatment?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
I understand the machine at the
Sir Charles Galrdner Hospital is
being used at present only for
patients undergoing the particu-
lar course, and no new patients
are being treated on the machine.



M~esday. 29 April. 19751 14

4. TRONADO MACHINE
Power to Use: Institute of Radiotherapy

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON, to the
Minister for Health:

Is the Minister aware that an
amendment to the Health Act
was moved in 1973 to empower
the Minister to allow treatment
on the flonado machine at the
Institute of Radiotherapy to con-
tinue, if he so desires?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
That is not a fact. Neither I nor
the Government has power under
the Hospitals Act to direct that
the use of the machine be con-
tinued.

QUESTIONS (4): ON NOTICE

HEALTH
Retarded Persons: Training Centres

The Hon. Rt. H. C. STUBBS, to the
Minister for Health:
(1) What facilities are available in

Western Australia for-
(a) retarded children; and
(b) retarded teenage and adult

persons?
(2) Where are they situated?
(3) What is the method of admittance

to the centres?
(4) What training facilities are avail-

able for adults to acquire skills?
(5) (a) Is any further building pro-

gramme contemplated: and
(b) if so, where and when will

building be completed?
(6) Does this type of welfare attract

Australian Government funds?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:.
Mental Health Services Facilities
(1) (a) Retarded Children:

Facility; Location
*Dorset Hostel; Armadale.
Nathaniel Harper Homes;

Guildford.
$Pyrton Training Centre;

Eden Hill.
I Scarboro Hostel; Scar-

borough.
T1resiilian Hostel; Nedlands.

(b,) Belmont Hostel; Belmont.
Croydon Hostel; Subiaco.

*Dorset Hostel; Armadale.
Epsom Hostel; Dianella.
Kentucky Hostel; Belmont.
Milford Hostel; Eassondean.
Morriston Hostel; Claremont.
Swanbourne Hospital; Clare-

mont.
*Tresillian Hostel; Nedlands.
Whitby Falls Hostel; Mundi-

Jong.

*Pyrton Training Centre; Eden
Hill.

Indicates Children and
Adults.

Note: In addition to the above, the
Education Department provides spec-
ial classes and training centres In the
metropolitan area and country centres.
(2) Location--shown in (1) above.
(3) Through Irrabeena Assessment

and Referral Centre.
(4) Sheltered Workshops, Industrial

Rehabilitation Units of Mental
Health Services at Graylands and
at North Fremnantle, and Hostels.

(5) (a) Yes.
(b) Brighton Hove Complex;

Inglewood; early 1976.
Cromane Hostel; Bayswater;
September 1975.
Grosvenor Hostel; Beacons-
field; June 1975.
Tertiary Training Unit; Eden
ill; May 1975.

The following projects are plan-
ned subject to the availability of
funds:
Purchase-
(a) Hostel; Rivervale; late 1915.
(b) Hostel; Subiaco; late 1975.
(c) Hostel; Carlisle; late 1976.
Construction-
Norwich Hostel; Bull Creek; late
1918.
Sussex Hostel: Innaloo; late 1970.
Kwinana Hostel; Calista; early
1917.

A five-year construction pro-
gramrne is currently in operation.

(6) Yes.

Other Agencies
Slow Learning Children's Group

o/ W.A. (Ineory.).
(1) Day Activity Centres.

Sheltered Workshops.
(2) Day Activity Centres-Northam.

Mandurab, Bunbury, Inglewood,
Churchlands, Fremantle, East
Victoria Park, Derby.
Workshops--Osborne Park, Maida
Vale, Albany, Bunbury, Geraldton,
Kalgoorlie.
Hostels--Maida Vale. Fremantle.
Maylands, Kellerberrin, Albany
(2), Subiaco, Bunbury.

(2) Through Irrabeena Diagnostic
Centre.

(4) Workshops.
(5) (a) Yes.

(b) Workshops; East Victoria
Park; 12 months.
Inglewood; 18 months.
Rockingham; 3 months.
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Hostels; Eunbury: 12 months.
Geraldton; 18 months.
Busselton; time not known at
present.
Extra facilities at Maids Vale.

(6) Yes.
Mentally Incurable Children's

Association.
(1) (a) and Cb) Nulsen Haven Hostel.
(2) Redeliffe.
(3) By Committee (President, Secret-

ary and Matron).
(4) Social skills are taught by staff.
(5) Ca) No.

(b) Not applicable.
(6) Yes.

A complete list of available facilities
is tabled (see paper No. 144).

2. This question was postponed.

3. TRADE
Mauritius, South Africa and Kenya
The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH. to
the Minister for Education represent-
ing the Minister for Industrial
Development:

With the indications that the
Australian Government Is Intend-
Ing to increase confrontation with
South Africa by discontinuing the
South African air route, to what
extent does-
(a) Western Australia; and
(b) Australia;
trade with-

(1) Mauritius;
(it) South Africa; aid
(it) Kenya?

The Hon. G. C. MacKflqNON replied:
The following trade statistics of
the Australian Bureau of Statis-
tics show the importance of South
Africa, Mauritius and Kenya as
trading partners for Western Aus-
trais and Australia. The figures
relate to the financial year
1973-74.
(a) Western Australia-

(i) Mauritius:
Exports-$1 943 000.
Imports-$13 000.

C(U) South Africa:
Exports-42 472 000.
Imports-$2 247 000.

(lit) Kenya:
Exports--$122 000.
Imports-$64 000.

(b) Australia--
(i) Mauritius:

Exports-44 964 000.
Imparts-$174 000.

(ii) South Africa:
Exports-91 058 000.
Imports-36 686 000.

(lit) Kenya:
Exports-$2 '770 000.
Import"-2 045 000.

4. MEMB3ERS OP PARIJAMEN4T
Workers' Compensation Coverage

The Hon. D. 3. WORDSWORTH. to
the Minister for Justice representing
the Treasurer:
(1) What cover for accidental death,

hospital and medical expenses.
usually included in workers'
compensation, is there for miem-
bers of Parliament who are-
(a) Cabinet Ministers; and
(b) back-benchers?

(2) If the answer is "None"-
(a) why Is this most important

sector of the public neglected;
(b) if it is considered that they

should take out their own in-
surance, what amount out of
their salary is considered to
be given in lieu of such cover;

(c) which, If any, civil servants
are not covered; and

(d) what sectors of private indus-
try who are paid on a salary-
only basis, are not covered by
workers' compensation?

The Hon. N. MONEILL replied:
(1) (a) Cabinet Ministers-

(1) Personal accident insur-
ance, air cover only-

Accidental
$30 000.

death-

Medical and/or hos-
pital expenses-iS1
per cent of the
temporary total
disablement pay-
ment.

(11) Motorists' personal acci-
dent insurance-

Accidental death-
Premier $15 000
Ministers $10 000.

Hospital and/or medi-
cal expenses--$500
p.a. (maximum).

(ii) When travelling overseas,
an all-risks , personal
accident cover may be
taken in lieu of the cover
referred to in (1) and (it).

(b) None.
(2) (a) Members of Parliament are

not employees of the Crown.
Unlike Ministers, who are
covered for flying risks and
motor vehicle accidents, back-
benchers are not commis-
sioned by the Governor to
administer Government de-
partments and instrument-
alities.
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(b) It Is considered that the talc-
Ing out of insurance cover Is a
matter for Personal decision
by the individual members of
Parliament.

(c) All civil servants are covered
by workers' compensation.

(d) All workers (as defined in the
Workers' Compensation Act.
1912-1973) in the private
industry sectors are covered
under the Provisions of that
Act.

BILLS (2): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Phosphate Co-Operative (W.A.) Ltd.
Act Amendment Bill.

2. Stipendiary Magistrates Act Amend-
ment Bill,

Bills Introduced, on motions by, the
Hon. N. McNeiil (minister for
Justice), and read a first time.

CANNING RIVER RECLAMATION
Assembly's Resoirtion-Motion to Concur

Debate resumed, from the 24th April, on
the following motion by the Hon. N. E.
Baxter (Minister for Health)--

That the request contained in Mes-
sage No. 2 from the Legislative As-
sembly be agreed to.

The Assembly's resolution contained in
Message No. 2 was as follows-

That this House do resolve to
approve, pursuant to subsection (1) of
section twenty-two A of the Swan
River Conservation Act, 1958-1966, the
reclamation of two areas of the Can-
ning River as follows-

(a) an area of about 1.7 hectares
on the eastern side of the
Canning River just south of
Canning Bridge; and

(b) an area of about 4.18 hec-
tares on the eastern side of
the Canning River north of
Mount Henry,

which areas are shown stippled in the
plan deposited in the Main Roads De-
partment and marked MRD Map
Drawing No. 7421-89 and as so shown
in the copy of that plan laid on the
Table of the House.

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-
East Metropolitan) K451 p.m.]: Mr Presi-
dent, first of all I want to outline what I
am going to say in my address to the
House, because I wish to get members
into a certain frame of mind, and I will
attempt to do that from the beginning.

I commence by reminding those who do
not have the good fortune to belong to
the Australian Labor Party, of the Liberal
Party promises given prior to the election
held on the 31st March of last year, In

which we were unfortunate enough to lose
our Labor Government and fortunate
enough to witness my election to this
House. I would like members of the Liberal
Party to think about the conservation
commission which was to be set up. Also
contained in the Liberal Party promises
was a guarantee that there would be
guardianship of open spaces in their
natural condition. Another promise as-
sured us that protection of the environ-
ment from damage by unwise use would
be guaranteed.

I think in the case of the proposed
reclamation of Part of the Canning River
we have an example of planning the
unwise use of that part of the river.
Furthermore, in another part of the elec-
tion promises of the Liberal Party it was
stated there would be maintenance and
improvement of environmental standards,
especially in urban areas.

This brings me to another frame of
reference within which I would like
members of this Chamber to contemplate
the message from the Legislative Assem-
bly: that because of the malapportionment
in this House-and If it is to be justified
at all it must be done by saying, as I
have heard members of the Government
say, that it does not matter where one
comes from because this is a House of Re-
view and we are here to make decisions
for the majority of the people of Western
Australia-there are in this Chamber 20
members representing country areas and
10 representing urban areas. I feel this Is
an occasion on which I would appeal to
country members to give a great deal of
thought to a matter which will affect al-
most solely the people living in the city.

I make my approach to those members
by saying this is a very grave and Im-
portant decision, not just in respect of that
particular part of the Canning River to
which the message refers, but in respect
of all future planning of transportation
systems in Perth. This House now repre-
sents the last opportunity in this State for
some sanity to prevail about what will
happen to the future of our transportation
system. I know we are all somewhat in-
clined to say-and it is always a fairly
easy thing to do-"Well, the ball has been
set rolling. We cannot stop it, and if we
do we do not have Immediately another
ball rolling in the direction in which the
planners have already set a course."

I do not think that Is any excuse for
us not to stop and say, "Let us make this
the opportunity, the crisis, or the precipi-
tating condition, for us to have a jolly
good look at what is happening with
regard to our transportation system
and to consider the different conditions
that obtain from those which obtained
on that fateful day when Professor
Gordon Stephenson-bless him-was
tootling around Mounts Bay Road in
his little car and thinking it would be
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lovely if everyone In Perth could do the from the Minister's second reading speech
same thing as those who live in Dalkeith
and Nedlands." of course, the rest of the
people cannot possibly do that because
conditions have changed so dramatically.
I will give a few figures from the Year
Book to illustrate this.

In 1954, which is the Year closest to
when Professor Stephenson was tootling
around Mounts Bay Road in his little car,
Western Australia had a population of
639 771, and Perth had 54 per cent of that
total. In June, 1974, we had a little over
one million People in Western Australia,
70 per cent of whom were living in Perth.
I would not accuse Mr Gayfer and other
country members of having more cars
than the average city person, so given
that we have the same number of cars
per person in city and country areas, this
means a tremendous increase in the num-
ber of ears since 1954.

We find that in June, 1954, there were
78 312 cars registered in Western Austra-
lia. That amounts to 122 cars for every
1 000 people, or one car for every 8.2 per-
sons. In 1974 we had 389 803 cars, which
may be reduced to one car for every 2.8
persons. We have come from 8.2 persons
per car in 1954 to 2.8 persons per car in
1974.

Therefore we can see the exacerbation
of the problem is not only one of num-
hers; it Is an exponential sort of explosion
of the number of cars using our city high-
ways and freeways.

Mr President, you might think I am
drawing your attention to the need for
more freeways. I am not; I san talking
about a plan which was devised in 1954 to
overcome the position of 78 312 cars, of
which only a little over half were in
Perth. Given that the ratio of people
to cars is the same in the city and country
areas we now have somewhere In the
vicinity of four times as many cars per
person, and about five times as many
cars.

What I am emphasising here is that this
House is the ultimate decision maker In
this State. Therefore, members ought to
think with great awe about the decision
they will make today. To say the proposed
plan is a fait accompi is only to echo
what Dr O'Brien-that great Protector of
our environment-has said. He started
off by saying, "It is a sort of historic com-
mitment that we will have this extension
to the freeway, and I suppose we will have
to have it and, therefore, we must watch
out that we do not have safety fences
which will Prevent people getting to the
river." That Is about all he said. What
a great Protector of our environment.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: When did he
say that?

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: The
Minister mentioned his report in his
second reading speech. I will now Quote

in which he said-
A bridge at Mt. Henry appeared to

be the only viable solution-
The word "viable" is still being mis-used.
Continuing-

-and Indeed is an historical commit-
ment which for all practical purposes
it is too late to alter.

What a Pessimistic approach! I am
afraid that this is the sort of approach
that is being taken by many of our ad-
visers and decision makers, including par-
liamentarians. We are not prepared to
admit that we have made mistakes In the
past, Perhaps because of information
which was not as complete as it should
have been, and now we are to proceed to
compound these mistakes by taking action
Irrespective of the warnings given to us
by people who want to come forward to
give information, albeit a little belatedly.
Also, perhaps we can say there has been
too much apathy and should pose the
question: Why have not the people said
this or that before now? However, it is
a fact that people are often apathetic
until the moment of truth when they
realise they are to lose that which they
consider to be precious.

It Is a very good Indication as to how
legislators are beginning to feel their res-
ponsibilities when we realise that the En-
vironmuental Protection Act was passed in
the Parliament last December with the
approval of both the parties that are now
forming the Government of this State.
So, in the Federal sphere the Australian
Government is demanding that an en-
vironmental impact study must be made
on every major project in Australia which
requires the assistance of funds from the
Australian Government, and that factor
applies in this instance.

In considering the seriousness of this
matter which calls upon us to make a
decision-and make no mistake that this
matter has been put right on our plate--
we have to make a decision which is the
correct one. The Swan River Conservation
Act has Provided right from the beginning
that any area of the river shall be re-
claimed only after a decision made by the
highest authority, which Is the Parliament
of this State.

Mrs Walker, one of the People who has
been working so hard to awaken sufficient
interest in the importance of this matter,
and who has been endeavouring to get to
the People who make the decisions, has
written to Dr Cass who has replied saying
that he has no intention of recommending
to his colleague, the Minister for Tranis-
port, that funds should be made available
until the environmental effects of this pro-
posal have been fully investigated. That
reply was sent on the 10th April. So it is
obvious that people In Western Australia
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who have been trying so bard to get us
to listen to them have now decided that
they will have to go somewhere else if
they are to succeed in their efforts,

Even at this last minute we may still
decide, in our wisdom, to refuse to accede
to the request of the Legislative Assembly
and to say. "No, let us stop and have an
open inquiry into the Possible consequences
and ramifications of the decision we have
made in a manner which is not approved
by many people." I am referring to the
manner in which the planners brought
these matters to the Parliament and to
the public. The Minister has given a very
reasonable sort of an excuse as to why
the Inquiry held by the MEPA was a
closed inquiry. He felt that some people
may not have spoken out so freely had
the MUPA held an open inquiry. This
may be so. Nevertheless, this is indicative
of the sort of advice that has been given
to us as decision makers; that is, we do
not know all the details and we have not
had a chance to stir up-if I may usc
that expression-enough interest for the
people to come forward to give their
opinions, because increasingly the people
are thinking that they do not have the
power to alter the decision we have made.
However, this is an excellent opportunity
for us to illustrate to the people that we
are indeed representative of their ideas;
that we come here to this Parliament not
as individuals but as people reflecting 'lae
wishes of the electorate.

So I call upon this House to note some
of the other arguments which have been
raised, which have not been mentioned by
the Minister, and which have not been
widely promulgated as being the sort of
evidence we should be studying. For in-
stance, a paper was prepared by a Mr
Frank Harvey in 1973 following a study
lhe did overseas between April and July,
1972. He was an information officer em-
ployed by the metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority of Western Australia. He
wrote a paper titled, "Public Participation
in Town Planning". I think members
should listen to one of the conclusions hie
arrived at, because it reads as follows-

Public participation requires new
attitudes by planning authorities, the
people, and the media through which
the essential communication must be
channelled.

In my opinion we now need to have a
new look at what is happening today in-
stead of going on with the original plan,
when all the conditions set out in that
plan have now changed.

I also refer the House to a booklet which
was published by the Highway Research
Board of the United States and titled,
"Environmental Considerations in Plan-
nung, Design, and construction". This
book sets out to show how, with conven-
tional wisdom, people can keep on making

the sort of mistakes that have been made
in the Past as they will not take action
to correct them, either because of the ex-
penditure involved, or because the criti-
cisms are not grave enough to make q1

new start or a new approach to the prob-
lem In hand. On the other hand, Perhaps
they are concerned about their establish-
ments. Therefore, why should we carry on
compounding a great deal of harm that
will lead to the disaster and congestion
to which this plan prepared by the Main
Roads Department Is taking us?

In this book prepared by the Highway
Research Board, when speaking of "Alter-
natives and Options" the author says-

A wide range of Options are avail-
able in regional as well as facility-
oriented transportation studies and
should be examined as part of any
decision-making process.

We have had a report from one botanist in
whom we are asked to believe, but half-a-
dozen botanists can be found in Perth who
could give reports which would throw more
light on this subject. I have one report
here from Mr Sammy of WAIT which re-
futes many of the statements that have
been made by Dr Marchant. However I
would not know about limestone deposits
and a the other things that Dr Marchant
speaks about. I would not know a lime-
stone deposit if I fell over one,

So we need to have some further opin-
ions before we can come to a logical
decision. In the same way, the ultimate
objective appears to be to get rid of the
congestion of traffic that will flow from
Canning Highway along the Kwlnana
Freeway to the approaches of the Nar-
rows Bridge. In his second reading speech
the minister does not deny there will be
increased congestion at the Narrows
Bridge in the future, but he did say that
the Government had no Intention of build-
ing another bridge across that part of the
river now spanned by the Narrows Bridge.

If we are to go all the way with this
southern extension of the Kwinana Free-
way-which I believe should be scrapped-
we must have some means which will en-
able the traffic to cross the Narrows
Bridge without any further congestion. The
vehicles cannot go across the bridge on
top of one another and they cannot fly
over or swim over. However the traffic
will have to get across that narrow Part of
the Swan River to enable motorists to
reach the city or to bypass It. This brings
me to the question: What do the people
want? People want to travel to the city
more rapidly, or to get round the city
more rapidly. There are many alternatives
that we have not considered and which, to
date, we have given only a passing or a
scant glance. We have said, "Oh well, we
have to look at the sort of complications
that will arise If we have to uproot people
from their houses to put the freeway
somewhere else."

1145



[COUNCfl

We may have thought of some simpler
alternatives but they have not been Pre-
sented to us In detail. This is probably
because the Main Roads Department does
not have to do anything about arranging
staggered working times for the work
force. That department would not be in-
volved in such a decision.

I do not blame the Commissioner of
Main Roads for not becoming involved in
these matters, because he has been given a
certain job to do and he presents a report
to the Parliament and to the Minister.
The construction of roads is his work. He
does not have to make a decision on stag-
gered working hours, or any decision on
altering the road systems which may be
built by local governing authorities. He
does not worrn about the construction of
car parks, or the fact that M'rr buses may
perhaps travel to the city along two lanes
of the freeway. That is the responsibility
of other people who are advising the Gov-
ernment; it is for them to say to the Gov-
ernent, "Let us start with public servants
by altering their starting hour of employ-
ment to '7.30 am. That would get rid of
one-quarter or even more of the work
force travelling to the city at, say, an hour
later."

I am not here to suggest an alternative
to the extension of the Kwlnana Freeway.
I am merely here to say that we are the
decision-makers and we should be pro-
vided with Proper advice to enable us to
make a decision that will not lead to a
worsening of our transport system that will
be suffered by future generations because
we are seeking to give Immediate relief in
regard to a situation that has arisen
south of the Canning Bridge.

There seems to be one factor lacking In
our thinking. We have to face up to the
fact that any plan has to be evaluated
according to changing conditions. The
evaluation of this plan has not altered In
any way. We can look at the plan pre-
Pared by Professor Gordon Stephenson in
1955 and at this plan and we will find that
they are almost identical. Therefore we
have not changed our views in the light of
changing conditions.

The Eon. G. C. MacKinnon: That only
goes to show how clever Professor Stephen-
son was.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: It only
shows how clever he was at that time; it
does not show how clever he or any other
planner is at the moment. We just go on
planning assuming that there Is still only
one car to 2.8 persons, despite the fact
that, in 1954, there were 8.2 persons to
every car. We are also assuming that the
population figures will remain the same.
The inference that can be drawn from
the report is that the People who are
around these days are not as smart as
Professor Gordon Stephenson. In all prob-
ability, if he were Called in now to make
a report as a Young man he would have a

different outlook, because he was very
keen about the Preservation of the en-
vironment for public use.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I do not
think Professor Stephenson would be very
pleased about that statement.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: In view
of the encroachment of the river that
has occurred in the past and what is In-
tended in the future the people who are
residing in the Swan district should be
a little frightened as to what will happen
in their area, because some of the plans
prepared by the Main Roads Department
seem to indicate that they will not stop
reclaiming parts of the Canning River
after the southern extension of the free-
way has been approved. I amr certain that
more Inroads will be made into other parts
of the river.

This book, published by the Highway
Research Board, has been prepared by
some of the best traffic experts in the
world. However, traffic experts are like
economists: there are as many experts as
there are different plans. Certainly no
traffic expert In another part of the world
will be able to say what will suit Perth.
However, what these experts say on the
basic tenets of what should be done in
town planning and with transport systems
I feel Is worth reading to the House. The
special report on "Environmental Consi-
derations In Planning, Design, and Con-
struction" states at page 12-

Evaluation should occur continually
throughout the planning process. In-
formation developed during explicit
and periodic evaluation analysis should
help to determine Priorities for sub-
sequent activities. Evaluation thus can
structure the learning that should
take place among all the Participants
in a transportation planning process.

This does not include only the gentlemen
from the Main Roads Department; It in-
eludes all those who are concerned with
the quality of life and the welfare of
people; those who are concerned with get-
ting People to their destinations safely and
in a reasonable time.

I think we have barely touched this
problem, because we have fallen into the
trap of accepting the premise that a cer-
tain mode of getting cars from one area
to another would be acceptable for all
time. We are closing our eyes to the con-
ditions that obtain at the moment.

I have touched previously on the matter
of the public being able to help in the
decision-making Process. As we all know
there are many People who are reluctant
to come forward, or slow to come forward,
and who in point of fact are thinking
more about their immediate need; which
about 90 Per cent of the Public do all the
time.

If it were not for the few busy-bodies
such as we are who want to get involved
in the decision-making Process we would
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be going every which way, because, as I
have said, people are generally more con-
cerned with their immediate comforts,
and It is not till they see they are losing
something precious that they are alerted.

I1 believe People are becoming alerted on
this question and the Conservation Coun-
cil of Western Australia which Incorpor-
ates 19 other bodies Is certainly getting
itself keyed up and alerted and is ready
to take this matter much further. I would
say to members that we should not let It
go further from here; that we should be
the ones to say, "We are making the
decisions for Western Australia; we want
some more tine to hold an open inquiry;
we believe that because of the controversy
many people have come forward with in-
formation, knowledge, and expertise which
we ought to be using If we are to really
accept the awful responsibility given to us
by the Swan River Conservation ACt".

The special report on environmental
considerations states further-

The public must provide Inputs to
the decision-making process. Efforts
should be made to search out and in-
volve all elements of the public,
especially those who may be reluctant
to participate, so that a decision-
maker can effectively weigh the full
range of different viewpoints.

This Is where unfortunately we find that
most of the information that has been
provided to the Minister, to the Parlia-
ment, and to the public h(Ls put forward
only one side of the question.

Another matter to which Z wish to turn
is In regard to the Narrows Bridge, o n
which I touched before. When moving the
motion the Minister said-

In actual fact, the capacity of a
facility such as the Narrows Bridge
cannot be viewed in isolation from
the approach road system to the
bridge.

We cannot agree more; of course that Is
what will happen. We will have a fast
road bringing more cars onto the Kwlnana
Freeway which will get choked up before
the cars can reach the Narrows Bridge.

No city can afford to devise a road
system that will enable there to be no
congestion at all. This is understood, but
the development of alternative road sys-
tems, the use of the river as a means of
transport, and the cost of these things has
not yet been presented to us.

It may be cheaper to devise viaducts
over different parts of the river; It may
be cheaper to have the most modemn and
expensive hydrofoils dashing backwards
and forwards across the river, so that
no-one will have to wait more than five
minutes to get into the city. Now much
more pleasant that would be than having
to sit behind somebody else's car exhaust
which Is emitting carbon monoxide fumes.

Z wish to impress on members how in-
portant It Is to be able to hesitate and
not be lost. I think we will be lost If we
go ahead with this programme. I think
we ought to say categorically we will Dot
go ahead with the programme of freeways
on the foreshore; I think we should say
categorically we are going to have an open
inquiry now.

The Minister in his second reading
speech emphasised that there was nothing
insidious about the fact that there had
been a closed inquiry, or that it was not
open to the media. However, the week
before last we read a statement in the
Press that in future the MIRPA would con-
duct open inquiries. This is surely a
realisation that this is the best way to
deal with a matter which concerns so
many people. It Is the Minister's responsi-
bility to get up and say we have made a
mistake; in future we will have an open
inquiry. Nobody should despise anybody
who takes in at little water. We shoruld be
taking in a little water, but if we con-
tinue as we are there will be no water
left to take In. Accordingly we should
stop and have a very good look at the
entire problem.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: A very
statesmanlike attitude to adopt.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: The
people who are advising us have to do so
in certain directions and they must con-
vince themselves they are right. I am not
criticising the gentlemen from the Main
Roads Department who, I feel, are doing
a tremendous job. I have previously had
occasion to admire the Main Roads tDe-
partment and the job it is doing. It is a
most efficient organisation, but its officers
have certain responsibilities to the depart-
ment, to their jobs, and to the Minister
who may say, "I am expecting you to be
the one to guide me in this matter." So
the officers of the department must be
sure and determined when they say, "This
Is the way to do it" People can make
recommendations to authorities and to
decision-making bodies and say, "You
can do It this way or that way," and the
busy person may say, "I do not want you
to give me alternatives but to tell me what
is the best thing to do." So the pressure
Is Put on the officers of' the department
who will probably feel that they have put
all this work and effort into their plan
and that they hope it will work.

If we have people like the Protector of
our environment saying "It Is inevitable;
it Is an historical commitment and I sup-
pose we must do it," then, of course, we
will follow the mistakes we made in pre-
vious years.

If we can Prevail upon the Government
to conduct an open inquiry and look fur-
ther Into this matter we will certainly be
thanked by Posterity for (a) preserving
the river, and (bi because we took advan-
tage of the opportunity to stop, look and
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listen and say that we should think of
another way of undertaking this project.
Let us consider our transport system and
the people themselves who are to use this
system. Let us consider the river fore-
shore rather than the concrete ribbons
that run alongside It.

THE HON. OLI'VE GRIFFITHS (South-
East Metropolitan) (5.25 pm.]: The prob-
lem that confronts us as legislators at the
moment was commenced many years ago
by Mr John Tonkin when he made a
decision to build the Narrows Bridge. Had
he not made this decision in the years
past we would not be confronted with the
problem we are trying to sort out tonight.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Hear, hear!
The Hon. CLIVE ORIFFTHS: The

other Point I want to make Is that I think
it is a shame that while the Parliament
of Western Australia Is in the midst of
debating an important question such as
this a Federal Minister should take it
upon himself to decide that he will re-
turn to Canberra and suggest to the Fled-
eral Government that the funds to pro-
ceed with the freeway-should this Par-
liament make that decision-should be
withheld.

As a Western Australian. but more par-
ticularly as a Western Australian member
of Parliament, I take strong exception to
such an action on the part of the Federal
Minister. I should think the immediate
reaction of every Western Australian, and
certainly of every Western Australian
member of Parliament, would be to say,
'To billy-o with the Federal Government."

The H-on. D. K. Dans: That will be one
way to stop It. but we would get no money.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFP ITI-S: That is
so, but I feel the immediate reaction of
every Western Australian would be that
in these circumstances we will decide to
support the measure and vote to proceed
with it purely because we believe we have
the constitutional right to be the deciders
of our own actions and masters of our
own destiny. Therefore It places members
of Parliament who may not necessarily
agree with the proposal in a very invidious
position indeed.

I think Mr Jones ought to go back home
and mind his own business and leave the
decision as to what we will do in Western
Australia to those who are elected by the
people of Western Australia to make that
decision.

The Bon. D. W. Cooley: You would not,
deny him the right to have his own In-
quiry.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: I'll say we
would.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFTHS: Ill say
we would.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: We aire a
democratic country and people have a
right to express their views: though you
would not think so.

The Hon. CLIVE GREhTFITHS: Because
we are a democratic country we are elected
to this Parliament by that very democratic
Process and it Is we who are elected who
are given the right to make this particular
decision. Mr Jones was not elected unuer
any such process to make this decision.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: That Is not
correct. If he is providing the money he
should have a say.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFrHS: The
members here were democratically elected
to make that decision.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: He does
not know we have Federal members from
Western Australia representing us.

