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propose to say It. I merely say quite clearly
that my conscience is absolutely clear on
this Issue. We tried to do our best in this
case. The Crown Law Department did Its
best. I have complete confidence in the
advice I have been given and in the atti-
tude displayed by the officers of the depart-
ment who participated In the case; I have
confidence in their professional compe-
tence and I reject wholeheartedly and
absolutely the criticisms which have been
levelled.

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-
East Metropolitan) (10.01 p.m.]: I am not
acquainted with the case in the same detail
as the Attorney-General and the Hon.
Lyla Elliott. However, I should like to point
out to the House how Important it is that
we have people such as the Hon. Lyla
Elliott who are able to unearth what
appear to be Injustices, and to have them
investigated.

While I accept that the Attorney-Gen-
eral was sincere in his remarks and that
he has done all in his power1 as he sees
it, to see that justice is done, I wish to
take issue with his statement that no
racial prejudice was involved. Nobody can
say there has been no racial bias. No-one
who is brought up in a society such as
ours, where an affluent, dominant and
privileged society Is able to reap for Itself
the benefits of the land, white the indig-
enous Aboriginal people of this country
are denied those benefits can avoid being
brought up with some form of racial bias.

I believe we have seen It here tonight,
with the sort of interjections which were
made while the Hon. Lyla Elliott was
attempting to put her case.

AS for these allegations of emotionalism,
there Is nothing wrong with a good bit of
emotion. However, the mealy-mouthed
sentimentality to which we have had to
listen tonight is something different.

The Hon. L. G. Pratt: What a shameful
thing to say!

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: Just
listen to Mr Pratt! We certainly heard
plenty of this mealy-mouthed nonsense.
when members said, "We have done all in
our power to help the Aborigines." How
noble they are!

The Hon. J1. Heitman: That is only your
Idiotic thinking-

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: We have
had to listen to all these denials; it was
a sure indication of guilt.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Who denied any-
thing? Be specific.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: This
House and this State should be grateful
for the Lyla. Elliotis who come into the
House.

The Hon. N. McNeill: What you have
Just said has undone all she did.

The Ron. GRACE VAUGHAN: I think
it is well to understand that, and be grate-
ful to the Hon. Lyla Elliott.

As for the people In the north. I do
not think they would be grateful for the
way Mr Tozer has described them tonight
as being absolutely without the ability to
make mistakes. I know that the members
of the Committee on Human Ecology
would not like to be dumped together with
a whole lot of patronising, self-satisfied,
smug people saying that they have done
everything in their power to help the
Aborigines. Anybody with half a thought
for the Aboriginal problem knows that it
is a very complicated one, and will not be
solved by simplistic statements of intent,
and grouping together everybody in the
north and saying, "We are all just the
nicest people!"

The Hon. N. McNeill: What a shocking
display that was!I

The Hon. J, Heitman: I'll say-it is the
worst I have ever heard.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 10.05 p.m.

Wednesday, the 18th August, 1976

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

QUESTIONS (44): ON NOTICE
1. This question was postpioned.

2. ROLEYSTONE SCHOOL
Toilets

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

Could he advise when the toilet
facilities proposed for completion
In September at the Roleystone
Primary School will be available
for use by the pupils?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
8th October, 1976.

3. RAILWAY STATION
Annadale: Bus Access

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware of the construction

of a car park at Armadale rail-
way station which has blocked
the access road to the station?

(2) Is he aware that buses cannot
now stop to allow passengers to
alight next to the railway station?

(3) What Immediate action does the
Government propose to make the
station more easily accessible to
patrons arriving by bus?
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MAr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (3) The present recognised bus

stop at Armadale is approximately
in line with the northern end of
the station platform which means
intending train passengers off
buses require to walk by a foot-
path to the south end of the park-
ing area to gain entry to the
station.
The arrangements for parking and
bus interchange facilities at
Armadale constitute a two stage
development planned in conjuntc-
tion with the Metropolitan Trans-
Port Trust.
The first stage involving expan-
sion of parking facilities baa been
completed and the second stage.
which is for provision of bus park-
ing and turning at the northern
end of the station, will proceed
when funds are available.
To allow intending train passen-
gers easy access to the platform
the second stage contains pro-
vision for a maze type entrance
at the northern end similar to
that existing at the southern end.
In view of the extra distance
which passengers are required to
walk from the existing bus stop
it has been decided to install the
maze type entrance now. Plan-
ning of the crossing Is completed
and physical work is about to
commence.

4. KWINANA HIGH SCHOOL
Improvements, and Health Sister
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

With respect to the Swinana
Senior High School-
(1) (a) Since 1st January, 1970.

on what dates were major
contracts let with respect
to construction of class
rooms, laboratories, school
hail, library. etc.; and

(b) in each case, what work
was involved?

(2) (a) What facilities are re-
quired at a senior high
school before a qualified
health sister will be
attached to it;

(b) does the Swinana Senior
High School fulfil these
requirements;

(c) if "No" in what respect
do they not?

M~r GRAYDEN replied:
(1) (a) and (b)-

8th July 1970
2 science laboratories,-
$64 400

30th July 1910
4 classrooms
vocational
$68 330

plus Pre-
centre-

28th August 1971
Library-$58 500

21st December 1972
Repair of fire damage-
$58 568

7th August 1972
One science laboratory
plus staff room-$3L 236

2nd February 1974
Hall/gymnasium plus
gas fired incinerator-
$243 708

29th November 1974
One science laboratory
-$32 560

(2) (a) to (c) A school requires
a medical centre before a
health sister is appointed.
Kwlnana Senior High
School does - not have
such a centre.

5. ARMADALE-KELMSCOTT
MEMORIAL HOSPITAL

Full-time Medical Practitioner

Mr TAYLOR, to the minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Health:

What action has the Government
taken, or proposed to take in res-
ponse to the petition of 2021 citi-
zens-ealllng for the appointment
of medical practitioners to the
Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial
Hospital-presented to this Par-
liament on 27th May. 1976, by the
Member for Cockburn?

Mr RIDGE replied:
Medical services in Armadale and
Kelmscott, including medical
attention at the Armadale-Kelm-
scott Memorial District Hospital
have long been provided by private
medical practitioners. There are
at present no plans to exclude
such Practitioners by the appoint-
ment of medical practitioners to
service the hospital.

6. EASTERN HILLS HIGH SCHOOL
Additions

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it proposed to carry Out im-

provements and/or additions at
the Eastern Hills High School
during 1976-77?

(2) If "Yes" would the Minister
clarify?
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Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) Yes. Additions and Im-

provements have been listed for
inclusion In the 1976-77 building
programme of the Education
Department.
When the General Loan Fund
Estimates are presented to Parla-
mient by the Treasurer, further
details may be provided.

7. SCHOOLS
Swvan and Mundaring Electorates:

Enraimnents
Mr MOILER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) What is the present enrolment at

Governor Stirling Senior High
School for pupils aged 8 to 12
inclusive?

(2) What were the enrolment figures
for all grades at the following
primary schools as at 1st March,
1976-

School Month I

63uildford ... .... March.........48
August..... .... 44

Herne Hill .... ... March ...... 25
August..... .... 27

Middle Swan .... March.......... 73
August.....75

Midland .... .... March........30
August........27

West Midland .... March........9
August........8

Upper Swan .... March.......... 20
August ... I..20

Midvale ... .... March..........63
August .. ... 62

West Swan .... ... March.......... 9
August......I...1I1

Bellevue.... .... March.......... 10
August .........I I

Koongamnia ...... March.......... 43
August..... .... 43

Greenmount .... March.......... 28
August..... .... 33

Helena Valley ... March.........118
August..... .... 18

Swan View .. .... March .. 63
August... ..... 62

Darlington .... .... March........60
August ... 61

Glen Forrest.... .... March ........ 39
August........40

Parkerville .... .... March........18
August......... 18

Mundaring .... .... March.......... 34
August..... .... 35

Mount Helena ... March.......... 69
August.....69

Sawyers Valley .... March .. ... 5
August......5

Citidlow .. ... March......7
August..... ..... 8

Woqroloo .... .... March..... ... , 13
August. .... .... 12

Guildford, Herne Hill, Middle
Swan, Midland, West Midland,
Upper Swan, Midvale, West
Swan, Bellevue, Koongam is,
Greenmount, Helena Valley,
Swan View, Darlington, Glen
Forrest, Parkerville, Mundaring.
Mt. Helena, Sawyers Valley,
Chidlow and Wooroloo?

(3) What is the Present enrolment
for the schools mentioned in (2)?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) As at 1st August 1976

Governor Stirling
Year 8 .... .." .. 255
Year 9 .... ... .... 433
Year 10 . .. 367
Year 11 ... .... ..1 203
Year 12 .... .. ... 129

(2) and (3)-

2 3 4 5 6 7 Sp. Total

65 49 51 58 45 61 -1 377
63 47 53 57 43 60 ... 367
17 22 18 14 16 19 ... 131
19 21 17 14 15 20 ... 133
61 60 61 58 62 68 ... 443
61 54 52 50 54 65 .... 411
33 27 41 33 52 33 ... 249
31 25 40 31 45 36 ... 235

8 9 .... .. .. . . ... 26
8 JO .. .. . ... .. 26

24 13 16 17 16 16 _. 122
22 12 16 16 17 15 ... IU
50 50 41 56 45 38 22 365
43 44 41 53 42 37 19 341
10 8 8 6 7 6 ... 54
6 5 6 7 7 6 .... 48
5 9 4 14 10 15 .... 67
4 9 3 13 8 14 .... 62

50 53 35 53 35 57 .... 306
52 31 38 51 34 60 .... 309
27 28 35 34 32 47 .... 231
29 27 34 30 35 47 .... 235
13 10 19 10 15 20 .... 105
15 10 21 10 14 18 .... 106
67 69 55 50 43 50 .... 397
68 74 57 52 43 49 .... 405
53 47 60 44 67 62 .... 393
58 53 62 45 69 63 .... 4211
32 32 29 33 20 24 .... 209
33 33 27 34 22 25 .... 214
8 11 9 10 9 20 .... 85
9 10 9 8 10 .16 .... s0
40 23 26 27 37 31 .... 218
40 23 26 30 34 31 .... 219
51 68 36 56 40 60 .... 380
54 60 49 57 40 64 .... 393
3 5 4 3 7 3 .... 30
3 5 4 3 7 3 .... 30

17 9 12 12 9 15 .... 81
16 10 If It 8 13 .... 77
16 10 9 12 11 Ii0 .... 81
12 :10 9 9 12 10 .... 74
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S. PORRES7IELD IGH SCHOOL
Enrolments

Mr MOILER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) What were the enrolment figures

for Forrestfield High School as at
1st March, 1975 and 1976, ex-
eluding those students connected
with the Swan View High School?

(2) What is the anticipated enrol-
ment for Forrestfield High
School for the Year 1977?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) March 1975: Year

March 1976: Year
Year

8
8
9

(2) February 1977, anticipated-
Year 8 ..
Year 9 ..
Year 10 ..

181
230
188

225
239
179

Total 643

9. EASTERN HILLS, HIGH SCHOOL
Courses

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

What courses or subjects are at
present available to students at-
tending Eastern Hills High
School?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
UPPER SCHOOL

English
English Literature
Mathematics I
Mathematics fl1
Mathematics mI
Mathematics IV
Biology
Chemistry
Human Biology
Physics
Economics
Geography
History
Art
Accountancy
Home Economics
Technical Drawing
Sport
French
Stenography

LOWER SCHOOL
Core Subjects:

English
Mathematics
Science
Social Studies

Options:
Metalwork General
Metalwork Applied
Grooming and Deportment
Film Making

10.

Photography
Woodwork General
'French
Woodwork Applied
Home Making
Outdoor Education
Technical Drawing General
Typing Personal
Typing Vocational
Food and Nutrition
Metalwork F.7.
Transport
Clothing and Fabrics
Art/Craft
Home Handyman
Vocational Art
Drama

Other Subjects:
Human Relations
Health Education
Physical Education
Music (Instrumental)
Music (Choral)

SCHOOLS
Kalamunda Electorate: Enrolments
Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

What are the enrolment figures
for grades 4, 5, 6 and 7 at the
following primary schools-
(a) Forrestfield;
(b) High Wycombe;
(c) Maids Vale;
(d) Wattle Grove?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
School Grades

4 5 6 7
(a) Forreatfield 86 91 97 79
(b) High Wycombe 66 77 72 80
(c) Maids Vale 46 46 39 46
(d) Wattle Grove 14 16 13 19

As at let August. 1976.

11. MUNDARING SCHOOL
Additions

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it proposed to carry out addi-

tions or improvements at the
Mundaring Primary School during
1976-77?

(2) If so, would the Minister clarify
proposals?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) Yes, Additions and im-

provements have been listed for
inclusion in the 1976-77 building
programme of the Education
Department.
When the General Loan Fund
Estimates are presented to Parlia-
ment by the Treasurer, further
details may be provided.
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12. MUNDARIqG SCHOOL
Clzassrooms: Fees

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

What was the total cost for docu-
mentation and consultant fees in-
curred under the previous prop-
osal to add three classrooms to
the present Mundaring Primary
School?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
The total cost was $4 287.67
Including architectural, structural
and electrical consultant fees and
disbursements.

13. MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT
Income Taxt Group Certificates

Mr MOLLER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Have taxation group certificates

been Provided to all sections of
the Main Roads Department
workforce?

(2) If "No"-
(a) what sections or groups are

Yet to receive their certific-
ates: and

(b) what is the reason for the
delay?

Mr O'C
(1) No.
(2) (a)

ONNOR replied:

Wages staff.

14.

15.

(b) A combination of unusual
factors associated with the
computerised processing sys-
tem has now been overcome
which should allow the cer-
tificates to be Issued this Fri-
day. Application for exten-
sion of time on behalf of
these employees has been
made to the Australian Taxa-
tion Office.

School
Total

Enrolment

SCHOOLS
Music Tuition

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) (a) How many primary schools

provide music tuition; and
(b) would the Minister list the

schools?
(2) Is tuition Provided by teachers

appointed to the particular schools
or is it by way of Periodical visits
to the schools by members of the
Education Department music
section?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) All schools offer a music pro-

gramme.
(2) Both types.

SCHOOLS
Kalamunda and Mundaring

Electorates: Teachers
and Enrolments

Mr MOLLER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) How many teachers, full time and

casual, are appointed to the fol-
lowing schools--

Gooseberry Hill,
Kalamunda,
Walliston,
Lesmurdie,
Helena Valley.
Darlington,
Glen Forrest,
Swan View,
Mundaring,
Parkerville,
Mt. Helena,
Childlow,
Wooroloo?

(2) What are these schools' enrolment
figures?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) As at 1st August. 1976-

Pull-time Part-time

Gooseberry Hil _.
Kalamunda ... ..
Walliston.... ...
Lesmurdie... ..
Helena Valley ..
Darlington... ..
Glen Forrest ..
Swan View.. ..
Mundaring
Parker ille ... ..
Mount Helena ..
Chidlow ... ..
Wooroloo, .. ..

372
660
324
598
106
411
214
405
219
80

393
.77
74

15 One at two fifths time

One at two fifths time

One at one fifth time
One at two fifths time
One at one fifth time
One at two fifths time
One at two fifths time
One at one tenth time
One at one fifth time
One at one tenth time
One at one fifth time

465)
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16. PENSIONERSa (2) If "Yes" will he please clearly
Drivers' Licences,: Free Issue

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Did he read the article in The

Sunday Times this week under
the heading "Licence Blow to
W.A. Pensioners"?

(2) If "No" will he please read it and
comment?

(3) If "Yes" would he comment on the
reported attitude of the Road
Traffic Authority with regard to
the basic figure relating to pen-
sioners' income for determinina
eligibility for the grant of a free
motor vehicle registration?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) At Present this matter is under

consideration by the Treasurer.

FRUIT FLY
Baiting: Eastern Gold fields

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Would he please outline what

liability, if any, attaches to an
occupier of premises in the East-
ern Goldfields, upon which fruit
trees exist, in the matter of spray-_
Ing or baiting for fruit fly infesta-
tion?

(2) Is he satisfied that proper control
measures are being effected in the
Goldfields area to combat fruit
fly?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Under the Plant Diseases Act

owners and occupiers of orchards
are required to adopt the measures
prescribed in the regulations to
eradicate and prevent the spread
of fruit fl. The prescribed
measures include the frequent
removal and safe disposal of fallen
fruit and the application of bait-
ing mixtures or cover sprays to
the fruit trees.

(2) Detailed information of the posi-
tion in the Goldfields area Is not
currently available.

18. REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
Geraldton: Responsibilities

Mr CARR, to the Minister Co-ordinat-
ing Economic and Regional Develop-
ment:
(1) Is It correct to Interpret his answer

to question 9 of 11th August last
as meaning that the regional ad-
ministrator in Geraldton will, in
fact, have "clearly defined dele-
gated responsibilities for on-the-
spot decision making concerning
local matters"?

19.

define these responsibilities?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) From the series of questions on

this and related matters asked by
the member, It would appear that
he neither understands the role
of a regional administrator nor
appreciates that the work
of the officer concerned is some-
thing that will develop In a logical
way as he becomes established in
his role-working in close co-
operation with all Government
departments and Instrumental!-
ties, as well as the local authority.
It is certainly not intended, nor
is it desirable, to place the officer
in the position that his activities
are inhibited by too strict a list
of delegated responsibilities at the
start of his work.
The member can be assured with
the experience in other areas and
with the close contact that will be
maintained, the officer will be In
no doubt about his responsibilities
as they vary with changing cir-
cumnstances.
If the member has objections to
the proposal, I suggest he declares
them.
On the other hand, if he Is
genuinely Interested in knowing
more about the functions of the
office, I will gladly discuss the
matter with him.