The Hon. OLIVE ORIFF'flS: Every
conceivable argument in support of, and
in opposition to, this proposal has been
propounded by one person or another over
the last few weeks or the last few months.
Therefore, it would seem superfluous for
me to stand up today and repeat those
arguments,

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: You arc dead
right.

The Hon. OLIVE GlUFFT S: How-
ever, I feel it is important in this process
that I do make some comment. I want
to say, at the gutset. it is my intention to
oppose the proposal. I repeat: Actions by
people such as Mr Jones make it terribly
difficult for me to do so. Indeed, j.am-
ments such as those made by the Hon.
R. F. Olaughton In the first half dozen
sentences of his speech the other nimlht
make it equally difficult for people such
as me to take the stand which I intend
to take tonight.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I did not
know he was that useful.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS;. I will
not pursue that! If reclamation of the
river were the only question which I had
to consider I would find It terribly difficult
indeed to oppose the motion now before
the House; if that were the only question.
I say that, firstly, because of the fact that
the Deep Water Point route has already
been approved by Parliament-and that
particular route involves the reclamation
of at least twice as much of the river but
parliamentary approval has already been
given for that route. As I have said, if
reclamation of the river were the only
question involved, obviously, this par-
ticular route would be the lesser of the
two evils.

Secondly, the Swan River Conservation
Board has approved of the present pro-
posal, and the members of that board have
been appointed under the provisions of an
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Act of Parliament for the purpose of pro-
tecting our rivers, and ensuring that no
reclamation takes place without a very
good reason. However, the members of
that board came out in support of the
present proposal.

Thirdly, the Environmental Protection
Authority Is prepared to go along with the
proposal.

The Hon. iR. Thompson: Go along with
it; that is right. You would not say it
has brought down a studied report of the
proposal.

The Hon. OLIVE QRIFFITHS1: Hansard
has recorded what I said, and Mr Thomp-
son knows what I said. I am not arguing
the point.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: I am not ac-
cusing you. You would not say the En-
vironmental Protection Authority had
brought down a studied report.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIF'FTHS: The au-
thority said it was prepared to go along
with the proposal.

The Hon. Rt. Thompson: That is right.
The Ron, CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The

point I am making is that if reclamation
of the river were the only question to
consider I would find it very difficult in-
deed to oppose the proposal.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You had better
find a few reasons shortly to oppose it;
you have not given any yet.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: I have a
long time to go during which to give
reasons. Before we make this move-which
I believe will be irrevocable if it eventually
turns out to be wrong-there are many
aspects to be considered in real depth.
Might I say I have a complete understand-
ing of the problems faced by people living
In mt. Pleasant and Its surrounding areas.

The Hon. D. W_ Cooley: I bet you have;,
you have a complete understanding of
those people, but not of those who live
in the North-East Metropolitan Province.

The Ron. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: When
Mr Cooley has finished making his speech
on this subject I will endeavour to get a
word in edgeways.

The PRESIDENT: I think the idea has
reat merit.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I repeat:
I have a complete understanding of the
problems confronting those people who
live in the Mt. Pleasant area and those
who currently use the streets of Mt. Plea-
sant each day In order to get to Canning
Highway and, subsequently, to the free-
way. I have a complete understanding of
that problem-a full appreciation of it-
because, I have made it my business, per-
haps unlike Mr Cooley, to visit the area,
at peak periods, on many occasions.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley. I have too. It
Is not true to say I have not been aver
there at those times.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I have
been to the area for the specific purpose
of encountering the problems faced by the
people concerned on every working day of
their lives.

The Hon. D. K. Pans: I do not have to
make it my business; it is my business. I
experience it every day.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFITHS: I am
familiar with the situation and I have
great sympathy for the people who are
involved. I will have more to say about
that later.

The next question which should be con-
sidered Is whether the proposal is in keep-
ing with our desire to decentralise and to
set up satellite cities outside the central
business district of the City of Perth. I
do not feel the proposal is in keeping with
that desire at all. I suggest we should
ask ourselves whether the proposal will
ease the congestion on the mt. Pleasant
through roads and lessen the time spent
travelling by the people I have mentioned.
I think not.

Anybody who travels through Mt. Plea-
sant and along the freeway, or who has
taken the time to familiarise himself with
the situation, will know that the Narrows
Bridge cannot cope with peak period traf-
fic at the present moment. Therefore, the
additional traffic which will he directed
to the Narrows Bridge by the extension
of the freeway will cause a bottleneck
which will make the present situation
seem quite insignifficant by comparison.
All We will achieve is the transferance of
the time spent travelling by those who
currently experience delays in the Reynolds
Road-Riseley Street-E3ateman Road-Can-
ning Highway area from those streets to
the f reeway and the bottleneck at the
Narrows Bridge. Any person who uses the
Narrows Bridge-as I do every day
of the week, and several times each day-
is aware of the bottleneck which occurs at
the Narrows Bridge, and Is also aware of
how much worse the bottleneck is if we
have a teaspoonful of rain, or a slight fog
as occurred yesterday. On such occasions
the delays at the bottleneck are chaotic.

With the increase In the number of
vehicles which this proposal will bring onto
the freeway, the congestion, and the time
spent In travelling, will not disappear but
will be transferred to the freeway and the
Narrows Bridge. Indeed, the traflic flow
will increase. The Minister, during his
speech, said-

With particular regard for delays,
the projected traffic volumes will mean
a considerable increase In the period
-of congestion if the link Is not con-
structed now,

My contention is that the extension of the
freeway will create traffic problems end
congestlon. Later in his speech the Min-
ister said-
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It has also been said in another
place that the extension of the Swin-
ana Freeway will be Ineffectual In
relieving traffic congestion because it
will transfer congestion to a bottleneck
at the Narrows Bridge and will require
duplication of the Narrows Bridge and
further reclamation at that location.
This claim demonstrates an ignorance
of such matters as traffic flows and
traffic capacity.

I am not prepared to read out the note I
have written in respect of that comment!
The Minister went on to say-

In actual fact, the capacity of a
facility such as the Narrows Bridge
cannot be viewed in isolation from the
approach road system to the bridge.
It is these approach roads that dictate
the flow on the bridge. Members will
appreciate that Improvements In the
approach road system, such as those
being Incorporated in the Judd Street
interchange, will Improve the capacity
of the Narrows Bridge, as will a four-
two reversible lane system of oper-
ation on the bridge in Peak periods.

I would like the Minister to indicate to me
that he Is convinced the proposal will over-
come the bottleneck which currently
occurs on the Narrows Bridge.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: I think you
spoke along those lines when referring to
another matter. You mentioned the Syd-
ney Harbour Bridge, and you gave an
Illustration of how the lanes are changed.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: At the
moment I am simply asking whether the
Minister will Indicate to me that he believes
the particular action envisaged will relieve
the bottleneck which currently occurs at
the Narrows Bridge, bearing in mind that
he has said In his speech the proposal
would be the answer to the problem.
However, the Minister Is not Indicating to
me whether or not he believes the state-
ment.

I want to make one or two comments
about that particular extract from the
Minister's speech. The Minister mentioned
the improvements In the road system, but
what does he mean by "improvements in
the road system"? The improvements are
to bring about a relieving of the conges-
tion. The sort of Improvement I envisage,
which will bring about a relief of the con-
gestion which now occurs at the Narrows
Bridge, would be an improvement to the
approach road system to regulate the flow
onto the Narrows Bridge. That Is the sort
of improvement to the road system which
will effectively relieve the congestion on the
bridge. If the approach road system is
such that it will prevent ears from getting
onto the freeway in the first Place, the
bank-up will occur not on the freeway or
the Narrows Bridge but in the suburban
streets such as Mill Point Road, Labou-
chere Road. and the other streets feeding
the Judd Street interchange-which the

Minister gives as an example of an ap-
proach road which will relieve the con-
gestion at the bridge.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Do you not
think, in fairness, that the extension of
the Mitchell Freeway will relieve the situ-
ation?

The Hon. OLIVE GRIh'PITHS: it miAght
do; I am talking only about the remarks
of the Minister, at the moment.

The Ron. D). W. Cooley: I am trying to
help him out.

The Hon. OLIVE GRFITrHs: I am
sure the Minister Is quite capable of
managing this Bill without any help from
the member opposite.

The Hon. D. IX. Dans: "Managing" it,
Is correct.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: We are
Still left with the comments of the Min-
ister-

This claim demonstrates an ignor-
ance of such matters as traffic flow
and traffic capacity.

I am afraid I will have to make reference
to the PERT$ report. Reference has
already been made to this report but It Is
so important that the comments bear re-
peating.

The PERTS report says, amongst other
things, that there will be two Problems in
respect of this north-South traffic route.
It mentions one of these Problems, and It
then continues-

The other major problem is that of
the Narrows Bridge. This crossing
point will carry heavy traffic as a re-
sult of its dual role as a River crossing
for the Regional freeway traffic, and
as a feeder to the city centre. The
Narrows Bridge will require duplica-
tion during the next twenty years In
order to provide a capacity balanced
with that of Its freeway approaches.
However, in spite of the duplication-

And I particularly want members to take
note of this-

-the traffic loads projected will cause
the Bridge to be fully loaded before
1989.

That is not an insignificant comment. It
is not a comment that members ought to
discount lightly. It is a comment which
contradicts completely what the Minister
has told us in his Introductory speech to
the motion. Now whom do we take notice
of when making a decision on a matter
such as this? Do we take notice of the
Minister who Introduced the Particular
motion or do we take notice of the people
who prepared the PERTS report? I will
refer briefly to some of the people who were
on the committee which eventually pre-
pared and compiled the PERTS report;
the Perth Regional Transport Study, 19 70.

The Hon. D. J1. Wordsworth: Perhaps
they never thought we would get this
soutnern extension Proposal Passed.
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The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I do not
know about that--I would have to think
about it. and give an answer later.

A steering committee was set up by the
Government of the day in order to pre-
pare the report. Do members know who
was the chairman of that steering com-
mittee? It was the Hon. It. J. O'Connor,
MLA, Minister for Transport and Rail-
ways. He was the chairnan of the steer-
ing committee that set about preparing
the report. It was this committee which
made the comment completely contradic-
tory to the statement made by the Minis-
ter when introducing the motion. We are
also told that the steering committee was
composed of the following people: Sir
Thomas Wardle; Mr Aitken, the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads-the present com-
missioner; Mr Knox, the Director-General
of Transport--he has some knowledge of
transport problems; Mr Lloyd, the com-
missioner of Town Planning at that time;
Mr Mccarrey, the then Deputy Under-
Treasurer; and Dr Nielsen, the study
director.

The report then tells us the membership
of the technical advisory committee, and
we can consider whether. by their creden-
tials, the members of the committee are
more qualified in this field than is the
Minister introducing the motion. The
committee comprised Mr Kelliher, the
Principal Engineer of the Main Roads De-
partment; Mr Benson, the Deputy En-
gineer of the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage and Drainage Board: Mr Boylan,
an economist with the Treasury Depart-
ment; Dr Carr, the Chief Planner of the
Town Planning Department, as he then
was; Mr Edwards, the City Engineer of
the Perth City Council; Mr McDonald,
Traffic Manager of the AM;l Mr Satin,
City Planner of the Perth City Council:
Mr Tonks, Assistant Chief Civil Engineer-
Design. WAGR; and Dr Nielsen, study
director.

There was also a study team as well as
consultants. However, I believe I have
made the Point that the people who pre-
pared the PERTS report could be con-
sidered to be a great deal more expert
about the likely future of the Narrows
Bridge than is the Minister who intro-
duced the motion.

I believe that if I sat down now and
the question were put, the reasons I have
given would be sufficent to defeat this
particular motion. However, just in case
they are not sufficient-

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: We would be
disappointed if you did.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIh'FrrHS: -I will
proceed. Further on the Minister said
this-

I can assure members that we are
not planning for duplication of the
Narrows Bridge, or any further re-
clamation at that site, but on this

matter I cannot speak for future
generations. The important point Is
that to obtain the best use of a facility
such as the Narrows Bridge, the ap-
proach road system must be in balance
with the bridge, and improvements in
the approach road system, which are
at present being carried out, will im-
prove the traffic flows on the bridge.
Members should note that I do not
claim there will be no congestion on
these roads;-

That is a point that members should bear
in mind. It continues--

-at pea periods some congestion is
likely.

Now that would be the understatement of
all time. The Minister is cleverly covering
up for a situation which everyone knows
is inevitable. There will be congestion on
the bridge; there will be congestion on the
approach roads; and there will be a dupli-
cation of the Narrows Bridge. The Minis-
ter's comments show that the situation has
been very cleverly thought out. Obviously
the remarks were included in his speech
so that if this proposal goes ahead, the
Government will have an answer when
future members of Parliament say, "Why
did not the Government of the day listen
to those members who said that the Nar-
rows Bridge would have to be duplicated
if we extend the freeway southi? Why did
not the members of Parliament of the
day-"

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Hold an in-
quiry.

The I-on. CLIVE GRIFF'ITHS: "Wily
did not the Government take notice of
the members of the day who said that
there would be congestion on the bridge
and on the approach roads?" And it will
then be pointed out--because Hansard
records it clearly-that the Minister said
he could not speak for future generations
as far as duplication of the Narrows Bridge
is concerned, and that he did not say there
would not be some congestion. Now the
Minister has cleverly made provision for
such a criticism. This indicates clearly
that the Minister and the people advising
him know that every word I am saying
is absolutely correct.

The I-on. J. Heitman: When do you
think they may duplicate it?

The Hon. CIVE GRIFFITrHS: I do
not have any idea, but the way our system
works, it will not be for quite a time. I
will have something to say about the
system shortly.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: About the same
time that the extensions of the freeway
are getting under way.

The Hon. CLIVE GRWFr~rHS: I do
not know about that, but I think the
planners would be a little more subtle
than that.
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The next question we want to ask our-
selves Is this: Will the freeway extension
ease the problems faced by residents in
the Mt. Pleasant area where residential
streets are used as major traffic arteries?
We must answer this question before we
decide to approve of the project. The
problem does exist, and I sympathise
greatly with the people who are unforcun-
ate enough to have their residential streets
used as major traffic arteries.

The answer I would give to the question
is that maybe It will ease the particular
problem; maybe there will not be such a
heavy stream of traffic. However, I con-
tend that all we will do is to transfer the
problem-we will transfer it to the people
living in Manning, Come, and South Perth.

Further on in his speech the Minister
said-

one solution which was examined
was for the widening of the existing
local road system. However, this al-
ternative would have very undesirable
effects upon the residential environ-
ment of the area such as . . . . an
increase in accidents resulting from
large traffic movements along residen-
tial streets and crossroads, and high
levels of Pollution from large traffic
volumes travelling under "stop-go"
conditions.

I would Indeed agree with that statement.
However. I emphasise that If a problem
exists, it is not good enough to solve It by
creating a new one of equal magnitude. If
we proceed with the particular proposal be-
fore us, 10 000 motorcars per day will be
directed through the streets of Manning
and the Hope Avenue Interchange; 10 000
motorcars a day through the streets of
Manning!1 If the Minister Is as concerned
as he appears to be from his comments
that I have just read out about stop-go
traffic through residential streets creating
high levels of pollution and Increasing the
accident rate, I cannot understand how be
is prepared to sacrifice the people who live
in the Manning area to this sort of evil.
Practically the same conditions will occur
in some parts of Come and South Perth
with the closure of the Bickley Street
ramp: some 6 000 or 7 000 motorcars using
that particular facility will have no means
of getting on to the freeway except through
the Judd Street Interchange, and so they
will go through the suburb of South Perth.
can we say that we will salve the prob-
lem of traffic congestion existing currently
In the Mt. Pleasant area simply by trans-
ferring it down to Manning, South Perth,
and Coma? If the Minister thinks I will
stand here and accept that, he has another
think coining. Under no circumstances
Will I go along with a Scheme which will
have that result for the people whom I
represent. I am sure no other member
would tolerate It. So I say It is no solu-
tion simply to shift the problem. This
proposal will do just that.

I believe this aspect of the proposal
should be examined by an Independent
authority before we proceed. Again, I feel
that If I sat down now and we took a vote
there would be an overwhelming majority
against this proposal; probably, even the
Minister would not support it. However, I
am not going to do that because I should
like to discuss one or two other points.

The next question that crosses my mind
Is: Was the proposal given sufficient
scrutiny by interested bodies, Independent
or otherwise? In respect of that point,
the Minister In his speech on the motion
stated as follows.-

..the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority Passed a resolution In
December, 1967, supporting the exten-
sion of the Swinana Freeway along
this alignment but deferred action on
the necessary amendment to the region
scheme until a full report was avail-
able from the Main Roads Depart-
ment.

An advisory comminttee was set up
in 1973 to assist the Main Roads De-
partment to further examine the pro-
posals. This committee comprised the
Chairman of the MRPA, the Chairman
of the Swan River Conservation Board,
the Director of Environmental Protec-
tion, the mayors of South Perth and
Melville City Councils, the Town
Planning Commissioner, the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads, and Professor
G. Stephenson.

The Minister placed tremendous emphasis
on this Particular committee, so much so
that he saw fit to refer to it nio less than
three times in his speech In order to
emphasise the extent to which this pro-
posal had been examined. As members
will be aware, the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority consists of 13 members,
four of whom were members of the advis-
ory committee established in 1973. Natur-
ally, the Chairman of the MIRPA was on
the committee, as were the Director of
Environmental Protection, the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads and the Town
Planning Commissioner.

Let me deal first with those four mem-
bers of the eight-man advisory committee.
No-one with even the wildest imagination
could expect those four people to examine
objectively a proposal relating to the ex-
tension of the Kwinana Freeway, perhaps
with the object of replacing the scheme
with another proposal or of scrapping it
altogether, when I fact they were the
people who passed the resolution to pro-
ceed with the extension. I would be quite
within my rights to reach the conclusion
that those four people could not be ex-
pected to examine the situation from an
unbiased point or view.

Sitting suspended from 6.04 to 7.30 p.m.
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The Hon. OLIV ORIFflTHS: Prior to
the tea suspension I reached the point of
saying that in his introductory speech
the minister had placed tremendous em-
phasis on the structure of an advisory
committee which had been set up for the
purpose of examining the proposal, which
was reached as a result of a resolution
passed by the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority in 1967. The Minister
placed such great emphasis on it that on
no less than three occasions did he men-
tibn this advisory committee.

I was telling members how this com-
mittee, which comprises eight members,
was appointed. I said that the first four
members were, In fact, members of the
MRPA who had made the original deci-
sion. For that reason I suggested it was
difficult to believe that they could be ex-
pected to do other than agree with the
proposal put forward In 1967.

Let us see who were the other four
members of this advisory committee, and
how they were expected to appraise the
proposal. The fifth member was the Mayor
of the City of Melville. Members who are
conversant with the history of this propos-
al will be aware of the opposition put for-
ward by the City of Melville In respect of
the suggestion to continue with the pro-
posal to build the crossing at Deep Water
Point-which proposal had been approved
by Parliament.

It is obvious that any route which by-
passed the City of Melville would receive
the support of the Mayor of the City of
Melville. In view of the fact that he rcp-
resented that district he could not be ex-
pected to have a completely unbiased
approach to the subject.

The sixth member of the committee was
the Chairman of the Swan River Conser-
vation Board. We have already been told
that this board had given its approval to
the scheme. How can we be expected to
believe that the chairman of this board,
in examining the proposal, would do any-
thing else but say the proposal which his
board had agreed to should be supported?

So, six of the eight members of that
committee could not be expected to do
other than give their approval to the pro-
posal, because of their previous commit-
ment to supporting It.

The seventh member of the committee
was Professor Gordon Stephenson, anid
some mention has been made of this gen-
tleman in previous speeches. I suggest
that no-one, even In the wildest stretch
of his imagination, would say that Prof es-
sor Stephenson, who prepared the original
plan in 1955 which set out the route as
being across Mt. Henry, would not support
the proposal. Here he is asked to examine
a plan which in fact reverted to the plan
he suggested originally in 1955. He would
be elated at the opportunity given him to
say. "Of course, this is the most desirable
route", because that was the route he had

suggested in 1955. A golden opportunity
was Presented to him to restore the situa-
tion which he originated, For that reason
I say there was no chance of seven of the
eight members of the committee giving
this proposal an unbiased review.

Thbe eighth member of the advisory corn-
mittee, which the Minister stressed was so
important as an investigatory and an hd-
visory committee, was the Mayor of thie
City of South Perth. I suppose if there
was an unbiased member in this committee
of eight we could say that the Mayor of
the City of South Perth was that member.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is It in your
province?

The Hon. CLIVE ORIFFITHS: Yes, and
so is the City of Melville.

The Hon. D. K. Dans:, Only a little bit
of it; the majority is in my province.

The Hon. J. Heitman: They needed a
second look.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS. I reckon
the committee needed a third look into
the proposal. I have not yet finished with
the Mayor of the City of South Perth.
Earlier In my speech some member inter-
jected and made reference to a system. I
said I would deal with that aspect. I -aid
that because of the way in which the
system operated, I did not believe the
widening of the Narrows Bridge would
commence immediately after we approved
the proposal before us. The situation is
more subtle than that.

In 1973 the Mayor of the City of South
Perth, in association with seven other
members of the committee who 'were sup-
posed to be completely unbiased, was asked
to reappraise the situation, in respect of
which the City of South Perth had mnade
its decision in 1967. That decision was to
support the proposal to extend the freeway
via the Mt. Henry roaute. The Mayor of
the City of South Perth was appointed to
this advisory committee having the over-
riding thought in his mind that way back
in 1967 the South Perth City Council, as
a result of representations made by the
Main Roads Department, the MRPA, and
other parties which were hellbent on seeing
this proposal implemented, had arrived at
the decision I have mentioned.

Several years later the Mayor of the
City of South Perth was appointed to the
committee with the full knowledge that
his council had made a decision to support
the Proposal. How can that person oe
expected to say, "I do Dot think we should
adopt this route', when his council had
already made its decision? He was bound
to support the view which his council had
acceptedl.

This is how the system I1 havc talked
about works, and it is interesting to bear
in mind who made the decision in 1997.
From memory I think there were 1.5 cnun-
cllors on the South Perth City Council.
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Back In the days when I was a councillor
some people tried to convince me that I
should give may support to this proposal,
but they did not succeed.

In 1987 when the South Perth City
Council was asked to make a decision.
there were 15 councillors. Of those 15
councillors who made the decision, six are
still serving at the present time, and in
1973 there might have been seven or eight
of those original 15 councllors still serving.

I have not told members about the In-
formation on which those councillors based
their decision. Six years later an advisory
committee was formed, and the Mayor of
the City of South Perth was asked to xerve
on that committee, which was charged
with the duty of reassessing the situation.
When the decision was made at the South
Perth City Council in 1987 the mayor v as
absent on leave, according to the council
minutes, Notwithstanding that, he was
still bound by the decision of the council.
There was a council comprising 15 mem-
bers, and as I have pointed out only six
of those councillors are still serving today.
I shall not read out the minutes necause
they take up several pages.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Don't bother to
do that. I take your word for it.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
South Perth City Council was presented
with certain information on which to make
a decision. The first Proposition was that
the Deep Water Point crossing had already
been agreed to, and that if no other decis-
ion was made and It was decided to extend
Ewinana Freeway, Parliament had already
approved that route. We all know that,.

The second proposition was that the
crossing of the river In the same line as
the preferred route should be adopted.
The third proposition was that the bridge
be built across the Swan River somewhere
In the vicinity of Bickley Street, across the
river to the Raffles Hotel-thus cutting a
great swath across the houses in the area--
and through Mt. Pleasant to Leach High-
way.

The fourth proposal was that the' bridge
go closer to Canning Bridge than BIckley
Street, but still take In the Raffles Hotel.
However, instead of taking the swath of
houses to which I have just referred, an-
other swath Pretty well adjacent to It
would be taken and then the route would
go straight through Mt. Pleasant and down
to Leach Highway.

The fifth alternative was for a bridge to
go across at approximately Cloister Avenue
north of Deep Water Point, a third of the
way between Deep Water Point and Can-
ning Bridge, and then the route would go
straight through the housing area of Mt.
Pleasant, to an area somewhere near
Coogee Street. right through the balance
of the residential area in Mt. Pleasant and
thence to Brentwood and so down to
Leach Highway.

These were the only five proposals sug-
gested to the South Perth City Council
when it made that decision. No-one In
his most stupid moment would recommend
three of the proposals because they were
completely impracticable and would have
devastated the Mt. Pleasant community.
They would have made such a shocking
impact on the community that under very
few circumstances would anyone recom-
mend any one of those three proposals.

We come back to the fact that the South
Perth City Council had two choices; to
leave the proposal as It was-which was to
go across Deep Water Point as the plan
currently Provides with the road going
down the Mt. Pleasant side of the river-
or to adopt the route we are currently
discussing.

The people addressing the councillors
painted a glowing picture of what the
freeway would be. The councillors ques-
tioned the proposal and said, "What about
what has happend to our Como beach? It
used to be a very popular beach, but de-
spite the fact that a walkover bridge has
been constructed no-one now utilises Lhe
beach and the place is absolutely dead.
The freeway has killed It and made a
shocking mess. We do not want a repe-
tition of that,"

The experts painted this glowing pic-
ture. I have spoken before about the tac-
tics adopted. They are shown beautiful
models on lovely big sheets of masonite
with green blobs of Paint on them and
nice little blocks. it looks a wonderful pro-
ject on the masonite with beautiful look-
ing roads and lovely shorelines. All this
was presented to these councillors who
must make a decision. It is implied they
would be heels if they did not because
otherwise the other side of the river would
be devastated.

This is the atmosphere In which the
decision was made by the councillors. I
am not criticising the counclillors, because
I think they were conned into it; and I
will deal with the lengths to which the
experts will go to entice people to make a
decision. Dr Carr was present at the
meeting.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Completely un-
biased!1

The Hon. D. K. Dans, But very per-
suasive!

The Hon, CLIVE GRIFPTHS: We all
know how persuasive he Is. I like him;
he is a very good friend of mine.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Was!
The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFTHS: However,

I violently object to some of his ideas. At
the meeting Dr Carr painted a wonderful
picture for the councillors of South Perth,
He requested that in future no reference
should be Made to the "freeway", but in-
stead to a "parkway". When he concluded,
the chairman thanked him and Mr Kel-
liher, who both then buzzed off.-
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The council then passed a resolution,
portion of which reads-

"That, having regard to all the cir-
cumstances as explained by Dr Carr
and Mr Kelliher, this Council would
not oppose the parkway extension of
the Kwinana Freeway on the Eastern
side of the Canning River to Mount
Henry subject to the following con-
ditions.

What a wonderful picture was painted of
a beautiful parkway drivel

The conditions were that certain ac-
cesses must be provided to the beaches and
certain facilities must be made available
on the beaches so that none of the devas-
tation -which has occurred on the rest of
the South Perth foreshore would be re-
peated. Lovely river foreshores were to
be made available for the people's use. It
is in this sort of atmopshere that the
South Perth City Council, reluctantly, I
may say, made a decision.

The situation is even a little worse than
that. I have talked to some of the council-
lors who were present at that time, and I
have certainly talked to dozens of the
residents of the area.

The Hon. D. K. Pans: You mean they
have spoken to you.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: I have
spoken to them, too, because I have been
extremely interested in this matter.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I'll bet.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: I am not
saying that all councillors did not under-
stand the true position, but many of thenm
did not understand that Manning Road
would net be used for the traffic to get
onto the freeway to go south. It never
occurred to them that Manning Road
would not be used. They asked for Hope
Avenue simply in the belief that it would
be a nice little ramp on and off for the
residents of Manning. They did not know
that despite the fact that millions of dol-
lars have been spent to upgrade Manning
Road so that it is a dual highway, not
one motorcar would be coming off the
freeway onto Manning Road from the
south. The 10 000 cars per day which I
have mentioned will get down to WAIT
and the adjacent areas by way of the
quiet residential streets of Manning. That
is the only way, because there is no other
route by which to get there, They cannot
use Manning Road. They use it once
they have gone through Manning, but
Manning Road does not provide a run-off
from the freeway for traffic coming from
the south.

The South Perth City Council had a
schematic drawing which showed a great
line going down on the river side and with
Manning Road shooting off from It. There
was no detail as to how, in fact, the traffic
would be flowing. The experts did not
point that out.

They were the circumstances In which
the South Perth City Council came to its
conclusion. Therefore I say that the Mayor
of the City of South Perth was in a sort
of cleft stick. He had to go along as a
member of the eight-man advisory com-
mittee as being the only one-if there was
anyone-with an unbiased attitude, How-
ever, not even he was completely unbiased
because he was committed to support the
proposal that the council had accepted
back in 1967 under circumstances which I
suggest were dubious at best. So much
for that particular aspect.

Another aspect which I think deserves
some consideration-and whatever we did
and wherever we built the bridge it would
deserve equal consideration-is an area of
which I have spoken many times because
I think Governments ought to be upgrad-
ing their ideas in respect of it. I refer to
the compensation for the resumption of
properties. It Is said that the proposed
route is the desirable one because, among
other things, it affects the least number of
people. I suppose it is better to affect 50
or 60 people rather than 250. 1 have grave
doubts though whether that is a redeem-
ing feature about the proposal. I believe
that if one person is adversely affected
he ought to be compensated to a far
greater degree than the miserable pittance
which our present legislation allows him
to receive. If money can compensate, and
I do not believe it can, I believe these
people should receive an adequate amount.
If it is inevitable that the project will
proceed, I want an assurance from the
Minister that these people will be ade-
quately compensated in respect of all as-
pects that affect them.

What happens, in fact, is that the au-
thorities try to negotiate. They say that
they do not resume many Properties
because mostly they are acquired by nego-
tiation. I have been around this Place long
enough to hear some of the stories con-
cerning negotiations which occur and the
sort or Hobson's choice the Poor unfort-
unate at the other end has In connection
with the negotiations.