DATA BANKS
Safeguarding of Privacy

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Justice:
(1) To what extent has the Govern-

ment acted upon the recommenda-
tions of the committee appointed
to examine the question of privacy
and data banks?

(2) (a) Is it correct that the com-
mittee recommended that an
Individual could be informed
of information held in Gov-
ernment files, concerning him-
self, except in certain circum-
stances; and

(b) is one of these circumstances
relevant to the revealing of
Information contrary to the
Public interest?

(3) If "Yes"-
(a) will the Minister give an as-

surance that it will not be a
cover to withhold Govern-
ment information for political
reasons or Purely for the sake
of convenience of Cavern-
ment departments; and

171.
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(b) will the Minister give his
interpretation?

(4) What action is planned by the
Government to Investigate the
question of privacy in non-Gov-
ernment areas, such as informa-
tion held by credit-reporting
agencies?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) The Government has adopted the

report and is currently putting
the recommendations into effect.
The approval of the Presiding
Officers of the Parliament has
been obtained to utilising the ser-
vices of the Parliamentary Com-
missioner for Administrative
Investigations as recommended.
All departments have been in-
structed by the Premier's Depart-
ment to initiate administrative
action to implement the relevant
recommendations, Including a
review of standards of building
security.

(2) (a) Yes.
(b) Yes.

(3) (a) The recommendation of the
committee was that where an
individual is refused access to
information concerning him
which is held by the Govern-
ment, the facts of the matter
should be reported to the
Parliamentary Commissioner.
who should then make such
Inquiry as he deems fit as to
the accuracy of the particular
inf ormation and communicate
to the custodian thereof such
views as he has concerning
the propriety of-
(1) refusing to disclose such

Information to the in-
quirer;

(2) retaining such informa-
tion on record;

(3) using such Information In
any way that may preju-
dice the person concerned.

(b) The protections the member
apparently seeks are con-
tained In the powers to be
exercised by the Parliamen-
tary Commissioner's commit-
tee as set out in the report.

(4) The Government has agreed to
the State's Law Reform Comnmis-
sion co-operating with the Aus-
tralian Law Reform Commission
In the latter body's present exer-
cise to Investigate and report on
the whole area of privacy. The
Government does not propose to
take any action with regard to the
matter of privacy in non-
Government areas until a rep)ort
is received.

20. SCHOOLS
Site Areas

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) How many primary schools have

total site areas of more than four
hectares?

(2) Would the Minister list them?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) As this question involves.

considerable research the Infor-
mnation will be supplied by letter
once it ha8 been compiled.

21. SWAN VIEW HIGH SCHOOL
Enrolments an1d Stage I

Mr MOILERt. to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

Referring to Swan View High
School, will the Minister clarify-
(1) Is it proposed for the school

to cater for Years 8 to 10 only
or 8 to 12 years?

(2) (a) What is the anticipated
enrolment at the school
for 1977; and

(b) would the Minister pro-
vide a breakdown of the
figure arrived at?

(3) In view of the tact that the
construction is only the first
stage of development, will
there be adequate classroom
accommodation to cater for
both for first years 1977 and
second years now attending
Forrestfleld High School?

(4) What were the highest and
lowest tenders received for the
construction of stage 1 of the
Swan view High School when
previously called for in 1974?

(5) What is the contract price for
the construction of stage 1 of
the school now under con-
struction?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) The school will cater far years 8

and 9 in 1977; this will be
extended to year 10 in 1978. The
question of senior high school
status and the provision of year
11 and 12 courses will be examined
in 1978.

(2) (a) 392
(b) Year 8: 271; Year 9: 121.

(3) Due to the combined intake of
year 8 and year 9 pupils, some
temporary accommodation may be
necessary_ for 1977.

(4) Highest: $1 378 652
Lowest: $1 048 805.

(5) $1 457617.
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22. SWAN VIEW SCHOOL
AND HIGH SCHOOL

Retaining Walls
Mr MOILER. to the minister for
Works:
(1) Why is it considered necessary to

place a retaining wall around sand
pads at the present construction
stage of the Swan View High
School, bearing in mind that no
retaining walls are provided
around the high sand pads at the
present construction stage of the
Swan View Primary School?

(2> Does he consider that retaining
walls are necessary at both
schools?

(3) If "Yes" will he ensure that they
are positioned at the primary
school construction site imme-
diately?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Retaining walls to retain sandfill

are necessary at the Swan View
High School because of the site
levels and space limitations occa-
sioned by the number of buildings
and recreational facilities pro-
vided on the site.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

23. STATE GOVERNMVENT
INSURANCE OFFICE

Consultants
Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:
(1) How many different firms of con-

sultants were engaged in connec-
tion with the State Government
Insurance Office?

(2) Who were they?
(3) What was the cost of each?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) One.
(2) Coopers & Lybrand Services.
(3) $7 850.

24. APPRENTICES
Government Departments and

Instru~mentalities
Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

How many apprentices surplus to
the State's requirements were em-
ployed by State departments and
agencies in 1975-76?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
State Government departments
and 'instrumentalities had In
training 1 282 apprentices as at
30th June, 1970. This Includes
119 additional apprentices paid
for by the Commonwealth and to
be transferred to Industry after
training. An additional 17
apprentices suspended by private

industry have also been taken
on by Government departments.
There are no apprentices in
training surplus to the State's
requirements.

25. CONSUMER AFFAIRS COUNCIL
Membershfip

Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:
(1) Who were the members of the

Consumer Affairs Council on 1st
April. 1974?

(2) Who were the members of the
Consumer Affairs Council on 1st
July, 1976?

(3) Who were the deputy members of
the Consumer Affairs Council on
1st April, 1974?

(4) Who were the deputy members of
the Consumer Affairs Council on
1st July, 1976?

(5) What were the reasons for the re-
placement of members?

(6) What were the reasons for the re-
placement of deputy members?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) The members of the Consumer

Affairs Council on 1st April, 1974,
were:

Professor A. M. Kerr
(Chairman)

Mr J. A. Samuel
Mr G. M. Chance
Mr -E. C. Eeriness
Mr A. S. Rosenwax
Mr W. P. Harry

* Mrs R. Coleman
Miss P. F. Thomas

* Mr J. V. Lyall
Mr E. Munch-Petersen
Mr P. F. Cook
Mr N. H. Reamn

(2) The members of the Council on
lst July, 1918, were:

Professor R. M. C. Lourens
(Chairman)

Mr J. A. Samuel
Mr 0. M. Chance
Mr E. C. Benness
Mr J. R. Bunce

*Mr K. Simpson
Mrs P. Silver
Miss P. F. Thomas
Mr J. V. Lyall
Mrs H. P. Balfe
Mr M. E. Burns
Mr N. H. Hearn

(3) The deputy members of the Con-
sumer Affairs Council on 1st April,
1974, were:

Professor R. T. Appicyard
Mr R. D. Nicholson
Mr K. T1. Marsh
Mr J. R. Bunce
Mr J. R. Millar
Mr A. Wilkinson
Mrs M4. Howlett
Mrs E. M4. May
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Mrs 1. P. Barrett
Mrs J. EI. Roberts
Mr M. E. Burns
Mr C. 0. Hammond

(4) The deputy members of the
council on 1st July, 1970, were:

Professor A. M. Kerr
Mr J. R. Adams
Mr K. T. Marsh
Mr R. H. Liddell
Mr J. R. Millar
Mr A. Wilkinson
Mrs M. C. King
Mrs J. E. Roberts
Mrs D. Dettman
Mrs E. M. May
Mr P. F. Cook
Mr C. 0. Hammond.

(5) and (8) In some cases the changes
were requested by the Individuals
for various personal reasons. In
others, changes were made to give
the council the benefit of new
views from the various areas of
representation from which the
council is drawn.

26. CONSUMER AFFAIRS COUNCIL
Recommendations for Action.

Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) How many recommendations for

action by the Government have
been presented by the Consumer
Affairs Council since 1st April,
1974?

(2) What are the details of each re-
commendation?

Mr
(1)
(2)

GRAYDEN replied:
Ten.
MI Consumer Affairs Act

(a) Change of name
(b) Definition of goods to In-

clude land and Interests
in land

(c) Upper limit for Commis-
sioner to act to be $5 000

(d) Offence for any person to
use the name of the
bureau without authorlsa-
tion.

0iI) Door to Door Sales Act
Inclusion of all goods and
services subject to certain
exemptions, changes in per-
mitted hours of calling, identi-
fication cards and cooling-off
period.

(i) Consumer Education Funds
Allocation for financial year.

(tv) Small Claims Tribunal Act
Establishment of tribunal.

(v') Landlord and Tenant
Bond money and need for
Joint inspections at com-
mencement and termination
of tenancy.

(vi) Dangerous Goods
Establishment of Products
Safety Committee.

(vii) Motor Vehicle Insurance
Endorsement of Law Reform
Commission's report.

(viii) Titles for Vehicles subject to
Hire Purchase
System of vehicle registration
to indicate hirer and owner.

(ix) Harsh and Unconscionable
Contracts
Legislation not be enacted.

(x) Consumer Representatives on
Builders Registration Board
(a) Consumers' representative

be appointed to board
(b) Board be empowered to

cancel or suspend regis-
tration of a builder

(c) Board be empowered to
Issue work orders.

27. TECHNICAL SCHOOL ADVISORY
COMMITTEES
Appointments

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Under what regulations are ap-

pointments made to technical
school advisory committees?

(2) How many members are permitted
to be appointed to such com-
mittees under the regulation?

(3) How many members are now ap-
pointed to the Midland Technical
School advisory committee?

(4) What criteria are used to deter-
mine the suitability of nominees
for such committees?

(5) For what reason was my nomina-
tion to the Midland Technical
School advisory committee re-
jected by the Minister?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Appointments to technical school

advisory committees are made
under Education Department
Regulations Nos. 253 and 2W.

(2) The regulations permit a maxi-
mum of 15 members.

(3) Eleven members.
(4) The principal of the school or

college submits to the Director of
Technical Education the names of
persons considered by him to suit-
ably represent the community
within which the school Is situ-
ated. He is required to have
regard for two factors:
(a) That the industry and com-

munity generally is well repre-
sented.
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(b) That the nominees, in his
opinion, will make a contri-
bution to the affairs of the
committee,

(5) It is considered that no reason
need be given.

28. GOVERNMENT PROJECTS
Deferment

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Premier:
Will he list the various Govern-
ment projects which have been
deferred as a consequence of the
Federal Government's financial
restrictions?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
It is not practicable to provide
such a list because, whether or
not a project goes ahead depends
on the availability of funds from
either State or Commonwealth
sources and the State Budgets are
still being framed.
In due course, capital and recur-
rent programmes for this year will
be presented to Parliament show-
Ing work planned and sources of
funds including funds provided
under Commonwealth pro-
grammes.
It will be apparent that if Com-
monwealth funds are restricted in
some areas, less work can be done
overall than would be the case if
more money were available, but
it is not feasible to identify each
project so affected at this Junc-
ture.

29. TRAFFIC
Prfrscep Street, Collie: Crossing

Mr T. H. JONES. to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) When is it anticipated that the

Prtncep Street crossing will be
completed at Collie?

(2) Will the flashing lights be operat-
ing when the crossing is opened?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) End of November, i976.
<2) Yes.

under the Act. The licence fee
itself being determined having
regard to the nature of the goods
and their associated value.

(2) No. Refer to Ci) above.

31. GEOGRAPHE BAY ROAD
Rain Damage

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) Is it correct that part of the
Geographe Bay Road. Busselton
leading to Wonnerup was washed
away recently?

(2) If so, will he advise the extent of
the damage?

(3) What amounts of money were
- spent upgrading the road and area

last year?
(4) Is the Government considering

ways of finding a permanent solu-
tion to the problem?

Mr O'NEIL, replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Destruction of the road pave-

ment, and removal of the road
base, to varying degrees over 400
metres length of the road.

(3) None. Only maintenance
undertaken.

was

(4) The road is controlled by the
Shire of Buaselton.

32. VERMIN PROOF FENCE
Relocation

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agricultuire:
(1) Is he aware that a recent public

meeting at Latham unanimously
resolved that the existing vermin
Proof fence needs to be relocated
to include properties to the east
of the present alignment?

(2)
30. ROAD TRANSPORT

Commercial Goods Vehicle Licence
Mr T. H. JONES. to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) What are the criteria used by the

Transport Commission to deter-
mine charges for a 'Commercial
Goods Vehicle Licence'?

(2) Are different fees levied in dif-
ferent shires?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The class of goods and in most

instances the distance travelled
determines the licence fee levied

In view of the extensive damage
to crops and pasture in the area,
will the Government give Priority
to the construction of a vermin
fence to include all present amable
properties from north of the
Wannara Road, south to the pre-
sent fence on location 418 along
the eastern side of Lake Monger?

Mr OLD replied:
(i) Yes.
(2) The Agriculture Protection Board

is investigating modifications to
the fence system in the East
Perenjori and other areas.
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33. MEAT COMMISSION
Cool Storage Space

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What is the total cool storage

space for beef, mutton, lamb and
offal available to the Western
Australian Meat Commission at--
(a) Midland Junction Abattoirs;
(b) W.A. Meat Exports, Robb

Jetty?
(2) Of the total capacity available as

indicated to the answer in (1),
what amount is available for the
storage of beef, mutton, lamb and
offal in each of the centres re-
ferred to?

(3) What quantities of beef or mut-
ton or lamb or offal have been
received in W.A. Meat Commis-
sionh cool storage at-
(a) Midland;
(b) Robb Jetty,
from any other State in the
months of June, July and August
of this year?

Mr
(1)

OLD replied:
Total freezer storage capacity
Is-
(a) 7 000 tonnes

* (b) 6 900 tonnes.
(2) Capacity is not specifically allo-

cated to beef, mutton, lamb or
* offal.
(3) (a) Nil

(b)
June July August

Beef 38 tonneo 16 tonnes 57 toines
Mutton1
Lamb Nil Nil Nil
Offal

At this time only 131 tonnes of
this beef remain in store.

34. DROUGHT
Compensation for Stocke Losses

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Does the Government propose to

introduce a plan to dispose of
and compensate farmers for
stock of no commercial value from
drought areas?

(2) If "Yes" will he indicate the de-
tails?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) The present position is

that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment is currently considering a
request by the State Government
to finance a slaughter subsidy
scheme for stock of no commer-
cial value.
The plan is that stock be slaugh-
tered and burled at selected areas
under shire supervision. The

subsidy would be at the rate of
$5.00 per head for cattle ($4.50 to
the farmer and 50 cents to the
shire) and 50 cents per head for
sheep (40 cents to the farmer, 10
cents to the shire).

35. NANNUP HOSPITAL
Extensions

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:

When is it expected that work on
the proposed extensions to the
Nannup hospital will commence?

Mr RIDGE replied:
Although funds were approved for
upgrading facilities at the hos-
pital further consideration because
of age and condition of the build-
Ing elicited that it would be im-
practicable to proceed with the
proposal to renovate and remodel
specific substandard areas. Con-
sideration is now being given to
the replacement of these areas
with transportable units, but it
will be some time before new pro-
posals can be discussed with the
hospital board.

36. SWAN VIEW SCHOOL
Land Acquisition

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

Referring to the proposed acquisi-
tion of additional land for the
Swan View Primary School site-
(a) is the Minister now in a posi-

tion to assure me that the
acquisition of the land will be
finalised by the middle of
September; and

(b) what date does he anticipate
the land will be available to
the school and students?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(a) No. Negotiations are proceed-

ing at present.
(b) As soon as the land is

acquired.

37. TELEPHONES
Uniform Call Charge

Mr McPHARLIN, to the Premier:
Will the Goverfnent give con-
sideration to recommending to the
Federal Government that Telecom
Australia undertake a thorough
survey to ascertain whether a
uniform telephone call charge
throughout Australia would be
a practical and acceptable system
to adopt?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Representations have, In the past,
been made to the Federal Govern-
ment reference PMG (now Tele-
corn Australia) to Introduce a
uniform charge for telephone calls
throughout Australia.
Many reasons have been advanced
'why it is not possible to introduce
a uniform charge. Most of these
will be known to the member.
However, further representations
will be made to the Federal Glov-
ernment at an appropriate time,
requesting Telecom Australia to
undertake an updated survey on
the Practicability and accepta-
bility of a uniform telephone call
charge.
I am not too sanguine about a
result which would be satisfactory
at this stage, but-as is the case
with a number of other State-
wide essential services--progress
towards uniformity can be made
if there is persistence, especially
where volume is increasing in
some areas.

SALES TAX ACT
Review

Mr MePHARLIN, to the Premier:
Will the Government recommend
that the Federal Treasurer review
the Sales Tax Act to remove the
anomaly of sales tax being
charged on goods at cost into store
or warehouses at various centres
throughout Western Australia?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The anomaly of sales tax being
charged on the additional trans-
port costs of goods to country
warehouses, has been the subject
of representations to the Com-
monwealth Government on a
number of occasions.
The most recent approach was
from a meeting of Commonwealth
and State Ministers for Industrial
flevelopment, who again asked
that the basis of assessing sales
tax be altered to omit these ad-
ditional costs.
However, successive Common-
wealth Governments have not
been Prepared to accede to the
requests on the grounds that It
would add greatly to the admin-
istrative difficulties of collecting
the tax and may introduce other
anomalies. This will not prevent
us pursuing the matter further
as opportunities occur,

39. PRIVATE RAILWAY CROSSINGS
Abolition o) Charge

Mr MePHARLIN, to the Minister for
Transport:-

Will he consider discontinuing the
charge or rental on private rail
crossings?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No. The annual charge is a main-
tensane fee which at present is
$7.50 per annum.