Generally the person who has his house
resumed is an ordinary, private individual
who has never before in his life had prop-
erty resumed. He does not know the rules
and certainly the PWD officer involved
does not go to any great lengths to ensure
he Is made familiar with the rules. There-
fore he does not know whether he can be
turfed out with no compensation and
whether he should grab whatever is offered
to him when it is offered. This Is generally
the sort of Person who has his place re-
sumned, although it does not matter
whether or not that is the type. In the
main these People are not quite sure what
they ought to do. They hear that the chap
over the road has sold and they therefore
believe that if they do not sell now they
will be likely to get less the following
week; and panic strikes them. Before long
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two or three people have negotiated. ha-
inediately that occurs the price obtained
by them becomes the criteria for the com-
pensation paid to those whose property is
resumed.

I might be a householder who lives there
and I might decide to shift before I hear
about the proposal. I might be prepared
to sell because things are not going too
good with me and I am going to the Eas-
tern States, or perhaps I have been trans-
ferred to the east. There could be any one
of several reasons why I would want to
mnove. Perhaps I do not mind how much I
get for my place and I sell it for an aver-
age price without making any effort to
obtain more. I may believe that there is an
entirely different value on the house next
door to me which belongs to 9, person who
does not want to shift. There is no rela-
tionship between the value of the house
of a person who does not want to sell and
the value of the house of a person who
wants to sell. To say that the value in
each case is the same Is completely un-
realistic.

There is no relationship whatsoever, but
the cold-blooded machine of the depart-
iment comes down and people are deprived
of their homes, In imany instances at a
completely unrealistic value-certainly un-
realistic if we are talking about re-estab-
lishing them In an equivalent situation.
In this instance, there are no places left
where these people can have an equivalent
environment.

I believe the people are entitled to be
paid for the work they have put Into their
houses over the years-some of them over
50 years. They are entitled to be paid
for the Initiative they showed in deciding
to live In the area In the first place, be-
cause many of them went there when there
were not the facilities that exist now and
the area was not as accessible as it is now.
They are entitled to be paid for being up-
rooted from the surroundings where they
have friends and neighbours with whom
they have been accustomed to associ-
ating. They are entitled to be paid for
being uprooted from community activities
in the organisations to which they may
have belonged-the local bowling club or
tennis club, or the local branches of other
organisations.

I want an assurance from the Govern-
ment and the Minister that the people
who will be affected by having their
homes resumed will be completely satisfied
in respect of the amount of money they
are given because of the Intrusion of the
freeway upon their dwellings. Do not tell
me the People knew about it five, 10. 15,
or 20 years ago; that does not go over
with me. If that is the Minister's answer,
he need not worry about writing It down
because It will niot carry any weight as far
aS I am Concerned. Many of these people
went to the area long before we even
dreamt of a Narrows Bridge, and If the
community wants a facility such as this

the community must pay for It, By that
I mean these People must be well and truly
compensated, and If they cannot be
placed in a similar environment they must
be paid for that, too.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How do you
value that?

The Hon. CLIVE GREFFITHS: That Is
up to the Minister and the people con-
cerned. who will tell the Minister when
negotiating with him.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You have made
the suggestion. What is your yardstick?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFl IrHS: I am
saying that unless the people are com-
pletely compensated in the way In which
they think they should be compensated,
the Government should keep Its hands off.
On the matter of compensation, we will
turn to page 23 of the Minister's speech
notes. where he said-

It is possible that a small number
of additional properties may be re-
quired.

That just happened to sneak into the
speech.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I do not think
It sneaked In. It was deliberately put
there.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIF'fTHS: That
little sentence found its way into the
speech-

It is possible that a small number of
additional properties may be required.

That Is an interesting little comment. I
want to know what the Minister means
by "a small number". Perhaps by inter-
jection hie can tell me whether a small
number Is 37, 142, or three. What Is the
small number of additional properties? In
the context of the number of people whom
this facility will be servicing, 5 000 pro-
perties would be a small number. I know
It will niot be 5 000, but it could well be 20.
Let us say It Is 10-we do not know, be-
cause the Minister will not, by Interjection,
give rue any Idea, so I can only hazard a
guess. Let us say It Is 10. Have these 10
people been mnade aware of the possibility
that their properties will be resumed?)
Perhaps by interjection the Minister could
indicate that to me.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No. It just
says It Is possible.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHIS: But has
this small number of people been informed
there is a possibility their Properties will
be resumed? if they have not been in-
formed, and we proceed with this motion
tonight, it would be a travesty of justice,
because if these people had been informed
there was a possibility of their homes be-
ing resumed perhaps they would have
lodged an objection, if they have not al-
ready done so. Perhaps they would have
made some kind of appeal against this
proposal. If those people have not
been told and have not been given the
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same opportunity as everybody else to
know the effect this proposal is likely to
have on them, I repeat that it is a trav-
esty of justice, and this H-ouse should have
absolutely no hesitation in defeating the
motion.

If there is any doubt-and by his lack
of interjection the Minister has confirmed.
to my mind, that there is serious doubt
that these people have been informed-
members must use the opportunity this
debate affords them to say, "Hold on for
a minute; do not make this decision be-
cause some people have been deprived of
the opportunity to make some kind of
appeal against the proposal."

The Hon. N. E. Enter: I am sorry to
disappoint You but all owners were ad-
vised 12 months ago.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The
Minister should have said that some time
ago, which would have saved me the
necessity to go through all that.

The Hon. N. McNeill: It would have
spoilt your story.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not want to
interrupt you.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFTrHS: This
makes it all the more interesting. If every
one of these people was advised 12
months ago, the Minister will be able to
tell me what this small number is. It may
be less than double figures. but if the
Minister can give me a guarantee that
these people have been advised, that part
of my argument has no bearing. If they
have been given the opportunity, they have
taken that opportunity. I repeat: I have
great doubts about it, and I am sure every
member of this Chamber will share those
doubts because the Minister has still not
said anything about it.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I told you all
owners were advised 12 months ago.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: I am an
owner and I was advised 12 months ago,
but I do not have a house in that area
and my property Is not being resumed.
Everyone in the district received a notice
about the proposal. I am asking whether
this small number of people have been
told their houses might be resumed. I am
not talking about the Proposal itself.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They were all
advised 12 months ago that their houses
could be resumed. Is that enough for you?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: If we
cast our eyes onto the Table of the House,
we see a great heap of volumes of infor-
mation relating to this subject, particu-
larly in respect of the objections which
were lodged. I cannot remember exactly
how many objections there were, but the
number was over 1 000. In addition, some
petitions were taken up and tabled in the
Legislative Assembly. Thousands of Peo-
ple signed the petitions, and I am trying
to relate the petitions to the number of
objections.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There were 1 284
formal objections.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: But
thousands of people signed the petitions,
and they were unsolicited. They were left
in-

The Hion. N. E. Baxter: I like that one!
The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The

Minister may laugh, but I happen to know,
because I saw one lot of petition papers
sitting on a table in Albany Highway, and
nobody was doing anything about them.
A notice advised that the petition forms
were there, but nobody was cajoling peo-
ple into signing them, People were signing
of -their own free will. The signatures were
completely unsolicited and no high-pres-
sure tactics were brought to bear.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What did the
notice say?

The Hion. CLIVE GRIVFITHS: It said,
"Sign the petition in respect of the
freeway'. It does not matter what it said.
The Minister knows what r am talking
about. The signatures were unsolicited in
many Instances.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You mean it was
not canvassed.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: The Min-
ister can please himself whether he says
"canvassed" or "solicited".

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Because of the
fact that there was a notice, It was soli-
cited.

The Ron. CLIVE GRI9FXTHS: I am
speaking In terms of an individual doing
it.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Only an indi-
vidual can solicit.

The Hion. R. Thompson: I am beginning
to believe you want an open and free
inquiry Into It.

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS: Of course
I do. Thousands of people signed the
petitions, and some of the petitions were
tabled in the other place. Indeed, petitions
containing several thousand more sig-
natures were to be tabled in this Chamber,
and I was approached to do it. Unfortun-
ately, due to some technical problems in
respect of headings and so on-innocent
mistakes or omissions on the part of the
people concerned-it was legally impossible
for me to table them at the time In the
state they were in, and I am very sorry
for the people who put in the effort and
who signed the petitions.

However, I am saying for the benefit of
members that the number of objections
in the petitions tabled in the other House
does not constitute all the objections which
were recorded by petition. I have a stack
of them in my office and they are avail-
able for anyone who wants to have a look
at them, but they do not comply with the
Standing Orders of this House. However,
that does not take away from the intent



(COUNCIL]3

and desire of the people who signed those
petitions to have this proposal looked at
again.

Let us consider what happened in res-
pect of objections. We set up a system to
enable people to lodge objections. I say
straight out that this was a case of ap-
pealing from Caesar to Caesar. That has
already been said, and it will be said again.
This was much the same as the committee
upon which the Minister placed such em-
phasis; that committee investigated a de-
cision it had made itself. Here we had a
body set up to hear appeals against a
decision made by that same body. There-
fore, it was a hopeless proposition right
from the beginning. As the Leader of the
Opposition has said-and it is not often
I agree with him-an independent body
should have listened to the objections. At
least that would not have been so bad.

Other members spoke about the same
sort of thing in respect of another meas-
ure recently. We have the situation of de-
partmental heads and experts working
under the impression that they own the
place. The Commissioner of Main Roads
is convinced that the main roads belong
to him, the Commissioner of Town Plan-
ning is absolutely convinced that it is
his town plan, and so on. This is becoming
pretty general. I do not think anyone who
has been a member of this place for a
while would argue that these departmental
heads and experts seem to have the im-
pression that they own the matters under
their control; and if they make a decision
that a main road should go through such
and such an area and someone has the
impudence to suggest that It should not,
his objection Is thrown out of the window.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Have you ever
told an engineer anything?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIF'FITHS: No, one
cannot. I think we should sack the lot of
them every three years and get in a new
bunch. I think It is quite natural for these
officers to think they are the only auth-
orities on the facilities they control for
the time being. To emnphasise my point,
how many times have we listened to ex-
perts-the chairman of this or the head
of that-to find a great deal of emphasis
is placed on his opinion? Yet If that
gentleman retires and someone else be-
comes the head serang, and the former
head writes to the Press about an in-
tended proposition and says he does not
think it is a good idea, he is immediately
branded as a crank. However, only a fort-
night before that he was the only auth-
ority in respect of that matter. When he
retires the next person is the authority
and the former expert is considered to be
a nut.

That Is the atmosphere in which appeals
were heard; they were heard by people
with that inbred attitude. I will not read
the objections because If I did so we would
be here all night, and I have been speak-
ing long enough as it is. The objections

are contained in several volumes. One has
only to let a volume fall open at any page
and one will find the words, "Objection
dismissed". On page one we find "Objec-
tion dismissed"; we find the same on page
240; and we find the same on every page
in between. Every single objection was
dismissed with the exception of one or
two which related to the crossover near
Olive Park in Como, The authorities were
Prepared to concede that those objections
did not object to the extension of the free-
way, and they said, "We will bear It in
mind and we will ask the planners to
consider the matter." But, worse than
that, in his speech the Minister said-

...all objections were considered
and the MRPA's report containing its
recommendations with respect to de-
termination of these objections was
Prepared. Subsequently, the authority
recommended the freeway proposals
and the associated amendment to the
region scheme, and arrangements
were made to have the report printed.

Then a little later, the Minister said-
In all, nine principal routes were ex-
Amined, including tunnel proposals.
and depressed and elevated proposals.
Also a number of other proposals
suggested at the hearings, including
a proposed system of one-way streets
were examined, but were not consid-
ered to provide any acceptable alter-
natives to the Main Roads Depart-
ment freeway proposal.

Apparently there Is no acceptable alter-
native. Therefore, would the Minister
Please tell me what he means by "ac-
ceptable alternatives"? There are no such
things because 1 284 objections were
lodged and eveny one of them was dis-
missed because it was against the propo-
sal. In the report entitled, "KwInana
Freeway Proposed Southern Extension"
prepared by the Main Roads Department
in May, 1974, the foreword gives one the
Impression that the department bent over
backwards to get people to lodge objec-
tions. It states--

Traffic will be forced to use inade-
quate streets, most of which are resi-
dential, resulting In widespread
deterioration in living conditions in
many streets south of the Swan and
Canning Rivers.

Further on the following is stated-
This report, which describes many of
the U' etors influencing the selection of
the preferred route, has been publish-
ed to facilitate and encourage public
discussion.

I do not know why the department wanted
to encourage public discussion on a matter
in respect of which under no circum-
stances would it concede any objections
lodged against it.

In the document prepared by the Met-
ronolitan Region Planning Authority en-
titled "Metropolitan Region Scheme
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Amendment 1974: Submission and Report
on Objections", volume 2, we find an ex-
planatory note which says, amongst other
things-

Nevertheless, as stated in paragraph
182, the simple choice of the Authority
is to proceed with the Amendment or
not to proceed.

The authority had no alternative plan;
its choice was simply to proceed or not
to proceed with the proposed plan. The
explanatory note continues--

Consequently, when determining the
objections, however much the Author-
ity found itself largely in sympathy
with such points, it was bound-for
reasons given in the Report-to dis-
allow the objection where the main
intent was against the recommended
alignment.

How can anybody confidently lodge an
appeal with a body which has said that
whilst it may have sympathy for some of
the alternatives, it was bound to reject
any objection where the main intent was
against the recommended alignment?
What sort of hearing did the objectors
receive? What chance did they have when
that was the attitude of those who were
hearing the appeals? The explanatory
note goes on to say-

In other cases, where the main argu-
ment was not against the recom-
mended alignment but rather against
some detail of design or construction.
these points have been recorded for
attention by the constructing au-
thority.

In other words, the MRPA said, "There is
no way in the world in which we are pre-
pared or able to concede any objection
which is against the proposed route."
What was the point of going through all
the ballyhoo of allowing objections to be
lodged and spending thousands of dollars
on the printing of reports of objections if
that was to be the attitude? Why waste
the time of the people who wrote out
appeals and attended hearings when It was
known before those people even lodged an
appeal that it would not succeed?

I think the whole proceedings were
farcical, and that there was never any In-
tention of taking notice of appeals. That
Is clearly Indicated in the extracts of the
explanatory notes in the report of the
MRPA which I have read to the Chamber.
If the Minister can read anything else Into
the extracts I quoted, I would be very
Interested to hear him do so.

I was not terribly enthusiastic one way
or the other about this proposal when I
first considered it. As everyone else did,
I looked at the beautiful model showing
the lovely houses, the beautiful river, and
all the streets and I thought, "That is very
nice and symmetrical; somebody must have
had an awful lot of fun making it." I
thought Probably the proposal was the

right answer. However, the more I con-
sidered the matter, the more I spoke to
People who will be affected, and the more
I studied the model, the more convinced I
became that we would be crazy to go
blindly ahead with the proposal.

There Is another area in which I have
always been greatly interested, and I have
spoken about it in this House on various
occasions over the years. I think it is an
area in which we may start to do some-
thing positive to overcome the problem
with which we are faced. I repeat that I
am not suggesting there is no problem;
nor am I unsympathetic towards those
People who are confronted with the prob-
lem. However, I feel there are other ways
of overcoming it. One of those other ways
has already been mentioned tonight. I
repeat what I said when I commenced to
speak at 5.30 this evening. Everything
that can be said for and against this pro-
posal has already been said. Obviously
what I say has already been said, and I
am repeating It. If other speakers follow
me they will repeat what I have said; but
the matter is so important it must be re-
peated over and over again because the
decision made by this Chamber represents
the final say.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Not entirely.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: Well,
do not start me off on that Jones business,
or I will probably go the other Way. That
bloke should mind his own business. This
Parliament will make up its mind without
ainy interference from anyone else.

I suggest one solution may be found in a
suggestion I made in this House many
Years ago: that we do not make sufficient
Use of the river for Public transport. We
have no qualms about spending $25 mil-
lion on the Proposal we are discussing; but
if we spent $10 million on upgraing the
Public transport system and, more par-
ticularly, gave more thought and en-
couragement to the use of the Swan River
for transport, I think we Would achieve a
better result,

We must bear in mind that these are
modern times and technology is advancing
constantly and is producing new innova-
tions in the field of transport. Recently
I read an article about hovercraft, and I
learnt that in England hovercraft which
will carry 300 Passengers are being con-
struc ted.

Has our Government investigated this
Possibility? Possibly they cannot be com-
Pared with Our ferries. Not that I have
anything against our ferry which is cur-
rently operating across the Swan River,
because It is a nice little ferry if one likes
a comfortable, leisurely ride.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Travelling by
ferry still only takes seven minutes to
reach the city, as against about 27 minutes
by car.
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The Hon. CLrVE GRIrflTHS: Yes, it
does take only about seven minutes to
travel by ferry. My wife and I used to
watch for the ferry from the balcony of
our home, and when it reached the spit
post on our side of the river she would
take the lif t down to the ground floor
with the intention of boarding the ferry.
and it would then take her only seven
minutes to get to the city. That, of course,
is very handy for the people who live over
the road from, or in close proximity to,
the jetty where the ferry berths. However,
that ferry is certainly not the answer to
the question of shifting thousands of
people to and from the city. Our object Is
to offer some inducement to the people
not to use their motorcars. The purpose
of the exercise is to Investigate alterna-
tive means of transporting the public to
the city so that we do not need these
highways and freeways for the use of
thousands of motorcars, We Want a com-
fortable public transport system. We want
a fast and cheap public transport system
with frequent services. I repeat that much
of this public transport could be provided
on the river. it could be Put to far greater
use than It is at present.

We are still thinking in terms and con-
ditions that applied In 2901. In fact, we
have gone backwards instead of forwards
because at one time we had ferries
travelling backwards and forwards
across the river from the Queen Street
jetty and the Coode Street jetty. There
were also ferries travelling to other points
along the Swan River foreshore. Now we
have only one service; that is the Mends
Street ferry.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Why were they
discontinued?

The Hon. OLIVE GRDFFITHS: Because
they were so slow and could not transport
the people to the city quickly enough. At
the time it was decided to discontinue
some of the ferry services the decision
made was probably quite sound. At that
stage the community could not afford any-
thing better and indeed technology
at that time could not produce anything
much better. However, today technology
has produced something that is a. great
deal better, and the community can cer-
tainly afford to spend $25 000 or $30 000 to
make further investigations in respect of
the type and use of a. public transport
system which may bring about a situation
where we do not need all these highways
and freeways.

So I suggest it would not hurt to spend
a few of the $25 million dollars involved in
this project to make these further Investi-
gations. When I returned to Perth in 1971
after making a trip overseas I suggested
to the chairman of the Mfl at that time
that it would be a sound Idea to have a
one-fare system on the buses; similar to
the system being followed in many coun-
tries. The principle of the system was that

a person boarded a bus and paid, say, 20c
f are, which would entitle him to travel as
far as he wished. Under this system there
is no need for conductors to issue tickets.
When I made the suggestion to the chair-
man of the MTI at the time he nearly had
a heart attack. When he recovered from
his shock he said, "we could not possibly
have a system like that In Western Auls-
tralia', it would be totally unacceptable." It
is extraordinary, however, that a couple of
Years later a big headline appeared in the
Daily News indicating that the chairman
of the Mfl had put forward this pro-
posal, and a similar system Is now being
followed at the moment on the IvTT buses.

So it can be seen that new Ideas are all
around and are capable of being put under
trial. I believe, therefore, that it would
be wise to ensure that we have Investi-
gated every aspect of the problems relating
to public transport systems before Pro-
ceeding with this plan.

The next Point I am about to make
is most important. I cannot recall the
exact year, but when the Swan River Con-
servation Act was amended-I was a mem-
ber of this Chamber at the time-it was
for the purpose of Inserting a provision
which Is the very one that has brought
about this debate tonight. That provision
was to the effect that prior to any recla-
mation of the river of an area greater
than two acres--

The Hon, R. F. Claughton: It was 1958.
The Hon. OLIVE GRIFFITHS. No, it

was later than that; I was not here in
1958.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: You have been
talking a long time.

The Hon. OIVE GRIFfeLTHS: I will
speak here all night if necessary, because
the point is that we should not make a
hasty decision on this proposal. However,
the year the amendment to the Swan
River Conservation Act was made has
nothing to do with the argument. I am
saying that that amendment was agreed
to because if ever a suggestion was made
to reclaim more than two acres of the
Swan River, Parliament had to give its
approval. I stress those words--that Par-
liament had to give its approval. That
amendment was not agreed to merely for
the purpose of allowing the Government
of the day to say to the people who were
'noPosed to the amendment, "Parliament
has looked at the Proposition and has
agreed to it, Therefore the opportunity you
had of opposing the amendment has been
exercised, but Parliament has arced to
it." The amendment was not put forward
for that purpose. It was certainly not
brought forward for the Purpose of allow-
ing the Opposition of the day to jump
on the bandwagon in order to gain some
political capital.

The Hon. R. Thompson: We cannot be
accused of jumping on that bandwagon.
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The Hon. OLIVE GRIT'fTHS: I am not
accusing the Leader of the opposition of
anything. At that time the amendment
was agreed to in the belief that when a
proposition such as the one we are debat-
ing this evening was contemplated, all
members of Parliament would give due
consideration to It, and after weighing up
all the pros and cons It would reach a
decision based on the merits and de-
merits of what was proposed.

The point I am making is emphasised
by what the Minister has Maid on page 2
of his notes. This reads as follow--

.. that no reclamation from the
Swan River ... shall take place with-
out the consent of each House of Par-
liament ... that such proposal should
be subject to the scrutiny of Parlia-
ment.

Again, on page 32 of his notes the Min-
ister said-

.and many other authorities have
bad the opportunity to review the free-
way extension proposal, including the
MEPA, which is an independent auth-
ority, and even Parliament Itself.

Up to a point I can understand that the
Government has to listen to Its experts
and advisers; I am not being critical of
that. I believe that because the Govern-
ment has available to it these advisers
and experts it Is obliged to place great
store on what they have to offer to the
Government. So I am not critical of the
Government in adopting that attitude.
However, the law does not provide that.
prior to the reclamation of more than two
acres of the Swan River. the Government
shall agree to it. The law provides that
Parliament shall agree to the proposal, and
that is an entirely different kettle of fish.

I believe that this Parliament can de-
mnonstrate tonight its authority by care-
fully considering this proposal and if mem-
bers have the siightest doubt about It they
should reject it. Indeed, I will go further
than that. If either a Government or Op-
position member has not experienced the
situation that currently exists in respect
of the traffic flow in Mt. Pleasant, across
the Canning Bridge, along the Swinana
Freeway and onto the Narrows Bridge
during peak hours, and if any member has
not personally inspected the route of this
proposed southern extension of the Ewi-
nana Freeway, and If any member has
not looked at the streets of South Perth
and Manning that will be adversely af-
fected by this proposal, he has no right
to support this motion. Unless any member
has done all that I have suggested he
must surely have some doubt in his mind
ats to the sensibility of what we are doing.

Finally, I suggest that before any further
move is taken to extend the Kwlnana
Freeway southwards, the four-two revers-
ible lane system at peak hours should be
implemented on the Narrows Bridge and
also that the Judd Street interchange

should be completed, particularly, as I
mentioned before the tea suspension, as
the Minister made a definite statement in
his speech that the implementation of
these two proposals would eradicate the
problem on the Narrows Bridge. I believe
that if they were implemented many of
the other problems that are currently be-
ing experienced will be resolved. I repeat
that if there Is any doubt now in the
mind of any honourable member-

The Hon. H. W. Clayfer: What will be
the result if this proposal before us is
thrown out?

The Hon. OLIVE GRIFITHS: I was
about to tell the House what the result
will be if this proposition is rejected. If
there is a doubt in the minds of members
and should they reject this proposal In the
knowledge that subsequently an independ-
ent authority will be set up to investigate
alternative proposals; that the congestion
on the Narrows Bridge will be relieved.
and the Judd Street interchange will be
completed, this Proposal can still be
implemented In six months, six years, or
in 10 years' time if It is still found to be
necessary.

If, however, we decide to support this
motion-and the decision to support this
motion is one to build the southern ex-
tension of the Kwinana, Freeway-the
ultimate outcome will possibly be the
doubling of the width of the Narrows
Bridge and the further reclamation of the
Swan River that will go 'with it. Further,
If in the future that decision is found to
be wrong It can iiever be reversed.

We must bear In mind that if we do the
wrong thing, the damage will be done for-
ever. At worst the defeat of the motion
can only extend the period of time if the
freeway extension is subsequently found to
be absolutely necessary.

I would therefore ask members to bear
in mind that if they decide to oppose the
motion it will not irrevocably east away
the opportunity to build the extension of
the freeway if at a later date it is found
absolutely essential to do so. It will not
take away that right. All we will do Is
delay it. We should have a second look at
it and should implement all the things
the Minister has said can be implemented
in respect of the Narrows.

I conclude by asking members to give
the matter very serious thought indeed:
and If they feel there Is any small area of
doubt they should oppose the motion.

THE -HON. B. THOMPSON (South
Metropoltan-leader of the Opposition)
[8.46 pirn.]: Had I known Mr Olive
Griffiths was going to make such a detailed
speech it may have saved me 30 or 40
hours of research, because much of what
he has said would have constituted the
basis of my speech.

I disagree with Mr Griffiths' opening
remarks to the effect that he abhorred the
fact that Mr Jones, the Federal Minister,

1161



1162 (COIJNCILI

made statements while In Western Aus- The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: They will
trails that there would be an Impact study
into all avenues of the proposed extension
of the freeway.

We can well understand why Mr Jones
made such a statement; It was because
another place had refused an open in-
quiry which had been proposed by way
of an amendment. I think we should be
most thankful to Mr Jones and to the
Australian Government; because we now
have a responsible Australian Government
that will not permit our environment to
be ruined for the purposes of following
what the Minister said In his second
reading speech was the only viable route
for the freeway extension.

When you, Mr President, were sitting
on the front bench, and were Leader of
the House, you will recall that T spoke for
many hours on what was happening to
the Ewinana, Naval Ease, and Rocking-
ham areas and the form of resumption
that was taking place.

The contentions I raised at that time
have been well illustrated this evening
by Mr Clive Griffiths getting up and
making the valid point of his objection;
because the points of objection I raised
at that time were referred to the same
People and were rejected by the sae
people; and If members would care to
Pick up a couple of the relevant volumes
of Hansard and read them together they
would find contained in those volumes the
accusations T made at the time. The ac-
cusations and statements I made at the
time are as true today as they were then,
because the people have no rights once
the departmental heads make a decision
on a particular matter.

In hindsight we can all be wise. I
thought I was very wise, and I know that
popular opinion was behind me. I have
always claimed that the Kwinana indus-
trial complex should not have been
built on the coast: that it should
have been built inland. Had this
been done the Industry there would not be
polluting Cockburn Sound as It Is doing
now. However we had an irresponsible
Australian Government at the time which
did not have any thought for conservation
of the environment; It did not have any
regard for traffic counts on arterial roads
and major highways; It merely handed
money to the States to spend in a manner
they might think fit.

Thank God we now have an Australian
Government which has prepared and in-
troduced legislation to control issues of
this kind, and even though the States may
not like it, the Australian Government is
not prepared to see the environment
muined merely because a particular State
Government may wish to do something in
the easiest possible way. This spine of the
arterial highway has been planned by the
MRPA, the Main Roads Department, and
other departments for the past 12 years.

probably Pollute the lakes.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No labor
member of either Chamber has said that
he is opposed to the freeway extension
under consideration.

The amendment to the motion moved in
another place Maid that no approval or
disapproval should be made of the scheme
until such time as a full public Inquiry
had been undertaken into this aspect.

Like other members of this Chamber I
was present in the common room some
three weeks ago when we were subjected
to a bit of brainwashing. We were not told
anything except that these are the alter-
native routes. I rose twice to ask ques-
tions. but for some unknown reason the
chairman did not give me the call and,
accordingly, I was unable to ask my
questions. I do not think I missed any-
thing by not asking my questions, because
it was obvious from the outset that the
only route that had been examined In
detail and in depth and, more Importantly,
that bad been planned over the past 12
years, is the one we have In front of us;
that is, apart from the deviation.

Let us go back over the years and re-
view the position. Mr Clive Griffiths told
us this evening that if Mr John Tonkin
had not built the Narrows Bridge we
would not be In the position in which we
find ourselves today. Had we considered
the congestion problems that have been
caused: the other road works that have
been undertaken; the filling in of the re-
flection pool In the Swan River, as we
knew it, and all the other aspects, prob-
ably the Narrows Bridge would not have
been built. We would probably have been
considering an alternative suggestion and
endeavouring to find out how these prob-
lems are solved in other parts of the
world.

Be that as it may, the Narrows Bridge
was built and the freeway has been in
existence and it has served its purpose.
From memory the bridge was opened on
the l3th November, 1959, and for the first
three-year period it caught up with what
was regarded as its maximum traffic flow.
Of course since that three-year period-
which takes us to 1962 or 1963-we find
there have been hold-ups on the Free-
way which perhaps have been caused
as a result of the Narrows Bridge. But no-
body will convince me that by having this
southern leg extension we will solve any-
thing. On the other band I think we will
add to the Problems of an already over-
burdened bridge and traffic system,
whether It be through Applecross, the
Manning estate, or through South Perth.

Mr Clive Griffiths does not have to re-
mind me of this fact, because at some time
or another I have represented all these
areas and I know what the impact has been
particularly at peak periods, because I
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travel through the Melville area and I
am aware of the Position.

Four or five years ago I suggested and
hammered in this Chamber the fact that
the Main Roads Department should let in
busways into Canning Highway to allow
a free flow of traffic. We were told it was
impractical: that we could not do these
things, and that it was not necessary.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Who told
you that, Mr Jamieson?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: No, I think
it was the Minister for Education whom I
asked about the matter.

The Ron. G. C. Macsinnon: Why did
not you ask your own Minister who was
there for three years?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We did not
have to ask him, because we built these
busways that were let into Canning High-
way; and had they not been provided it
would not be possible to move easily along
Canning Highway; the traffic would not be
able to flow freely.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It has been
possible to get along Canning Highway
for the last 20 years.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It was not
possible before the busways were let into
the footpaths so that two lanes of traffic
could flow.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: These hold-
ups are caused because this freeway does
not exist.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
can have his say after I have sat down.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: I have had
it.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: You do not use it.
The Hon. 0. C. Macsinnon: I do, I go

to Bunbury that way.
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: We all know

--and I would be the last one to deny-
that something must be done, and must
be done quickly, to solve the problem.