40.

41.

The charge is much less than the
actual cost involved in replacing
the crossing timbers and tamping
and lining the track when replace-
ment becomes necessary.

This question was postponed.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
Last Pay Period

The SPEAKER: I have an announce-
ment to make in regard to ques-
tion 41. I advise that part (3)
of the question contains an objec-
tionable phrase which readers
that part of the question inad-
missible. I so rule that part (3)
be not asked or answered in its
present form.
I regret that earlier action was
not taken when the question was
asked without notice, and I sug-
gest the question be reworded, and
be asked either with or without
notice.

Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:
(1) On what date In June, 1975, did

the last pay day occur for each
of the following departments-
(a) Education teaching and other

staff;
(b) 'Hospitals;
(C) Railways;
(d) Police:
(e) Mental Health Services;
(I) Public Health;
(g) Public Works;
(h) Country Water Supplies;
Ci) Agriculture;
(j) Community Welfare;
(k) Road Traffic Authority;
(1) all others?

(2) What was the Education Depart-
ment vote for salaries for year
30th June, 1976?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) (a) Education-Teaching staff

17th June, 1978; other staff
24th June, 1976.

(b) Hospitals-determnined by re-
spective hospitals either 17th
June or 24th June, 1976.

38.
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(c) Railways-Salaried staff 25th
June, 1976.

(d) Police-24th June, 1976.
(e) Mental Health Services-

Nurses and allied staff 17th
June, 1976; other staff 24th
June, 1976.

(f) Public Healtb-24th June,
1976.

(g) Public Works-Salaried staff
24th June, 1976.

(b) Country Water Supplies--
Salaried staff 24th June, 1976.

(I) Agriculture-24th June, 1976.
(J) Community Wellfare-24th

June, 1976.
(k) Road Traffic Authority-24th

June, 1976.
(1) All others--generally-24th

June, 1976.
(2) $168 993 000.
(3) In view of your ruling, Mr

Speaker, I will not be able to give
the very well-worded answer I
had prepared as an appropriate
reply to this part of the question.

The SPEAKER: That part of the
answer will have to be struck out.
I will direct the Clerk to take the
necessary action. The third part
of the question will probably be
reworded and again asked of the
Premier either on notice or with-
out notice.

NICKEL MINING
Matte and Concentrates

Production
Mr GREWAB. to the Minister for
Mines:

Could he provide the following
Inform ation-
(1) What is the tonnage of nickel

matte presently produced by
the Hampton smelter?

(2) What is the maximum capa-
city of this plant?

(3) How much matte is produced
far Western Mining Com-
pany?

(4) How much of this i~s exported
through the Port of Pre-
mantle?

(5) (a) What is the expected
quantity of matte that.
will be produced from
c oncentrates from Agnew

Mning Company's de-
posits:

(b) would the entire tonnage
be exported?

(6) Is it anticipated that any
nickel concentrate will be ex-
ported through the Port of
Esperance from Agnew?

(7) If Amiax Endeavour com-
mence mining at Porrestonia.
will the company-
(a) be exporting concentrate:

or
(b) will it be converting this

material to nickel matte
at the Hampton smelter?

(8) What would be the expected
tonnage of both exported
from Western Australian
ports?

(9) What are the present ports
of destination for matte-
(a) now produced:
(b) likely to be produced as

a result of Agnew and
Amax Endeavour's en-
terprises?

Sir Charles Court (for Mr MEN-
SAROS) replied:

(1) 47 000 tonnes of matte.
(2) 48000 tonnes of matte at

concentrate grade of appro-
ximately 11.5%.

(3) 39 000 tonnes.
(4) Of the total production 41 000

tonnes Is exported and 6 000
tonnes treated at the refinery.

(5) (a) The company is consider-
ing a production rate
which should produce ap-
proximately 12000 to
15 000 tonnes of matte.

(b) Yes.

43.

(6) Markets have not yet been
determined.

(7) (a) and (b) It is premature
to expect any decisions
at this Juncture.,

(8) Answered by (7). Preliminary
feasibility studies have ex-
amined levels of production
in the order of 60000 tonnes
of concentrate.

(9) (a) F'remantle.
(b) Will depend on decision

In regard to smelting and
marketing of product.

RECREATION
Point Walter Camnp

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister represent-
ig the Minister for Recreation:
(1) In respect of the Government's

decision to embark upon a study
to determine a programme for the
progressive establishment of a
metropolitan replacement for the
Point Walter Camp-
(a) who will be responsible for

conducting the study:
(b,) what areas of the metropoli-

tan area are to be considered
by the study?
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(2) What is the estigrnted annual
running costs of the Point Walter
camp?

(3) How many-
(a) students;
(b) organisations,
visited and made use of the camp
facilities during 1974 and 1975?

(4) What amount of Federal Govern-
ment financial support was avail-
able for use on the camp for each
year between 1970 to 1976 in-
clusive?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) (a) Community Recreation Coun-

cil in co-operation with the
Education Department.

(b) Various areas will be consi-
dered including Whe Mussel
Pool area and the Community
Recreation Council's Sorrento
Reserve.

(2) Year Recurrent capital
$ $

1973 (2nd half) 20 544 5191
1974 48885 29 082
1975 54164 117732
1976 40000 -

(budget figure)
(3) Year Number of Number of

People Organisa-
tions

1973 (2nd half) 2 905 28
1974 5435 43
1975 4983 41

(4) Amounts referred to above in
answer to part 2 are almost ex-
clusively Commonwealth funds.

44. This question was postponed.

QUESTIONS (7): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. IRON ORE
Marandoo Projet: Discussions with

Japanese
Mr MAY, to the Premier:
(1) During the current visit to Japan

by the Minister for Industrial
Development, will he be discussing
with the Japanese steel mills the
possible development of the Mar-
andoo project?

(2) If not, will the Premier indicate
the express purpose of the Min-
ister's visit?

Sir
(1)

CHARLES COURT replied:
and (2) The Minister for Indust-
rial Development. Mines, and Fuel
and Energy, while In Japan. will
be discussing the whole of the
iron ore projects, both existing
and Proposed, with the Japanese
steel mills. Beyond that, I would
not be prepared to go at this stage.

Particularly as the Minister will
be back in the course of a day or
two.

2. GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS

Last Pay Period
Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:

In compliance with your sugges-
tion, Mr Speaker, and In order to
accommodate the Treasurer, I
would like to direct a question to
him without notice.
What was the actual expenditure
by the Education Department for
salaries, including the $8 million,
Paid by him before the 30th June.
1976, which ordinarily would have
been paid after the 30th June,
1976?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
In answering the question asked by
the honourable member, which
takes on a different complexion
altogether from the question he
put on the notice paper, I want
to say the total amount Is
$171 297 248.
That sum includes-and this is
where there is some conflict in
the question asked by the ijonour-
able member because he referred
to $8 million being placed in the
suspense account-as previously
explained to this Parliament an
amount of $5.882 million that
relates to education. I am assumn-
ing that is the relevant figure the
honourable member wants to know
in respect of the $171 297 248; that
is, in respect of salaries accrued
as at the 30th June. 1976.
An amount of $5.882 million was
accrued as at the 30th June, 1976,
for the Education Department as
its own separate share which
together with the other depart-
ments makes up the $8 million in
suspense.

3. HOUSING
Aborigines: Co-aoperation with Community

Welfare Department
Mr YOUNG, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has the Minister seen a report

in today's issue of The West Aus-
tralian relating to the reported
refusal of the Western Australian
State Housing Commission to co-
operate with the Department for
Community Welfare regarding
Aboriginal housing?

(2) Is the reported statement correct?
(3) If "Yes", Is the commission in the

future prepared to accept direc-
tion from the Department for
Community Welfare?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) It is substantially correct.
(3) The proposal was originally made

by the House of Representatives
Standing Committee on Aborigi-
nal Affairs, and recommended
that In any case of disagreement
between the State Housing Com-
mission and the Department for
Community Welfare concerning
the suitability of an Aboriginal
tenant to occupy a house, the
Housing Commission should be in-
vited to accept the advice of the
Department for Community Wel-
fare,
The State Housing Commission
has not been, and still is not, pre-
pared to accept the direction of
external agencies regarding who
will reside in 51W managed
houses. There Is a basic principle
Involved, because the State Hous-
ing Commission occupies the role
of landlord, and as such is
obliged to accept final responsi-
bility for management, mainten-
ance, and the general perf or-
mnance of the tenant with regard
to payment of rent, social be-
haviour, and standards of hy-
giene. The State Housing Comn-
mission readily accepts Its social
obligations and responsibility in
these matters, and in so doing
accepts the right to determine the
final choice of occupant.
In determining this choice, how-
ever, the commission does, and
will continue to have a close
working relationship with the
Department for community Wel-
fare, the Department of Aborigi-
nal Affairs, the Aboriginal
Advancement Council. the Abori-
ginal Advisory Council, the New
Era Fellowship and other or-
ganised, identifiable Aboriginal
groups. Such liaison and co-
operation is necessary to imple-
ment consistency in standards of
occupancy throughout Western
Australia, and to ensure that
whatever funding Is made avail-
able by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment for Aboriginal housing Is
utilised for the greatest benefit of
the Aboriginal people.
For the past two years Western
Australia has led the States' re-
quests to the commonwealth
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
for increased funding for Aborig-
nal housing and at the recent
Housing Ministers, Conference I
obtained the support of all other

State Housing Ministers to seek in-
creased allocations for this pur-
pose.

I would further add to the content of
that answer. We also expect the com-
munity to accept that the State Hou-
sing Commission has the responsibil-
ity to consider the waiting list. So
far as the obligation and the respon-
sibility which we have to the com-
munity are concerned. when a
Property is occupied by an Aboriginal
tenant there is also the responsibility
to those who have no property at all
tn which to reside. So far as policy
is concerned, at the present time,
where anti-social behaviour is in-
volved the commission will administer
its policy as I have just outlined. The
State Housing Conmmission will also
take into account the fact that we
have people on the waiting list who
do not have a house at all and we
will be doing everything we can to
make certain those people are provid-
ed with dwellings.

4. PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARY OF
THE CABINET

Appointment
Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:.
(1) Referring to the position of Parlia-

mentary Secretary of the Cabinet.
does the Premier intend to appoint
a successor to the member for
Scarborough or to make a new
appointment?

(2) If the Premier does not intend to
do anything, would he indicate
whether or not the Government
has made a decision with respect
to its intention to discontinue the
position?

Sir
(1)

5.

CHARLES COURT replied:
and (2) There is no intention on
the pert of the Government to
abolish the position of Parlia-
mentary Secretary of the Cabinet.
The Government has no intention
of making a replacement appoint-
ment at this stage.

RAILWAYS
Employees at Bridgetown, Manjimup,

and Pemberton
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How many-

(a.) Locomotive drivers;,
(b) Firemen;
(c) Guards;
(d) Head shunters;
(e) Shunters;
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are stationed in ea
lowing centres-

Bridgetown;
Manjimuip;
Pemberton;

at the present time
(2) Following the real

Westrail after the ri
Bridgetown is movei
on the 5th Septemt
of each of the five
employees referred
will be stationed
the centres-Bridgi
mup and Peniberto

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I thank the honey
for some notice of
The reply is as foll

Bridgetown

(1) (a) 10
(b) 9
(c) 8
(d) 1

(2) (a) -

(b) -

(d) -

(e) -

MANS

6. PABIJIAMENTAY 511CR]
THE CABIN'

Appointment

Mr BRYCE, to the Prei
I would like to
question on the sa
my earlier one.
If the Government
position of Paria
retary of the Cabin'
ful and important
Premier explain to
he does not inter
someone to that in

Sir CHARLES COURT
In reply to the hor
her I want to say
a matter which is
affair of the Oovei
day and I have ni
discussing it pub
stage.

7. TELFER GOLDMI
industrial Dispt

Mr HARMAN, to the
Labour and Industry:
(1) Is the Minister

dispute exists betwe
any constructing fo
mines--Austin Ande
trade union movemf

(2) What action has he
ally to resolve thed
between those two

oh of the Jol- Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) No action has been

requested by either party.

DROUGHT RELIEF
? Government Assistance: Grievance
~ganlsation by MR TUBBY (Greenough) [5.03 p.m.]; I
tilway depot at would like to take the opportunity of this
d to Marijimup grievance debate to draw to the attention
her, how m~any of the House the problems of the farmers
*categories of In the drought-affected areas. A very large

toIn eac1o proportion of my electorate isa affected, and
ion, anji- with the exception of two shires whichtown Maji- have declared a portion of their shiresni? drought affected, all the other shires have

declared their whole areas drought
rable member affected.
the question. The drought is the worst known in this

)Ws_ area which, as members know, Is one of
Imup Pemberton the most highly productive wheat-growing

1 1 areas in the State. 'This season only about
S 75 per cent of the anticipated area was

- - sown, and, of this portion, It is considered
- - at least 80 per cent will be a crop failure.

- This is a tremendous blow to the farmers
13 - concerned as well as to country business
11 - people and the State as a whole.
10 1 would like to indicate to members the
1 costs which farmers are facing for the
2 coming year. Most farmers will have to

purchase their seed this year because of
the crop failure, and at the rate of 60

IJTARY OF kilograms per hectare, It will cost the
farmer $7 per hectare.

The fertiliser commonly used in the
nier: area is 18.18 Agras and this will coat the

~sk furher farmer $18 per hectare for 129 kilograms.
mek s u e Fuel has been estimated at $5 per hectareme sbjec as and repairs and replacement parts at $5.

This will mean a direct cost of $35 per
Considers the hectare to the farmer without taking into

mentary See- consideration labour and other overheads
et to be a use- such as depreciation and so on. I ask
one, will the members to bear in mind that farmers

the House why will have to face up to these costs In a
td to appoint complete drought situation with no antici-
ositlon? pated Income at all for the financial year
replied: 1976-77.
Lourable mein- I anticipate that it will take at least

that this is five years for farmers to overcome the
entirely the effects of this drought. There will be no

* nment of the wheat income th~s year and In my opinion
intention of farmers will need at least five years to

licly at this overcome the terrible setback they have
suff ered.

In much of this area there is no stock
NES f eed whatever and stock numbers have

been seriously depleted. In fact, in some
ife cases all stock have been disposed of

Minister for while In others just a few breeders have
been retained. To retain these breeders

aware that a it will cost the farmers $10 to $12 a head
.en the camp- for sheep, and approximately $50 a head
rTelfer Gold- f or cattle, and we must remember that

rson-and the farmers will have no income coming in.
mnt? The financial position of the farmers
taken person- will have a tremendous impact on the

ispute existing shire councils and rural businesses, In-
organisations? eluding employees.
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Another section of the farming com-
munity with added problems covers those
farmers who operate outside the vermin-
Proof fence. Not only have these farmers
to face up to a severe drought situation,
but also their properties have been over-
run completely by migrating emus. On the
Properties outside the protective fence,
all fences have been flattened and ruined.
Approximately 38 farms are involved In
Northampton Shire and east of Perenjori,
and to give members some indication of
the income from these areas, nine far-
mers east of Perenjori produced approxi-
mately $980 000-worth of grain last year.

I believe some consideration has been
given to the resiting of the vermin-proof
fence to protect these farmers. However,
a great deal more consideration should be
given to this problem, particularly when
we take into account that these farmers
pay taxes and rates as do farmers who
have the protection of the fence.

Farmers generally in my electorate are
very grateful to the Government for the
speedy action it has taken. Within a week
of areas being declared drought affected,
the Minister for Agriculture toured the
area. His visit was very much appreciated,
as was his practical approach to the situ-
ation.

We have bad also tremendous co-
operation from the Minister for Tranls-port who has organised express trains in
and out of the areas. Road trains, which
are normally very restricted as far as the
south-west of the State is concerned, have
been permitted greater access to assist
farmers In drought-affected areas.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has three minutes.

Mr TUBBY: The Farmers' Union is
pressing strongly for some form of sub-
sidy to offset the costs involved in the
slaughtering of stock. The opinion ex-
pressed by the union Is that the Govern-
ment would have been Involved in some
costs had the farmers been able to agist
the stock. At the very least the Gov-
erment would have been responsible for
returning stock to affected properties at
the completion of the drought. I feel
some consideration should be given to this
aspect.

Farmers are accepting this drought situ-
ation as one of the hazards of their occu-
pation. They are not looking for handouts,
but they are asking that people accept
the situation and give help wherever pos-
sible. I would like to hear the comments
of the Minister for Agriculture on this
matter.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) [5.10 p.m.]: I thank the mem-
ber for Greenough for bringing to our
notice the Plight of the farmers in his

area. I assure him that the Government
is very conscious of the situation in which
the drought-affected farmers have been
placed. It was rather fortunate for West-
ern Australia that general rain fell last
weekend, and while this will not be of
great benefit to the people concerned In
the area described by the member for
Greenough, it has at least contained the
drought to those areas already badly
affected, and it will assure a season in a
large part of the agricultural areas of the
State.

I can well understand the problems be-
setting farmers in the honourable mem-
ber's electorate. We are concerned about
the amount of money invested in planting
crops anid fertilising the ground. I am
Informed by my officers that the fertiliser
which has been applied will have residual
value, and while this may be of little com-
fort today, it will be of some benefit when
the season breaks, which I hope will be
early next year.