As I have said, Mr Clive Griffiths has
already mentioned many of the points I
had proposed to raise, and I will certainly
not canvass the areas he has traversed.
But I will point out that we have this
motion before us and we also have two
Bills to follow. The first Bill provides for
the excision of 1* acres of an "A"-class re-
serve and the second Bill seeks to amend
the metropolitan region plan.

If this is a true House of Review I sug-
gest it is time we began exercising our-
selves and reviewing what has been done.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Let us hear
a Labor member get up and speak In
favour of the motion.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I am not
speaking against the proposal.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Speak in
favour of It.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I am merely
asking for a full and open inquiry. As
members know, Mr Clive Griffiths casti-
gated the Federal Minister for saying that
such an inquiry would be held. I support
such a move and when I conclude I will
be moving an amendment to this affect.
I make no secret of that.

I hope the Government members will
give very serious consideration to support-
ing such an amendment, because I do not
want to see them placed in the embarrass-
ing position in which they were placed
when they would not agree to a Royal
Commission being held into the incidents
at Laverton.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: We were
not embarrassed; it was Cavanagh who
did all the wriggling on that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We were
told that everything was going to be solved
by the Government. The amendment I will
eventually move-

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Don't say
"eventually", it sounds too far ahead.

The H-on. Rt. THOMPSON: -will give
the State Government an opportunity to
join with the Australian Government in
instituting a public inquiry.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You mean
the Federal Government.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course in
any public examination or study the right
to give evidence should be accorded to the
departmental heads, the engineers, con-
servationists, and other people who may be
concerned.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: You do
not think our people are as good as those
over in Canberra.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: In some cases
they are better.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I have not
said anything like that at all. A public
inquiry has not been held.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Why do you
want to bring in People from Canberra?

The Hon. D. K. Dens: No-one wants to;
it is because of the secrecy of the Govern-
ment.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: There has
been nothing secret about it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is because
of the secrecy of the Government, which
is not willing to give in to the will of the
people. Let me remind the Minister of the
controversy surrounding the Barracks
Archway. Public opinion forced the Gov-
ernment to change its mind when a
motion was introduced.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Well, we
changed our mind. It was Perfectly free
and open.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: It was a rare
occasion.
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The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Members

apposite turned and somersaulted on that
occasion. However, what Is happening
now? I do not want members opposite to
get Into the same mess as occurred with
regard to the Barracks Archway. A public
open inquiry should be held with regard
to the present proposal.

I have been through the list of objec-
tions as have other members. There were
1 238 or 1 258. After turning them over
one can see that this is an absolute non-
event. I do not know how the public of
Western Australia can have faith in such
an inquiry; one that was held in secret.
No wonder the newspapers, which have
been rather silent on the extension to the
freeway, were not silent with regard to the
secret meetings of the MRPA. They were
most vocal, and quite rightly so. The resi -
dents who will ultimately be affected will
also be most vocal, as will thousands of
other People who will be affected by the
extension of the freeway.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Tell me
what public inquiry was carried out with
regard to extensions to the north of the
Narrows Bridge.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What Public
inquiry was held in that Instance? There
was not a public inquiry.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It was done
in the dark of night. The beautiful river
was filled in, robbing us of our heritage.
There was no public inquiry by Mr J. T.
Tonkin; not a word.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What Is the
Minister talking about? It was his Gov-
ernment which filled in the river.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: No. it was
Mr 3. T. Tonkin. He made a public
apology for the dastardly act which he
bad done-secretly.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Min-
ister was in the Government which took
that action. However, I qualified that
statement earlier, If the Minister had been
listening. He wml not get me out of con-
text that easily. I do not know how Mr
J. T. Tonkin can be accused of secrecy
when the decision to build the Narrows
Bridge was made in 1955. An all-party
committee of the Legislative Assembly
was set up and it made the decision.
Why cannot the Government take the same
action in this case?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Because
the die has been cast by Mr J. T. Tonkin's
action when he built the Narrows Bridge.
What do you want to do, pull It down?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Do not be
sill. An all-party committee was set up
In 1955.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: You have
no concern for country people.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: An all-party
committee made the decision to build the

Narrows Bridge. It was the Tonkin Gov-
ernment which financed It and executed
the decision.

The Hon. 0. C. Macsinnon; It was Mr
Tonkin's responsibility.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: It was the
responsibility and the recommendation of
the all-party committee.

The lion. 0. 0. MacKinnon: He was the
man who was responsible.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Min-
ister was here at the time. Can he not
remember back that far? He knows that
what I am saying is true.

The Hon. Clive Griffths: I think he is
trying to lead You astray.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: There is no
chance of leading me astray.

The Hon. N. E. Eaxter: Was the prev-
ious inquiry a public Inquiry? It was an
all-party committee.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It was the
greatest way of subterfuge.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If members
Opposite cast their minds back they will
recall the Tonkin Government was given
great credit for the construction of the
Narrows Bridge. What about the western
suburbs railway which was to be built out
from Sydney? Every Government in-
tended to do it for about two decades, but
no Government took it on. In the case
Of the Narrows Bridge an all-party com-
mittee was set up, and Its determination
was to build the bridge. That is what was
done. I see no point in looking at the situ-
ation in retrospect. It is probable that
with the expertise and technology now
available, in all probability It would not
have been built.

The Hon. 0.
everyone In the
buy a hovercraft.
Your Consideration
the country.

C. Macsinnon: And
~ountry would have to
That is the extent of
for People who live in

The Hon. H. THOMPSON: At that time
it was considered to be the most popular
action taken by Mr Tonkin as Minister
for Works.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: And we
gave all the accolades necessary.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: On that
occasion an all-party committee gave the
go ahead. We did not have the MRPA.
We had the Main Roads Department, and
a disorganised Town Planning Board at
the time. However, we now have these
experts who tell us what to do.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: You ]et
us finish the Job and I'll use my influence
to have the extension named, "The Ton-
kin Highway".

The Hon. R. THOMPSON, He would not
want that. The further one reads into the
Minister's notes the more confused one
becomes. Of course, the notes differ from

1164



(Tnlesday, 29 April, 19751 16

those used in the other House. With all
due respect to you. Mr President, when a
member from this side-

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Are you
recommending that we Use identical
speeches?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON. -referred to
the debate in another Place he was called
to order. However, on several occasions
the Minister referred to what happened
in another place, the same as we are able
to do.

The PRESIDENT: The reference I
made to the honourable member was that
he should not refer to a debate in the
Legislative Assembly.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I beg your
pardon, Mr President. When we examnine
what the Minister had to say we find it is
humourous, to say the least. I feel sure
that an officer from the Main Roads De-
partment, or the MRPA would not make
some of the statements contained in the
notes. Whoever wrote the notes for the
Minister-

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: Did a good Job.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -would

have to be a slow learner. Obviously, he
did not know how to check notes.

The Hon. CI. C. MacKinnon: You said it.
The Minister was trying to explain the
situation to you.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: That is nasty.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister

said-
It has also been said in another

Place that the extention of the Swi-
nana Freeway will be ineffectual in
relieving traffic congestion because it
will transfer congestion to a bottle-
neck at the Narrows Bridge and will
require duplication of the Narrows
Bridge and further reclamation at
that location.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What is wrong
with that?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I agree en-
tirely.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is what
Opposition members said in another place.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: The Minister
continued-

This claim demonstrates an ignorance
of such matters as traffic flows and
traffic capacity.

In actual fact, the capacity of a
facility such as the Narrows Bridge
cannot be viewed in isolation from
the approach road system to the
bridge.

Let us analyse that statement-and to use
figures supplied by the Main Roads De-
partment there will be an increase of
about 8 per cent in the number of vehicles
by the time the southern leg Is built and
the volume on the Narrows Bridge will

be 120 000 vehicles per day. Of course, the.
bridge is not capable of that capacity. The-
Minister also said-and I will not quote
his words, because they have been quoted-
previously-that there is no intention to
duplicate the Narrows Bridge.

We then have to look at what was con-
tained in the Perth Regional Transport
study of 1970. At page 1-11 it is stated-

1. The Loftus Street overpass where
severe congestion could occur due
to the existing arterial road net-
work. Additional study should be.
made to ensure that the road
works constructed in the early
stages of the Mitchell Freeway
eliminate, as far as possible, the
existing difficulties.

It could be seen what was necessary to,
overcome the problem in that situation,
and I think a good Job has been done.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are talking
about the Loftus Street overway?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I think we
all agree that a good Job has been done.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It looks as
though it is a good Job.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: So we agree
on one point. The second point contained
in the report reads-

2. The Narrows Bridge which, be-
cause of its dual role as a River
crossing for the Regional Freeway
traffic and as a feeder to the city
centre, will be fully loaded before
1989, even though the Bridge will
have been duplicated before that
year.

Now what does the Minister tell us, and
what does the Main Roads Department tell
us? They say there is no intention of
duplicating the Narrows Bridge. I think
the Minister, rather than read out a lot of
rubbish, as far as I am concerned, should
tell us how It is Intended to Increase the
traffic flow to 120 000 cars a day-mostly
during peak hours-and get that number
of vehicles over the Narrows Bridge. Even
if one of the footways is eliminated the
problem will not be solved.

It was not seriously suggested by Mr
Aitken, when he was asked a question at
the briefing we received in the common
room, that the footway would be eli-
minated. Discussion took place on bicycle
ways and footways. The footways were
constructed for pedestrian traffic and we
have an elaborate walkway from Parlia-
ment House across to the Narrows Bridge.
If that Is done away with hundreds of
thousands of dollars will be wasted in the
construction of that walkway.

There is also mention of a four-two lane
traffic system. Even so, will the Narrows
Bridge still be able to cope with the traf-
fic flow with the extension of the south-
ern leg of the freeway into Leach High-
way. It has been suggested, seriously, by
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people who have studied the position, that
in five years' time the Narrows Bridge will
be completely clogged, and it will have to
be widened or an alternative bridge con-
structed. The PERTS report stated that
within a period of 15 years a new bridge
would have to be built, and bridges are
not built without serious thought and con-
sideration.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What is the
alternative?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: There are
several, and one is education. From force
of habit, I used to leave home each morn-
ing, turn into Stock Road, and come across
the Narrows Bridge. However, I could
travel to Perth in about 12 or 13 minutes
less time if I were to crass Stirling Bridge
and come along Stirling Highway. It is a
longer route, but it is far quicker.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Well, why not?
The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: Well, as I

say, it is force of habit and a matter of
education.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You talk about
education, but you cannot educate your-
self.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I Maid it was
from force of habit.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: And you talk
about education.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: By timing
myself I have found this the best way to
come to work and that is the way I now
travel-particularly in peak hour periods;
because one would be a fool to try to
come across the Narrows Bridge at such
Periods. There is a free flow of traffic on
Stirling Highway. One of the things the
Government should do is to try to educate
the public, particularly the people who
live west of Riseley Street, to make more
use of Stirling Highway. This would take
the pressure off the bridge.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The best form
of education, of course, is bitter experi-
ence. You learnt.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I learnt be-
cause I decided to think of other pos-
sibilities. I tried out the route I now use
and I am quite satisfied with it. I will
continue to travel along Stirling Highway
during peak hours.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I use an alter-
native route to get to the city in the
morning. It is quicker, although a little
longer.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Then we look
at the horrific plan-for that is what it
is--to turn Hope Avenue into a major ac-
cess way for western-bound traffic. As we
were told previously, Manning Road was
constructed at a cost of several million
dollars, and It is a main arterial road.
Hope Avenue is a dead end in both direc-
tions. I fail to comprehend how any en-
gineer could come up with a plan to turn
Hope Avenue Into a major road. This is

a densely populated residential area. and
the people are entitled to some peace and
tranquility. It makes the mind boggle Just
to think that People are Paid to plan such
stupid exercises. The problem can be over-
come by using Manning Road, If this plan
does go through.

As I say. I am neither supporting n~or
opposing the motion at this time. I agree
that an independent study must be under-
taken, so that people are able to give
evidence and put forward submissions. It
is well understood why the MRPA did not
want an open inquiry; we know what the
Press would have made of it. After 100
people had put forward their submissions,
we would have been told that not one per-
son had made out a ease for an alter-
native route The same thing would have
been repeated after 200, 300, or even 1 200
witnesses had been heard. Of course one
would have no chance in the world of
winning.

As Is the usual manner in this Chamber,
Government members have castigated the
Australian Government. I am very proud
that the Australian Government will in-
itiate an inquiry. We saw the disciplined
Government vote in another Chamber, and
with the exception of one member, we
will see the same disciplined vote in this
Chamber. It is most necessary that the
rights and the heritage of the people are
preserved.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: The vote on your
side Is not disciplined?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: Our mem-
bers are not disciplined-

The Hon. J. Heitman: Of course they
are-I have never seen one walk the floor.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: -because
the amendment moved In this Chamber
and the amendment moved in another
place were both noncommittal. We are
not committing ourselves one way or the
other.

The Hon. V. J. Perry: Sitting on the
barbed wire fence.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We want a
public Inquiry, and after the inquiry has
been held, we will make a decision; but
not before. Why should we be called upon
to make a decision in the face of the find-
ings of the various committees we have
been told about tonight, and which we all
know so well.

I would like to return to the briefing
which we attended. Various questions
were asked about sunken freeways, tunnel
systems, and the Ollvero plan, but we find
that no real in-depth study has been
carried out. As far as I am concerned, the
alternatives were just red lines on a map.
The tunnel system may or may not be
good: I am not competent to say. The
question wvas asked as to whether the
Snowy Mountains Engineering Corpora-
tion had carried out a study. The Minister
replied that a study had been carried out,
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but it was not an in-depth study. Of
course, this confirmed in my mind the fact
that the only study carried out after 1963
was the one based on the spine programme
-the spine to go further south and into
Leach Highway.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course there
was an In-depth study, but when the esti-
mate was made of the high cost of the
tunnel scheme, it was ruled out. There Is
no reason to waste money on an in-depth
study to tackle something you cannot
afford.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: It is good
to hear these things now when we find the
proposal is based on the freeway idea, and
that the alternatives do not count and
have not been taken into consideration.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Alternatives do
count, but the cost must be taken Into
account, too.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: When Mr
Jones carries out his inquiry, the state
may find Itself far better off with a great
deal more money and a better scheme
than the one with which it has come up.

I would like to refer to the results of a
Gallup poll which appeared in the Daily
News of the 22nd September. 1974. The
question asked was whether Australia
should have more freeways or expressways.
The results for each State were given , but
the article pointed out that the results are
only broadly Indicative of the total picture
because of the small number of people
contacted in the survey in the States with
small populations. In Western Australia
the voting was 41 per cent in favour of
more freeways; 50 per cent of the people
interviewed wanted no more freeways or
expressways; and 9 per cent of the people
were undecided. So we can see that as
late as September of last year people were
registering their views In this Gallup Poll
Indicating that they did not want more
freeways.

The world trend Is against freeways, so
why should we perpetuate something which
Is now being restricted In other parts of
the world? It Is good to see that Aus-
tralians are waking up very fast to the
fact that freeways are not In the best In-
terests of moving traffic. I acknowledge,
and I fee] every other member will ack-
nowledge, that as the corridor plan has
been accepted by both Houses of Parlia-
ment, we must have other crossings of the
river. However, we do not want to be
saddled with another fait accompli as we
have been on this occasion, because that Is
all It is. It has been presented to us as
the only choice. We have to accept it,
and that Is all about It.

An In-depth study must be undertaken
now, and planning must begin for the
other arms of the corridor. If the south-
era corridor extends with the rapidity
which I trust it' will, and we see from the
Minister's words that there is to be no

duplication of the Narrows Bridge, then
CGod knows how people will get into the
city or through the city. We must be told
what Is to be done In this respect.

When the Minister replies, I would like
him to tell me whether the PEB.TS report
is correct, or did the people who compiled
the PERTS report, and who have now
made this decision for the extension of the
freeway, make a mistake In 1970, or are
they wrong now? If they were wrong
then, they could be just as wrong now.
What are we to believe?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who said they
were wrong then?

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: You did.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON:, The Minister

did.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Did 17
The Hon. U. THOMPSON: Particularly

the Minister, and I will quote the Mmi-
ister's words. He said-

I can assure members that we are
not planning for duplication of the
Narrows Bridge-

The Hon. J. C. Tozer: For the present.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: To con-

tinue-
-or any further reclamation on that
site, hut on this matter I cannot
speak for future generations.

We need not talk about future generations,
this is staring us right in the face at the
Present time.

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: But that was
only part of the PESTS report.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I know it is
difficult to plan for tomorrow; we can only
plan for today. With this motion, the
Government is attempting to plan for
tomorrow and it is admitting that an-
other Narrows Bridge is necessary and
urgent, Before we vote on this mo-
tion, we should have a clear indication
from the Government and its advisers
how it is planned to move 120 000 cars per
day over the present Narrows Bridge, even
if we take away one of the footways.

All it needs Is one small accident or one
car running out of petrol on the bridge
and the bank-up of traffic will cause two
and three-hour holdups, as was experi-
enced Just recently.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Cannot that
happen anywhere?

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: Of course
it can, but this Is a bottleneck. We know
that.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You get bottle-
necks in other parts of the city, don't
worry, You only have to have an acci-
dent in another part of the city and you
have a bottleneck.

The Hon. U. THOMPSON:. Can the
Minister tell me anywhere in Western
Australia where we can have a bottleneck
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which even approaches the sort of bottle-
neck we have on the Narrows Bridge
when one car breaks down? The Cause-
way has never been as bad as the Narrows
Bridge is In tils respect.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You drive dawn
Charles Street and see the bottlenecks you
strike.

The Hon. D. K. Dans; We do not want
to.

The Ron. R, THOMPSON: There is a
progression of the bank-up on the Nar-
rows Bridge. If something happens early
in the morning, the effects filter right
back to South Perth, Manning Park,
Applecross, and Bullereek. It is this con-
vergence of traffic which causes the
trouble.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It happens with
the Sydney Harbour Bridge too, does it
not?

The I-on. Rt. THOMPSON: Some posi-
tive steps must be taken about the Nar-
rows Bridge, and we should be told about
this matter before the motion is agreed to.

We should also be told whether free-
ways are to be the norm for the future;
or are we going to have a ring road.systemn
developed in the future? How big is Perth
to be allowed to grow before a new regional
centre Is built? We cannot keep building
up Perth, and bringing more traffic into
a city which is beyond saturation point at
the moment. Where are the next river
crossings to be? If we are not to have a
duplication of the Narrows Bridge, it is
only natural that we must have other
river crossings. Of course, in a few years'
time when someone makes up his mind, the
Government will say, "It Is unforeseen but
It is necessary".

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: It Is like the
domino theory; they get one thing and
then they must have the next thing. We
cannot get away from it. We make one
decision and the rest must follow.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I have
previously spoken about the MRPA; it is no
secret that, since Its formation, I have
never been a lover of the MRPA. The
next good word I say about it will be the
first. I think my very first impression of
the MEPA when legislation providing for
its establishment was Introduced was
that it was so secretive; its members were
sworn to such secrecy that they could not
even report back to the group commit-
tees that were set up under the hMPA.
To me, this was quite foreign, particularly
In town planning anid local government
matters where ratepayers were concerned.

Despite the fact that all people in the
metropolitan region were concerned, only
the Minister was allowed to know what
was going on. If one reads the legisa-
tion closely, one will find that Is still the
situation today. In fact, at that time, the
MRPA did not even have to report to the
Minister, if It did not want to. of course.
that has since been changed.

The Hon. D. lK. Dana: On paper, It has.
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: If we listen

to the garbage that has been put out.-
that is the only way I can describe it-in
the way of ministerial notes and the like-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Somebody else
may think that what you are talking about
is garbage, too. They are quite entitled
to have that opinion.

The Ron. R,. THOMPSON: All those
people who signed petitions and spent a
great deal of money preparing individual
reports do not think it is garbage; but
they think what you have said and the
actions of this Government-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They are not
listening to you tonight.

The Hon, Rt. THOMPSON: -have been
atrocious.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is only
your opinion.

The Hon. Ft. THOMPSON: Of course,
anything I say is only my opinion. Does
the Minister claim that when he speaks,
he is speaking for everybody In Western
Australia?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No.
The Hon. D. K. Dans: He Is expressing

someone else's opinion.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not

Indicate that was the case, either,
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is my

opinion that there are too many Interjec-
tions.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Mr Presi-
dent, obviously It is very hard for the
Minister to counter my arguments. I
would not have had to put forward these
arguments tonight If the public had been
allowed to voice its opinion. To date, It
has not been allowed to voice its opinion,
and I certainly hope It will get the oppo;--
tunity to do so.

A figure of $23 million has been put up.
as bait to encourage us to agree to the
freeway extension. Of couse, a little
tiddly bait has been put up to the people
of South Perth; the Government is calling
the extension a parkway. How damn
stupid for anyone to suggest that it will
be a parkway system! What it will do will
be to spoil the environment, unless proper
safeguards are implemented.

I have always opposed the boundary
fences on the present freeway; I think the
riverside fences could be removed so that
people could have more access to this area.
when I studied the model of the extension.
the first thing I noticed was the overways.
They are not to be the ugly overways
which we have on the existing freeway;,
we will be able to drive over the new over-
ways.

I thought, "That Is very good: there Is
parking space on one side, and we can also
drive to the other side". However, one
might Just as well park his car on the one



[Tuesday. 29 April, 19751 16

side and walk across the overway because
there will be no service road on the other
side. In fact, probably it would be wrong
to put one there. In other words, the
people's access is to be just as limited under
the proposal to extend the freeway as It Is
with the existing freeway. on that score
alone, we must come up with a better plan.

I feel the river Is something sacred; it Is
sacred to the people who have enjoyed It
for many years. It may not be as sacred
to someone who lives 10 miles, 15 miles, or
20 miles south or north of the river and
wants to use the freeway only to get from
point A to Point B.

I think I have presented my case in line
with other speakers, without being repe-
titious. Of course, I could continue to
quote questions which have been asked
and supposedly authoritative statements
which have appeared In various reports
contradicting each other. However, I do
not believe I would achieve anything by
adopting that course.

1 propose now to move an amendment
Identical to the one moved in another
Place. I earnestly suggest that members
opposite give serious consideration to
accepting the amendment so that a joint
Inquiry may be undertaken with the Aus-
tralian Government so that we may arrive
at the best possible solution. I propose to
move the following amendment-

To add after the words in line I-
"That this House do resolve"

the words-
"that no decision be made"

and to add after the words In line 2-
"(1) To approve"

the words-
"or disapprove"

and to add after the words In line 23-
"Table of the House"

the words--
"Until a full, open and public
Inquiry Is held and a report made
to Parliament"

The amended motion would then read as
follows-

That this House do resolve that no
decision be made-
(1) To approve or disapprove to

subsection (1) of section twenty-
two A of the Swan River Con-
servation Act, 1958-1966, the
reclamation of two areas of the
Canning River as follows-
(a) an area of about 1.7 hectares

on the eastern side of the
Canning River Just south of
the CannIng Bridge; and

(b) an area of about 4.18 hectares
on the eastern side of the
Canning River north of
Mount Henry.

which areas are shown stippled In
the Plan deposited in the Main
Roads Department and marked

(411

lARD map drawing No. 742 1-9
and as so shown in the copy of
that plan laid on the Table of the
House. until a full, open and
public Inquiry Is held and aL report
made to Pariament.

The PRESIDENT: I point out to the
Leader of the Opposition that the motion
I have before me Is that the request con-
tained In message No. 2 from the Legis-
lative Assembly be agreed to. The wording
of the amendment will not fit into the
motion before me and therefore must rule
the amendment out of order.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Message No.
2 from the Legislative Assembly reads,
"The Legislative Assembly acquaints the
Legislative Council that it has agreed to
the following motion".

The PRESIDENT: Order! I point out
to the Leader of the Opposition that the
message that came from the Legislative
Assembly was as the honourable member
was commencing to read. The motion I
have before me is that the request con-
tained in message No. 2 from the Legis-
lative Assembly be agreed to. The hon-
curable member's amendment will not fit
Into those words In the manner In which
It has been moved and at this point I
cannot accept his amendment.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I1 bow to
your ruling, Mr President and will alter
my amendment. However, I must come
back to the Minister's introductory re-
marks.

The PRESIDENT:, Order! I cannot
continue to hear the honourable member.
I have pointed out to him that the amend-
ment as moved Is out of order. I cannot
allow him to continue to rise and sit down
to try to get the matter in order. The
amendment must be written and signed by
the honourabie member, as he knows.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Mr Presi-
dent, would you bear with me for a
moment while I make a slight alteration
to my amendment? It has not been
seconded, so I do not need to ask leave to
withdraw It. I propose to move-

That the request contained In
message No. 2 from the Legislative
Assembly be not agreed to until a full,
open, public Inquiry Is held and a re-
port made to Parliament.

The PRESIDENT: The leader of the
Opposition must give me the amendment
In writing, signed by the honourable mem-
ber.

Point o/ Order
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Mr Presi-

dent, I am aware of the ruling you have
Just made. But if one reads the Min-
ister's speech, one would see that he moves
"that this House do resolve (1) to approve,
pursuant to subsection I" and so on.
Would not that be the motion before the
House?
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The PRESIDENT: I point out to the
honourable member that order of the day
No. 1 reads-

Swan River Conservation Act-Recla-
mation of Certain Areas.

Adjourned debate (the Hon. Grace
Vaughan) on the motion of the Min-
ister for Health as follows:-

That the request contained In
message No. 2 from the Legisla-
tive Assembly be agreed to.

When I stated the question I said, "The
question Is that the motion be agreed to."
The motion I was referring to was the
motion contained in those three lines. I
will leave the Chair till the ringing of the
bells.

Sitting suspended from 9.44 to 10.10 p.m.

The PRESIDENT: Having ruled the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition out of order, I thought the
proper thing to do was to leave the Chair
for a short period to give the honourable
member an opportunity to Put his amend-
ment in order.

Amendment to Motion

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am most
grateful for the action you took, Mr
President. I move an amendment-

Insert after the word "be" in line 2
of the motion the word "not" and add
at the end of the motion the words
"until a full, open and Public inquiry
is held and a report made to Parlia-
ment",

THE HON. LYLA ELLIOTT (North-
East Metropolitan) [10.11 p.m.]: I sup-
port the amendment to the motion. The
motion which we are seeking to amend Is
directed towards obtaining the permission
of Parliament to reclaim 5.88 hectares or
over 14 acres of the Canning River. This
has been made necessary, because of the
requirement under section 22A of the Swan
River Conservation Act which provides
that no reclamation of the Swan River or
any of its tributaries, which exceeds 2
acres. may take place without the consent
of both Houses of Parliament.

I commence my remarks by paying a
tribute to the Hawke Government for its
foresight In introducing in 1958 legislation
directed towards the preservation and pro-
tection of our beautiful river. I believe
the legislation was particularly notable at
the time, because it was unique and was
the first legislation of its kind to be intro-
duced in Australia.

The Hon. G. C. Macinnon: In that year
you would be too Young to remember how
smelly the river was.

The Hon. LYLA ELLI OTT: I
Minister for that compliment.
serious matter. I believe this
introduced back in 1958,
first legislation of its kind in

thank the
This Is a
legislation
was the
Australia.

That Provides more evidence of the pro-
gressive measures that are Introduced by
the Labor Party when it is In Government.

Since this legislation was placed on the
Statute book a great deal of work has been
carried out on freeway development, and
it was Inevitable this would mean some
reclamation of the river. This freeway
development was deemed necessary to im-
prove the movement of traffic through the
metropolitan area, and was agreed to by
Parliament apparently because It was con-
sidered at the time there was no more
practical alternative,

One wonders whether serious planning
mistakes may have been made in the past,
which should now be reviewed for the pur-
Pose of ensuring that they are not con-
tinued or repeated. I am not blaming the
town Planners or the engineers who, no
doubt, performed their tasks with the
highest Integrity and intention. What we
should Perhaps be questioning is the whole
direction In which our society has been
moving.

There Is nothing original in what I am
saying-it has been said before by many
people-but I believe It needs to be re-
stated. I think the question we should
ask ourselves is: Have our priorities for
the development of our society been wrong?
In the name of the god progress, have we
allowed ourselves to be carried along the
wrong road? In the competitive society in
which we live, I believe through advertising
we are manipulated by the producers of
goods to want more and more. So why
worry about upgrading Public transport,
for example, if we can have four cars to a
family?

The PRESIDENT: Order, please! I
must ask the honourable member to en-
deavour to connect her remarks to the
amendment. I think she Is speaking to
the Principal subject.

The Ron. LYLA ELIOTT: I intend to
do that, Mr President, but I am leading up
to the reasons I believe there should
be an independent, public open inquiry,
and what I am saying is relevant to that.
I was saying in the way society has been
developing, with our being encouraged to
acquire more material Possessions, why
should we worry about upgrading public
transport when we have four-car families?
Why worry about preserving a river and
parklands for recreation when we do not
have time to enjoy them because we have
a second job at the weekend in order to
pay for a second car or other material
Possessions?

I think it is time we asked ourselves
where we are heading. It is time planners
got together and studied the total question
of community development, not just the
narrow area within their own jurisdiction.
When I speak of planners I do not mean
just town planners but social scientists,
economists, and transport authorities as
well.
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When people speak about public trans-
port, particularly rail travel, there is a
great moan about the cost to the public
purse, and the annual loss incurred Is
usually referred to. But what work has
ever been done on the enormous financial
and material resources which are poured
not only into the production of the private
motorcar but also into the maintenance
of it and such things as a service station
on every second corner, extensive parking
areas in the city, and road construction
and maintenance, not to mention the
human cost In lives lost on the road, the
pollution of the atmosphere, and other
very undesirable features?