We are well aware that most of the
farmers in this area will have no actual
income this Year, but it is recognised that
some will be in receipt of income from
past grain pools. I do not say this in any
derogatory manner, but just as a fact that
some farmers will receive some income. I
agree it will certainly not be sufficient to
offset the loss they are encountering at

thi stage.
The Government stands ready to assist

those who are unable to meet their normal
commitments, and this is demonstrated
by the fact that normal drought loans are
available to farmers in need and those
who are unable to obtain loans from their
normal banking or stock firm sources.
These loans will be at concessional rates
of interest and there will be a repayment
holiday plus an interest capitalisation for
the first two years.

Mr H. D. Evans: Do you know offhand
how many loans have been taken out?

Mr OLD: At this stage I am afraid I
cannot give any accurate figures. While
the limit of the loan is set currently at
$10 000, the Government in making the
initial announcement made it clear that
this amount was not to be taken as the
maximum. If need can be shown, the
amount of the loan will be reconsidered.

It Is fortunate the drought has at least
been relieved in some areas, and that a
season Is assured In others, because as the
honourable member mentioned, stock
replacement will be a problem. This
problem will now be relieved to a certain
degree.

The yardings at Midland Junction this
week Indicate that more People are holding
stock. Monday's and Tuesday's yarding
figures were down to 28 000 sheep, in direct
contrast to the figures over the last five or
six weeks. I was Informed this morning
that stock sales in four centres have been
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postponed or cancelled. This indicates
that people are prepared to bold their
stock or to endeavour to agist it.

The honourable member referred to the
emu-proof fence. I have had requests from
People in the Latham-Perenjori and the
Northampton areas in this regard.

This matter is under consideration by
the Agriculture Protection Board. Incident-
ally, the board has done a great deal to
assist farmers in that area to control the
emus, and now men are available, work Is
proceeding quickly in an endeavour to
evaluate the situation. A submission is to
be put to the Government for the realign-
ment of the fence, and certainly we will
give it sympathetic consideration, when it
comes forward.

In answer to a question today I said
that the stock slaughter fee has been
referred to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. It is well known to all members
that drought relief measures must be
approved by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment in order to qualify for its assistance.Until we have the approval of the Com-
monwealth Government. we are unable to
move. However, as I said, this matter is
already before the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and an announcement will be made
as soon as we receive a reply.

Members would be well aware, of course,
that last week an announcement was made
regarding further transport subsidies.
Under certain circumstances, we are now
prepared to subsidlse 50 per cent of the
freight for store stock going to market. I
think this Is a very real and acceptable
subsidy to people in those areas. I can
assure the honourable member the Gov-
ernment is well aware of the situation, and
is keeping a close watch on it.

NUCLEAR-POWERED VESSELS
Cockburn Sound: Grievance

MR FLETCHER (fl'emantle) 15.16
p.m.): This is the first time I have availed
myself of the opportunity to participate In
a grievance debate. My grievance relates
to the presence of a nuclear-powered war-
ship in the Cockburn Sound area, presum-
ably invited here by the Prime Minister
with the support, no doubt, of the Premier.
Nuclear power does not worry me as much
as the prospect of that vessel being
nuclear armed. I do not know whether it
Is, and we certainly will not be told.
However, I do say it Is just a softening-up
exercise to make us accept visits by
nuclear-armed ships to our coast.

In today's newspaper the Premier ques-
tioned the hospitality of the Frenmantle
City Council. That council was addressed
by a very capable councillor on the matter
of environmental protection. He was able
to Persuade a majority of councillors that
this type of ship is a potential menace to
our area. I consider It to be such, and
that Is the reason for my grievance. I did

have in mind asking a question on this
matter today, but I did not as It Is pos-
sible It may have been ruled out of order.
I will read it out now, so that I can get
my message across to the Premier. It Is as
follows-

(1) Why has a nuclear, rather than a
conventionally-powered American
submarine been invited to Fre-
mantle?

(2) Could not the same degree of
hospitality and international
goodwill be afforded the ship and
ship's company of any other con-
ventionally-powered American
Navy ship?

(3) Did the Premier anticipate hostile
demonstrations against the pres-
ence of the nuclear-powered
Snook?

(4) Being devoid of pending election
issues, did the Premier hope to
obtain electoral advantage from
pro and anti controversy from
the present vessel's visit?

(5) Is the Premier aware that this
visit and any future ones of
nuclear-powered American war-
ships, makes the member for
Fremantle's electorate a nuclear
target-even a pre-enmptive strike
-in the event of nuclear war,
which could otherwise be isolated
to the northern hemisphere?

(6) Does the Premier not realise that
any nuclear bomb aimed at a base
which accommodates nuclear
ships in Cockburn Sound would
destroy the base and the adjacent
heavy Industry, Fremantle Hiar-
bour and annihilate the contigu-
ous population Including the
constituents of the electorates of
Fremantle and Nedlands?

(7) Will the Premier please Inform
the House if such a price is not too
high a price to pay for the per-
petration of an economic and
political system which grants so
much to so few and so little to so
many?

That is the question I would have liked to
ask today. It is conceivable that it would
have been ruled out of order, so I have
taken this opportunity to get the message
across: that is, that I take exception to the
presence of this submarine.

Fremantle has a reputation for won-
derful hospitality to all sorts of visitors
from overseas in all sorts of ships: but
not nuclear-powered warships. Perhaps if
it were a nuclear-powered freighter it
might be acceptable with some reserva -
tions. On that subject let me ask members
whether they recall an incident in which
a Japanese fishing fleet closed the entrance
to a port and would not let back into the
port one of their own nuclear-powered
ships. Surely members read of that: it
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received prominent cover in the Press. That
situation pertained for weeks and weeks.
The Japanese learnt the hard way from
the awful slaughter that occurred at
Nagasaki and Hiroshima.

Our North West Cape is target enough
without making Cockburn Sound and the
lower west coast a target as a result of
the casual behaviour of the Prime Minister
and our Premier. That may or may not
have been his objective, but I know that
in the past elections have been won by
members opposite as a result of contro-
versy. Liberal Governments have separated
the voting community in Australia; they
have categorised us as either traitors or
patriots over the Vietnam war, the Petrov
issue, the prospect of invasion from China.
and all sorts of issues like that. It is my
suspicion that it was hoped this visit
would create further dissension in the
community which would be capitalised
upon by our political opponents in the
State and Federal Governments,

I mentioned earlier that I was not
terribly concerned about the likelihood of
a nuclear accident as a consequence of
the method of propulsion of a vessel. How-
ever, I noted in The Sunday Times of the
15th August, 1976, the headline, "dNuclear
leak fears from new reactor: serious de-
fects increase dangers". The article is
under a Frankfurt dateline, and states-

A routine inspection of the world's
biggest nuclear power station at Biblis
has revealed a number of serious
defects.

The discovery of the damage co-
incided with the disclosure of plans
to increase the reactor's storage cap-
acity for spent fuel elements.

Further down, it says-
The trouble started with the dis-

cover' of 20 loose screws which, to the
great surprise of the inspectors, had
found their way to the heart of the
reactor. Apparently loosened by con-
stant vibration, they had fallen off
a main coolant pump and been taken
along with the coolant to the reactor's
pressure vessel.

There is more, but I merely use
that to illustrate the point. I hope
the Premier is listening to me rather than
the Deputy Premier, because this is a vital
matter. If it could happen in Germany.
it could happen in the Fort of Fremantle.
This is not the first leak that has occurred;
it has happened throughout the world.' It
has happened in America, and I do not
want it happening on our doorstep.

That Is one aspect of the danger. What
would happen in times of hostility if that
submarine were sunk in our harbour? The
member for Morley previously has ex-
plained to this House that the by-prodjuct
of a nuclear reactor has, unfortunately,
a life of 500 000 years. In effect, if that
by-product were let loose into our harbour,
our harbour and ceast could be polluted

in that manner for 500 000 Years. I ask
members: Is that something to grieve
about?

I heard a grievance this evening which
had a Dorothy Dix flavour; no doubt it
will appear in the Press because it had
to do with the farming areas of this State.

Mr Blailde: That is unfair.
Mr PLETCHER: However, whether or

not that is so, I think the safety of West-
ern Australians and of Australians is of
much greater importance than much of
the nonsense I have heard here during
grievance debates.

There are times when we have to tell
our distinguished visitors and friends that
they are not welcome if they intend to
arrive here in a certain type of vessel. As
I said, I will not have reflections cast upon
the traditional hospitality of Fremantle,
as the Premier did in today's paper. That
is something I take exception to, and it is
something I grieve about in this debate.
I do not care if they came here in wheel-
barrows, they would be welcome; but they
are not welcome in nuclear warships.

I ask that my grievance be noted: that
is, that I have real concern about the be-
haviour of the Premier and the Prime
Minister in inflicting this type of vessel
upon the Port of Fremantle.

SI1 CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) t5.25 pa.]: In answer to the
grievance of the member for Fremantle.
I must say that 1. together with other
members on this side, regret that he has
seen fit to raise this subject. I would
imagine that~ on reflection, and especially
as he is an es-serviceman-

Mr Fletcher: And proud of it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -he would have

appreciated the fact that if we do not
have a few friends around with the
capacity to look after us at the present
time and to Join with our own forces we
could be in a bad position, because we are
more exposed than any other part of Aus-
tralia. In fact, we are more exposed than
most parts of the world. The cold, hard
fact is that I have never heard a bleat
from members opposite about the build-
up of the USSR Navy in the Indian Ocean.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: We have not had one
nuclear-powered submarine from the
USSR. Talk sense.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No-one said
anything about a nuclear-powered sub-
marine from the USSR visiting Fremantle.
What I was talking about-and I know
it hurts members opposite-is that they
never raise a bleat about the build-up of
the USSR Navy in the Indian Ocean.

Mr Bryce: That is all in Your twisted
mind.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Sir CHARLES COURT: It Is quite oh-
vious that members opposite are trying
to exhaust my time because they do not
want to hear the facts. I repeat that
we did not hear a bleat from the other
side about the tremendous build-up Of
the USSR Navy in the Indian Ocean.

Mr Bryce: What build-up?
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is a fact that

the USSR has an ever-increasing amount
of defence build-up in the Indian Ocean.
I want to remind the member for Fre-
mantle that, when he talks about the USN
coming to this State in conventional ships,
if we Invited the Russians to come here
they would be battling to find a conven-
tionally-powered submarine because they
do not make them any more.

I also want to remind the member that
If a navy is to play any role in an ocean
like the Indian Ocean, it must have
nuclear-powered submarines and vessels-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Not in Fremantle.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -because such

vessels can operate over tremendous ranges,
and they fulfil a role entirely different
from that fulffiled by submarines of years
ago.

The cold, hard fact is that members op-
posite are in effect saying to the people
of the world, "We don't care what strength
the USSR gets in the Indian Ocean, as
long as the USN keeps nuclear-powered
vessels out of our port, be those vessels
submarines or surface vessels?'

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to tell

members opposite that the Government
welcomes the USN visit to our port; we
welcome it as do the great Majority of
people in Western Australia. We also
welcome the fact that the USN sent one
of its modern ships here. Let me say that
if the SN wants to send a surface vessel
here, I1 would be only too pleased to wel-
come it. In fact, I would prefer a surface
vessel so that people can see it more
boldly and clearly than they can see a
submarine. It was my hope that the
first nuclear vessel to visit this State after
the lifting of the ban would be a surface
vessel.

It Is laughable for the member for Fre-
mantle to say he would welcome a SN
vessel here as long as it Is a toothless
wonder, an outmoded ship, or what he
calls a conventional ship. The great navies
of the world will not be building any more
conventionally-Powered submarines. As
for Ps the Government and I per-
sonally are concerned, we welcome the
fact that the Federal Governnment lifted
the ban on nuclear vessels, and the State
Government, together with the Common-
wealth Government, has extended a wel-
come to USN nuclear-powered ships pro-
vided they conform with the very strict
safety conditions that have been laid down.

The monitoring that has been under-
taken in connection with this vessel must
be unsurpassed anywhere in the world. I
would imagine the crew of the submarine
are shaking their heads and saying, "What
is it all about? Here we have the safest
form of ship It is possible to have, and we
have all these people getting uptight and
insisting on this great monitoring system."

We have this Commonwealth-State com-
mittee which is headed by the represent-
ative of the Director of the Department of
Environmental Protection. To make sure
that the public understand, It is not an
engineer from the port authority, the
harbour master or anybody of that kind
wvho is the chairman of this committee. He
is a man nominated by the Department of
Environmental Protection. Under this
Commonwealth-State committee very
clearly defined rules are followed. I ques-
tion whether any place In the world would
adopt a more strict or sensible system of
monitoring.

Another matter that members opposite
seem to forget Is that there Is a crew on
this ship who sail In it during their service
life. They stay submerged, as is known,
for very long periods. In fact, 70 per cent
of their sailing time Is spent under the
sea. One cannot Imagine men such as those
serving voluntarily In that type of ship
unless they knew it was safe. In fact
America would not allow its servicemen
to go abroad in a ship such as that if It
felt there was any danger of It being
unsafe.

Mr A. R.. Tonkin: Why did People go to
Vietnam? Did they think it was safe?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourabie
member sets himself up as an authority
over some of the greatest scientists in the
world. Would these crewmen go on a ship-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are several

members interjecting at the one time.
Sir CHARLES COURT: This is hurting

over there!
Opposition members: Ha! Hla!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: The crewmen

themselves would not volunteer to serve in
this type of vessel unless they knew it was
absolutely safe.

Amongst other questions, the honour-
able member asked me whether I had
expected hostile demonstrations. My guess
was that those who would normaliy pro-
test in this manner, and who pay to put
in the newspaper advertisements addressed
to me, would have sensed that there was
such a strong and overwhelming feeling
amongst Western Australians In favour of
this type of vessel coming here that there
would be a very bedraggled protest--which
there was. I think some 35 People Pro-
tested. I do not deny them their right to
protest but I say quite categorically that
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in the opinion of the Government the
overwhelming propdrtion of Western
Australians welcome the fact that the USN
ships come here and that the US Navy
has seen fit to send one of its modern
vessels and not one of its clapped-out. so-
called convential ships which the member
for Fremnantle is asking it to send purely
as a tourist gimmick.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has
two minutes.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Another point
the member raised was rather quaint. He
asked whether I expected to get some elect-
oral advantage from this matter. He is
saying in effect that the overwhelming
number of Western Australians wanted a
ship here. As far as I am concerned, the
ship was brought here because we, as the
State Government, believe it is time that
this nation took a more realistic approach
to defence. We welcome the fact that this
is the first Prime Minister who has taken
a personal and positive interest in trying to
get meaningful defence for Western Aust-
ralia.

Mr Bryce: Rubbish!I
Mr Mclver: Nonsense!

HOSPITAL LAUNDRY AND LINEN
SERVICE

Operations: Grievance
DR DADOUR (Subiaco) (5.33 p.m.):

Mr Speaker-
Mr Batemian: That Is rubbish!
Dr DAflOUR: I have not started yet.

The title of my grievance Is "dirty linen,
Poor Planning and industrial muscle". Less
than two weeks ago there was a strike at
the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service
and within a few short days there was an
acute shortage of clean linen in all our
hospitals. This was an instance of indust-
rial muscle being able to control our
hospital services more effectively than if
doctors or nurses had gone on strike. I
refer to an article in The West Australian
of Thursday. the 5th August. It is headed
"Hospital union man halts linen". Part of
the article reads-

The medical superintendent of
Gairdner Hospital, Dr H. Kilgour. said
that unless there was some relief
within 24 hours from this morning
the hospital might be forced to accept
only emergency cases.

To me it Is wrong that these people are
able to halt such services and to wield such
great power. I call that irresponsible. I do
not care what they were striking about
or what they were not striking about. The
fact is that if doctors or nurses went on
strike they would be held up to ridicule.
But these people can blatantly do as they
please.

Who started the Hospital Laundry and
Linen Service? It was the Labor Govern-
ment.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Dr DADOtUn: It was the Government

previous to this one.
Mr Bertram. Long overdue.
Dr DADOUR: It has given us a legacy

that is beyond our comprehension. When
we were in Opposition we warned that this
sort of thing may happen as we have all
our eggs in one basket. However, we are
ncw saddled not only with the threat of
industrial muscle but also with a very
uneconomic and poor service.

There is always a shortage' of linen In
the hospitals and this service has engend-
ered frequent complaints about the sub-
standard work. It is uneconomic. The
Hospital Laundry and Linen Service costs
61c a kilogram for clean, dry linen. Private
enterprise will do the same job for 40c a
kilogram. Secondly, the Hospital Laundry
and Linen Service's initial bill for a 30-bed
hospital is $10 000 to buy the linen.

Mr Bertram: Did you inform the Govern-
ment of this?

Dr DADOUR: The Labor Government
Introduced it.

Mr Bertram: Have you informed the
present Government of this?

Dr DADOUR: The Government is aware
of it.

*Mr Bertram: What is it doing about it?
Dr DADOUR: The Labor Government

introduced this and this is the legacy it has
given us.

Mr Bertram: What is the Government
doing about it?

Dr DADOUR: I am telling the House
now. In private enterprise the initial out-
lay for -linen is $6 500 compared with
$10 000. The overall life of the linen within
the linen and laundry service Is 11 years
as against three years in private enter-
prise. So everything points at the moment
to the fact that the linen service is not
much good. On top of this, in spite of the
high cost, we find that the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service is running at
a loss. I tried to obtain figures for this
year and they are not available, but in
1974-75 the loss was greater than $200 000.
So we have tip top prices, a poor service,
a shortage of linen always and in addition
the service is running at a loss.

Much of the initial equipment which
was put into the Hospital Laundry and
Linen Service has been found to be uin-
suitable and has had to be "flogged". We
have had one failure after another.

The worst feature is that some of our
teaching hospitals, when they changed to
the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service.
did not reduce their staff accordingly; they
maintained their establishment. This
meant that the wages and salaries that
were normally paid to the laundry staff
were still being Paid because they had
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been disbursed throughout the other de- to the notice of the House is this suonosed
partments in the hospital. This means that
after Paying salaries and wages we are
confronted with a new item in the finan-
cial statements of the hospitals.

For instance, in 1974-76 we find in the
Royal Perth Hospital's annual report that
the linen service cost more than $800 000.
We are still maintaining the same estab-
lishment and we find a new cost Item of
$800 000. That cost Is for only 10 months.
so goodness knows what it will be this
year.

Some of the major metropolitan hos-
pitals financed the building and equipping
of this service with their loan funds over
three years. Now the Government must
pay back the loan and the interest on the
loan; so there is a further loss. There have
been continual complaints about the poor
service and the standard of work and
there Is a continual shortage of linen in
the hospitals.

I can well remember going to a social
function at Princess Margaret Hospital
last year. At that social function It was
most noticeable that the beautiful white
uniforms of the sisters were a yellow-
brown colour down one side where the uni-
forms had been uniformly scorched.

The SPEAKER: The member has three
minutes.

Dr DADOEIR: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
This is typical of what we got from the
shallow thinking and bad Planning of the
Labor Government when it was in power.
As a result we have another monster and
there Is not one-

Several members interjected.
Dr DADOUR: Members opposite are

screaming at the moment because they
know they are guilty. We warned them at
the time but they would not listen. This
has cost the Government money in every
direction.

Mr Bryce: Sell it! Give It away!
Dr DADOUR: I think this is one case In

which the Labor Party was doing what It
is always accusing us of doing, which Is
giving jobs to the boys. We have the high
cost of the laundry, it Is running at a loss,
there is always a shortage of clean linen
and often there is substandard work. We
have the interest on the loan to Pay back
and there is no reduction In costs in some
of the Participating hospitals because they
did not reduce their staff numbers. There
is also the short life of the linen. The
greatest ogre is that we have all our eggs
in one basket. We are at the mercy of
Industrial muscle. I believe the only ans-
wer is to lease this monster to private
enterprise.

Mr Bryce: That is the Punch line!
Several members interjected.
Dr DADOUR: I do not feel that this is

a lighthearted matter. I feel one of the
most serious matters that one could bring

service that has come to be our 1igacy.
The quicker we disband it or break it up.
the better the situation will be. I am sure
the only answer would be to lease it to
private enterprise and then we will get a
decent service at less cost.

MR RIDGE (Kimberley-Minister for
Lands) [5.44 p.m.]: Mr Speaker-

Mr Bertram: A Dorothy fixer!
Mr RIDGE: The Opposition might like

to think that this is a Dorothy fixer but
I should say that unfortunately I was not
told anything about the matter. However,
I should like to point out that the member
for Sublaco is quite correct when he claims
that this monster of which he talks was in
fact fashioned and built by the Labor
Government despite the fact that the pre-
sent Government, when in Opposition,
opposed quite violently what it was trying
to do.

If I recall correctly, the Government of
the day introduced a Bill whereby various
hospitals would be levied as a means of
contributing towards the cost of these
premises. The Bill was thrown out of the
other Place quite correctly and the Gov-
ernment of the day found other means of
financing this service by utUising the
minor borrowing powers of the various
institutions which were going to put to
use the Hospital Laundry and Linen
Service.

The Predictions made by the Opposition
at that time have come true and I think
they have been fairly clearly Illustrated
by the member for Subiaco.

There is good reason for concern. There
have been shortages of linen and perhaps
there are reasons for this of which I am
not aware. Unreasonable demands have
been made by the staff of the linen service
and I understand a meeting will be con-
ducted tomorrow to consider some of them.

Perhaps I should say that the honourable
member's grievance is noted, and in doing
so I should also say that he has painted
a serious picture. There is cause for con-
cern not just by the Government, but by
all in the community because they are the
people who pay for the service to which
he is referring-a service which is not
operating as effectively as the former
Government believed it would. I do not
know whether members opposite are happy
with it. We certainly are not and if we
can improve the situation we certainly
Will.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIDGE: As I said, there is cause

for concern. The predictions of the former
Opposition have apparently come true and
I can assure the honourable member that
the Government will investigate these
complaints and if there is a possible way
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to overcome them and improve the situa-
tion so that less money will come out of
the taxpayers' pockets, we will be happy
to do this.

Mr Bertram: The quicker you do it the
better.

UNEMPLOYMENT AND THE ECONOMY
Governmnent Action: GTievaceW

MR HARMAN Uvfaylands) (5.47 p.m]:
My grievance concerns the lack of action
by the Court Government in its attitude
to the future well-being of Western Aus-
traia, and especially its acceptance with-
out murmer of the Fraser-Lynch disastrous
economic policies.

Mr Shalders:, Oh, come on!
Opposition members: Hear, hear!I
Mr HARMAN: As those policies apply

in Western Australia no environment has
been created for consumers to spend.

Mr Bertram: They are all unemployed.
Mr HARMAN, In fact what has hap-

pened is that because of the commitment
by the Fraser-Lynch Government to a
high level of unemployment the consumers
In Western Australia are uncertain about
their future. They have no confidence in
the future and consequently instead of
spending their money they are saving it;
and members know what occurs when
people do not spend money. Factories do
not make goods, and men and women are
unemployed. In addition the Fraser-Lynch
disastrous economic policies have provided
an increasing amount of unemployment in
Australia. and, in Particular, in Western
Australia.

The massive downturn in Commonwealth
Government expenditure has led to
private industry not being able to
take up Government contracts which
normally would be available. But be-
cause the finance has been cut off.
these contracts are not available and
therefore men are being dismissed. Sec-
ondly, because of the application of this
so-called Fraser federalism Western Aus-
tralia. will have less money to spend in
real terms in this financial year than it
had previously. That will mean further
unemployment In Western Australia.

Mr Bertram: And double tax.
Mr HARMAN: The Budget has already

revealed that unemployment will rise by
about 60 000 this year. In other words it
will exceed 300 000 In Australia. We can
guarantee that unemployment will also
increase in Western Australia because of
these policies and by Christmas we will
have something like 30 000 people un-
employed In Western Australia. The
reason for their unemployment is the ap-
plication of the new federalism and of
Fraser's economic Policies together with
the lack of action by our State Govern-
ment.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsensel

Mr HARMAN: Without a murmur the
Government goes along with the Fraser
economic policies. It is not concerned
about the mass of people In Western Aus-
tralia or the future of the young girls and
boys who are at school this very day and
will be leaving at the end of the year. This
Government is not concerned one bit
about them and the reason is that the
same political party is in power in Can-
berra as Is In power here. The State Gov-
ernment is not prepared to buck the poli-
tical party in power in Canberra.

The other reason the State Government
will not take action is that it has run out
of Ideas. It does not have an alternative to
overcome unemployment in Western Aus-
tralia. When we have this sort of situa-
tion we can easily guess fairly accurately
what the future of Western Australia will
be over the next few months,

Mr B. T. Burke: I would say it will im-
prove In March next year.

Mr HARMAN: The Deputy Prime Mini-
ister (Mr Anthony) made a speech at
Broken Hill in June this year and at that
time he clearly indicated the opportunities
which would be available for resource
development in Western Australia. We all
know that the major trading countries of
the world are emerging from their own
recessions and that we can expect those
countries, particularly Japan, to increase
their orders for resources from Australia,
particularly coal and iron ore and, later
on, we hope, gas.

What will occur when these orders come
in? I will tell members. Because the Fraser
Government, assisted by the Court Gov-
ernment, has screwed the economy down
so tightly that firms have not been able to
invest and provide their factories with
new plant, they have been forced to dis-
miss men and apprentices. Western Auls-
tralia has no real trade training of any
note at the present time. Therefore when
the recovery does take place in the future
our firms in Western Australia will not
be geared to take advantage of it for the
reasons I have Just stated.

This means that we will be forced Into
providing Instant technicians, Instant
mechanics, instant fitters, and so on. The
only way we will be able to do this is to
bring them in from other countries which
means we will be forced to bring these
people Into Western Australia under con-
tract for limited Periods because we have
not been able to do anything In the way of
apprenticeship training or retraining of
adult workers in Western Australia or any
other State of the Commonwealth for that
matter. That is what will occur when the
recovery takes place. The reason Is that
this Government has not had the foresight
to consider the problems which will occur
when the recovery takes Place, but is just
sitting back hoping something will come
out of the sky to solve the problems. Of
course nothing will come out of the sky.
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Once the recovery commences the busi-
ness firms will not be In a position to
respond immrediately because the people
trained in these areas will not be here.
It will be rather difficult to train them
Immediately to take their place In the
recovery and we will be forced to bring
others in.

The SPEAKER: Did you hear me when
I told you a Uitile while ago you had only
three minutes remaining?

Mr HARMAN: No I did not, Mr Speaker.
This Government must take a stand.

Mr Bertram: No chance.
Mr HARMAN: So far the State Govern-

ment has acquiesced in the Fraser-Lynch
policies. The Fraser and Court Govern-
ments want a high rate 01 unemployment.
For some reason I do not understand they
believe that a high rate of unemploy-
ment will reduce Inflation. However, It
was pointed out in the Budget speech
last night that a 12 per cent inflation
rate is anticipated In this financial year.
So I do not know hnw inflation will be
reduced by unemployment.

What this Government ought to be doing
is what It promised to do in 1974. that is,
stand up to Canberra. It is obvious that
this Government is not standing up to
Canberra. It wants our future citizens of
the State-the boys and girls at present
at school and who will leave at the end
of the year-to be receivers of the dole
and not have the opportunity to go into
some meaningful employment. That Is mny
real concern and I think it is about time
the Government took a stand on the
matter.

SIR CHLARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) 15.55 pm.]: In answer to the
grievance of the member for Maylands I
want to say that If I had a handkerchief
which was nice and clean and big enough
I would send it to him to dry up those
crocodile tears, because If there is anyone
who should bow his head in shame it is
he who supported the policies 61 the Whit-
lam Goverrnent and now supports the
ALP policies enunciated at Federal level-
Policies which would give us bigger and
bigger deficits, more and more inflation,
and more and more unemployment.

The Commonwealth Fraser Government
announced last right a Budget which I
believe was a very responsible one made
in very difficult times.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Sir CHLARLES COURT: If one looks at

the Budget one will see that It not only
gives Incentive in an effort to get Invest-
merit confidence back again, but also con-
tains the very necessary machinery for
Indexation of taxation-personal income
tax-which. Is a direct benefit to every
wage and salary earner. On top of that
it pays proper regard for the defence of
the nation and for the people who are
needy. It embodies all these things.

Several members interjected.
The 5PEAKRR: Order!I
Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind mem-

bers opposite that the Fraser Government
Inherited a deficit which was running at
over $5 000 ilion and had to take action,
unpleasant though it was, to try to save
this country from ruin and take the edge
off that deficit

When the Year ended at the 30th June,
1976, the Fraser Government had taken
the edge off the deficit. To do that it
took the necessary stress and strain and
was prepared to lace up to the unpopu-
larity that went with it. it has now
brought down another Budget in a re-
sponsible way to reduce the deficit fur-
ther. The Federal Government acted very
responsibly in not trying to reduce the
deficit too quickly because bad it gone any
further than it has It could have brought
quite a lot of trouble In Its wake.

I believe that the Way the Federal Gov-
ernment has acted in an endeavour to re-
duce the deficit in stages over a period of
Years is sensible and responsible. One would
have thought that those people opposite
who are so concerned about unemployment
would be singing the praises of a Budget
which spells out very clearly a few in-
centives in an endeavour to get investment
decisions made for the benefit of this State
and country which are, above all, vital to
employment and to the young people who
are wanting meaningful career opportuni-
ties when they get their degrees and leave
the various tertiary educational insti-
tutions.

However, we do not hear a word about
this. The cold, hard facts are that in a
realistic way the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has spelt out these incentives to try
to get petroleum exploration and develop-
ment accelerated and all forms of mining
accelerated and to try to get secondary
industry reactivated again. The Federal
Government acknowledges the fact that
three-quarters of the job opportunities
in Australia are created by the private
sector. This is what the Whitlam
Government would not accept until
the bitter end when suddenly, when
Hayden came on the Treasury scene, the
Federal Government started to realise that
business must be profitable and that the
only way to create jobs was through
Private enterprise. However, It was too
late. People would not trust that Federal
Government any longer.

Then there was a change of Govern-
ment, and the present Federal Govern-
ment has introduced a Budget which I
believe, given a chance to work, will in
fact resolve the problems of unemployment
and inflation. This will not be done over-
night. When the Budget IS Introduced, no
button Is pressed and everything achieved
instantly by magic. The pattern and
groundwork are laid for the economy to
start to work in a different way and in a
different direction.
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So my belief is that as from now people
'will start to look at Australia in an entirely
different way.

Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Members of the

Opposition are dead scared they will do
Just that.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER; Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Members of the

Opposition are dead scared aL few people
will make the right decisions. They are
dead scared we might get some very good
investment decisions in the next few
months and they will be so unhappy when
'the people of this State rejoice and say.
"Thank goodness we have the Fraser
Government in Canberra and the Liberal-
Country Party Government in Western
Australia to get things moving again!I"

What have we seen by way of reaction
from the other side of politics in Australia,
including the industrial wing which is so
closely interwoven with the political wing
at the ALP level that one cannot tell one
from the other? Have we seen any sense of
responsibility since the arbitration com-
mission at the Commonwealth level tried
to sound a warning and get some co-
operation out of the unions? All we have
seen are demands for more wages. There
has been no talk about productivity or
about making us competitive. So on the
other side at both the industrial level-the
militant section of it anyhow-

Mr Mclver: The left wing?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, the left

wing, and in the ALP itself, which is now
so extremely left that we cannot recognise
it as what it used to be a few years ago-
we see them demanding more money for
less work. There is no future for the work
force In that atmosphere.

We must have union leaders who are
prepared to say, "Let us have a breather:
let us catch up on Productivity; let us get
a bit of effort and Performance so that we
can become competitive in the market and
sell our raw materials, he they food, fibres,
minerals, or metals." It is about time
members opposite stood up in their places
and went to their various organisations-
whether the ALP or the union movement
-and said to those People, "it is about
time we all took a good look at ourselves.
it is about time we stopped screaming out
for more wages and less work. It is time
we caught up and became competitive and
got on top of inflation." The amount of
work available in Australia for the work
force-and' there is more to come-is
limitless the moment we can get on top
of this inflationary spiral and get rid of
the militancy.

I completely reject the arguments of the
opposition. The fact is the Fraser Gov-
ernment brought down a Budget which Is
responsible. It gives incentive to the peo-
ple who have to make investments, it

acknowledges -the needy, it acknowledges
the need for tax relief through indexation
on personal income, and It acknowledges
a number of factors which will contribute
to Profitability which again creates con-
fidence. In all the circumstances, I think
the Budget should be applauded.

The SPEAKER: Grievances have been
noted.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I. Road Maintenance (Contribution) Act
Amendment Bill (No. 2).

2. City of Perth Parking Facilities Act
Amendment Bill.

3. Civil Aviation (Carriers' Liability) Act
Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Transport),
and read a first time.

FIREARMS ACT AMENDMENT BILL
ThLird Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister
for Police) [6.05 pm.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR. T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.06 p..:
This measure to amend the Pireanrns Act
was before the House last night. During
the second reading and Committee stages
I raised a question in relation to the
amendment contained In clause 2(3) of
the Bill, which reads-

An interstate group permit Issued
under this section shall not be granted
for any period in excess of seven days.

It will be recalled that we on this side of
the House felt the period of seven days
was far too restrictive and recommended
that one month be the permissible period
for any bona fide group to remain In West-
ern Australia for the purposes set out In
the Bill.

I thank the Minister for agreeing to the
Opposition's suggestion. No doubt he saw
the merit In It and he has Indicated that
in another place he will have the Bill
amended to provide that anyone coming
into Western Australia under these con-
ditions may be granted permission to stay
for 28 days. I commend the Minister for
giving consideration to the move initiated
by the Opposition. We. feel this is far
more sensible. it will give the members of
a shooting group more time to spend In
Western Australia and will promote tour-
ism in the State.

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

to the Council.
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LAW REFORM COMMISSION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on
motion by Mr O'Neil (Minister for Works),
read a first time,

BILLS (6). THIRD READING
1. Stock Diseases (Regulations) Act

Amendment Bill.
2. Cattle Industry Compensation Act

Amendment Bill.
Bills read a third time, on motions by

Mr old (Minister for Agriculture),
and transmitted to the Council.

3. Industrial and Commercial Em-
ployees' Housing Act Amendment
Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr P. V. Jones (Milnister for
Housing), and transmitted to the
Council.

4. Alsatian Dog Act Repeal Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr Rushton (Minister for Local
Government), and transmitted to
the Council.

5. Veterinary Preparations and Animal
Feeding Stuffs Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr Old (Minister for Agriculture),
and transmitted to the Council.

6. Country Towns Sewerage Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr O'Neil (Minister for Water
Supplies), and transmitted to the
Council.

ORDER OF THE DAY No. 3.
Postponement

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool-Leader of
the Opposition) [6.11 p.m.]: I move-

That Order of the Day No. 17 be
taken before Order of the Day No. 8.

Question put and passed.
Sitting suspended from 6.12 to 7.30 p.m.

LONG SERVICE LEAVE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR HARMAN (Maylands) (7.30 p-m.]:
I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

it is a great pleasure for me to Introduce
this Bil to the House because the intent
of the measure is to provide long service
leave of 13 weeks--conmmonly referred to
as three months-after 10 years' continu-
ous service for certain workers In the pri-
vate sector.

Mr A. R. Tonkin. Hear, hear!