As in most other problem areas in
society, Instead of concentrating on pre-
ventive measures and trying to treat the
causes, we always seem to be dealing with
the symptoms. This is so in the fields of
health and criminology, and also in the
field of transport.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You sound
like a disciple of Z1lch. That is what heclaims--that the only way to move is to
walk.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Urban pub-
lic transport has been starved of funds
for many years, while such vast resources
have been poured into the development
of the private motor vehicle that people
have naturally been orientated towards
private transport, and one cannot blame
people for wanting to use their own trans-
port if the alternative is to wait for hours
for a train or a bus, or if there is no
train or bus within reasonable walking
distance.

I am aware that the pattern of our
development was Set in 1963, and it In-
cluded freeway development; but since
then planning and other authorities all
over the world have begun to question the
desirability and efficacy of freeways in
contributing to the well-being of urban
dwellers. It appears this questioning or
examination of the benefits as against the
disadvantages has resulted in a trend away
from freeways, with the encouragement
of the motor vehicle, and towards the up-
grading of public transport.

In 1973 a Select Committee was ap-
pointed by the House of Representatives to
inquire into road safety. Among the find-
ings of that Select Committee was this-

The money saved by not building
freeways and city parking facilities
would contribute substantially towards
the cost of new public transport
systems.

This Is one of the matters I would like to
be looked at in the inquiry-the costs in-
volved in upgrading the public transport
system as against expenditure on more
freeway development, The Select Com-
mittee also said in its report that while
new freeways have a better safety
record than older types of roads,
the same funds devoted to upgrading the

existing road system could achieve a much
higher return a good deal more quickly.
The Select Committee said that much of
the traffic travelling through the central
area does not originate or terminate in the
central area and should be handled by ring
roads, not by radial freeways.

'In the short terra it may seem to be
simpler and cheaper to locate freeways on
public open space-for example, parks
and river foreshores-but in the long term
the loss of this land for public recreation
will be of vital importance and It will be
harmful to the overall interests of the
community.

The PRESIDENT: Order, pleaser Would
the honourable member occasionally turn
her remarks to the amendment before the
Chair.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Yes. Mr
President. The amendment seeks a full,
open, public Inquiry.

The PRESIDENT: You have not told us
that.

The Ron. LYLA ELLIOTT: I arn leading
up to the reasons that we should have an
open inquiry. When moving the motion
the Minister told us that the Environ-
mental Protection Authority had given its
approval in principle to the southern ex-
tension of the freeway, with some qualifi-
cations on design; but he omitted to draw
our attention to another statement in
the report of the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority In appendices IV to SI-the
report on objections. Paragrah 5 reads-

5. The Environmental Protection
Authority holds the view that the
river is a priceless heritage which be-
longs to the people. Perth would not
be situated where it Is if it were not for
the river. We are firmly of the opinion
that obstructive works, whether pub-
lic or private, should Dot be allowed
on river foreshores. In this category we
include freeways which are fenced
and otherwise designed to prevent ef-
fective access to the river by the pub-
lic for the purpose of recreational
enjoyment.

What do the people themselves think
about freeway development? In the DailY
News of the 26th September last year were
published the results of a Gallup poll in
which people were asked whether they
supported the development of more free-
ways through the built-up areas. it is
interesting to note that the majority of
people in Western Australia said they did
not want any more freeways; 50 per cent
said no more, 41 per cent said there should
be more, and 9 per cent were undecided.
So the people themselves are beginning to
question the desirability of continuing
freeway development.

The Main Roads Department report of
May. 1974-referred to as appendix I-
tells us that during the period from 1949
to 1969 the population of the Perth region
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doubled. It also tells us that in the same
period the number of motor vehicles in-
creased nine times. For the benefit of the
House I would like to read once again an
extract of a recent report of the Australian
Department of Transport. I would like
members to keep in mind what I have just
said: that in the period between 1949 and
1969 although the population of the Perth
region only doubled, the number of motor-
cars increased nine times. This Is what
the Department of Transport had to say-

Per capita passenger travel on these
(Australia's urban public transport
systems) has declined by 35 per cent
in the 10 years to 1970-71. During that
time there has been an assault on our
cities by private motor vehicles which
has created severe congestion and pol-
lution problems. The three factors
which most Influence how a person will
travel are-convenience, comfort and
cost. The cost differences to the user
between the motor car and public
transport are only marginal; but im-
provements for motorists compared
with deterioration of public transport
services has meant there Is an ever
widening gap in the relative comfort
and convenience offered by each
mode....

The report further stated that high-quality
passenger trains are an essential ingredient
in any plan to revitalise urban public
transport.

I referred earlier to the fact that the
Environmental Protection Authority ex-
pressed some dislike of placing freeways
along river foreshores. However, despite
that, the Minister referred In his speech to
the fact that the EPA was prepared to
agree to the freeway extension. He quoted
from the report of the EPA as follows-

We feel therefore that we should
accept the view of the Main Roads Dje-
partmnent that the extension of' a
traffic artery is necessary and that a
route along the Canning foreshore and
over a bridge at Mt. Henry is the only
viable solution and indeed is an his-
torical commitment which for all
practical purposes It Is too late to
alter.

So It is considered that decisions taken 10
or 20 years ago have created a situation
which it Is too late to alter. Once again,
this Is relevant to the amendment, which
seeks an Inquiry; because if we take a
decision today and It Is considered in 210
years' time that It Is too late to alter the
decision, I think that is a serious matter
and we should take a second look at It.

This is what concerns me: Are we allow-
Ig ourselves to continue on a course In
respect of our transport or road network
system which will be impossible or ex-
trenmely difficult to change In future years?
I have not heard a satisfactory reply to
the question, "What will happen when the
Narrows Bridge can no longer cope with

the traffic from the new freeway?" No-
one has promised that the Narrows Bridge
will not be duplicated, involving more
reclamation of river areas. In this respect
the Minister said-

.I.we are not planning for duplica-
tion of the Narrows Bridge, or any
further reclamation at that slie, but on
this matter I cannot speak for future
generations.

However, It is the future generations I am
worried about.

At the meeting held in Parliament House
on the 9th April, the Director-General of
Transport referred to Population and
travel Pattern statistics, both present and
projected, as outlined in the Wilbur Smith
report. He said that of the total trips
made by people throughout the metropoli-
tan area at the present time only 25 per
cent are to and from the city, and that it
Is estimated that by 1993 the figure will
drop to 17 Per cent. In other words, by
1993 over 80 per cent of the total person
trips made each weekday will be to and
from places outside the central business
district.

It has also been established that the
predominant travel demand, whether city
or noncity oriented, is clearly north-south.
In view of this, It seems to me that we
should be considering the Possibility of a
north-south railway route, together with
an Upgraded system of ring roads.

As I said earlier, whenever one suggests
rail travel it is immediately rejected on
the grounds of cost. It may be considered
Costly in the short term, but in the long
term I think it will have to be considered
for a number of reasons, the main one
being that I doubt whether our roads will
be able to cope in the future, when our
Population reaches 2 million.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: What
about doing something simple, like telling
us what you mean by a "Public inquiry"?

The Hon. D. K. Dana: YOU have to work
out that for yourself.

The Ron- LYLA ELLIOTT: Surely Mr
MacKinnon knows what that means.

The Ron. 0. C. MacKinnon: I am asking
for your definition.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I am also all at
sea about the definition.

The Hon. LYLA EIFTfl07: Have the
Ministers opposite never witnessed a Pub-
lic inquiry? Do they not know What a
Public inquiry is?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Not like
tils one. Tell us what you mean.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am having
great difficulty attaching the remarks
the honourable member is making to the
amendment before the Chair.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I am sorry,
Mr President. I thought my remarks were
relevant. I was trying to show why I
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believe there should be an open, public
inquiry, and that there are reasons that
such an inquiry is desirable.

The PRESIDENT: Those are the com-
ments I would like to hear. I do not want
to rule the honourable member out of
order, but I do want to hear something
about the amendment before the Chair.
. The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I am sorry
If I have not made it clear, but my re-
marks are designed to show members of
the House why I believe it is undesirable
to pass the motion as it was moved origin-
ally, and that it should be amended in
the way Mr Thompson has proposed be-
cause It is so important that the decisions
we take today are the right ones. We
believe we have overwhelming evidence in
support of only one side, and that we
are not experts in this matter.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Then why don't
you take notice of those who are?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We are
neither engineers nor ecologists nor bota-
nists and, therefore, we feel we should
have an independent inquiry. The inquiry
that has been held was not an indepen-
dent one. Therefore we believe a further
inquiry should not be secret, but
open and public and independent. I
thought I was giving reasons why we be-
lieve there are alternatives to the present
suggested project. May I continue, Sir?

The PRESIDENT: Yes, if the honour-able member connects her remarks to the
amendment before the Chair.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: As I was
saying, I believe we should be looking at
one of the matters an open inquiry could
consider; that is, the possibility of a
north-south railway route. We believe that
possibility should be examined now instead
of waiting until 1993 when planning and
construction costs will be much higher and
possible routes will be built up with pri-
vate dwellings which would have to be
resumed. Why should we not examine the
matter now?

What will be the result of the preferred
plan of the Main Roads Department? The
sho~t-term cost of $25 million may be
considered to be comparatively low, but
what will happen in 10 years' time if all
the traffic channeled over the Narrows
Bridge becomes too great for that bridge
to cope with? Will we have another bridge?

Are we to have further reclamation of
the river? Are we to continue building
freeways, knocking down more homes, and
gobbling up more recreational areas? I
therefore support the call for a further
inquiry to be conducted into this project,
and that such inquiry shall be open to the
public.

I think the MEPA has placed the Min-
Ister in rather an embarrassing position.
On Wednesday he told us, quite vehem-
ently, that the MRPA bearings on the

freeway extension were not secret. Yet
the very next day, In Thursday's Daily
News the following article appeared-

bMPA will scrap secrecy
By Guy Daniel

Future hearings of objections to
major schemes will be heard in public
by the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority.

But people making submissions will
still have the right to be heard in
cam era.

The "open doors" move is a com-
plete reversal of the MEPA's previous
policy.

Secret hearings into the Kwinana
Freeway Extension Scheme were
strongly criticised by preservation
groups, ratepayer organisations and
some Members of Parliament.

Late last year, the MERPA decided to
keep hearings secret despite the pro-
tests.

I will not read the whole article, but the
part I have read confirms what we have
been saying all along; that is, that the
inquiries held by the MERPA were held In
secret and this was most unsatisfactory.
During his evidence, the Town Planning
Commissioner-

The Hon. N. McNeill: They were not
held secretly; they were held in private.

The Hon. LYLA ELI OTT: The Dlaily
News report has stated that the AMPA
decided to keep hearings secret despite
the protests.

When the Town Planning Commissioner
addressed members of Parliament on the
9th April he said-

Public participation is not and
should not become decision making.
That responsibility must be exercised
in a democracy by the elected repre-
sentatives of the people.

That statement sounds reasonable and
practical, but let us examine what It
means. Of course members of Parliament
have to make up their minds on Issues
involving the public welfare, but how are
they to assess intelligently any situation
unless they have all the facto of both
sides to an argument with an Independ-
ent body or authority to guide them?

How many of us are engineers, econom-
ists, scientists, or ecologists? How can we
judge whether what an engineer from the
Main Roads Department is saying is cor-
rect, or whether the opinion of a private
engineer challenging the decision of the
Main Roads Department is correct unless
there is an Independent, open and public
inquiry where the two engineers must
justify their statements, and where such
statements can be challenged?

This has been one of the main com-
plaints against the Inquiry by people who
believe they had feasible alternatives to
the preferred freeway proposal. They
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claim their alternatives have not received
unbiased, credible, or objective treatment
by those conducting the inquiry. There
are many people south of the river who
support the freeway proposal because they
want a solution to the traffic problem, but
if they were offered an alternative which
would relieve the immediate problem and
prove to be better for the Perth region in
the long term, I feel sure they would
accept that alternative.

I support the amendment and I am op-
posed to the motion to allow the reclama-
tion of over 14 acres of the Canning River
for construction of the southern extension
of the Kwlnana Freeway until an inde-
pendent and open inquiry is held to estab-
lish beyond all doubt that there is no
reasonable or more desirable alternative
to the proposed extension of the freeway.

THE HON. V. J, FERRY (South-West)
110.39 p.m.): I have some sympathy with
the motives behind the amendment to the
motion moved by the Opposition, but I
hasten to add that I have only a little
sympathy. I have more sympathy for the
vast majority of the people who I believe
have a desire to use the freeway system in
this growing metropolitan area of Perth.
It Is very easy for members of the Oppo-
sition to take the stand they are taking
on this issue. I believe it is a view which
is akin to sitting on the fence, because in
its own words the Opposition has said It
has little concern, one war or the other;
it will await the holding of some inquiry
and whatever inquiry is held will be -okay
with the Opposition.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Did You Sup-
port daylight saving?

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: The honourable
member had a very different view on day-
light saving and he has seen the result of
the referendum that was held. However,
daylight saving has nothing to do with the
amendment before the H-ouse; it has to do
with a report by a public body of inquiry.
members of the public are demanding that
they shall have freeways to use, in the
course of her remarks miss Elliott stated
that people do have cars and she used
the expression that there are four-car
families. If there are families who do
have this number of vehicles, surely they
must have the roads on which to run them.
if they have no desire to run vehicles,
then they do not buy them and they
patronise the public transport system.

However, what has happened? In this
day and age people do not support the
public transport system; that is a well-
known fact. I am not saying that our
public transport system should not be Im-
proved, because it should. I strongly sup-
port that contention, but In respect of
freeways, in this particular instance the
die has been east. The people In this
State have known for a number of years
that the Swinana Freeway, In all logic,

must be extended. There are various al-
ternatives. Everybody has had a reason-
able opportunity to examine the various
alternatives. There is nothing secret about
them. Anyone who wishes to examine a
particular area can draw his own lines on
a map and come up with his own Ideas if
he so desires.

If members of the opposition obstruct
the passage of this motion and create a
dilemma by delaying the decision that
must be made, it could in fact be killing
Western Australians. I advance the theory
that because of its obstruction, and If the
Opposition were to succeed in Its move, we
would find more and more people involved
in road accidents with loss of life and
injuries to limbs, because statistics prove
that the accident rate on freeways is
considerably less than on other types of
roads. Should any honourable member
care to dispute that statement he can do
so, but I repeat that the accident rate on
freeways Is considerably less than on any
other type of road.

Therefore, in this day and age, when one
is acutely conscious of road safety, I be-
lieve It is necessary to save lives, This Is
the point the Opposition has failed to
wake, because it suits its Purpose not to
make it. it plays on the sympathies of
others, and that is fair enough if it wants
to play politics.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You are play-
ing politics by not allowing people to give
evidence before an open inquiry.

The Hon. V. J. FERRY:, The Leader of
the Opposition has just made a long
speech; does he intend to make another
one?

The Hon. D. KC. Dans: I suggest that you
write to your member of Parliament.

The Hon. V. J1. FERRY: I may do that.
but it will have nothing to do with the
extension to the freeway. In reference to
the bottleneck that has been said will
occur on the Narrows Bridge, as a result
of the southern extension to the Kwlnana
Freeway, it is a fact that bottlenecks do
occur where there is a great density of
traffic. I know of no bridge In any part
of the world-although I do not know all
of them-where a bottleneck does not
occur from time to time, but which is
capable of being cured.

We can go across the Sydney Harbour
Bridge and find that it has Its problems
Just as we have problems with our Narrows
Bridge. One can look back to very recent
times to the problems of the people of
Tasmania. Their traffic bottleneck has
been cured in an unfortunate way with
the Lake Ifawatra accident. They cer-
tainly have no bottleneck now.

The Hon. D. KC. Dans: Thank you for
reminding me of an expert opinion.

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: The Opposition
talks of bottlenecks. The situation in Tas-
mania Is that because the people do not
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have the use of their bridge over the
Derwent, they take an extra hour to travel
from the city to their airport whereas
previously when the bridge was in opera-
tion It took approximately half an hour.

When members of the opposition talk
of bottlenecks I believe they are talking
from the back of their necks rather than
of bottlenecks. They are being quite
irresponsible.

It is easy for members of the Opposition
to talk and say that they do not mind
which way the decision goes, but there
should be an open inquiry. I maintain
that this proposal has been very well aired.
I have full sympathy for the many people
which any change In the road pattern
affects. No matter what we do in life-
whether we build a, new footpath, estab-
lish a new farm, or build a new school-
something is changed and in this Instance
I have full sympathy for those who will
be disadvantaged.

No matter where the route Is established
someone will be disadvantaged. That is
acknowledged, and there is no cure. I
believe the present proposal is in the best
interests of the majority of people in
Western Australia and it has been well
and truly known for a number of years
that this will be the case.

Like Mr Cive Griffiths, I do not ap-
preciate the fact that the Australian
Government-or the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment as I prefer to call It-is intrud-
Ing into our Western Australian domestic
affairs.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I want to hear
about the amendment before the Chair.

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: Indeed, I thank
you for that strong advice, Mr President.
As I understand the situation, the Aus-
tralian Government is moving towards an
inquiry in its own right into this very pro-
position and to the best of my knowledge
has suggested that It might, in fact, with-
hold funds due to this State in its right-
ful entity as a State for the purpose of
completing the freeway. This Is nothing
more than governmental blackmail from
Canberra to further obstruct our domestic
affairs.

The PRESIDENT: Order! will the
honourable member Please associate his
remarks with the amendment bsfore the
Chair?

The Hon. V. J. FERRY: Indeed, I be-
lieve such an inquiry by the Common-
wealth, or Proposed by the Opposition, Is
obstructionism. It would not help the
citizens, of Perth because they require, by
the very nature of their mode of living,
the use of a freeway. Therefore, any open
inquiry would further delay the whole
Issue. As r have said, such a proposal is
passing the buck, or sitting on the fence;
it is doing nothing for the benefit of the

State. I therefore do not support the
amendment; indeed, I oppose It most
strenuously.

The PRESIDENT:, Order! For con-
venience I put the question concerning the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
opposition as follows-

That the amendment be agreed to.
I think that perhaps I have erred in this
respect because Standing Order 193
states--

When the proposed amendment is to
insert or add certain words, the
President shall put a question, "That
the words proposed to be Inserted or
added, be inserted or added."

I now put the question which Is-
That the words proposed to be in-

serted or added, be Inserted or added.
[ most strongly request members to address
their remarks to the addition or insertion
of those words. Discussion of the principal
questic-n is out of order.

THE HON. D. K. DANS (South Metro-
politan) [10.50 p.mn.]: I am supporting the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. Mr President, you have put the
Proposition correctly but we are at a dis-
advantage because we do not have before
us the words that are proposed to be
inserted.

It Is a fact that some speakers on their
feet wandered all over the place in their
remarks prior to my rising. I rise to sup-
port the Insertion of the words Proposed
by the Leader of the Opposition, which
seek to have the whole question committed
to an open inquiry, because of some of the
things which have been submitted by pre-
vious speakers and by others by interjec-
tion.

Mr Ferry used an outrageous term; that
is, "all logic". I do not think the greatest
philosopher of all time would have had the
audacity to use that term; but then, in
support of his opposition to the amend-
ment Mr Ferry said that It would reduce
motor accidents or deaths. No-one can
relate those remarks to the amendment be-
fore the Chair. It is simply not possible,
but it brings out another point: which is,
that the stand taken in opposition to the
amendment seems to be that, "I am alpha
I am omega-the beginning and the end".
The attitude is that the people shall have
no say.

We are confronted with two problems,
and they are related to the amendment.
In fact, there are probably three problems.
The first is that I represent an area that is
desperately In need of an alternative access
to the city of Perth. The second Is one of
an environmental nature which Is worrying
a great many people; and last, but not
least, there is the pollution problem.

I do not accept the proposition Mr Hett-
man has raised by way of interjection In
support of the amendment: that Is, that we
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should listen to the experts. One of the
reasons we should not listen to the expert,.
Is because In the days of the Hawke Gov-
ernment the Railways Department ad-
vanced a very strong argument for putting
a railway line down the middle of the
river; and that was not so many years ago.

The Hion. D. J. Wordsworth: The best
place for it, too,

The Hon. D. K. DANS: By way of Inter-
jection Mr Wordsworth says that perhaps
we could chop the piles down and drop It
into the river, because now we propose to
Pull up the railways and replace them with
busways.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: When did
we propose that?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: The Minister
has not been listening because at no stage
did I say he or they proposed anything. I
Bald that In the days of the Hawke Gov-
ernment the Railways Department sub-
mitted a proposition to the Government.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You are
begging the question. You said that we
were considering putting in busways. I
asked you when we considered that. In
this House "we" means this House.

The Ron. D. K. DANS: The Govern-
ment has the Wilbur Smith report.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: That is
not this House. That is the Wilbur Smith
report.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Sometimes I
wonder why, when I get Into this Chamber,
my mind wanders, and at other times I am
sure I know the reason.

The Hon. U. C. MacKinnon. What do
you mean by that?

The Ron. J. Heitman: You are the best
judge of that.

The Ron. D. K. DANS: I know the rea-
son when I get Inane interjections like the
previous one.

The Hon. 0. C. Mac~innon: You said
that we are Considering It. and we are not
considering It.

The Ron. D. X. DANS: if I may pro-
ceed. I will continue; and I will keep rais-
Ing my voice until I blot out the Inter-
jections,

The Hon. U. C. Mac~innon: I have a
stronger voice than You have, I bet.

The Hion. D. K. DANS: I do not know
about that; I have not heard it,

The PRESIDENT: Order! Will the hon-
ourable member address his remarks to
the Chair?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am desperately
trying to do that. As you know, Mr Presi-
dent, I always do.

The amendment merely seeks to do
something which would remove what is
considered to be a disagreement between
the Australian Government and the pres-
ent State Government. We propose that an

inquiry be held as soon as possible so that
the people who at present think they will
be disadvantaged will have an opportunity
to submit their view.

We are not going to argue about the
word "Public" or the word "open". We
merely want to ensure that anyone can
comne forward and put his case. I agree
with the Proposition submitted by the
MRPA: that is, that If people still want
to give evidence ini camera, It should be
permitted.

This controversy will remain in the
people's minds for a long time and I do
not think it is good enough to say that
we have received the advice of the experts.
We know that all over the world, and
particularly in America, today leading
economists and leading members of Indus-
try are warning businesses to beware of
the technocrats in all phases of industry
because they are making decisions about
which shareholders, managers, and presi-
dents of companies know nothing and,
more importantly, do not understand.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer:- That is only
economists.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I also referred
to leaders of industry. Mr Gayfer should
do some reading up on this aspect because
that is what is happening.

If we accept the proposition-and I have
no doubt that in due course it will be ac-
cepted-that on every given occasion one
of the bureaucrats-and members will
recall I spoke about this aspect during the
Address- In -Reply debate-makes the sug-
gestion and we accept it In the manner
Mr Ferry wants us to accept it, we are
wasting our time here.

In those circumstances we are no longer
representing the people; we are no longer
the buffer that preserves some of the
rights of the people. We are merely a.
rubber stamp and the sooner we go out of
existence-not only this Chamber but also
the other place-the better off everyone
will be.

This amendment merely seeks to enable
us to obtain a little more information. it
does not ask very much. I do not suppose
there are many Members who have not
taken a deputation to a Minister, and this
is germane to the amendment. When a
member takes a deputation to a Minister,
what does he find, no matter who is in
Government? in many cases where tech-
nicalities are involved, we take along from
the Railways Department, a group of
workers, for instance, who have a good
case. The deputation puts that case to the
minister who sits up like an owl, still
believing in the old fallacy that the owl is
a wise bird. Such a Philosophy was ex-
ploded long ago. He does not have the
brains to fly In the daytime.

The Minister does not say anything. I
have had this experience with Federal
and State Ministers. The Minister turns
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to the expert who immediately starts to
talk in logarithms or some strange lan-
guage and the poor fellows with a good
case sit and listen dumbfounded. The Min-
ister sends the deputation away with the
Promise that he will make a decision
later.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: That Is a
gross exaggeration.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I have learnt to
illustrate points from one very vocal mem-
ber on this side of the House and one on
the other side of the House and I am very
grateful for the education they have been
to me.

The Hon. J. Heitman: It has not Im-
Proved You much.

The Ron. D. K. VANS: The Minister
makes a decision given by the technocrat
because be cannot do anything else. He
never asks for other opinions.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: What
trash!I

The Hon. N, E. Baxter: What a lot of
piffie and trash!

The Hon. 0. C. Macsinnon: Ask Mr
Thompson!

The Hon. D. K. DAMS: I would like to
say to Mr Baxter that I know more about
this Bill than he does and I have not had
access to experts.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What Bill?
The Hon. D. K. DANS: This Proposition.
The Hon. 0. C. Mac~innon: it is a

motion.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: This motion

then. Let the Minister play with words:
it will get him nowhere.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Self praise is no
recommendation.

The Hon. D. K. DAMS: Sometimes it is.
Mr Heitman is very old fashioned. Every
day we see People in the political arena,
Particularly in this State, beating them-
selves on the chest.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: When will you
start to do that?

The Hon. D. K. DANE: Shortly, if the
Minister waits long enough.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Get onto
the point you are trying to make.

The Hon. D. K. DAMS: AUi I would ask
here is that justice may be seen to be done.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: That is a
nice old cliche.

The Hon. D. K. DAMS: It is still a good
one. There has been a sudden change of
heart by the IvifPA. It holds a closed in-
quiry and suddenly blossoms forth and
states that on future occasions it will
allow the Public to listen.

I do not want to canvass all the tech-
nical questions because they have been
well and truly covered-rightly or wrongly.
Before I conclude I would say it appears
to me that the Court Government is to
have an inquiry in any case. If we want
to remove the hiatus which exists between
the Australian and State Governments. in
my opinion It would be far better for the
State Government to have its own inquiry.
It is no good anyone saying he did not
know the Australian Government would
take this action because it has been re-
ported in the Press that on every occasion
where Australian Government money Is
concerned, and where the environment will
be upset, there shall be an environmental
impact statement. Whoever rules in Can-
berra, it has to be remembered that the
financial powers of the Australian Gov-
ernment, pack an awful wallop.

I think the Hon. Clive Griffiths can-
vassed the other questions. We should be
doing our job which Is to protect the
people. We recognise that other people
are involved but we are here to protect
the ordinary people we represent. An in-
quiry would not take very long. What is
really worrying the people is that slowly
but surely the river has been filled in, a
little here and a little there. I noticed a
letter in the Press tonight-which perhaps
I should use-in which it was maintained
that a Swan freeway has already been
planned, and that sonic more of the river
is to be filled in.

Quite frankly, let us clear up this ques-
tion and determine where we are heading.
An inquiry could be held, and be over and
done with in a couple of weeks. An Aus-
tralian Government Inquiry could cause
some delay. In any case, if I am able to
interpret the statements made by Mr Jones
-and I only know what I have read in the
Press-it appears to me that whatever this
Chamber decides there will be an inquiry.

May I say, In conclusion, there are few
people In Australia today who realise that
writh all this hooey regarding the State
and Australian Governments there have
been two elections and the Present Govern-
ment has won both. However, since then
there has been civil war in this country
carried on by the four non-Labor States.
If this war is to be continued we will win
It. I support the amendment to the
motion.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who Is "we"?
The Hon. D. K. DAMS: I think the Min-

ister knows.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No, I do not.
The Hon. D. K. VANS: The conservative

parties started the civil war, and they .Wjj
be beaten at it. In the interests of justice,
and In the interests of our Job as members
of Pariament, which we are sent along
here to do-to protect the people against
those who seek to ride roughshod over
them-and in the interests of ordinary
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fairness that the people should be heard to
the extent that they want to be heard, I
commend the amendment.

THE HON. 1. G. PRATT (Lower West)
[11.05 p.m.]: In considering whether or
not this amendment should be accepted 1
feel we should look at three separate issues.
Firstly, the reason for the Opposition mov-
Ing the amendment to insert the words
which basically call for a full, open and
public Inquiry. Secondly, why should such
an inquiry be necessary, and, thirdly, what
result would come out of It?

If we are to look firstly at why the
Opposition considered this amendment
necessary, we can look at one basic reason
which is the claim of secrecy with regard
to the hearing of objections. I think this
can be disregarded very quickly because
when the actual objections which had been
lodged are tabled in this Parliament, they
are secret no longer. I would like to hear
that fact disputed.

The Ron. D. K. Dans: I am not argu-
Ing on that point.

The Hon. 1. 0. PRATT: So the allega-
tion of secrecy does not stand up. We did
bear a newspaper heading quoted. I do
not think It was a statement and I do not
accept It as an authentic expression of
opinion from the MRPA.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: Are you say-ing It will have closed Inquiries in the
future?

The Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I am not saying
anything of the sort. It might suit mem-
bers opposite to place that interpretation
on what I have said, but I choose my own
words carefully. If members opposite
choose to put other words Into my mouth
that is their wish.

Another Possible reason for the motion
Is that perhaps the Opposition would not
agree with the result, and what will
happen? It has been established by speak-
ers from the Opposition that they do not
know whether or not they agree with the
Proposal. We have been told members
opposite have an open mind so that cannot
be the reason.

The Hon. R. Thompson: We always have
an open mind.

The Hon. D3. K. Dans:. I have said that
I agree with an inquiry.

The Hon. 1. 0. PRATT: I1 believe there
are other members Opposite, besides the
Hon. Des Dens.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: You said all
members of the Opposition; You used those
words.

The Hon. I. 0. PRATT: I did not Say,
"all members". I suggest the honourable
member should listen carefully.

Another matter raised by the Opposition
is the emotional issue, and perhaps it is
the legitimate duty of the Opposition to

try to obstruct the Government. I do not
argue that Is its role, and it is entitled
to follow that course.

if we look at the possible result of such
an inquiry we find it could establish cer-
tain alternatives. One alternative is that
such an extension is not needed.

The Ron. D., K. Dans: It is needed.
The Hon. L (3. PRATT: I am glad the

Hon. Des Dens agrees with me. Mr
Thompson has also agreed by stressing the
need to get traffic out of the city by elimi-
nating the bottleneck on the freeway at
the present time. So we seem to be fairly
unanimous in that understanding of the
need to get rid of the traffic. Perhaps an
open Inquiry would establish something
different but I doubt it, because we seem
to agree there is a need to get rid of the
traffic.