Mr HARMAN: At present these workers
receive three months' long service leave
after 15 years' continuous employment.
Long service leave Is practically unique to
Australia. Some of the reasons for this will
become obvious as I trace the history of
long service leave in Western Australia.

Long service leave was first available to
public servants in the Colony under the
old Colonial Office regulations which pro-
vided for three months' leave on full pay
after six years' continuous service. This
type of leave was ranted so that public
servants could return to Britain for a holi-
day, or on furlough, as It was referred to.

On achieving self government in 1890,
Western Australia continued to apply the
Colonial Office regulations until in 1900
the Forrest Government, which was In
office from 1890 to 1901, passed the Public
Service Act which incorporated this par-
ticular regulation dealing with long service
leave. So In 1900 State public servants had
the benefit of three mionths' long service
leave after six years' employment. This
Act applied only to State public servants
and not to wages workers employed by the
State Government.

In 1902 the Public Service Act was
amended so that public servants could
have six months on full pay after 14 years,
or three months' long service leave on full
pay after seven years' continuous service.

It is interesting to consider the history
of this particular legislation in 1902. An
amending Bill was first introduced into
the Legislative Council by the then Min-
ister for Lands (the Hon. A. Jameson), in
the James Government, which was in
office from 1902 to 1904.

The amending Bill contained no amend-
ment to the existing long service leave
entitlement of three months' full pay after
six years' service. The Bill passed the
Legislative Council. but in the Legislative
Assembly it was amended so that three
months' long service leave would apply
alter 10 Years, or six months after 20
years.

During the debate the Colonial Secretary
of the time said, when referring to the
existing legislation of three months' leave
after six years-

I say unhesitatingly that Section 29
of the present Act is absolutely ruinous
to the State.

This can be found at page 1144 of the
Parliamentary Debates for Western Aus-
traias Vol. 21 of the year 1902.

The amended Bill was returned to the
Council and it was stated that the period
set by the Assembly was too long-in other
words, going from six to 10 years and
three months' long service leave in the
opinion of the Legislative Council in
1902 was considered to be too long.
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As a compromise the Minister for Lands
accepted an amendment of three months'
long service leave alter seven years' con-
tinuous employment. That further amend-
ment. was accepted by the James Govern-
ment in the legislative Assembly and has
remained in force ever since. So we find
that State public servants since 1902 have
enjoyed the benefit of three months' long
service leave alter seven Years' continuous
employment,

The next episode took place in 192'7
during the time of the Collier Labor Goev-
erment, when quite a large number of
major reforms were undertaken. most
members will be aware of those reforms
which were made in all areas of adminis-
tration. It was a most successful era of
government in Western Australia.

However, in 1921 the Collier Govern-
ment introduced by administrative action
a system under which wages employees of
the Government became eligible for long
service leave of three months after 10
years' continuous service.

So there we have In 1927 the Collier
Government approving of long service
leave for the blue collar workers in the
State Government of three months after
10 years' continuous service. That was
49 years ago. Again there was a rather
unique situation, but one that was accepted
at that time in 1927. The principle of long
service leave did not flow to non-Govern-
ment workers until 1958.

Attempts had been made by unions to
have their particular awards amended by
the Western Australian Arbitration court,
but unless the consent of the employer was
obtained-as in the award governing
employees at Yamnpi Sound Iron ore
mining site in the Kimberley region-the
court consistently refused to alter such
awards; and the stand, I might add, taken
by the Western Australian Arbitration
Court was consistent with other State
industrial tribunals.

But in 1951 the New South Wales Labor
Government legislated to provide for non-
Government workers to receive three
months' long service leave after 20 years'
continuous service. Similar legislation
followed in Queensland in 1952, In Victoria
in 1953, in Tasmania in 1956, and in South
Australia in 1957.

In September of 1957 the Hawke
Labor Government in Western Aus-
tralia introduced legislation to provide
for 13 weeks'-three months-long
service leave after 10 years, com-
mencing on the 1st January, 1951. This
Bill was amended in the Legislative Coun-
cil; and I might add that in those days
the Australian Labor Party never had a
majority in the Legislative Council, as
members well know.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: 'Unusual!
Mr HARMAN: The Hawke Government

allowed the Bill to lapse because it claimed
at the time that the Council had refused

to approve an election promise for which
the Labor Government had a mandate:
in other words, the Government had a
mandate from the people, given at an
election, to remove this discrimination
between non-Government workers and
Government workers. However, the Legis-
lative Council on that occasion saw fit to
ignore the mandate the Hawke Govern-
ment had received from the people and in
effect it rejected this move by the Hawke
Government.

Sir Charles Court: And the Hawke Cloy-
erment breathed a sigh of relief.

Mr T. H. Jones: You're joking, aren't
you?

Sir Charles Court:. No, I amn not.

Mr HARMAN: The Legislative Council
went further on that occasion and amend-
ed the Bill by inserting a provision to allow
the Arbitration Court to cancel any awards
containing long service leave after a period
of less than 20 years.

This Bill was passed but it excluded all
Government and semi-Government
workers and all workers employed under
Industrial awards.

Earlier, in April, 2958, the ACTU and
the Employers Flederation had agreed upon
a national code of long service leave of 13
weeks after 20 years' service, As a con-
sequence all industrial awards in Western
Australia were amended accordingly by
consent.

The next episode took place In 1954,
when the Brand-Nalder Liberal-Country
Party Government amended the Long Ser-
vice Leave Act to provide for 13 weeks'
leave after 15 years' continuous service. I
might add that this Bill was passed by the
Legislative Council.

In 1973 the Tonkin Labor Government
endeavoured, In accordance with an elec-
tion promise undertaking for which obvi-
ously it had a mandate from the people, to
amend the Long Service Leave Act to pro-
vide for 13 weeks' leave after 10 years'
continuous service.

I think we all remember the clear state-
ment made by the then leader of our
party, Mr J. T. Tonkin, when he stated
quite clearly that he would remove the dis-
crimination that existed between Govern-
ment and non-Government workers in the
particular case of long service leave.

The Labor Party won the election in
1971 and Mr Tonkin had a clear mandate
from the people to do exactly what he
Intended to do, which was to remove the
discrimination that existed between Gov-
ernment and non-Government workers.

That particular move was made in Par-
liament after the South Australian
Dunstan Labor Government. had passed
legislation in November, 1972, to provide
for 13 weeks'-three months'-ong service
leave after 10 years' continuous employ-
ment.
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We know what happened to the amend-
ments sought by the Tonkin Labor Gov-
ernment. They were passed by the Legis-
lative Assembly but were rejected by the
Legislative Council which Inserted a pro-
vision which meant that if a decision were
made by the Industrial Commission In
respect of award employees that decision
would flow to non-award private employees.

The Legislative Council chose on that
occasion to ignore the many legislative
precedents In this and other States in
respect of long service leave.

The following is the current position in
Western Australia: State Public servants
enjoy three months' long service leave
after seven years' employment. State
industrial workers-that Is, the blue col-
lar workers--employed by the Western
Australian Government enjoy three
months' leave after 10 years' employment.
However, the Commonwealth public ser-
vants and industrial employees employed
by the Commonwealth enjoy three months'
long service leave after 10 years' employ-
ment. The non-Government workers in
Western Australia are allowed to take
three months' long service leave after 15
years' continuous employment.

However, not all non-Government
workers in Western Australia receive the
same benefit. Many employees--for in-
stance, those at Yamnpi Sound, the coal
workers, and workers on iron ore projects
-now enjoy three months' long service
leave after 10 years' continuous employ-
ment.

Therefore, members can see there Is
obviously a great deal of discrimination.
State Government workers receive one
form of long service leave, Commonwealth
workers receive another form, and yet
another form of leave Is received by the
non-Government workers in Western
Australia who, in certain areas covered by
awards, are the worst off.

The next point I should like to make is
that in 1972, legislation was passed in
South Australia providing for non-Gov-
ernment workers to receive three months'
long service leave after 10 Years' employ-
ment. This means the non-Government
workers in Western Australia are at a
disadvantage when compared with their
colleagues across the border In South Aus-
tralia. I do not believe one could advance
a very good argument to suggest that the
economy of South Australia is greatly dif-
ferent from that of Western Australia.

It is true, of course, that South Aus-
tralia is blessed with an excellent Labor
Government, led by Mr Don Dunstan: and
it Is also true that Government has
initiated a great number of reforms which
have benefited the people of South Aus-
tralia-one of which, of course, is the
removal of discrimination in respect of
long service leave.

On that point alone, we in Western Aus-
tralia have an obligation to consider very
carefully what our attitude should be to-
wards non-Government workers in this
State, bearing In mind the conditions en-
joyed by their colleagues in South Aus-
tralia. I am sure members of this Chamber
would not wish to see our workers In
Western Australia continue to be dis-
advantaged when compared with their
colleagues in our neighbour State of South
Australia.

The matter goes even deeper than that,
because this State and the Australian
Government have agreed to ILO conven-
tion 111; in fact, this convention has been
ratified by the Australian Government, and
it is beholden upon our administrators to
ensure that convention Is observed. Arti-
cle 2 of convention Il1 states-

Each member for which this Con-
vention is in force undertakes to de-
clare and pursue a national Policy de-
signed to promote, by methods ap-
propriate to national conditions and
practice, equality of opportunity and
treatment in respect of employment
and occupation, with a view to elimil-
nating any discrimination In respect
thereof.

I realise it is possible to argue against
implementation of this convention on a
State-by-State basis because it might be
said to relate to a national policy. How-
ever, it is equally arguable that, although
it may refer to a national policy, it
should be taken to refer also to particular
States, and should be observed by the par-
ticular States.

If we-as the Minister for Labour and
Industry has done-travel to Geneva and
attend an ILO convention to give recog-
nition to the fact that we have accepted
and ratified certain conventions, there is
an obligation upon us to ensure we uphold
the spirit of those conventions. I believe
that when members reflect upon their
Position In relation to ILO convention 111,
they will come to the conclusion that some
action must be taken to remove this dis-
crimination, which affects a handful of
employees In Western Australia to whom
this Parliament has a direct obligation,
because they are not covered by awards
and cannot participate in arguments put
before the Industrial Commission in re-
spect of long service leave, but must de-
pend solely upon the legislators to uphold
their rights and the benefits which might
accrue to them.

Finally, I wish to refer to a case which
came before the Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Commission in 1971, in which a
number of unions together with the Com-
monwealth Public Service unions sought
four weeks' annual leave. I refer members
to Page 285 of the November-December
edition of the Industrial Arbitration Ser-
vice publication, Current Review, in which
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is contained the full decision handed down
by the commission. I should like to quote
three or four paragraphs of the part re-
lating to the application put forward by
the Commonwealth public servants, as it
is very Important to my argument. It
states as follows-

The alternative case for the public
service unions was for an extra weeks
leave to be granted to them alone.
They argued that they were the only
employees In the community who had
had no increase in leave in seventy
years and in particular that to the
extent that the general increase to
three weeks in 1963 had been a dis-
tribution of national growth, it was
one from which they had been ex-
cluded.

We think this overlooks one funda-
mental change which has occurred in
respect of the fixation of salaries of
Commonwealth public servants. In
recent years the Commonwealth Pub-
lic Service Board has made attempts
to equate the salary rates of public
servants with the "going rates" out-
side. Public servants have in fact re-
ceived substantial benefits in salary
from this, but, even if they had not,
the philosophy remains the same, that
of attempting to ensure that there is
no marked difference between the
salaries of public servants and their
opposite numbers outside. If this is a
proper philosophy for wage fixation,
then it is also a proper philosophy for
the fixation of annual leave.

That argument could be expanded to apply
to long service leave. The decision of the
conmmission continued-

As mentioned earlier we were re-
ferred to the strain imposed by both
modern living and the nature of mod-
ern work. It was put to us that public
servants (and other white collar work-
ers) suffered more than the comamun-
ity generally but we do not think that
this has been demonstrated.

Two States have made decisions to
give preferential treatment to gov-
ernmental employees. This is their
prerogative as employers of labour
and we do not criticise them for what
they have done. However in our task
of fixing minimum annual leave stan-
dards we feel unable to follow them
in preferring governmental employees
to employees generally.

The last paragraph Is most important. it
states-

On the material and arguments put
In these proceedings we can see no
reason why all employees, blue collar
and white collar, whether in Public
or Private employment should not get
the same minimum annual leave.

So, in 1971, the commission stated quite
openly it could not see any reason that
there should be any difference between
Government and non-Government workers
in respect of annual leave.

In 1973, the Federal Labor Government
introduced four weeks' annual leave for its
employees. Immediately, an approach was
made to the State Industrial Commaissions,
the first of which was in Queensland; the
argument was advanced that there was no
reason public servants should receive any
more leave than non-Government em-
ployees. The Queensland commission very
quickly found in favour of the I971 deci-
sion which I have just quoted, and other
States soon followed suit.

So, that is the philosophy behind the
approach of the Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Commission; namnely, that there
should be no difference between white
collar and blue collar workers in respect
of annual leave. As one reads that argu-
ment, one sees the same philosophy can
he extended to include long service leave
and, indeed, other conditions which apply
in employment generally.

Basically, that is the argument I present
to the House. Firstly, we have a history In
Western Australia of Parliament amending
long service leave provisions in respect of
nonaward employees. Therefore, we claim
we have a prerogative and, indeed, a
responsibility now to ask Parliament to
amend the law to bring the non-Govern-
ment employees in Western Australia into
line with their fellow workers In South
Australia.

At the same time, I argue on the basis
of the EL.O convention; there Is a duty
Upon us as legislators to ensure that those
conventions to which we have agreed and
which we have ratified are upheld.
Thirdly, I argue that In view of the 1971
decision of the Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Commission that there should be no
discrimination between Government and
non-Government workers, whether white
or blue collar, the same conditions of
employment should obtain for such
workers in Western Australia.

on those three grounds I make a
strong appeal to the members of this
House to bear in mind the proposition
contained in the Bill. No doubt, we will
hear from the Minister for Labour and
Industry; probably not at the moment,
but on another occasion. I think he is
now concentrating in his seat! in time we
will hear his argument Presented to us.

it would be the same argument that
was presented to us In 1973 when I tried
to induce this Parliament to agree to the
proposition of four weeks' annual leave for
all employees. We heard the same argu-
ment adduced in the case of the long
service leave legislation-that Industry
cannot afford to, pay for these concessions.
On every occasin'that the Labor Party
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has put up an argument for the introduc-
tion of reforms such as this one, we heard
the same argument from the conservatives
that industry could not afford to pay for
the concessions.

There Is no validity In that argument.
because we have seen in the past similar
reforms granted, and there was no serious
effect on the economy of the country as
a result. I anticipate the same argument
will be put up again on this occasion. It
Is a futile argument, and history shows
that it has no real basis. I hope the Gov-
ernment will not see fit to apply that
argument in this case. It should learn
from history that this is not a valid argu-
ment.

Mr Grayden: It will lead us to the Po0st-
tion in which the United Kingdom finds
Itself.

Mr HIARMAN: I have proved beyond
doubt that I have put up a strong case for
the Government to answer. Parliament
should agree to the passage of the Bill, so
that people, who have no other avenues of
assistance and who must rely on their
members of Parliament to take necessary
action, will have this discrimination
against them removed. By this means we
will bring the non-Government workers
Into line with the workers in the State
Government and the Commonwealth
Government. Only a handful of people are
Involved In this proposition. I suggest we
use this opportunity to Make some
dramatic changes to the legislation so
that the people to whom I am referring
will receive what I consider to be their
just entitlement.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Grayden (Minister for Labour and Indus-
try).

NUCLEAR PRODUCTS
Examining Committee: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 19th May, on
the following motion by Mr A. Rl. Tonkin-

That the House condemns the sug-
gestion that Western Australia should
be involved in the re-processing of
nuclear fuel or that this State should
become a dumping ground for nuclear
waste from overseas. The House is of
this opinion because of-

(1) The extreme and often un-
quantifiable dangers to the people
from such an industry including
carcinogenesis and genetic muta-
tions;

(2) The likelihood of the intro-
duction of terrorist groups to
Western Australia because of the
value for their purposes of plu-
tonium 239;

(3) The inability of technology
to Provide adequately for environ-
mental safeguard.

The House further affirns that It
will not be discharging Its obligations
to the safety and welfare of the public
unless it establishes a committee to
examine the consequences of such an
industry and reports Its findings to
the Parliament and hence to the peo-
ple at an early date.

MR MOILER (Mundaring) [8.04 pm.]:
This motion was moved by the member for
Morley on the 12th May. It arose from
the fact that the Public of Western
Australia were given the impression that
the Premier was preparing to hold dis-
cussions with a group of Japanese who
were coming to Western Australia. It ap-
Peared that such discussions were quite
Possible. It was suggested that Western
Australia would be used as a dumping
ground for nuclear waste.

One of the first interviews the Premier
had on this question was broadcast on the
"AM" Programme on the 3rd May, prior
to the moving of the motion by the mem-
ber for Morley on the 12th May. Among
other things, the Premier was asked-

But it has been alleged that If the
plan goes ahead, the State would be-
come a dumping ground for nuclear
wastes, now does that worry you?

The Premier replied-
Look I don't know who says these
things and I don't know why people
bother to publish them. There Is al-
ways someone around, particularly In
the opposition as Its constituted at
the present time, trying to scare peo-
ple, trying to strike fear Into their
minds instead of looking at the thing
In a sensible way,-

Mr Watt: That sounds to be a fair
comment.

Mr MOILER: To continue with what
the Premier said-

-look we're a Government that
wants to survive and we wouldn't
agree to things that would be detri-
mental to people or detrimental to
the environment or detrimental to the
economy. Whatever happens, It will
be on our terms and not on somebody
else's terms.

I would like to spend some time in
analysing that statement by the Premier.
He said the Opposition was always trying
to scare people and to strike fear into
their minds.

The motion moved by the member for
Morley, which the Premier opposed,
suggests that members of Parliament
should make a genuine attempt to obtain
information so that they can assess their
opinion on a major issue. based on advice
available to them. How can it be suggested
that the motion moved by the member for
Morley would in any way strike fear in
the minds of the people, or scare the
People? What the motion Proposes is
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what the Premier has advocated we should
be doing; that is, to look at the situation
in a sensible way.

I stress that the Premier said at the
interview-

We're a Government that wants to
survive and we wouldn't agree to things
that would be detrimental to people
or detrimental to the environment or
detrimental to the economy.

Here again the Premier said that the
dumping of this waste within Australia
would not be detrimental to the people or
the environment. I suggest that no-one
can say the dumping of nuclear waste
would not be detrimental to the people and
the environment.

A constituent of mine wrote a letter to
the Press which was not published.

Mr Nanovich: Is he a Labor supporter?

Mr MOILER: He is not. Whilst in mast
respects he Is quite an intelligent man, on
the matter of political party support he
acts quite dumb. He would be one who
would support the Premier in many of his
statements.

The Premier has been reported as say-ing, "We would not do anything in this
regard until it was shown that it was
completely safe." However, no-one has
been able to show the Premier it is com-
pletely safe. I am quite certain that I
would hold the opinion which is held by
the vast majority of people that they would
not trust the Premier to make the decision
as to whether or not nuclear waste should
be dumped in Western Australia. He would
be the last person that the vast majority
of Australians would entrust with this
decision.

Mr Grayden: That is what YOU say.
Sir Charles Court: You do not happen

to be the majority.
Mr MOILER: It has been Pointed out

to me by my colleague next to me that the
Premier has made an interjection. I
failed to hear it. I would appreciate it if
the Premier would speak up loudly.

Sir Charles Court: I said it very loudly.
and I say it again: You do not happen
to be the majority.

Mr MOILER: I have never claimed that
I was the majority. What I did say was
that I would be voicing the opinion of
the vast majority when I say I would
not trust the Premier with this decision.

Sir Charles Court: You do not happen
to be the majority.

Mr MOILER: I would not entrust this
decision with the Premier. He would be
the last person in the world to whom we
would entrust it.

Sir Charles Court: I think that is fair
comment from your side of the House,
but not from the public who matter.

Mr MOILER: I shall emphasise the
point I was making. In the last part of
the interview of the 3rd May broadcast
on the "AM" programme the Premier
stated-

.. there may be circumstances under
which waste Is disposed of which is
completely safe and surely if there is
such a way, not only us but any other
country would do it.

if there is a completely safe way to dis-
pose of nuclear waste Japan would not be
wanting to dump it in Western Australia;
and no problems would exist in England,
Japan, and other countries processing
uranium in regard to the dumping of
waste.

I emphasise again that there is no safe
way to dispose of the waste. Any Gov-
erment which suggests that a safe way
will be found in the future is making a
wrong assumption. However, that was the
implication of the Premier when he spoke
to the motion. He said, "We do not have
a solution, but we will find one. If we do
not it is just too bad for future genera-
tions."

When the time arrives for a decision to
be made, we believe it should be made on
the understanding that all members of
this House have been provided with every
opportunity to assess for themselves the
dangers, the benefits, and the other factors
which could arise in uranium processing
and development within Australia.

One of my constituents has handed me
a file dealing with this matter, and this
person has taken a great interest in ur-
anium development. In that file Is an
article which appeared in The Sunday
Times of the 18th January, 1978. It
states in part-

It has been well stated by Alvin
Weinberg, former director of the
AEC's Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory:-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: He is an expert.

Mr MOILER: He is definitely an ex-
Pert, and the Premier has suggested that
we should listen to the experts. To con-
tinue with the article-

-"'We nuclear people have made a
Faustian bargain with society."

The member for Morley has referred to
most of what the writer of the article
stated. The point I make is that at the
conclusion of his statement Mr Weinberg
said-

The society must then make the
choice, and this Is a choice that we
nuclear People cannot dictate.

4ociety, laymen, and members of Parlia-
ment like myself-if we are honest-will
admit that we know very little about
uranium processing and nuclear develop-
ment. I venture to suggest that the Prem-
ier might be the only member in this
House who would claim that he knew a
great deal about uranium development.
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It often happens that when one listens to
the Premier one finds that he implies he
knows enough about every matter to en-
able him to make major decisions. When
one does flat agree wittx what the Prem-
ier says, invariably he accuses one of being
in the "Stop everything group", of being
a fifth columnist, and of not knowing
what one is talking about.

Even on the Tresillian issue-whilst I
appreciate this might embarrass the
Premier-when four members of his own
party at long last showed some courage.
or fear of being defeated at the next
election, and came out and Indicated they
were not prepared to support the Premier,
the Premier used his stock answer in say-
ing that they did not know all the facts.
When they disagreed with him he said
they did not know all the circumstances.
and obviously they were wrong in their
decision.

Mr Bertram: Those four dissidents will
vote for the Premier's amendment to the
motion.

Mr MOILER: Whenever the Premier is
stuck and unable to debate a paint on
sensible grounds; when he is unable to
convince those who disagree with him that
his facts are sound, and that he can prove
his case, he resorts to attempts to degrade
other people's knowledge.

Mr Grayden: You have been talking
about the Premier for half an hour. Why
not get back to the motion?

Mr Melver: He is doing all right.
Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MOILER: I assure the Minister for

Labour and Industry that I do not know
very much about uranium development, or
nuclear fission. However, that is why I
intend to support the motion.

Mr Grayden: You have not mentioned
the motion; you have been abusing the
Premier for half an hour.

Mr MOILER: I have been abusing his
attitude, and I would emphasise that the
Premier has been the only member from
that side who has spoken.

Mr Grayden: You are still on the sub-
ject.

Mr Mclver: He has stated what the
Premier said. Members apposite are not
strong enough to oppose the Premier, but
the people will be at the next election. Let
us have an election as soon as possible.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Mundaring.

Mr MOILER: I point out to the minis-
ter for Labour and Industry that the
Premier was the only person who spoke
from that side of the Chamber. The
Premier said-

We condemn the first part of the
motion-

In saying "We" the Premier is including
all members on the Government side. To
continue his remarks-

-moved by the member for Morley
because he is virtually Saying we are
not prepared to talk to anybody...

Mr May: You will be battling to talk
about him now;, there goes your argument.

Mr MOILER: We are aware of the
practice of making quiet interjections
which can be heard only by Mansard. I
can understand the Premier leaving his
seat. I do not know how it is possible
for the Premier to condemn a motion
which, in part, reads-

. . . the House condemns the sugges-
tion that Western Australia should be
involved in the re-processing of nuclear
fuel or that this State should become
a dumping ground for nuclear waste
from overseas.

I fall to see how members in this H-ouse
could not be in favour of a motion of that
kind. We, on this side, certainly cannot
follow that reasoning. As members of
Parliament we should want to ensure that
Western Australia is not used as a, dumping
ground for nuclear waste.

Among those learned gentlemen who
certainly should know something about
nuclear power and uranium development
is Sir Macfarlane Burnet. In a recent
article, he said-

h e believed that his views "must
be held by every man with a realistic
knowledge of the implications of major
nuclear conflict and some understand-
ing of the aggressive aspects of human
nature."

Sir Macfarlane Burnet was a former chair-
man of the Commonwealth Radiation
Advisory Committee. He most definitely
was against uranium development. At a
recent seminar of some sort.-! am not
quite sure of the occasion-Sir Macfarlane
Burnet came out and spoke against
uranium development.

Mr P. V. Jones: What do you meani by
".uranium development"? What does It
mean?

Mr HOlLER: The mining and selling
of uranium. Sir Macfarlane Burnet stated
recently that Australia should not export
uranium until such time as the major
nations of the world came to an agreement
on the control and the policing of the use
of uranium in nuclear development. I
think Sir Macfarlane Burnet is in a posi-
tion to make a decision on whether devel-
opment should take place. He did not
underrate the difficulty in obtaining such
an agreement. He stated quite clearly that
if agreement was not forthcoming no-one
could ensure that nuclear war would not
arise from nuclear development.

Mr Coyne: No-one can be sure, anyway.
Mr MOUsER: so the member opposite

accepts the fact that one cannot be sur.
Sir Mac~arlane Burnet suggests that until
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we have a world-wide policing of the use
of uranium we should not be a partyv to
its use. We should not contribute to the
dangers of such development.

Mr P. V. Jones: How are we contributing
now?

Mr MOILER: We will be contributing.
Mr P. V. Jones: Then we are not con-

tributing now.
Mr MOILER: It has been suggested that

nuclear power reactors will be developed.
Obviously. it would appear that many of
the companies and the countries involved
are aware that because of the high cost
and the opposition to such development,
there may be better ways of providing
energy. The Royal Dutch Shell Co. has
stated that it is beginning to question
whether there Is any commercial future
in nuclear plants because of the capital
involved and also on environmental
grounds. That company, which hs been
heavily Involved in the Past, Is seriously
considering pulling out. The US Nuclear
Power Company, the biggest in the world,
is concerned with rising costs and the
growing public concern with regard to
safety, and It Is beginning to question
whether or not nuclear power stations are
the answer to the energy problem, and
whether or not it should be concentrating
Its efforts In other directions.

My P. V. Jones: What basis have you
for saying that?

Mr MOILER: The basis for that state-ment is that In America the number of
nuclear power stations is decreasing, and
not Increasing.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not so.
Mr A. R. Tonkin: That is right; four

were sold last year. The number is falling
very markedly.

Mr Skidmore: Any further comment?
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Mundaring.
Mr MOILER: I claim to have a very

limited knowledge of uraniumn develop-
ment.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: You are an honest
man.

Mr MOILER: I have already said I ac-
cept that Western Australia will never have
a nuclear reactor. However, that Is no
reason that we should contribute to nuclear
development, and contribute to the dan-ger to Western Australia by accepting
waste from other countries. We will also
contribute to world danger by entering
the export market for uranium products.

The motion moved by the member for
Morley continues-

The House is of this opinion be-
cause of-

(1) The extreme and often un-
quantifiable dangers to the people
from such an industry including
carcinogenesis and genetic muta-
tions:

(2) The likelihood of the intro-
duction of terrorist groups to
Western Australia because of the
value for their purposes of plu-
tonium 239;

(3) The Inability of technology
to Provide adequately for environ-
mental safeguard.

The fact that there are no environmental
safeguards has never been disputed by
anyone in this House, and for anyone to
talk about nuclear development, without
adequate safeguards, It should be con-
sidered reckless. The motion concludes-

The House further affirms that it
will not be discharging its obligations
to the safety and welfare of the public
unless it establishes a committee to
examine the consequences of such an
industry and reports its tindings to
the Parliament and hence to the people
at an early date.

I do not understand how members op-
posite can claim there is anything wrong
with that motion. Not one member op-
posite, except for the Premier, has at-
tempted to demonstrate that he knows
very much about uranium development.
Members opposite are either so well In-
formed that they do not need to wpeak
to the matter, or they are stupid and are
Prepared to accept everything the Pre-
miter puts up to them. The Premier, when
replying to the motion moved by the mem-
ber for Morley, stated-

My advice is: let us get with it, but
let us get with it on our terms. The
only way we can get with it on our
terms is to ensure that at least we
talk to the People who have the desire.
the capacity, and the need to develop
these things.

Who talks to the People? Only the Pre-
mier, and perhaps one of his stooges, have
done any talking to the group from Japan.

Mr Sodeman: Who did the talking when
the Labor Party was In Government?

Mr Old: They all did.

Mr MOILER: The member opposite has
emphasised my point. The Premier, and
the Minister for Mines, do the talking for
the whole of the Government. That was
the case when deputations came here from
other countries. If members opposite are
stupid enough to believe that their
Premier and their Minister for Mines are
adequately Informed to make a decision
in a matter such as this, I am not sur-
prised. It seems that the only two People
who know anything about nuclear
development are the Premier and the
Minister for Mines. The Premier has said,
"Let us have talks; we will make the
decisions." The Premier claimed that the
Government would not do anything to
harm the environment or the economy. He
Is always considering the economy.
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The Premier went further. He said- who will, for the sake of Industrial
So we want to get people here,

people who have the knowledge,' the
desire, and the need for this energy.
We want to talk to them and to hear
about the new developments that are
taking place.

He emphasised "we". That, of course.
means the Premier himself and the
Minister for Mines. If a committee were
set up to examine the consequences of a
uranium industry in this State, we could
all hear about new developments and
obtain the latest information on what Is
happening in the nuclear industry and the
different countries throughout the world.

The Premier is telling us not to worry.
He has the Government members well and
truly regimented. He knows they will ac-
cept his view that it is good enough for the
Premier and one of his Ministers to talk
with anyone who may want to come here
to deposit his nuclear waste. What the
member for Morley suggests is that rather
than the Premier holding these discus-
sions, those of us who are interested
enough should also be able to obtain any
information we require before making a
decision about uranium development.

I have certainly tried to emphasise my
belief that we, as laymen-as the Premier
has suggested-know little or nothing
about uranium development. At least I am
prepared to concede that point, but I
would like to know more about it. I do not
believe that facilities are available for
Opposition members or Government back-
benchers to find out everything they
should know about uranium development
before making a decision in this House.
The member for Morley has moved a
motion so that we can take steps to make
this information more easily acquired by
members on both sides of the House. it is
an excellent recommendation, and I
believe it should be supported.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool-Leader of
the Opposition) [8.32 p.m.]: The main
feature of this motion is in the last pare-
graph which calls for a committee to
examine the consequences of an industry
developing uranium in this State. It is
significant that at the present time the
Commonwealth has such an Inquiry under
way In regard to the Northern Territory.
This tribunal, chaired by Mr Justice Fox.
is investigating the environment and other
aspects of the proposed Ranger develop-
ment In the Northern Territory. It is also
significant that the organisation known as
Friends of the Earth Is interested In the
Pox Inquiry. The Friends of the Earth
organisation has an overt fear of the
development of atomic energy. I do not
want to Place myself In the same category
as members of that body, but I believe
that such organisations in the community
are good safeguards against those of us

development or the almighty dollar, enter
Into an agreement f or development for
which we will be very sorry In the future.
or for which generations coming after us
will be very sorny. These organisations
serve a very useful purpose.

Mr Bertram: Are they the fifth column-
ists?

Mr JAMIESON: Yes. I suppose the
Premier would refer to these People as
fifth columnists. At least, they would be
fifth columnists to his development and
progress, as he sees It. The Friends of the
Earth is important because It reminds us
that we can cause damage which we will
not be able to undo at a later stage.

It Is also Interesting to note that the
Friends of the Earth organisation has
access to some interesting information
through a benevolent person in the offce
of the Mary Kathleen project. This person
forwarded a number of documents from
the company and included personal notes
setting out figures. It is interesting that
Mr Rod Carnegie, Chairman and Chief
Executive of Conzlnc Riotinto Ltd., not so
very long ago had lunch with the Presi-
dent of the ACTU (Mr Bob Hawke). Alter
this lunch Mr Carnegie made full notes of
what took place at the meeting, and his
reaction to certain questions put to him
was very interesting. I am reading from
The National Times of the 16th to 21st
August, which sets out the full context of
this meeting In Mr Carnegie's memo to
Mr Harding, who is CRA Genera! Man-
ager, Corporate flevelopment, for that
firm. He said-

I had lunch yesterday with Bob
Hawke who stressed that the uranium
issue would be a major political and
union problem. He asked me what my
own attitude was to the exports of
uranium. I replied there are three
separate aspects.

1. There would be no risk at all to
any Australian in the mining, milling
or shipment of yellowcake.

I can quite believe that. One does not have
to know a great deal about science to know
that there would be no danger to work-
men dealing with this yellowcake.
although I would like to point out that at
one stage we believed mining asbestos did
not cause any harm to anyone. However,
some years later when we had cases of
asbestosis cropping up, we found this was
a severe scourge and it was worth while
cutting out the production of asbestos to
save lives and avoid other problems. I do
not know whether all the medical rami-
fications have been examined, but I would
say that this first paragraph seemed to
deal with any aspect of radioactivity one
might suspect to be present, and appar-
antiy It Is not there at that stage.
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Mr Carnegie then said-
2. Australia is Part of the world and

the products of nuclear reactors worry
me in two respects.

Do not forget that this man Is very im-
portant in the field we are discussing. He
goes on to say-

(a) The possibility of terrorists get-
ting hold of materials from which
bombs could be made. I thought this
was not very likely since easier targets
for terrorism existed. It could be met
by Australia emphasising that pur-
chasing Governments take particular
care to defend potentially fissionable
material.

Let us examine this statement a little
further. It is very difficult to know what
will happen to this material once It Is out
of our care. As far back as the 7th August,
1972, at a meeting in Sydney, Mr M. C.
Timba of the Australian Atomic Energy
Commission discovered he had a problem
on his hands over the proposal to sell
uranium to Taiwan. Australia had no
bilateral safeguard agreement with Taiwan.
and the uranium was eventually sold
through an agent in America because we
had such an agreement with America and
Taiwan had a bilateral safeguard agree-
ment with America.

This shows even at the top level of
knowledge in this field, a great fear exists
that control of such substances could be
lost very easily and we could then be on
the receiving end of something that was
most undesirable. The memo continued-

(b) Radioactive wastes and their
disposal. I said the wastes could not
be proved to be safe but I assessed
the risks as being less than those
from road accidents and technology is
improving all the time In the ability
to handle.