What else could come from an Inquiry?
We could find a conflict In expert opinion,
and that expert opinion has been can-
vassed fairly widely. Again, this is some-
thing which must exist because there is
always conflict in expert opinion when we
discuss a matter of this magnitude. Every
expert agrees he would like to see his own
personal touch on such a project. When
that desire disappears we will no longer
have the human touch because the very
nature of a human being is to search and
inquire.

One point I would like to make is that
the experts on which we lean-on which
the Government leans for decisions-
are chosen because of their pro-
fessional ability to staff Government
departments. They are the same experts
which would be serving the opposition, if
It were In Government, and I think it is
a disservice to those Government officers
to cast a reflection on the value of their
efforts and the work they have done for
this Government. That also applies to
past Governments, and to future Govern-
ments.

I question the attitude adopted by Mr
Des Dans that we should not listen to
experts. Should we set out on a project
such as this, whether on the present align-
ment or an alternative alignment, without
experts of some sort to design, control,
and make sure that the project is con-
structed in the best interests of the State?

The Hon. D3. K. Dana: I think the mem-
ber misunderstood me. We are forced to
listen to experts, but we should also listen
to the people. If the member who Is now
speaking represented the South-East Met-
ropolitan Province he would be speaking
exactly the same as did the Hon. Clive
Griffiths. He would be concerned with
the people in his Province.

The Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I have listened
to the Hon. Des Dans tonight, and I hope
we will continue to listen to each other
and quote each other with accuracy.
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Moving on, another point which might
come from an inquiry Is whether the
present route Is suitable or unsuitable. It
has been established that the proposed
route is the one which requires the
least reclamation of the river. Per-
haps an inquiry might find an alterna-
tive route which would Involve mare re-
clamation of the river. Although that
might not be desirable, once again, it could
be accepted.

The last of the issues which might &ase
from such an inquiry is that people might
be inconvenienced. This is something on
which we are fairly unanimous in this
House. We realise that people will be In-
convenienced. Those of us who have been
involved in local government, as many
members have been, over the years have
come up against some of the problems as-
sociated with government. Almost any
development will inconvenience someone
and this is something which we regret.
Nobody likes to inconvenience other peo-
ple and I could not agree more strongly
with Mr Clive Griffiths when he said that
people who are inconvenienced should be
recompensed In the most generous terms.

Such an inquiry would establish that
people would be inconvenienced. We be-
lieve that whether they are on this side
of the river, or on the other side of the
river they will be inconvenienced, so we
will not learn anything in that respect
from an inquiry.

Finally, we should look at what can be
gained from the holding of such an in-
quiry. Honestly, I cannot for the life of me
see that anything 'will be gained. We will
finish up with a. longer controversy; we
will have a delay in an urgently required
works;, and we will extend the period of
uncertainty and mental suffering of the
people involved in the area-and those
people will continue to be Involved In that
uncertainty until a firm decision is made
because they want to know whether they
have a home for their future, or whether
they should look for a new area in which
to live. Those people want to be able to
plan their lives so that they know exactly
what will happen In the future.

Such an inquiry will extend that period
of uncertainty. It will also Increase
-dramatically-if it is extended for some
time-the coat of the project. We all
agree that inflation is having quite an
effect on works Programmes.

The items I have Just mentioned could
be gained from such an inquiry. I think
It would be a very dubious action and it
is a, very good reason that this amend-
ment should be defeated.

THE HON. D). J. WORDSWORTH
(South) (11.14 p.m.]: It is very disappoint-
ing to the people In this State of Western
Australia that the Opposition has -chosen
to endeavour to frustrate the extension
of the freeway by moving this amendment.

The Ron. D). K. Dane: Not only the
Opposition, but one member from your
side.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I do
think he moved the motion for the amend-
ment.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: I did not move
the amendment.

The Hon. D. K. Dane: lie is in the
South-East Metropolitan Province.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: The
Opposition has called for a full open and
public inquiry but up to date we have not
been told what that means.

The Hon. R, Thompson: You had better
go back to school if you do not know the
meaning of those words,

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: They have not
been explained yet.

The Hon, D. J. WORDSWORTH: One of
the objections put forward by the Opposi-
tion was that the Press was not allowed
in when previous objections were heard
I wonder whether admitting the Press
would have made very much difference,

I do not think the Opposition has said
that there was not a full inquiry. We
have had tabled-I happen to have
them here-three very large volumes of
evidence. I do not know whether members
realise this. No-one can say that there
was not an inquiry.

It is rather interesting that the :first
page at which I opened to get an idea of
the type of evidence given, was the evi-
dence of Mrs G3. Butcher who, of course,
wrote to all of us as members of Parlia-
ment.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You just did not
pick that page at random.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I did
as it happens. I read this Particular
interview, and my Sympathy is with the
lady. However many Inquiries we have,
it will be very hard to argue, as, shall we
say, Inexpert people, with those who have
drawn up this plan. There is no doubt
that we are arguing with experts.

The Hon, D. K. Dans: Then we should
not be here.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Every
member of Parliament has been given six
volumes on this project, and any person
who wished to appear before an inquiry
'would have to argue against this stack
of information. I do not believe the Oppo-
sition is seeking a short, quick inquiry. if
there Is a need for an Inquiry such as the
Opposition believes we should have, then It
will take a very long time. It would be
necessary to establish another group of
experts.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Opposition
knows that too.

The Hon. D. K. Dane: When are They
to start the freeway?
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: When we get
some money.

The Hon. D2. J. WORDSWORTH: It
would be necessary to appoint top men
from the various departments and to sug-
gest an alternative plan.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: They already
have another one.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Such
action would be ridiculous, and we would
get nowhere with another inquiry. I agree
that there may be something wrong with
this Plan, and undoubtedly some slight
deviation or some other action may im-
prove it. However. I do not think a public
inquiry is the way to find such an
improvement, and It certainly would not
prove that one method is better than an-
other. Obviously the plan we are con-
sidering is a good one and a suitable one,
and our only choice is to accept It.

The Ron. D2. K. Dana: If the inquiry
had not been a closed one, we would not
be arguing tonight.

The Hon. D2. J. WORDSWORTH: We
must get the freeway system going. There
is no doubt that people from all parts of
the world say that Western Australia has
the worst road system they have seen-I
am referring to the freeway system.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: That is not
right.

The
terrific
at 3.00

Hon. D. K. Dana: We have a
road system-as long as you travel
a.m. The experts gave it to us.

The Hon. 12. J. WORDSWORTH: One
bridge across the river, and it sits there
practically unused because we have not
agreed about the utilisation of the roads.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: You ought
to be on It at 8 o'clock In the morning,
and you would not say it is unused.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It Is
not only Important to those who live in
the suburbs-

The Hon. D. K. Dana: What bridge are
you referring to?

The Hon. 12. J. WORDSWORTH: -but
also to the young people who are building
houses further out. They will never enjoy
the facilities of the city centre such as
shopping, the theatre, and access to Cloy-
erment department.

The Son. D. K. Dens: Is it not true
that one expert in Tasmania said their
bridge only needed a knock to collapse,
and the experts drowned him out?

The Hon. 12. J. WORDSWORTH: I
agree with Mr Ferry that from a safety
viewpoint we must have this extension. If
we have an inquiry. it will only show how
important it is that the freeway system
should be commenced immediately and I
hope the Parliament will decide to do Just
that.

THE RON. D. W. COOLEY (North-
East Metropolitan) [11.20 p.m.]: I wish
to support the amendment moved by my
leader on the simple ground that there
is not complete satisfaction in regard to
the Proposals before us at the present
time. The bureaucratic minds of the last
two speakers worked along the lines of
an inquiry that would extend over many
months. However, as Mr Dans said, that
is not necessarily so. An inquiry could be
completed within a month or six weeks.

It Is astounding that members of the
Government, and Particularly a Minister,
have asked what we mean by an open,
public inquiry. I would think a person
with the experience of the Minister and
also of the back-bencher who asked the
question would know just what the term
meant. If members of this House
do not understand what an open public
inquiry is, I do not think they should
be occupying the positions they hold
at the present time. It has been sug-
gested, and it may not be a bad suggestion,
that if the amendment to the motion were
accepted, we could act on the motion
moved in another place and bring wit-
nesses to the bar of this Chamber to give
evidence with respect to the proposed ex-
tension.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: That would
not be an open Inquiry. They would not
be able to give the evidence they wanted
to if they were called to the bar.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: That Is one
suggestion that could be adopted, but
other courses are available If Government
members would open their minds.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You are
talking rot.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: It Is under-
standable to us why the Government does
not want the inquiry. Indeed, inquiries are
vitally necessary on a whole range of
matters in Western Australia. However,
I will not go Into that at the moment.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Not only that.
but you would be on very delicate round,
too.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: In making
that suggestion. I am not Indicating in
any way that I am opposed to the pre-
ferred route. I agree with Mr Clive
Griffiths that there should be an Inquiry
but I am at odds with him In regard to
his attitude to the route. The country
members Particularly should appreciate
what Is going to happen. The Govern-
ment proposes to take away some of the
beauties of our city by filling in part of
the river. This is one of the very reasons
that we should have an Inquiry. It is
proposed to fill In about 14 acres of the
river, and once the dirt goes in, It can-
not be taken out no matter what we do.
We can knock down houses and put people
into other areas, but once the dirt Is in



(Tuesday, 29 April. 19751 1181

the river. it can never be taken out. There-
fore, we must be certain of 'what we are
doing.

if this were a true House of Review, It
would support the amendment moved by
the Leader of the opposition. Instead of
that, we see Government members stand-
ing in their places and saying that because
the plan was prepared by experts, it
should go ahead regardless. No-one has
more respect for the Main Roads Depart-
ment than I have. I think it does an
excellent Job, and I believe the plan is a
pretty good plan, despite what Mr Clive
Griffiths has said. I have examined this
area, travelled over it during peak hours,
and it Is a great advantage to me, living
in the northern suburbs, to get onto the
freeway to travel to the Canning Highway.
it will be even more advantageous to me
when I can travel straight through to
Leach Highway. The Minister may say
that we are playing politics in regard to
this matter, and that is his right.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not say
that.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Minister
said It earlier.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Not while You
have been speaking.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Minis-
ter sits alongside his colleagues with a
bland smile on his face. There is a great
deal of merit in our suggestion.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You blokes are
doing all the talking.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The State
Government wants the money from the
Commonwealth Government. I cannot see
why Mr Clive Griffiths is opposed to the
action suggested by Mr Jones, if he feels
so strongly about the matter of the exten-
sion.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is that a threat
or a promise?

The Hon. D). W. COOLEY: I think he
who Pays the piper, ought to call the tune.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who pays the
piper? It is the taxpayers.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The tax-
payers are entitled to know, through an
Inquiry, what will happen to these funds.
Before the State Government puts money
into a project, it wants to know all about
it.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Mr Jones has no
right nor reason to intervene at this
moment.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: If Mr Jones'
Government is putting money into it-

The Hon. N. McNeill: He has no right.

The Hon. D). W. COOLEY: It is blind
opposition to the Australian Government
that has caused this attitude. Do not tell
me for one moment that If a Liberal Gov-
ernment held the Federal Treasury

bench at the present time it would not
want an inquiry, and want to know where
its money was going, Of course it would.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It would not be
their money.

The Hon. J. C. Tozer: The Federal
Government has not done it before.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: No. because
It has not allocated money before to a free-
way like this.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Did Bob Menzies
look at the Ord River project before giving
you the money?

The Hon. N. McNeill: You want to read
Bob Menzies' book about the Ord River
and whose responsibility it is for expend-
ing State money.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I just asked
whether Bob Menzies had looked at the
project.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I am afraid
the Minister has lost the thread of my
speech.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I was answering
Mr Dellar.

The
logical
to the
quiry.

The
time-

Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It is only
and reasonable to add the words

motion so that we can hold an in-
What harm could an inquiry do?

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: A waste of

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Time is a
big thing.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Time is
money too.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The com-
pletion of the Mitchell Freeway Is pro-
jected into the time that the honourable
member and I will no longer be here. I
think we should afford ourselves the luxury
of being well-informed, even if it does cost
a few months' time. After all, we are a
House of Review. I believe it Is a good
principle to site the freeway extension as
planned. I do not really oppose that con-
cept, but I do oppose the concept of dump-
ing dirt in the river without due regard
for the result. I asked a question of the
experts who came here to brief us on this
matter. I inquired as to their preference
regarding reclaiming the river or resuming
houses. The answer given to me was that
if no houses were resumed, 30 acres of
river would have to be reclaimed.

If I Understood Mr Clive Griffiths cor-
rectly, he said he would support the con-
cept If the reclamation of the river were
the only question. I take it that he does
not mind whether 14 acres or 30 acres of
the river are filled in.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You would not
go along with that?

The Hon.
people will
freeway. in
and raised,
put through

D. W. COOLEY: Many other
be inconvenienced with this
the area in which I was born
houses were ripped down to
the Mitchell Freeway. Nobody
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in this Chamber was particularly upset
about that and they are still ripping down
houses in this area.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: I hope you
are getting correctly what I said. I said
if reclamation of the river were the only
question, then I would find it difficult,' in
view of certain circumstances, to oppose
the motion, That is what I1 said.

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY!: Well, I am
opposed to the honourable member on that
question. In my humble existence during
my youth and boyhood I obtained a great
deal of pleasure on this river-

The Hon, Clive Griffiths: So did 1.
The I-on. D. W. COOLEY: -in and

around the river area where there Is an
interchange now. It almost breaks my
heart to think of what was there in my
day, and compare it with what is there
now.

The Hon. J. C. Tozer: The old algae
patch?

The Hon. D. W. COOLSEY: It was not an
algae patch; it was a beautiful part of
the river. I heard It said by one of the
Ministers Interjecting on the Hon. Lyla
Elliott that this part of the river was
stinking, or something like that; but it
was not. In the time about which I am
speaking, there were fish in abundance,
and crabs and prawns in that part of the
river. It afforded a great deal of pleasure
to people who could walk the banks and
spend a pleasant Sunday afternoon. But
it is no use regretting it; perhaps it is
right. This is an age of motorcars and
perhaps we should cater for them.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You can still
walk the banks of the river now; there is
nothing to stop you.

The Hon. D). W. COOLE'!: Walk the
banks! All the people can walk along today
is an asphalt jungle. It is not the same
environment today. It is a great pity that
we had to do It. I know the proposal was
thoroughly canvassed and that all aspects
of that reclamation were known to the
community.

Even if the proposed reclamation is only
14 acres, members opposite should go along
with the amendment moved by the Hon.
R,. Thompson. It will not do them any
harm, and It could do a great deal of good.
I repeat: Once we put the sand Into the
river, it is absolutely irrevocable; we can-
not get it out. We will have taken some-
thing away from nature that can never
be replaced. For goodness sake, let us have
an inquiry. It is not politics at all;,
it is only common sense. Mr Wordsworth
flouted reams of documents before us;
probably, he has not read them because
he is not interested in the river; he could
not care less.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Have you read
them?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY:; Nor Isa Mr
Heitman interested. It does not matter to
country members. However, the proposal
Is of concern to city members like the
Hon. Olive Griffiths and others. Country
members are not well Informed on the
proposal;, in fact, I admit that I am not
particularly well informed on it, To them,
the freeway Is just a means of getting
away from the city, I agree that it Is a
reasonably good proposal, but let us be a
little careful.

What is the problem about holding an
inquiry? A lot of good people around the
district who are concerned would be able
to express their objections. I do not think
members opposite have inspected the site,
but if they had attended the inspection
with members of the Labor Party I think
they would agree to support an Inquiry,
having spoken to the people along that
Part of the river and to other people who
may be affected by the extension. If an
inquiry is held we might find overwhelm-
ing support for the proposal from people
in other parts of the metropolitan area.
However, at least we will have satisfied
ourselves that we have done the right
thing for Western Australia and, in parti-
cular, for Perth and the people who de-
pend upon us for guidance in respect of
these matters.

It is all very well to take the bureau-
cratic attitude that some members oppo-
site have taken and say that because the
experts have said it is right, it must be
right. Although I agree that we must take
great heed of what they say, experience,
has shown that the experts are not always
right.

The Hon. N. McNeill: You had better
convey that message to your Prime Minis-
ter and some of his Ministers.

The Mon. D. W. COOLEY: That is a
different subject altogether.

The Hon. N. McNeill: You are reading
us a lesson; I am Just giving you one In
return.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Mr McNeill
should take his political blinkers off and
try to understand that a very big question
is involved here. Not a large amount of
time is involved, when one considers the
whole concept of the freeway extension
construction.

I think I would be right in saying that
the new work is not due to commence un-
til late next year. What are a few weeks
when measured against the completion of
the entire project? We might come up with
something that is completely satisfactory
to everybody involved.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Do you feel
this inquiry could be carried out In a few
weeks?

The Mon. D. W. COOLEY: I do, if we
got off our seats and acted in a reasonable
manner. It does not take very long to set
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up this sort of Inquiry. One would have to
make appointments and call witnesses.
Even if it took two months, what comad
be wrong with that? We are talking about
almost a generation of construction time.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Do you feel
it could be done as quickly as a few weeks?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not
know. But what If It took six months?
What are six months in the total time
involved?

The Hon. J. Heitman: You started off
with a two-week inquiry!

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY: It could
range from two weeks to six months. But
at least we would not be adopting the
blank opposition which members opposite
seem to be adopting. I think It is a good
scheme, but I might be wrong. But we will
never know if we are right or wrong un-
less we get the answers now.

I go back to what the Hon. Grace
Vaughan said. If a person puts up a pro-
posal, it Is only human nature that It
takes a very strong argument to shift him
from that line of thought. This would be
the attitude of officers of the Main Roads
Department and other authorities who
have worked so hard on this project. My
comments are not to be construed as an
indictment against those officers or as a
criticism of them. All our leader is sug-
gesting in his amendment is that we ex-
amine what they are putting forward. We
as members of Parliament in a House of
Review should have due regard for all
these matters, and not simply steaniroll
legislation through the House. I think
with those remarks, the House should sup-
port the amendment moved by the Leader
of the Opposition.

THE HON. W. R. WITHERS (North)
[11.37 p.m.): This amendment would
appeal to many people. However, we as
legislators must accept our responsibility.
We are the ones who have to make a
decision from the information that is
given to us, and we are the ones who will
be judged with the Government by the
people at the polls.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You did not
accept that when you talked about the
Housing Commission's aluminium windows.

The Hon. W. R. WITHlERS: That is a
different matter, as the Leader of the
Opposition Well knows. A public inquiry
will cause further delays and lead to in-
decision. Indecision will lead to pro-
crastination. As we are well aware, from
listening to radio broadcasts of debates
in other places, procrastination prompts
some politicians to talk at great length
around subjects to avoid making any
decision which will make them unpopular
with any one person in the community.
I believe this amendment Is just a delay-
ing tactic to avoid the responsibility of
decision and I oppose it.

THE HON. T. KNIGHT (South) 111.38
p.m.]: I Intend to be much briefer than
previous speakers, though perhaps not as
brief as the Hon. W. R. Withers. I should
like to raise a new point which has been
overlooked by previous speakers in the
debate and in doing so I oppose the
amendment. The entire subject has been
developed in this debate. The Hon. Clive
Griffiths referred to the displays in Par-
liament House-to the pretty coloured
sheets of masonite, with coloured blobs
all over them-and to the books and
documents available on the subject. This
material has been available for inspection
by anyone who cared to look at it and
I believe we have had adequate time in
which to study the proposal.

Mr Cooley referred to the fact that
country members were not fully conversant
with the freeway system and the proposal
to extend it, and therefore did not have
People in their electorates approaching
them to reject the proposal. I believe Mr
Cooley's two-week inquiry would delay the
project for 12 months and, with the 30 per
cent inflation rate which has been referred
to by the newspapers all over Australia,
$7.5 million would be added to the present
estimated construction cost of $25 million.

We have been asked whether we are look-
ing after the interests of the people of
Western Australia. We are concerned
about the taxpayer. Can he afford an-
other $7.5 million to construct the freeway
extension because an investigation has
delayed the project for 12 months? After
all, every Ime a proposal is advanced,
someone, somewhere will oppose it; it is
human nature.

The Hon. D. K. Dana: But If we get on
with our inquiry, we would pre-empt the
other one that has been threatened.

The Hon. N. McNeill: "Threatened" is
the correct word.

The Hon. T. ]KNIGHT: The whole mat-
ter has been thoroughly Investigated. Even
members opposite have said they do not
disagree with the proposed extension; they
believe it is necessary. Why hold an in-
vestigation into something that has been
so thoroughly investigated, and in the pro-
csss cost the taxpayers of this State
another $7.5 million? I oppose the amend-
ment.

THE HON, R. F. CLAIJORTON (North
Metropolitan) [111.41 p.m.l: It is very dis-
appointing to sit on the opposition bench-
es and hear remarks such as those uttered
by the Hon. T. Knight. I can only gather
from his remarks that he has not really
studied the material that has been sup-
plied to members by the MRPA. If he had
looked at this material. I amr sure he would
have adopted a different point of view.

in supporting the amendment moved by
the Hon. R. Thompson I would point out
that the bulk of the books supplied to us
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relating to this proposal deal with objec-
tions. to the scheme; they do not contain
an explanation of the scheme at all, There
are three volumes titled, "Submission and
Report on Objections"; they do not tell us
anything about the scheme; they do not
supply the statistics and studies on which
the preferred scheme was finally selected.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There are a few
extracts in there about it.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: A few
extracts?

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Have you read
them all?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No. but I have
seen a few extracts.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: In
volume 1 titled, "The Metropolitan Region
Scheme Amendment 1974, Submission and
Report on Objections" the contents of the
report have the following sorts of head-
bags--

PuTrpose ofl Report
The Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority, by virtue of the provisions
of Section 33 of the Metropolitan
Region Town Planning Scheme Act
1959-74, has proposed an amendment
to the Metropolitan Region Scheme ...

it goes on-
This report has been prepared for
presentation to His Excellency the
Governor for his consideration and
approval ...
. . . In this connection the following
offices are suggested-
(a) Town Planning Department, 22 St.

George's Terrace, Perth.
(b) Perth City Council, 27-29 St.

George's Terrace, Perth.
This is where the objections could be
viewed. It continues-

The report is divided into the follow-
ing parts:-
Part I-Resume of the history of the

Controlled Access Highway of
which the Swinana Highway
forms part;

Part 2-Synopsis of events following
the Authority's resolution to
amend the Scheme and details
of the representations received
on the proposed Amendment.

Part 3 -Examination of the grounds
of objection to the proposed
Amendment.

Part 4-Conclusion and recommendsa-
tion.

Accompanying this report are two
Schedules and eleven Appendices:-
Schedule I-Index of objections.
Schedule lI-List of Objections and

Determinations.
This all refers to objections.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It deals with a
bit more than objections.

The Hon. Ft. F, CLAUGHTON: In an-
other volume titled, "Report on Objections,
Appendices II and In" it deals with the
following-

APPENDIX 11
COMMENTS ON THE ALTERNA-
TIVE PROPOSAL SUBMITTED By
MR. G. H. FILAYFORD

APPENDIX Mn
POSSIBLE USE OF TUNNEL

ATTACHMENT To APPENDIX III
ESTIMATE OF EXCAVATION

COSTS
TUNNEL ALTERNATIVE IE
Prepared by
SNOWY MOUjNTAINS ENGINEER.-

ING CORPORATION
Appendix D-" Order of cost", esti-

Mate obtained from the Snowy
Mountains Engineering Corpora-
tion

Appendix B-Copy of telex received
from the Snowy Mountains En-
gineering Corporation regarding
sand bunds

Appendix F-Geological profile along
the route of the Proposed south-
ern extension of the Swinana,
Freeway.

The Hon. N, E. Baxter: You are making
out a good case against the amendment to
the motion.

The Hon. R. IF. CLAUGHTON: This vol-
ume makes an examination of the alter-
native proposals. It does not set out the
detail showing why the preferred route 'was
selected. It deals only with the alterna-
tives and provides mue with reasons for
discounting them.

On the tunnel project Dr Maslen pre-
pared a comprehensive volume giving quite
a different viewpoint from that of the
Snowy Mountains Engineering Corpora-
tion, and said the basis of its proposal was
wrong. There are sound reasons to indi-
cate a further examination should be
made of the proposal.

These are some of the volumes with
which we have been supplied, but in fact
they do not give details as to the reasons
for the MRPA decision to adopt the pre-
ferred route. The volume relating to the
1974 amendment of the Metropolitan
Region Scheme and the report on objec-
tions in appendices IV to XI is based
largely on an examination of the alterna-
tive proposals that were put up. It does
not provide any real detail on the pre-
ferred route.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter; You have all
the details ont the preferred route. What
more do you want?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Those
volumes do not supply the details on the
preferred route. if Mr Wordsworth had
examined them, instead of examining only
one page, he would have found out the
information for himself. I suggest that Mr
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Wordsworth, like other members on the
Government side, has not examined this
proposal. They have accepted what they
have been told, and they have been told
to support the proposal.

We also have the volume entitled
"Swinana Freeway Proposed Southern
Extension" which sets out the scheme in
laymen's language, so as to ensure that the
scheme is reasonably understood by the
average person. It is not an involved ex-
position of related matters.

We cannot claim that as members of
Parliament we have been supplied with all
the information on which we have to make
a decision. That is why the members of
my party are suggesting to the Govern-
ment there are sound reasons for a pub-
lic inquiry to be held. I would point out
to the Minister and to members support-
ing the Government that we on this side
are not being irresponsible. We know that
we will form the alternative Government.
Had it not been for the mischance at the
last State election we would have been
placed in the position of having to support
or to reject this proposal for the extension
of the Ewinana Freeway.

If there is a change of Government at
the next State election I am sure we will
have the responsibility of doing something
about this matter. We will not be irre-
sponsible in our approach, because that Is
not our way of operating. I suggest that
members supporting the Government are
not responsible, and they have not studied
sufficiently the material that has been
made available to us to enable us to arrive
at our own individual decisions, We have
seen a similar thing happening on other
occasions in this so-called Chamber of
Review.

If we turn to the 1970 PERl'S report
we find It contains a most detailed state-
ment on the southern extension of the
Ewinana Freeway. This is far more rele-
vant than the volume issued by the Main
Roads Department in May of last year. I
believe the 1970 PERTS report gives the
strongest reasons for the Government to
make a closer examination of what is pro-
posed. I shall not deal with it in detail,
except to draw the attention of members
to a few items In this report. I regret that
some members on the Government side
are not even interested in what I have to
say.

The HOn. H. W. Gayfer: I am listening.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I apprec-
iate the intensity with which Mr Gayfer
listens. On page 11 of chapter 1 the fol-
]owing appears in relation to the Narrows
Bridge, and this has been mentioned by
Mr Thornpson-

2. The Narrows Bridge which, be-
cause of its dual role as a River
crossing for the Regional freeway
traffic and as a feeder to the city
centre, will be fully loaded before

1989, even though the Bridge will
have been duplicated before that
year.

There is no need for me to go into this in
detail, because I dealt with it last week
when I spoke to the motion; and Mr Cive
Griffiths has given it the same sort of
emphasis that I have placed on It. Be-
cause of the serious implications behind
this item I say there is good reason for
the holding of a public inquiry.

This recommendation Is based on the
information contained in the Perth Reg-
ional Transport Study of 1970, and the
information this study group worked on
was supplied by the Main Roads Depart-
ment, among other groups. This largely
formed the basis of the recommendation.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is that the only
recommendation on the Kwlnana Freeway
in that report?

The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUGHTON: I quoted
a similar passage when I spoke on the
motion last week. That appears in chap-
ter 10 on page 9.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is not the
only recommendation in the report on the
Kwinana Freeway. That Is the only part
you have touched on.

The Hon. R. Thompson; We touched
on that because You said it will not be
duplicated.

.The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There Is noth-
Ing wrong with that,

The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUGHTON: I am
not sure What the Minister Intends to con-
vey by his interjection.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There is morereference to the IKwinana Freeway in that
report than to the Narrows Bridge.

The HOn. Rt. F. CLAtJGHTON: That is
a very important element.

The Hon.' N. E. Baxter: It is not the
only element.

The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUGHTON: Neither
Mr Clive Griffiths, Mr Thlompson, nor I
has said that.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are harp-
ing on It.

The I-on. ft. F. CLAUGHTc)N: It is a
very important element in the Kwinana
Freeway question. There is little point In
making the Kwlnana Freeway three times
its Present Capacity If the Narrows Bridge
remains the same.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Depending on
how the traffic on the Narrows Bridge is
handled.

The Ron. ft. P. CLAUGH'rON: I do not
want to develop this Point, because last
week I covered It when I spoke to the
motion. The Minister has Indicated that
he has learnt nothing from what has been
Said so far. His mind appears to be a
closed book to this debate.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I have been
listening very intently all night.
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The Hon. R. F. CLAIJOHTON: Last
week I commenced my remarks by saying
this debate was futile, because the Govern-
ment was determined to push the motion
through regardless of the objections rais-
ed. This is a very irresponsible attitude
for the Government to take.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It would be
different if you put up some valid objec-
tions, but you have not.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I can-
not think of a more demanding reason for
the holding of a public inquiry than Dhis
single Issue. Here we have a most com-
prehensive and detailed study which the
Government at the time urged Parliament
to accept in its entirety. It was a mast
up-to-date report, and it was essential for
the future of Perth for that report to be
adopted. The very important recommen-
dation In that report is the one relating to
the Narrows Bridge.

At the present stage, only a few years
later, the Minister is prepared to say that
the recommendation in that report should
be disregarded completely, and that it is of
no importance. The recommendation IS to
spend a large sum of money on duplicating
the Narrows Bridge. This is the sort of
position in which the Government and
the Minister are placed in regard to a
proposal that is quite unrealistic.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is only
your opinion.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: It is, and
I think people outside of this Parliament
also have that opinion. Let me deal with
the following paragraph in the 1970 PERTS
report.

Because of the problems anticipated
with the Narrows Bridge, an analysis
was made of the possibility of con-
structing another river crossing be-
tween the Bridge and Fremantle. It
appears that such a crossing, with
freeway connections to the Mitchell
Freeway to the north and the
Kwinana Freeway to the south, will
probably be required by the year 1990.
A contingency investment sum has
been included in road construction
estimates to allow this project to be
financed.

Here again we have one of the alternatives
which some people have suggested-a
bridge at Point Resolution. This is one of
the alternatives which the Main Roads
Department contends Is not feasible; it
says that the construction of such a bridg
would have severe social consequences.
Yet, in this report which we are expecte
to take as gospel, there are two biges
mentioned-the Narrows Bridge duplica-
tion, and the bridge probably at Point
Resolution, or somewhere between Pre-
mantle and the Narrows.

These are two very costly proposals, not
casting Just a few hundred thousand dol-
lars but several million. In total they will

cost a few more millions if we take into ac-
count the inflationary factor which Mr
Knight spoke about. It would be consider-
ably more in today's terms, and it was to be
completed by 1990. The total is mounting
up. There is Dot Just one recommnendation
in the 1970 report which is now to be
changed; there are two of them. Let us go
further. The 1970 PERTS report also said
the central railway station should be
wholly sunk, not partly sunk.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How does that
get into this argument about the freeway?

The H-on. R. P. CLAUGHTON: Mir
President, I hope you will bear with me
for a moment while I attempt to make
my point sufficiently clear for the Minister
to understand it.

The PRESIDENT: So long as the bon-.
ourable member's remarks are directed to
the amendment I will bear with him.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Thank
You, Mr President. They are very much
related to the need for an open public
inquiry.

We now have three recommendations
of the 1970 PERl'S report which are of
no account in 1975: duplication of the
Narrows Bridge, a further bridge between
the Narrows and Fremantle, and the com-
plete sinking of the railway line through
the centre of Perth. I do not want to go
through the whole report, but three Items
is not a bad total.

Let us just take one more: it is not in
the same class as the others but it is still
extremely important. It is stated on page
14 of the report-

To make the contribution required
of It the busway system must be sub-
stantially completed and operational
by 1979. The first Important sections
-that is, those on the existing rail-
way reserves leading into the central
city-should be operational by 1975.

That does not refer only to the busways
on the Mitchell Freeway, but to the bus-
ways which the PERTh report proposed
should be on the existing railway reserves,
and it was said If they were not com-
pleted by 1975 transport in Perth would
be in a terrible mess. So now we have four
matters. There is no indication at the
end of April, 1975, that those trains will
be taken off the present routes and bus-
ways constructed instead. There Is not the
slightest indication that will be done this
year, next year, or the year after.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I cannot see
how you connect this with the Narrows
Bridge.

The Hon. R. IF. CLAUGHTON: As I
said, it will take a little time for the Min-
ister to understand the significance of
these matters. Here we are in 1975 with
a proposal for the southern extension of
the Kwinana Freeway, and we are being
told, as we were told in 1970, that we have
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to accept the PERTS scheme and that
this extension is essential and there will be
traffic chaos if it is not proceeded with.
These are the things we were told in 1970.

From just a couple of pages of this re-
Port we have four very important aind
costly recommendations which are com-
pletely wiped out a few years later-they
can be completely ignored. In fact, the
Government would deny that most of them
need to be done.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It wishes they
did not exist.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That is
right. Yet the Minister asks me what they
have to do with the amendment to the
motion, Of course, they have everything
to do with it,

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Nothing at all
-not a darned thing.

The I-on. R. F, CLAUGHTON: If the
experts on whom the Government is rely-
ing to advise it in connection with this
southern extension of the freeway could be
so wrong in their predictions and recom-
mendations in 1970, there is every reason
to believe they are just as wrong in 1975.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That Is jumping
to conclusions, in my opinion.

The lion. R. F. CLAUGHTON: They
are conclusions which can be Illuminated
or disproved if a proper inquiry is held. If
we proceed with this proposal, the doubt
will remain and the consequences, what-
ever they are, will be with us for the next
20 years and perhaps forever.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Not necessarily.
It is not to say we cannot make alter-
ations later on.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: We are
not asking for an Inquiry into the
Mitchell Freeway or the Hamilton inter-
change. We are not saying, because it is a
freeway, "Stop the freeways." I urge the
Government to proceed as quickly as poss-
ible with the Mitchell Freeway and make
a start on the Stephenson Avenue route
for south-bound traffic to the railway line
at Fremantle. That is what we should be
doing, and the Government would have my
support if that were its plan.

But we have a different kind of situa-
tion here. I agree that the people of
Western Australia become emotional about
the preservation of the water environment
which makes Perth the pleasant city it is,
and it is extremely important to ensure it
is retained.

To add further support to the proposit-
ion that there should be an inquiry, I
refer members to a map which was placed
in the foyer outside the Premier's office
today and which shows the spine and ring
roads planned and constructed for the
metropolitan region at this time. if
members examine that map they will see
on the south side of the river from the
Kwinana Freeway extension two dotted

lines parallel with the coast up to the
Swan River, one passing through Fre-
man tle and crossing the river, with an
arrow pointing up to Swanbourne, the
other one stopping at about Paint
Walter and pointing into the heart
of Dalkeith. They are question marks but
they are very definite proposals. They are
not airy-fairy ideas: they are firm pro-
posals.

The consequence of those proposals If
they are proceeded with-and I am par-
ticularly interested in the one pointing
up through Cottesloc-Swanbourne-is, of
course, that once the southern sections are
built the Main Roads Department will
have very forceful reasons for continuing
that route northwards up the coast.

Again, a very Important element in that
map is missing; that is, an arrow which
should begin at the Mitchell Freeway and
point Into the Stephenson Avenue route,
indicating the route for traffic going south-
wards from the north and moving down to
Fremantle. My purpose in bringing this
matter to the attention of members is to
stress the need for a more comprehensive
inquiry into the Proposed freeway. The
Main Roads Departmnent is saying that the
only route traffic can take from the north
to the south Isa along the spine that passes
across the Narrows Bridge. I contend that
is only one of the routes which can be
taken, and the desire of the people is to
have a route which will pass through Fre-
mantle.

At some stage the freeway along the
coast from Rockinghamn up to Fremantle
will be built, and we will have all the
traffic streaming up there onto the roads
north of Fremantle, causing bottlenecks
and placing demands on the Government
to find outlets for them. I raised this
matter when speaking to the motion and
I will not dwell on it at length. I think
there is a very real need for people In
the northern suburbs to be aware of this
threat and to ensure that development is
not allowed to proceed on the road passing
through Scarborough.

Related to these roads is Stephenson
Avenue itself. The original scheme was
that the route for Stephenson Avenue
would pass through the Wembley Downs
golf coure and Bold Park and down to the
railway at Claremont. At this time it is
still possible for a new route to be fixed
because the land which remains vacant is
part of the university endowment lands,
but Just as we find the Government has
rejected all alternative routes for the free-
way other than along the foreshore be-
cause the alternatives would pass through
built-uip suburbs, so we will find with the
Stephenson Avenue route we are left with
no alternatives. That is what we wlU be
told when the time arrives for that route
to be built. There wHi be no alternatives
because all the available land in that area
will have been subdivided and built upon,
and any other route would create social
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upheaval because it would have to pass
through residential areas. That is the situ-
ation we have arrived at in connection
with the Kwinana Freeway extension; we
are told there is no choice but to follow
the settled route.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Is this the
motion?

The Ron. Rt. F. CLAUOHTON: Had Mr
Wordsworth been listening, he would knotw
I was speaking to the amendment. The
sort of remarks made by Mr Wordsworth
do not surprise me. He could hardly listen
to me while he is busy talking to another
member in the House. As he is a country
member, I recognise that very likely he
has little interest in matters relating to
the city.

We might say we are confronted with a
fait accomnpli. The whole matter has been
decided long ago, because development has
been allowed to proceed in many areas
through which alternative routes may
have been directed. If we go back to 1955
-and I think this is a worth-while exer-
cise for members who have more than a
passing interest in what happens in this
State-and consider the scheme drawn up
by Professor Gordon Stephenson, we find
that had the opportunity been taken at
that time the scheme to place main re-
gional roads through parklands would
have been a possibility. However, mem-
bers would be just as aware as I am of
the intense development which has oc-
curred around the city since that time,
and that opportunity has been lost.

We have arrived at the crossroads In
relation to urban roads. Probably this
will be the Parliament's last Opportunity
to have a say in what should be done. To
accept the proposals of the Main Roads
Department is to accept that the officers of
that department are the final authority
and their word cannot be disputed.

I believe the four matters I selected
from just a few pages of the PERTS re-
port-the proposition of a bridge at the
Narrows, the Proposition of a bridge be-
tween the Narrows Bridge and Fremantle,
the sinking of the railway, and the recom-
mendation to construct busways on the
railway reserves by 1975-are sufficient
reason for us to question seriously the
proposals, the Information, and the
recommendations brought to this Parlia-
ment by the Main Roads Department. I
would hope that members will do more
than simply accept the dictum the Gov-
ernment has given them: that this pro-
posal should be accepted without question.
That is not good enough. The Proposal
should be the subject of a public inquiry,
which would not unduly delay the scheme.
but would fix the framework of the met-
ropolitan region for aL long time-we could
say it would be for at least 100 years.

A publication I read recently made ref-
erence to some of the roads of London
being still on the lines laid down by the

Romans several thousand years ago. This
is the sort of thing we are dealing with,

The Ron, G. E. Masters: They are
building a lot of motorways and freeways,
though.

The Hon. Rt. P. CLAUGHTON: I am
not saying anything about that.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Mr Thompson
said they are not building any more and
that they are out of favour now.

The Hon, R. F. CILAUGHTON: That Is
a different argument.

The I-on. G. E, Masters: I just thought
I would mention It to cheer you up.

The Hion. ft. F. CLAUGHTON: The
point I was making is that in England
roads still follow the lines laid down by
the Romans. I point that out to empha-
size the seriousness of the matter under
discussion. We are not deciding something
In respect of today, tomorrow, or 10 or 20
years In the future; we are deciding some-
thing which may last for 200 years. There-
fore, a few month's delay by making a
further examination of the proposal would
not be costly. I think It is our respon-
sibility as members representing the
people of this State to conduct a further
inquiry.

THE MON. N. E, BAXTER (Central-
Minister for Health) [12.20 a.m.]: I have
listened with Interest all evening to the
various speakers, I have heard from the
Opposition a proposal contained in the
amendment before the Chair that an open.
public Inquiry should be conducted into
this matter. I am still puzzled as to what
members opposite mean by "an open, Pub-
lic Inquiry". Not one member who spoke
in support of the amendment has ex-
plained what an open, public inquiry Is.
Who would be at the receiving end of the
inquiry? Would It be a committee of the
Main Roads Department, the MEPA. the
Town Planning Department, or some other
body? Who would be the members of the
committee of inquiry? Who would give
evidence? This is a rather nebulous mat-
ter.

The Hon. Rt. F. Claughton: This sort of
speech Is all we expect from you.

The H-on. N. E. BAXTER: Members
opposite have been on their feet all night
talking about an open, public inquiry. We
have asked by way of interjection, "What is
an open, public Inquiry?" and not one
member has explained it.

The Hon. ft. Thompson: Don't you
know what it is?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: No, and nor
does the Leader of the Opposition.

Let us consider a major development
which has occurred In Western Australia.
IE refer to the construction of the standard
gauge railway from Kalgoorlie to Swinana.
How many people did that affect? Did It
affect 1 274? 1 can tell members It affect-
ed a Jolly sight more than that. I know
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one man who was affected by that rail-
way, and this was the third time in his life
that his property had been affected fairly
severely. He had to shift his house twice
due to a previous railway resumption, and
then a road resumption, and then when
the standard gauge railway was construc-
ted his house was showered with rocks and
he had to shift his sheds. Members oppos-
ite talk about people being affected and
the holding of an open, public inquiry.
Why, Sir, those who were here in the days
of the standard gauge railway did not
utter a word about an open, public inquiry
regarding the route of that railway and
the people affected by It.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It was your
Government which did that.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: That is so,
but I did not hear any objection from
members opposite, and I did not hear any
call for an open, public inquiry.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: it is a much
more complicated world now.

The Hon. N. E, B3AXTER: Members
opposite have spoken purely political
propaganda In support of this amendment.
Their arguments have no sound backing.
They referred to the matter of the re-
clamation of the river, the resumption of
houses, the capacity of the Narrows Bridge,
and other matters. All those Questions have
been thoroughly examined by experts.
They have been thoroughly investigated
by the 1 274 People who objected and pre-
sented counter proposals. If members read
through the volumes with which they have
been supplied they will find they contain
all the information regarding why the sug-
gested alternatives would not be operable.
One wonders how members opposite can
argue in support of an open, pubic in-
quiry without presenting any foundation
for their amendment or any suggestion as
to bow the inquiry -should be conducted.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Tell us a little
about Hope Avenue.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I do not know
anything about Hope Avenue; I am con-
cerned with the concept itself; a concept
that has been examined by the experts--
the engineers of the Main Roads Depart-
ment, the MUPA, etc.-froni every angle.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: The PERTS
report was prepared by experts, but look
how wrong they were.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: In spite of all
that the Opposition has moved an amend-
ment calling for an inquiry and suggesting
that laymen should give eidence about
how to construct a freeway. They want
laymen to say what should be done. As a
layman, I do not know the first thing
about this matter from the engineering
point of view, and nor would members
opposite.

As Mr Clive Griffiths said, a member
who has not studied the proposal should
not speak about it or even vote on it. I
would say the majority of members of

this House have not been to the area in
question and studied the proposal; and
they would not know anything about it.
Yet they get up and ask for an open,
public inquiry, which would produce ex-
actly nothing.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Do you know
where the area in question is?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The move by
the Opposition is merely an attempt to
delay the commencement of the project.
Members opposite have spoken about the
time which would be taken up by an in-
quiry. It would probably take six months,
as Mr Cooley had to admit after first say-
ing It would take about two weeks. That
would delay the project for a long time
and entail much more expense. A great
deal of work must be done before the end
of this year in order to get the project
off the ground In 1976. A great deal of
foundation work has yet to be done and
there is also the matter Of resumptions to
be considered. This work will take well
over six months, and if we are to get
the project off the ground early next year
and to provide a freeway to handle tramac
for the future we must start immediately.

We have heard talk about the Narrows
Bridge becoming so congested that it will
be a bottleneck. Mr Thompson himself
admitted that it is a case of people educat-
ing themselves. He said he educated him-
self to take an alternative route. The
problem of congestion may be solved by
the use of alternative routes. Of course
there will be congestion on the Narrows
Bridge.

The Hon. R. Thompson: it is there now.
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, because

people will not learn to do as Mr Thomp-
son does and use an alternative route. I
take an alternative route every morning on
my way to my office because Charles
Street is always congested. I get a smooth
run over a slightly longer route, and ar-
rive at my office a jolly sight earlier than
I would if I travelled along Charles Street.
The Narrows Bridge-Swinana Freeway
route Is not the only one that suffers from
bottlenecks.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I have no trouble.
I turn left at Midland and go north for
800 miles.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: That is no
proposition in support of an open, public
inquiry.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You have
no-

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Mr Claughton
has had two good bites of the cherry. He
has said the same things twice, and he Is
still not satisfied. He wants to have
another go.

I will not labour the issue. I have said
what I wanted to say. I do not believe
an open, public inquiry-whatever that
is--would be of any help. I oppose the
amendment.
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THE HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central)
(12.29 am.]: Because I have a great deal
of sympathy for the case presented by
Mr Olive Griffiths; because I have done
quite a lot of research into the matter and
made excursions Into the affected area;
because I live in South Perth and know
a little more than some members of this
Chamber about the congestion that occurs
in the area of which My Olive Griffiths
has spoken, and I have spoken with him
on this point; because all the inquiries I
have made outside, even as late as yester-
day with Mr Olive Griffiths in respect of
a certain gentleman who has certain views.
after listening to Dr Maslen and many
others on this subject; and because my
views are generally very sympathetic. I
should support the amendment before the
Chair to delay a decision until a full, open,
and public inquiry is held and a report
made to Parliament.

At first blush I was Inclined to support
the amendment, but I am afraid tbat
after a while I realised that the opinions
expressed during the various speeches
wade by members of the Opposition be-
came a little cloudy and, in fact, they de-
stroyed their argument with their Own
words.

I believe that if we are to have a full
public Inquiry we will only be duplicating
the holding of an inquiry which the Com-
monwealth Government Intends to hold.
In quoting Mr Dans, he said, "Whatever
this Chamber decides there will still be
an inquiry". So that means that whether
or not we agree with this amendment an
Inquiry will be held. Mr Dans' statement
was supported by Mr Cooley, who Maid,
"You will never know whether you will
be right or wrong, because there will be
a public Inquiry. No hand-out will come
from the Commonwealth unless it Is
sure." Those are the words that were
spoken by Mr Cooley.

To my way of thinking we are only
considering a business proposition. If an
inquiry Is to be held and I can only assume
it will be held, judging by the positive atti-
tude adopted by members of the Opposi-
tion on what the Commonwealth will do
and also judging from the utterances made
by Mr Jones in the Press, then we are
absolutely wasting our time. As the Com-
monwealth has been so outspoken on this
proposition, no member in this House can
tell me that another inquiry could not be
held by the Commonwealth Government
into this or any other proposition that is
put forward.

I repeat that we are just mucking
around with the whole proposal. It would
be more simple to come out with a posi-
tive statement and to say, "We are going
to build this extension to the freeway.
and then the Commonwealth Government
will have a look at the Proposal and de-
cide whether or not It will give us the
money to carry out the work. In view of

the words spoken by Mr Cooley there is
nothing to be gained by continuing this
debate.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: I thought you
would be more logical than that.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: What is the
point in our holding an inquiry if the
Commonwealth Government is to hold
one? We must agree to the motion. Mr
Cooley has said that this is the answer or
the solution to the problem. There are
many other members in this Chamber and
they also say that this is the answer,
but Mr Cooley has said that whatever we
decide in this House a public inquiry will
be held by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Have not any
of you people heard of co-operation with
the Commonwealth Government?

The Hon. H. W. QAYFER: In view of
the indications that have been given to
us. any inquiry that Is held by the State
must now be duplicated by another in-
quiry that will be held by the Common-
wealth Government. We have seen simi-
lar action being taken in regard to the
comprehensive water scheme. Some
schemes have been mooted that have
never been brought to fruition. Many
other projects have been mooted and then
investigated by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment. Therefore, in view of what has
been said there is nothing surer that simi-
lar action will be taken by the Common-
wealth Government.

Accordingly I do not Intend to support
the amendment. I was of the opinion that
what was said earlier, especially the re-
marks made by Mr Clive Griffiths, who
spoke for two of the six hours of the
debate, made a lot of common sense, but
I now believe that we are playing around
with the subject, because in the minds of
the members of the Opposition the matter
will be reviewed by the Commonwealth
Government. Very well, let it have a look
at the proposal if that is to be the answer.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result-

Ayes-
Pon. at. F. Claughton
HOn. D. W. Cooley

Hon. S. J. Ocular
Mon. Lyla Elliott
Hon. Clive Guriffiths

Hon. N. E. Baxter
Ron. 0. W. Berry

Hon. H. W. Garter
Eon. J. Heitman
Ron. T. Knight
Hon. 0. C. Mac~innon
Eon. 0. E. Masters
Hon. ML. McAleer

Hon. R. T. Leeson
Hon. R. Thompson
Hon. Grace Vaughan
Hon. D. K. Dans

'2'ellei

Hon. N. Mci'eill
Hon. 1. 0. Mecicaif
Hon. 1. 0. Pratt
HOn. J. C. Tozer
Eon. R. J. L~. William
Han. W. R. Witbers
Hon. fl. J7. Wordsworth
Bon. V. J7. Perry

(Teller

Pair
Aye NO

Hon. R. H. C. Stubbs Hon. C. R. Abbey

Amendment thus negatived.
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Debate (on motion) Resumed
THE HON. J. C. TOZER (North) (12.38

a&rn.]: I rise to support the motion. I am
Inspired to do this by the challenge thrown
out to us earlier In the evening by the I-on.
Grace Vaughan when she said that those
members representing outlying or country
Provinces should influence the decision
that is reached in this Chamber tonight. I
think we should also Influence the decision.

I have listened with a degree of interest
to the debate that has ensued. It seems to
rue that we have been hedging around this
subject very extensively and there has been
Interminable prevarication In getting on to
the topic we are here to discuss. We seem
to be overlooking or denying the concept of
long-term planning. I feel I should draw
the attention of members to the remark
made by Dr Carr when he was speaking to
members of Parliament in the common
room of Parliament House a few weeks ago.
Portion of his remarks deserves to be
quoted because I think they are relevant,
and the analogy he has used Is well worth
repeating. Dr Carr said-

The current preferred alignment was
indicated In the Stephenson-Hepburn
Plan 20 years ago. Since then, land-
use and transportation planning for
the Perth Region has consistently
recognised the need for a major north-
south artery to provide inter-com-
munication from Yanchep to Rock-
Ingham and beyond.

The analogy that Dr Cart drew Is as fol-
lows-

There Is an analogy between thle
growth of the Perth Region and the
growth of an Individual in that the
north-south route may be considered
the spine of a growing infant. It Is
therefore essential that all the verte-
brae be present. The Region-like the
lnfant-cannot grow to be healthy and
efficient with a missing vertebra,

Development of the coastal urban
corridor cannot be catered for by the
existing north-south road system.

In anticipation of the Swinana,
Freeway Extension-which long-term
Planning has consistently predicted
and reaffirmed over the last two
decades - large-scale developments
south of the river have been incor-
porated in statutory town planning
schemes. These include Murdoch 'Uni-
versity, a regional hospital, the Can-
ning Vale Industrial Area and new
suburbs within the City of Melville
such as Bateman, Bull Creek and
Leeining.

I have the feeling that those members
who have spoken in this debate have done
so largely with their tongues in their
cheeks. I do not think they are really
serious in making the remarks they have
expressed. When I say that I mean that
the large percentage of the speakers are
not really serious in their comments,

I would like to refer to a Select Com-
mnittee which eventually became an Honor-
ary Royal Commission, of which Mr
Claughton was a member. The Select Com-
mittee was appointed on the 16th Sep-
tember, 1971, to inquire into and report
upon the Corridor Plan for Perth, as pub-
lished by the MRPA. The members of that
Select Committee were the Hon. Olive
Griffiths, the Hon. R. F. Claughton, and
the Hon. F. R. White. On the 9th Dec-
ember, 1972, on the recommendation of
the Leader of the opposition who was
Premier at that time, the Select Corn-
nmittee was changed to an Honorary Royal
Commission. It is interesting to read the
conclusion that was reached by this Hon-
orary Royal Commission. I intend to quote
only a short paragraph which reads-

This Commission makes no claim to
be expert in matters relating to town
planning. It has, however, been pre-
pared to listen to, and learn from,
those qualified in the many facets of
planning.

From those words I can only come to the
conclusion that Mr Clive Griffiths and Mr
Claughton have changed their minds
since that time in view of the fact that
they no longer prefer to listen to the ex-
perts in regard to long-term planning. In
fact, tonight, they have expressed reserva-
tions about the findings of the State's best
specialist officers.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: That is a
completely erroneous conclusion,

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: In part, re-
commendation 12.13 of the Honorary Royal
Commission reads as follows--

That the PERTS 1970 road pattern
and its recommended order of con-
struction priorities be adopted.

The first priority in the PERTS report
road pattern Is the Ewinana- Mitchell
Freeway system, including the southern
extension.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: That is the
same volume in regard to which the Min-
ister has said it no longer applies: that
is, the doubling of the Kwinana Freeway.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: I have read to
the House portion of the recommendation
of that Honorary Royal Commission and
it does appear that some members have
certainly changed their stance from that
which they assumed two or three years
ago.

The departmental and ministerial state-
ments we have heard on the question of

*traffic congestion at the Narrows Bridge
seem to be quite consistent, one with the

*other. I do not believe the Minister has
said there wll not be another bridge over
the Narrows. I1 am sure there will be an
additional Narrows Bridge at some time in
the future, but the experts have told us
that it will not be before 1989.
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The Hon. Clye Griffiths: The PERTS
report said it had to be before then.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: What the Min-
ister actually said when introducing the
motion was that the present Government
was not prepared to answer f or future
generations, which was sidestepping the
Issue somewhat.

My impression is that the additional
Narrows Bridge can and will be provided
with virtually no additional reclamation
if any. After all, we are not introducing a
new approach road system, but only the
apace required for additional abutments,
pier foundations and for the actual traf-
fic-way.

It seems to me a big Issue has been made
of this whereas quite frankly we will
have an additional bridge and it will not
upset the applecart.

Mr Claughton compared the 1985 dla-
ramatical portrayal of the desire lines

with the 1975 portrayal. The Director-
General of Transport said-

if we want our public transport sys-
temn to cater for as many of the Jour-
neys which are going to be made as
possibile-and I think this Is what
public transport is all about-then we
must point it in the direction in which
people actually wish to move-the
directions shown on the Travel Desire
Line Charts.
in Perth this means being pointed
basically north and south. If the
public transport system is not so
pointed it will net be used. Many peo-
ple make the mistake of wanting to
point the public transport system pre-
dominantly at the city.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: He is talk-
ing about public transport, not regional
roads.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: We are talking
about desire lines of people moving from
point A to point B. Even with the spinal
road we are discussing to give the link
between the north and the south-and Mr
Claughton Pointed this out but drew a
different conclusion-the Swinania and
Mitchell Freeways will not support the
future traffic.

The additional traffic will demand ad-
ditional bridges including a duplication of
the Stirling Bridge, and possibly the bridge
between Point Resolution and Point Walt-
er. The desire lines indicate that the Swi-
nana Freeway extension south will no-
where near cater for future requirements.
However, it is the essential initial step
to plan for future needs.

I wish to make a couple of comments
on what Mrs Vaughan said. Really she
submitted a pretty good case for the de-
velopment of the southern extension forth-
with. She praised the Brand Govern-
ment for introducing the legislation which
prohibited any unwise use of the river;
and that is what the motion Is all about;

that is, a reduction of the amount of
river being used under this proposal to
that which was proposed in the scheme
originally approved, Obviously we are on
common ground there.

Similarly, the statistics quoted by Mrs
Vaughan and subsequently by Miss Elliott
Illustrated very clearly the need for the
southern extension.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: They illus-
trate the need for something, but not the
southern extension.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: The remarks
concerning public comment have intrigued
me. It seems to me that for 20 years we
have had some form of public comment
from all sorts of public authorities, State
and municipal community organisations,
and individuals; and It does not seem Pos-
sible we could have had mare than we have
had on this particular topic, I think we
need to keep this aspect of public com-
ment in perspective and I again come back
to the remark Dr Canr made at the meet-
ing upstairs when he said-

... public participation Is not, and
should not become decision -making.
That responsibility must be exercised
in a democracy by the elected repre-
sentatives of the people.

A little later he said-
While their point of view Is re-

spected it must also be understood
that this does not mean that a sec-
tional point of view should be allowed
to over-dide what Is In the interests
of the community as a whole.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Do you agree
with the statement that the Government
must make the decisions?

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: Yes, I agree
with both those comments. I believe that
Mrs Vaughan was completely unfair In
choosing to channel all her criticism
against the MRD. She may have used that
department as purely illustrative of Gov-
ernment departments and Instrumentali-
ties generally; but obviously the MRD is
one of a very big and wide team including
representatives of the Town Planning De-
partment, transport, traffic, enviroinental
protection, FWD engineers, and statutory
authorites like the MARPA, the Swan River
Conservation Board, the EPA, and so on.

The Hion. Grace Vaughan: I had a go
at them too, you know.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: Frankly the
honourable member did not. She seemed
to channel her criticism essentially at the
MRD. I was disappointed with that
criticism and also with Mr Clive Oriffiths
who honestly believes that these topline
technical officers employed by the State
and responsible persons appointed to
statutory authorities could not make an
objective examination and judgment on
matters because they had been previously
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connected with the proposal. I find this
quite illogical and a bit unfair to the
people concerned.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Some people
think that about Federal bureaucrats.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: They must
have a vested interest.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: There is no
requirement for these people to have a
vested Interest at all. They are technical
officers used to assessing all the facts and
making responsible judgments. If there Is
some reason why they should change their
mind, they certainly would do so.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: Oh, come,
come!

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: No doubt col-
lectively the decisions of these expert
officers did involve many variations and
changes from what any one particular
officer may have originally believed.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: You are assum-
ing that; you do not know that.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: I worked with
these same fellows for many years.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: You do not
know that happened; you are assuming
it might have.

The Eon. J. C. TOZER: Mr Clive
Griffiths implied that as this debate pro-
ceeded we would be repeating what he had
said. That is not my intention except in
one direction which I will come to in a
moment.

I think it is sad that Como beach gives
the appearance of not being used as It
once was. Quite frankly I wonder whether,
in fact, the South Perth City Council has
been pressing to change the situation.
Clearly it is the responsibility of the local
authority. I do not expect it to pay, but
I do expect it to suggest ways and means
by which the people could be persuaded
to return to Como beach and make use
of It.

I moved to a riverside suburb when I
was two years old and I spent the whole
of my youth on that river from the time
I first made a canoe out of a piece of
galvanised iron until I Joined the army
and went overseas. The Improvements
that have occurred around the Swan River
are truly colossal.

The Hon. J. Heitman: That's for sure.
The Hon. J. C. TOZER: The reclama-

tion which has taken place in the stinking
mosquito-ridden swamps in which we
played as children is amazing. It is good
to see how the area has been cleared and
transformed into beautiful playing fields
which at weekends are used by literally
thousands of people. It is a great joy to
see the foreshore now.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: You do not
equate that with freeways.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: I equate it with
the fact that we do find it necessary to
make changes for the betterment of the
community and this is in fact what we
have done over the last half a century.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Dr.
Davidson has written an excellent history
of the Swan River.

The Hon. D. KC. Dans: Probably propa-
ganda.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: No; It Is
plain factual reading.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. J. C. TOZER: I believe that

Mr Olive Griffiths tended to mislead us
really on two aspects in his discussion.
Manning Road has, in fact, an extremely
important part to play In the scheme of
things for anyone coming from or going to
the city. I do not believe there will be any
reduction in the use of this road.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: I never said
there would be.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: He certainly
gave the impression that it had no Import-
ant part to play in the scheme of things.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: I did not. I
think your ability to understand what
people are talking about is very doubtful.

The Hon. J. C. TOZER: it Is perhaps
unfortunate that Hope Avenue has to be
converted into aL feeder road, but it will
serve only to take People from or direct
them to the south. This is probably not
an unreasonable arrangement bearing in
mind that the two interchange systemns
catering for the northward and south-
ward traffic movement respectively clearly
could not be on top of each other. For
good engineering and traffic safety reasons
they had to be separated by reasonable
distance. I think Mr Thompson also dealt
with Rope Avenue.

One problem which does worry mec con-
siderably about the plan placed before us
is the crossing of Canning Highway. May-
be our traffic engineers can come up with
a better solution than the one we have
now. As I see the situation what we will
have is an almost identical Position with
that which now exists at the southern end
of the Causeway where there is one free-
flowing road. in the case we are discuss-
ing It is clearly the freeway running under-
neath Canning Highway, but there are
two sets of lights through which traffic on
Canning Highway must pass. and this Is
unfortunate. The traffic from east to
west and turning onto the freeway to
the northern suburbs has a slip road.

We were shown a diagram of a queer
looking device, but it has six points of
entry and obviously we are not consider-
ing even four really. I believe that some
better arrangement must be made.
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When we look at an alternative treat-
ment such as that at Leach Highway with
a cloverleaf pattern, obviously we could not
Put this at Canning Bridge. I am not
able to suggest an answer to the problem
but r would like to believe that some in-
provement on the current plan could be
made in the course of time.

Apart from that, I find the overall plan
very acceptable, and It therefore has my
complete support.

To summarize my feelings on this matter
I think there is no doubt that we have to
have a spine road, including the southern
extension, as quickly as possible for the
good reasons already described to us. Our
whole planning and development pro-
gramme has been directed towards this
end for those very same reasons. The
route which has been put forward is the
most direct, and it calls for the leant
amount of reclamation. It will cause the
least inconvenience to the people; the least
effect on the ecology; the least effect on
the environment, and Involve the least
expense. It is also quite essential for the
growth of the adopted plan.

That Is all I want to say on the plan for
the highway but, like other members in this
House, I was damned annoyed at the arro-
gant and impertinent remarks of the Fed-
eral Minister, Mr Jones. We do not want
to be dictated to in this State by men in
Canberra who cannot possibly have any
knowledge of what is happening here.
Civil servants in offices in Canberra should
not tell us how to run our State.

Personally. I am not a secessionist but I
would like to think our Premier could put
some Treasury officers to work and tell mue
just what adverse situation would occur to
this State if, in fact, we found it necessary
to go it alone and not be dictated to by
this arrogant Federal Government. The
Commonwealth Government has clearly
defined constitutional powers. I do not have
tn tell members what they are but the
S'ate is sneclfir'aiiy responsible for public
wrrl spa *ervlce'.

I would like to know Just how well the
State of Western Australia could go It
alone. I would like those concerned to tell
me the answer to that question. We must
be maisters of our own destiny In Western
Australia. I make that comment, in con-
clusion, and indicate that I support the
motion.

THE HON. D. K. DANS (South Metro-
politan) [1.02 am.): I do not want to delay
the House but I feel I have to rise to speak
on some of the outlandish statements made
by Mr Tozer. Let me make It perfectly
clear that I live in an area which is ser-
viced by the freeway and, in particular, by
Canning Highway and the Canning Bridge.
I am not opposing the southern extension
of the freeway because the vast majority
of people who live in the South Metropo-
litan Province desire to be able to get to
Perth a lot quicker than is the case at
present.

I have examined the plan and I have
also had a good look at the aerial photo-
graphs of the traffic build-up. I am aware
of the problems of the traffic hold-ups be-
cause I have experienced them. However,
one point has been missed. If members
think we will be able to go merrily on our
way brushing aside the opinion of the
People, they are sadly mistaken.

Experience overseas has shown that
people have become increasingly alarmed
when their views were not listened to. W~e
all know the MTRPA made a mistake and
we all know it would have been a far bet-
ter Proposition to hold an open inquiry.
I am advised this proposition was put for-
ward half way through the Inquiry but for
some reason or other-it may have been
legal, perhaps one could not suddenly have
a closed inquiry open to the public--it was
not accepted.

I have no doubt whatever that the south-
ern extension will go ahead. It is desirable.
but in the wake of the extension we will
have a number of dissatisfied people who
may think they had somlethIng to contri-
bute had the inquiry been open. I am sure
we would have had more evidence and sub-
missions than are at present lying on the
Table of the House. The point is we have
to remove that suspicion.

I think I have as much to do with the
river as anybody else-maybe more than
most people. The Swan River is a credit to
the SWate of Western Australia and 11 agree
with Mr Tozer that many parts of the river
have been improved considerably. However.
let us east our minds back a few years.
and forget about the Barracks Archway
which stands like a so-and-so in the desert.

I know many people would not agree
with rne but I think the Barracks Arch-
way Is a monstrosity.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I am with
you there.

The Hon, N. E. Baxter: I am too.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: That makes

three of us. That is only my opinion.
Let us now look at the proposition to
establish a yacht club in Alfred Cove where
a muddy hole now exists. It breeds inca-
ouitoes now but If the proposition had
been agreed to at that time the area would
have been dredged and facilities would
have been made available for boat owners.
and others. However, what happened? A
Federal election was coming up and those
people who did not want the river filled in
got together and I can recollect the peti-
tion which was distributed throughout the
Melville district.

I think we all know who was the Minis-
ter for Works at the time. The first
people to get the wobbles were the mem-
bers of the Meville Council. The next
person was the Minister and, finally, the
Government changed Its mind and nothing
happened. It is still languishing as a
muddy stretch of water, doing nothing.
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The Hon. R. J. L. Williams: In 1969
Mr Lavery and Mr Dolan opposed the pro-
posal.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: It did not re-
ceive any opposition from me.

The Hon. J. Heitmnan: There was plenty
of opposition from the people around the
area.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: Because they
were not fully advised. That Is the point
I fun making about the extension to the
freeway. People will have this doubt be-
cause they will consider they have not had
an Opportunity to express their opinions
fully. We made a mistake-and I am
again using the term "we". There is no
doubt in my mind that we should have
had an open inquiry.

Let us assume that the extension to the
freeway will proceed as quickly as Possible.
I do not want to canvass the question con-
cerning the Narrows Bridge; I get Into
enough trouble now, not coming in to
work but going home. Because of the
configuration of the roads I know how the
Kamikaze pilots felt when I have to move
to the right-hand side of the road. it
could be that some television monitoring of
our traffic should take place. That hap-
pens in other parts of the world where
traffic is diverted around congested areas.
Such direction would make it easier for
some people-especially the women driv-
ers-who are often carried back into the
city with the traffic flow. Perhaps some
of our Planners could be looking further
Into this Problem.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Are You casting
aspersions on women drivers?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I have told
members how I feel; I am referring to
both men and women drivers.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Will that
make the women better drivers?

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I do not want to
get into that argument. The point I am
making Is that we will have to have more
freeways. I do not believe there should
be more, but there will be more because
that is what the people desire and they
will continue to be built until we reach the
stage where someone will tell us how much
extra is involved in running a car over and
above our individual costs.

If anyone wants to do a simple exercise
he has only to look out of the windows
of this building and see the Narrows inter-
change and the Mitchell Freeway and try
to estimate just how much those structures
have cost the people in order that they
may sustain their motorcars. If the cost
of the real estate, and car parks, and
other facilities are added to the cost of
owning a motorcar I am sure that perhaps
People wil see where their money is going.

I would like to see all ears stopped from
entering the city; that is except my own.

and that is the attitude of everyone else!
It is the same as inflation; everyone has an
answer provided it does not affect him.

The Hon. . C. MacKinnon: Mao Toe
'rung has the answer; do not let them
have motorcars.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: They do have
push bikes, and they are a pretty healthy
nation and the people are able to get
around. China also has good roads. To
continue: The fact that we do not take
certain basic action to protect the rights
of individuals so that they can at least
have their say will make It much more
difficult in the future.

Our problem at the moment is the filling
in of the river, and there has been quite
a tot of filling in since the first little bit
for the Narrows Bridge. I might add that
some filling has been done without public
debate at all. I have walked around the
LeeuwIn naval area where such work has
gone ahead and been accomplished, and
no-one has worried a tinker's curse. The
people are now alerted to what Is .ikely to
happen.

When speaking previously I referred to
the experts in our community. I want to
make it clear I was not criticising them.
However, the Government and members
of Parliament have a role to play. It has
been suggested, from time to time, that we
should opt for a system that elects certain
sections of the community into Parliament
so that they may do an expert Job. In
other words, so many engineers, so many
doctors, and so many other experts.
Without fear or favour I consider that
every political party is agreed that such
a system would not work. A Government
composed of experts, whatever their field.
would not work. Our present system of
electing people appears to be the best for
this country. It may not work in other
countries. So, I have to reject the question
of a Government of experts.

This brings me to the point of why we
have ordinary men and women in Parlia-
ment. They come from the community
and they are elected to provide the grounds
for public debate on issues which affect
the public. I referred a short while ago.
to the role of experts. I think we have a
very fine Public Service, and a fine en-
gineering branch in the Main Roads De-
partment.

Mr Wordsworth referred to the Tasman
Bridge. and I would like to make a point
about it. Some members know that there
was a sort of pontoon bridge across the
Derwent River, and when this particular
bridge was designed, it was said there was
no danger. Members will agree that the
design of the Tasman Bridge is Probably
the most simple design one could get. It
was pretty well the first type of sophisti-
cated bridge that man had designed. Put-
ting it in simple terms, it is two heaps of
stones with a stick on the top. The experts
said it would serve the purpose admirably,
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and that there was no danger in it. One
man, and I cannot remember his name,
warned of a disaster such as that which
occurred with the Lake Illawarra. The
bridge is not quite as simple as my descrip-
tion but it received a very slight bump and
a catastrophe resulted.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: More than a
slight bump.

The Hon. D. K. DAflE: Well, not a very
heavy one.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: This was a ship
carrying more than 10 000 tons of ore.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: That is true
enough, but there are thousands of other
bridges which have stood up to much
harder bumps from ships and other things.
There is always a possibility of faults oc-
curring when a thing is man-made or
man-controlled. I have drawn attention
to this Particular catastrophe because I
wish to illustrate why we in this place
must be cautious.

The man who raised it was ridiculed for
having the audacity to make such a sug-
gestion. He was told that such a thing
could not happen. It did happen.

There were grave doubts about box gir-
der type construction bridges, and acci-
dents had occurred with these bridges in
other parts of the world. However, the
Victorian Government was assured that it
could not happen with the Westgate
Bridge. It was told all the problems had
been attended to, and yet we all know
what happened there.

What I am saying Is that by all means
we must have the competent Public Ser-
vice that we have, and it must be sup-
ported by the members of the legislature.
However, at the same time, our role is to
challenge, to sift out, and to obtain the
best Possible Public involvement in the
affairs affecting them. This is not always
necessary, and it is not always desirable.

Let me give another illustration. One of
the thorns in the side of the Government
of the United States was the development
of the north slope of Alaska which was
very rich in oil and carbohydrates. Large
sums of money were Paid by way of an
auction system to acquire drilling rights
and leases. In America, the opinions of
the people had not been listened to over a
long period. Not only should we listen to
the opinion of the People, but we should
debate it. One need not always take notice
of them, but one must listen to their point
of view. What happened? The environ-
mental and conservation groups grew in
strength until the pipeline-a very Im-
portant piece of machinery-was delayed
some five years.

The Hon. J. C. Tozer: That was good.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: It was extremely

bad, and that is the point I was making. I
say this is the kind of future we can look
forward to.

The extensions to the San Francisco
Airport and the Los Angeles Airport suf-
lured a similar fate. One could go on and
on with such examples, and these results
came about because the views of the People
were not listened to. It was not that they
were not acted upon, but they just were
not listened to: It is too late now because
we have disposed of the amendment, and
I am not intending to dwell on the situa-
tion of the Australian Government. I have
said previously and I will say It again, I
am not sure of Mr Jones' power In this
matter. Perhaps he has the money for it.
However, it has been canvassed widely in
the Press that Dr Moss Cass will require
an environmental impact statement. Look-
ing at the plan. I believe this statement
would be easy to put together. I agree that
there has been a great deal of talk about
these extensions, but the average person
does not really take notice until something
happens.

By and large People are reactionary; I
am not using that term In a political or
trade union sense, but I mean that people
wait until something has happened before
they react to it. One can tell them for
years about what might happen, but as
soon as the first bit of soil Is turned, they
want to do something. We must admit
that we have made some mistakes. I am
very happy to see that the MRtPA now
says that in the future it will hold open
inquiries.

There are many unanswered questions
about this motion. I do not want to go
through them all but I simply do not know
how the Narrows Bridge will take the
traffic. I know the overseas experts are
looking again at freeways as a solution to
traffic problems, and perhaps a ring road
system could be brought into operation. I
would like to go even a little further: per-
haps we should have another look at cross-
ing the river a little further down towards
Fremantle.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are greedy
-there are two bridges down there now.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I am told the
Stirling Bridge is not being used to its
best advantage. I know that a proposition
to bridge the Swan River in that area
would upset many People on both sides of
the river, but surely this possibility should
be looked at now. We must have two
means of access into Perth. I do not want
to challenge the technical expertise of the
people putting forward the plan, but It has
become abundantly clear that the Narrows
Bridge will not be able to take all the
traffic. It may be that Mr Toter is right
and it may be necessary to reclaim more
of the river to duplicate It. However, a
number of other decisions may have to be
made before that time, and the people will
be more alarmed then at the continual
erosion of the river-if that is the term to
use.



[Tuesday, 29 April, 19751 19

Someone told me that a certain group
of people must dwell in the temple up on
the hill-every time they see water they
want to fill it in, dredge it out, do any-
thing to it but drink It or wash in it.
I do not really think that is true, but it
is the story going around at the moment.
I am still firmly of the opinion that some-
how we betray the role we play here when
we cast off the opinion of even one Person.

I know when I drive into town in the
morning I curse and swear when I am
held up at Riseley Street. Someone breaks
down in one lane, and it always seems
to be the lane I am in. I try to get into
the other lane, and naturally I get upset
about it. Maybe the corridor will be
opened up, but what will we do with more
traffic on the freeway? I suppose it does
not matter whether the hold-up occurs at
Canning Bridge-and I object most
strongly to that now-cr at the Narrows
Bridge.

When my party was In Government, in
conjunction with a friend I worked at
endeavouring to get some tow trucks on
the freeway. They were there for a period,
but at that particular time they could
move around a little. I do not think they
could move around now. One morning I
was held up and I1 worked out Just how
much production was lost that morning
on the basis of man-hours. A small ac-
cident had occurred, and the Daily News
reported the amount of traffic that was
halted on that occasion. Perhaps it Is
not as bad when the hold-up occurs while
motorists are going home because produc-
tion Is not lost.

One does not need to be an expert to
work out that the proposal before us will
simply move the bottleneck from one area
to another. I have yet to be convinced
that this will not happen. Perhaps it
would be a better plan if we were speak-
ing tonight of the immediate extension of
the southern part of the freeway and
simultaneously a duplication of the
Narrows Bridge.

I do not know the capacity of the city
to absorb more vehicles. I know, of course,
that the freeway system is not designed
primarily to bring cars Into the city, but
rather to bypass it. I find this system of
great value to me if I want to go to the
northern suburbs. It Is a very good sys-
tem, but one must have some regard for
the people whom Mr Clive Griffiths
represents. I admire him tonight as he
is really representing the people. I be-
leve-and he may tell me if I am wrong
-that there are some 20 000 names on a
petition against the proposed plan. Some
of the reasons advanced by the people
were rather funny, if we look at them in
that way. one man said that the exten-
sion would mean he could not go prawn-
Ing. One may laugh at such a statement,
but It is his right as an individual that
must be protected.

The Hon. Cive Griffiths: That is right.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: On the day I
went to the area, a woman brought out
a big blue manna crab to show mae. She said
that this was not the biggest one she had
caught. She had established a home on
the river many years ago, and this was
one of the things she liked to do. She
had looked at houses and land In the
Appiecross and Attadale area. She in-
spected land on the edge of the river so
that she could pursue her hobby and she
discovered that a block of land was worth
about $47 000. Despite the pleas of Mr
Cive Griffiths that the people whose
houses are resumed must be properly com-
pensated, everyone sitting in this Chamber
tonight knows that they will not be re-
settl ed-if that Is the term-in exactly
the same situations. Again as Mr Gri~ffiths
said, the valuations of the homes in the
area will be based on that of the first
person who caves in. I do not think the
Public Works Department sets out deliber-
ately to terrorise people, but even without
setting out deliberately to do so, it does
a very efficient Job, It is quite a different
proposition dealing with these people than
dealing with, say, the Western Mining
Corporation, with its expertise and legal
representation. Such a corporation is able
to get what it is entitled to. It does not
get more than it is entitled to, but it does
get a fair deal.

The people who are Primarily concerned
In the resumptions in the south-east
metropolitan area are frightened for a
number of reasons.

One last point is that despite the fact
the Plan has been known for so long, the
people whose houses were liable to be re-
sumed were told about It, but the people
living one street back were not told.

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: The Minister
said they were.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: They were not
told.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: I know they
were not told, but the Minister said they
were.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: One does not
have to come to Parliament to know that.
I ascertained for myself that they were
not told. One man has built a house that
could have cost nearly $200 G00 and It will
be perched over the freeway. He Is
entitled to be nasty about It.

The Minister mentioned that more
homes may have to be resumed. No-one
has said to me tonight in all this debate
that the people whose houses may have
to be resumed have been told about it,

The Ron. Olive Griffiths: The Minister
said they have.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I do not know.

1197



1198 (COUNCIL.]

The Hon. Olive Griffiths: I know they and not go blindly charging along and say-
have not, but the Minister said they have
been told.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: We cannot Put a
figure on the number involved, and I agree
it is probably a small number, We could
pick any number from one to 100. If It
disadvantages one person to the extent
where he cannot re-establish himself, we
are not doing a very good job.

I know the hour is late and I am getting
some heckling from behind me. Someone
is saying, "Finish shortly. Des"; I Intend
to accede to this request because it Is
International Women's Year. I should like
to say finally that despite the fact I think
the freeway is necessary, I believe we
have treated the public at large quite
shabbily and we have created problems
for ourselves in the future where we may
have to move quicker than we are moving
now, because in the future there will be
open inquiries.

This Proposal will generate opposition.
It also denigrates the role of the member
of Parliament; surely members must ac-
cept that in our system this is what It
Is all about. We are here as some kind
of buffer. We represent all groups of
people. From time to time we hear people
say, "You represent the unions" and, "You
represent capitalists" while still another
group is said to represent someone else.

It is quite true that a number of Press-
ure groups operate in the community. I
suppose on analysis in some cases this is
not a bad Idea because it represents a
viewpoint and we all get carried away
at times and think our own viewpoint and
that of People who give us information Is
the correct one. However, by and large,
this is where it all gets sorted out.

I somehow think that this Is where we
get mesmerised with information coming
from our own departments. I did not
attend the meeting upstairs; as a matter
of fact, I had a private briefing quite acci-
dentally. There Is no-one sitting in this
Chamber tonight who could have absorbed
all the technical knowledge put out by
these People who, after all-and I do not
blame them-must sell the scheme.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: One would need
to be a computer.

The Hon. D). K. flAWS: One could not
absorb all the information; it is as simple
as that. The Job of these officers is to
provide the plan. Perhaps It is only an
accident of history that we are not on
both sides of the Chamber arguing the
same thing. We all know that govern-
ments have the same kind of advisers and
must depend on the same people.

Finally, no matter how good or bad it
may be we must always listen to the pro-
positions of the people, whether the people
be young, old, or middle-aged. One must
sort cut what one hears from these People,

ing that just because a number of experts
have said so, they are probably quite right.
We must ensure that everything Is in
order before we proceed.

I personally cannot see any alternative
Plan at this stage. The tunnel Is a good
concept, but tunnels create all kinds of
Problems and costs. A number of other
plans are displayed in Parliament Honse,
but I have not had them fully explained
to me. I would hope that In the not too
distant future we take Into account the
ideas of People In an open inquiry. I will
not debate what is meant by a "public"
inquiry as against an "open" inquiry. We
must listen to these people. Perhaps the
best idea will come from the youngest
member in the community.

The entire human history Is based on a
clash of ideas,' with the best one emerging.
If that were not the case, we would not
have advanced to the stage at which we are
now-a sophisticated, civilised society. After
all, we do belong to the Anglo-Saxon race,
which has carried our language to the
four corners of the earth and whose
society since the signing of the Magna
Carta has always been based on the con-
cept of giving the people some kind of say.
I believe if we start to move away from
that principle, we will be In for a rough
time in the future. I believe this will be
the last time a proposal will go through in
this manner because such an exercise will
generate a great deal of hostility in the
future.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central-
Minister for Health) 11.34 a.m.]: At this
early hour of the morning, I do not intend
to take up a great deal of the time of the
House in replying to all the issues raised
by members. I should like to make a few
remarks relating to the statements made
by the Hon. R. P. Claughton. Hle said the
Government was determined to push this
matter through and that the Govern-
ment's determination related to the next
elections rather than to the consequences
of going ahead with the extension.

I do not think that was a very fair
statement: the Government wishes to
move along with this project because it
is necessary to cater for an increased
traffic flow In the future, Particularly
traffic coming from the south of the river,
across the Narrows Bridge to the city and
moving out to the north of the city.

It appears to ine and to those respon-
sible for this Project that we must get
on with the job. If we do not proceed we
will have a bank-up of traffic on a fairly
inefficient road system. It has been esti-
mated that by 1979, 50 000 vehicles will
travel this freeway daily, and that by
1989, the number will be 100 000 daily. We
are faced with the prospect that if we
do not commence work now we will not
be able to cater for the increase in
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vehicular traffic. I sincerely believe this
project should get under way.

Mr Claughton also referred to the re-
sumption of same 14.6 acres of river, 5.9
acres of which will be used for road pur-
poses, and 8.7 of which will be used for
new beaches.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: It will be
14.6 acres of water.

The Hon, N. E. BAXTER: That is
right; I was just referring to the use
which will be made of the resumed area.
I am afraid that in a proposal of this type,
when progress must take place, these sorts
of things such as resumption of part of
the river are completely unavoidable if
we are to have a good road system which is
adequate for our needs. An alternative
route probably would interfere with many
mare residents than the preferred route
and possibly would encroach on other re-
serve areas.

I believe the planners have adapted the
best route possible with the idea of re-
suming as little of the river as possible.

The Hon, Grace Vaughan referred in her
opening remarks to the guardianship of
open spaces, the protection or the en-
vironment, the maintenance and improve-
ment of environmental areas, and evalua.-
tions. I believe those responsible for this
project have examined this question of
open spaces and have ensured that there
will be a minimum of encroachment. They
have looked at the question of the en-
vironment and, In fact, the maintenance
and improvement of environmental areas
has been catered for. Reading what I
have read and going on what little I
know of the proposal, I believe these things
have been taken care of.

I was rather surprised to hear the Hon.
Grace Vaughan use the word "evaluation"
because I believe a very thorough evalua-
tion has been made of the entire project.
I refer briefly in passing to the fact that
a much greater evaluation has been car-
ried out on this project than on a certain
machine which cost over $250 000.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Let them all die
quicker!

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Much has
been said by different speakers about the
resumption of homes. When a major pro-
ject is planned and gets under way, It is
always necessary to resume the homes of
people who, Probably, have been in the
area for Years. There Is not one of us
here who is not sympathetic to the prob-
lems faced by these people.

On many occasions in the past I have
had to deal with resumption problems,
when I represented an electorate which
came close to the city. In fact, people I did
not represent approached me for some
assistance when they faced resumptions.

We experienced this problem in the Rock-
Inghamn area when the Jarrabdale-Swin-
ana railway was constructed. I have taken
many cases to the land resumption office.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Did you ever
obtain a valuation that was fair?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTR: Some people
received fair valuations, I do not think I
ever succeeded in obtaining a valuation
that was more than fair. I know of many
people in the Maida Vale area whose prop-
erties were resumed when the standard
gauge railway was built whose valuations
were varied and who received what
I considered to be more than good value.
I believe the land resumption valuation
question has been looked at quite thor-
oughly by the relevant authorities. They
realUse what It takes to replace a home,
when one must move somewhere else and
make new friends, and they will take a
fairly broad view of the situation and as
far as Possible ensure that everybody Is
given a fairly reasonable deal.

I do not think the present-day officers
are as tough as the ones we had some
years ago. There were a couple of pretty
hard characters in the office at that time
who seemed to think that everybody was
trying to take the Government down. Of
course, there were some who tried to get
more than a fair valuation and who sub-
mitted claims many thousands of pounds
in excess of the true value of their proper-
ties.

The Hon. R.. Thompson: Do you believe
that the people whose properties are re-
sumed are entitled to a replacement allow-
a ne?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER; I believe they
are entitled to such an allowance, al-
though that is only my opinion. As far
as possible, they should be given a valua-
tion which allows them to move to a
house in a suburb which is commensurate
with the one in which they arc living.
Of course, they must not be given
a valuation which permits them to move
into a palatial property when compared
with their Previous residence.

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: Except
when I want the land to build a school.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, then it
must be very cheap. I understand that
the Medical Department Is to surrender
some land; however, as far as I can see,
that does not involve a building.

The issue of the Narrows Bridge has been
fairly well thrashed out. Members have
discussed future congestion and the possi-
bility of duplicating the bridge. At the
moment, we have a four-lane freeway and
a six-lane bridge, two lanes of which ser-
vice the area of South Perth, leaving the
four central lanes to carry on to the free-
way.
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I have already stated that, at peak times,
congestion will occur. However, when the
tour-two lane arrangement is put into
effect at peak times, much of the conges-
tion will be relieved. As members will re-
call, this was used with some success On
the Causeway, which is a much longer traf-
fic bridge than the Narrows bridge. How-
ever, with this arrangement the traffic will
flow quite freely. Of course there will be
congestion at peak hours, just as there is
congestion in other parts of the city dur-
ing peak hours.

The Hon, R. F. Cleaughton: You are say-
tig the PERTS report is wrong.

The Ron. N. E. BAXTER: I am not Say-
ing that at all. At the time the PERTS re-
port was presented it was not envisaged
that the four-two laneway system might
be used on the Narrows Bridge to Over-
come the situation for a period.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Have you read
the PERTS report?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I have not read
it, but I am sure the PERTS report does
not speak about the four-two laneway sys-
tem being used. There is nothing else I
need touch on.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton:- So far you
have missed the major items.

The Mon. N. E. BAXTER: They have
been covered by other speakers over and
over again.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You have not
answered any of them.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Members have
referred to them all night long when they
spoke to t he amendment. Before I conclude
1 would like to refer members to several
parts of the "Metropolitan Region Scheme
Amendmrent 1974" which contains submis-
sions and report on objections. From the
remarks of some members it appears they
have not read this volume.

I refer to paragraphs 39 and 40 on page
10 dealing with proposals to provide for
continued growth; to the paragraphs on
pages 18 to 23 inclusive, dealing with al-
ternative routes which should be and were
considered; and to the contents at page 24.
which Mr Clive Griffiths has touched on.
relating to alternative modes of transport
that should be sought, for example bus.
rail, ferries, etc.. to obviate the need for the
proposed highway extension.

If members read those portions they will
find the answer to some of the problems
that have been raised. Mr Clive Griffiths
said that he had read the report but he
had not digested these parts very well. I
recommend that members read those por-
tions again so as to refresh their memory.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: That is
a very feeble answer.

The PRESIDENT: Order! When the
question Is being put the honourable mem-
ber will1 pay the courtesy of not Inter-
rupting the Chair.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Hon. N. E. Baxter
Hon. 0. W. Berry
Non. H. W. GaYftr
Hon. J. Heitmnan
Ron. T. Knight
Hon. 03. C. Macsinnon
Hon. 0. E. Wasters
Hon, Mt. McAleer

Noes-
Hon. a. F. claughton
Hon, D., W. Cooley

Non. 8. J7. Dollar
Non. Lyle Elliott
Hon. Olive Grlmfths

Pal3
Aye

Ron. C. R. Abbey

8-I'
Eon. N. McNeill
Hon. 1. 0. MedCalf
Hun. 1, 0. Pratt
Hon. J. C. Tozer
Hon: B . J. L. Wmbmsm
Eon. W. R. withers
Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. V. J. Ferry

ITeller ,

Hon. R. T. Leeson
Hon. A. Thompson
Hon. Grace Vaughan
non. D. 1K. Dana

(Teller)

No
HOn. H. H. C. Stubbs

Question thus passed.

HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Assembly without
amendment.

BILLS (6): RECEI1PT AND FIRST
READING

1. Wesply (Dardanup) Agreement Au-
thorization Bill.

Bill received from the Assembly; and.
on motion by the Ron. 0. C.
MacKinnon (Minister for Educa-
tion), read a first time.

2. Salaries and Allowances Tribunal Bill
(2nd).

3. Parliamentary Salaries and Allow-
ances Act Amendment Bill.

4. Constitution Acts Amendment Emil.
5.
6.

Agent General Act Amendment Bill.
Superannuation and Family Benefits

Act Amendment Eml.
Bills received from the Assembly; and,

on motions by the Hon. N. McNeill
(Minister for Justice), read a first
time.

Rouse adjourned at 1.57 a.mn. (Wednesday).

Iflrgiulautnr Aonwtig
Tuesday, the 29th April, 1975

The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the chair at 4.30 pm., and read prayers.