Of course, the road accident toll is fairly
heavy. I too believe that man eventually
will conquer all the Problems he foists on
himself, but I feel we are attempting to
move too quickly. Scientists did not suc-
ceed in splitting the atom until shortly
prior to the last war. Much development
took Place during the war Years, but this
was very hasty development for defensive
or offensive purposes. We are still in the
aftermath of that period; we have not
really caught up with ourselves and we
do not know the damage that can be done.
Mr Carnegie is a big man in the Mary
Kathleen field, and he knows there is
a risk. Finally he said-

3. Australia will need all the uran-
ium exports it can get in the early 80s
to pay for the oil Imports.

This is what Mr Carnegie said to Bob
Hawke, the President of the ACT!), while
they were at lunch.

I have lunched with a few people lately.
and I hope they are not taking notes of
what I am saying. I do not think the

notes would read quite as well as this does
and a transcript would not come out too
well in a debate In Parliament. Discus-
sions I have over lunch do not usually
follow this line, but that was the choice
of these two gentlemen.

It appears as though Mr Carnegie was
Prepared, in his own mind, to excuse any
dangers that were inherent in the develop-
ment of uranium In Australia under the
veneer of economic necessity to have
finance to buy oil in the 1980s. In effect,
that is what he was saying. I do not
think we can just wipe out our problems
with a necessity such as that. There are
other features to which we must give
serious thought.

In moving this motion my colleague has
highlighted the dangers. He referred to
specific points, but finally he asked that
the matter be examined. I have spoken
to some of our American friends in recent
days as I thought the attitude expressed
by the Premier on the subject of atomic
reactors and associated matters had caused
some Impetus in the objection to them.

I would like to refer to Mr Talnaki. the
right-wing senator in the Japanese Parlia-
ment. Quite a long article appeared In
the local Press about Mr Tainaki and his
activities, and this article was then car-
ried by the Press throughout Australia.
Mr Tamaki Is committed to the nuclear
arming of the Japanese defence forces,
and he has tried to commit the Japanese
Government to this aim also. Under no
circumstances would I be associated in
dealing with such a Person. He could be
too dangerous to handle. We must bear
in mind the opinion of the Mary Kathleen
executive, who felt there was reason to
believe that there are problems. He
thought we could come to some sort of
agreement, but could we really rely on
such an agreement? Uranium could get
out of control at some stage; It may be
used to produce Plutonium 239, and we
would then be Involved in all sorts of
problems.

It is not only my colleague, the member
for Morley. who makes a specialty of this
subject; and one should not take the view
that he has some bent or kink In respect
of these matters. It is his desire to do
this, and I admire him for it. It is not
only the member for Morley who is
sounding warnings, because if we look at
headlines In the newspapers we find that
in The Sunday Times of the 9th May, a
leader article criticised the Premier for
the attitude he expressed. Then we have
a headline in The West Australian of the
4th May stating that the ALP takes a
stand on nuclear waste-that is not un-
usual, because the ALP often takes a stand
on matters of importance.

Then we see a heading in the Dlaily News
of the 4th May. "Commonwealth alarm at
N-plant"; and another in the same paper
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the next day, "Horror problem of atomic
wastes" and, on the samte day, "Nuclear
waste denied". The latter headline refers
to the disposal of nuclear waste in Aus-
tralia. In every case these articles have
been written by or are the comments of
experts.

In The West Australian of the 7th May
we see the headline, "Court silent on
visit". The Premier was asked whether
Mr Tamaki's proposed visit would take
place, but he declined to answer. Then in
The West Australian of the 8th May we
see another heading, "Physicists warn on
N-waste". The article states that some of
the State's top physicists called for the
establishment of an independent body to
safeguard nuclear treatment operations in
Western Australia. The physicists warned
that the Premier should not be prepared
to accept nuclear waste. Then another
heading, "Australia warned of energy
problems" appeared in The West Aus-
tralian of the 12th May. There are many
more similar headings.

A Press release was issued on behalf of
physicists from the Physics Departments
of the University of Western Australia
and the Western Australian Institute of
Technology, and on behalf of physicists at
Murdoch University. In that Press release
nuclear dangers were stressed, These are
important people, and we must take some
notice of them.

I think the member for Mundaring said
earlier that the Premier had said we must
take notice of experts. Surely these people
are experts in their field, and they have
given us a warning. If we do not heed
their warning now it may be too late to
heed it later on.

Lest members may wish to interpret the
policy of the ALP and to say it is com-
pletely opposed to nuclear power, as the
Minister for Conservation and the En-
vironment tried to imply by way of inter-
jection earlier, I hasten to indicate that
policy. It is probably best summarised by
referring to an article in The West Aus-
tralan of the 18th June. this year, when
the Western Australian delegate to the
Federal Executive of the Australian Labor
Party (Mr McMullan) said that at the last
annual conference-in January of last
year-the party had decided its policy
would be to work towards the enrichment
of Australian uranium in plants built In
Australia. He was dealing at that time
wvith a motion which sought to prohibit
the mining of uranium, and he said it
would be difficult for the executive to in-
terpret that uranium could be enriched
without being mined. The Federal Presi-
dent (Mr Hawke) immediately ruled out
the motion. That clearly states the policy
of the Australian Labor Party; we will
not be silly in dealing with new scientific
means, whether they be in the field of
uranium or in other areas- However, we
,do'want to see things progress in an

orderly way and in such a manner that
we may be sure that we do not live-or die
-to regret what we have done.

I do not think there is anything wrong
with a motion that aims to do just that,
and my colleague has certainly framed
his motion to say that he wishes to inform
himself and, indeed, the public of Western
Australia, regarding Just how far we should
go without further scientific proof that we
are not overstepping the mark. It would
appear from information that was leaked
to the Friends of the Earth that Australia
has a very high potential for the supply of
atomic energy in the form of uranium. It
would appear that we could produce
something like almost one-third of the
available uranium energy within the very
near future. That would be within a
couple of decades, and it might not be
desirable at this stage for that develop-
ment to occur.

As the Premier has said, sure these
projects can get off the ground fairly
easily because there is a good price for
uranium and they can be financed more
easily than some other mineral develop-
ments;, but it is not always the dollar
that counts, What counts is being sure
that when we are earning the dollar we
are not doing damage worth more than
the dollar we earn.

So I suggest to the House that we play
safe on this occasion and accept the
proposition of the member for Morley so
that we may be better informed and so
that when we support a proposition in
respect of the mining of uranium, or any
other fissionable material-if there are
any-in this country we are aware of
what we are doing and are sure that the
generations that follow us will be able to
enjoy an environment as good at the one
we enjoy today.

I have pleasure in supporting the motion
moved by my colleague.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Mnister
for Conservation and the Environment)
18.51 p.m.l1: In the course of the remarks
made since the debate commenced, we
must have been subjected to the most
misleading lot of rubbish that we have
ever had to put up with in respect of any
motion. I will direct some remarks to one
or two of the points which have been
made. We have heard suggestions made
about alleged leakages, and problems
which have supposedly occurred-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They are facts.
Mr P. V. JONES: -overseas in respect

of certain facilities that have been con-
structed. However, because of the way the
motion has been presented to this House,
It presupposes that there will be no tech-
nological advancement at all, and that no
advances have been made since these
earlier Installations were cons ructed.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Earlier! Such as last
year, and January of this year?
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Mr P. V. JONES: Dr Weinberg has
been referred to, and was quoted as mak-
ing a certain statement. The statement
Quoted was made in 1972; surely that
presupposes no advances have been made
since then.

Mr Skidmore: Tell us if there have
been advances.

Mr P. V. JONES: Reference has also
been made to the declining interest of
people in the United States in nuclear
energy, and the generation of future
energy resources by this means. In fact,
Proposition 15 was referred to back in
May. At that time a prophecy was made
regarding what would be the result of
that vote.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: An amount of $3.5
million was spent on advertising.

Mr P. V. JONES: I was in California
when that proposition was put to the vote,
and by a vote of two to one the people
supported the future generation of
energy by nuclear means.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: You know that ad-
vertisers will prostitute themselves.

Mr P. V. JONES: Nuclear energy was
accepted as a means to provide the
Power that country will need. Did the
acceptance of that proposition in any
way deny the need for advancement in
technology? The rigorous safety measures
that are strenuously policed and increas-
ed-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Are they? You are a
naive little boy.

Mr P. V. JONES: I spent some time
talking with the Sierra Club in San
Francisco, which spent several million
dollars on this matter. Its members ac-
cepted that in the long run this would be
the means by which a considerable por-
tion of the energy requirements of the
United States would be generated.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Four were sold last
Year, compared with 35 two years earlier.

Mr P. V. JONES: In the United King-
dom it has now been publicly stated in a
speech by Mr Wedgewood Henn, the re-
sponsible Minister of State for Energy,
that by 1995 the basic energy resources of
the United Kingdom would be generated
by nuclear means and coal.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They once said nuclear
power would be so cheap it would not be
worth metering It.

Mr P. V. JONES: Reference has also
been made to solar, wave, and tidal energy.
Five years ago the United States spent
$5 million on solar energy research; this
year it is spending $165 million. However,
when the problems associated with the
storage and transport of energy generated
by this means are solved-and perhaps we
can assume they will be-those means of
power will provide only between 2 and
3 per cent of the energy requirements of
that country.

(do)

The massive amount of money devoted
at present to energy research in the United
Kingdom Is directed to wave power. Even
there it is still recognised that this power
can provide only a small and minimal
amount of the energy requirements. In
fact, as I have already said, it has been
indicated by the United Kingdom that its
major energy source during the latter part
of this century will be nuclear generation
and coal.

We are in the same position that we
are in in respect of many environmental
issues; that is, the opposition is proposing
a policy of fear. It is frightened to ac-
cept the challenge of the future.

Mr Moiler: You just accept what we
tell you.

Mr P. V. JONES: It is frightened to ac-
cept the requirements of a world in which
the Population will double in 40 years.

Mr Hartrey: You will fix that; you will
rub them out.

Mr P. V. JONES: We hear rhetoric
which is just so much scientific nonsense,
and when we strip it all away we come
back to the same thing; that there is a
policy of emotive fear. If the Opposition
is not capable of accepting the challenge
of the tuture, then we certainly are! If
that means that we must plan for a
future-bearing in mind that in all these
aspects 1990 or 1995 is tomorrow-we will
certainly accept that challenge. We cer-
tainly have no fear at all of talking with
people, but that seems to be a problem
witn members opposite. Are they fright-
ened to talk with experts who have ben
quoted? Are they frightened to put their
professional expertise on the line and face
the challenge of the future?

Quite clearly if we put our heads in the
sand and do not accept that there are
things we ought to be looking at, people
with whom we should be talking, progress
that needs to be made, and research that
needs to be undertaken, then we are cer-
tainly not accepting the responsibility
which we should accept if we are to be
of any use to the community.

Mr Skidmore: Who Maid we on this side
were adopting that policy?

Mr P. V. JONES: It seems to be a
difficult problem for the Opposition to
come to grips with matters such as this.
I suggest that most certainly we must
reject this motion because it denies us the
opportunity to carry out our responsibility;
that is. to plan to take note of what
everybody else is doing and to make de-
cisions for the future based on what we
would like. The member for Morley said
in his speech that we are a fortunate
people. I could not agree more. That does
not mean that we have not the responsi-
blity of planning for the future to make
certain that whatever the requirements of
this State and this nation are at the end
of the century, we are ready to meet them.
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MR A. in. TONKIN (Morley) [9.00
p.m.): We can see why we cannot have
any confidence in environmental protec-
tion in this State when we realise that the
Minister who has just resumed his seat Is
in the pocket of the Premier. That is the
kind of environmental protection that we
will get from that Minister. We know that
he came into the Cabinet over the bodies
of two Country Party Ministers with prin-
ciple and that he is acceptable to the
Premier because he will do the Premier's
bidding.

The Premier has had some talks with
Senator Tarnaki, an extreme right-wing
senator from Japan. He claimed they were
talking about their grandchildren, but In
order to speak about their grandchildren
Senator Tamaki brought a physicist from
Japan! Does the Premier know of Abra-
ham Lincoln's words about fooling some of
the people all the time but not fooling
all the people all the time? It is quite
clear the Premier will not fool the people.
When Senator Tamoaki came from Japan
to discuss his grandchildren with the
Premier he brought an academic physicist
with him so that they could better discuss
the technicalities of their grandchildren.

Sir Charles Court: Do not distort the
facts.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Did not the Premier
lunch with Senator Tamaki and did not
Senator Tamaki bring a physicist here?
When the Premier reveals what was
undertaken at those talks-

Sir Charles Court: You would not be-
lieve anything because you would not
understand, but I said publicly that I had
lunch with Tamaki-of course I did-and
I talked to him. He has a daughter here;
he has a son-in-law here, and he has
grandchildren here. Do you deny him the
right to come and talk to them? He
brought a physicist with him who talked
to local people quite independent of me.'I would not know what they talked about.

Mr A. Rl. TONKIN: There we have heard
the Premier tell us what they spoke about.
They spoke about their grandchildren!

Sir Charles Court: Would you like me
to tell you? You will find It very exciting.
You would not understand decent family
gossip.

Mr A. R. TONIN: I believe some deal
has been made with Tamaki which will
be revealed after the next State election.
The Premier will not tell us what was said
at that lunch until after the State elec-
tion.

Sir Charles Court: I am telling you now.
Mr A. Rl. TONKIN: In 1970 the then

Deputy Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Charles Court) said that by 1977 the
nuclear industry would come to Japan.
That happens to be after the next State
election. I believe a deal has been made
with Senator Tamaki so that when the

people wake up after the next State elec-
tion, if they return this Government, they
will find themselves faced with a ready-
made decision. If after the next State
election we have the same situation as in
this Parliament. the Premier will have
many dummies on his side in both Houses
who will automatically vote for a Govern-
ment measure. He will not agree-and
therefore the Parliament will not agree-
to a committee to examine these situa-
tions so that the Parliament can be
informed. We will have the farce of mat-
ters being brought to the Parliament when
in actual fact the Premier will have
already made the decision long before the
people go to the polls.

Sir Charles Court: Do not talk such
nonsense.

Mr A. Rl. TONKIN: That is why I
wrote to the Premier to ask him what he
said at his luncheon and the Premier did
not reply.

Sir Charles Court: What is this? I have
replied.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Premier did
reply later, yes.

Sir Charles Court: Why do you tell such
lies?

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr A. Rl. TONKIN: Mr Speaker. I ask
for a withdrawal of the comment by the
Premier that I tell lies.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Morley has requested the Premier to with-
draw the word "lies".

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, if
it is your wish I withdraw the words.

Debate Resumed
Mr A. Rl. TONKIN: Perhaps the Premier

could be excused for his comment. I did
not mean that he had not answered to this
date. If he had let me finish. I would have
said that he did not answer my letter
until I put out a Press release saying that
the Premier had not answered my letter as
to what went on at the luncheon. I was
complaining because I think the people
of Western Australia have a right to know.

Did the Press run the story? Oh no!
They telephoned the Premier and within
two days I had an answer to that letter.
I can prove the dates by reference to my
Press release and the date of the Premier's
letter. That is the kind of easy armchair
ride the Press gives to this Premier. if the
member for Melville had been in the
Premier's seat he would have been bad-
gered day after day by headlines about
secret deals with the Japanese. Every
decent Western Australian knows what
would have happened In those circum-
stances.

A deal has been made with Senator
Tamaki that we will take his nuclear
rubbish.
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Mr Clarko: Have you any proof of this?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: After the next State
election there will be proof. It will then
be too late because the Premier may have
control of both Houses.

Mr Clarko: Are you a seer or a prophet
or something?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Senator Tamaki
brought a physicist with him to discuss
his grandchildren. I believe it is a very
serious matter that we in this Parliament
are denied Information.

We have the situation now In which a
nuclear submarine has come to this State,
and the comment has been made that the
crew deserve to come up after being sub-
merged for some time. It is usually claim-
ed that these men are chosen for their
high degree of psychological stability, but
a study made by Jonathan Serxner,
former US Navy doctor, writing in the
American Journal o/ Psychiatry showed
that 5 per cent of Polaris crewmen dur-
ing a 60-day cruise, developed psychia-
tric symptoms needing treatment.

One petty officer suffered from acute
paranoid schizophrenia and "heard" voices
from heaven giving him messages. These
are the people who have come Into our
harbour and who have their fingers on
the nuclear button, and yet there is the
suggestion that this is perfectly safe. We
know that if there Is a leakage of radio-
activity from one of these ships we will
not be told.

The Alcoa red mud lakes were leaking.
How did we find out? We knew the ans-
wer and then asked the question. We
had to know the answer before we could
ask the question. Do members think that
the Government will volunteer informa-
tion about the leakage of radioactivity
from a submarine or from any other ship
or about any other leakage that may
occur If a nuclear reprocessing plant is
established? Of course it will not volun-
teer the information and we will have
to know the answer-which is a very
rare occurrence-before we can ask the
questions. So it is quite clear that we will
be kept in the dark about nuclear waste.
This is the record of this Government-
continuing secrecy.

As a matter of routine there is leakage
of radioactivity from nuclear reactors;
and this includes submarines or any
nuclear-powered ship. The point Is that
there Is a routine gaseous and liquid
leakage. That Is normal: it cannot be
helped. It comes through pinhole-size aper-
tures in the cladding. What is a safe re-
lease? It is claimed that that is a safe
release.

Let us listen to the experts. The Prem-
ier always says that I set myself up as
an expert. That is not so. What I do is
listen to the experts; I am prepared to
listen to the experts. Apparently they
are all left wing, according to the Premier.

I have an Impeccable opinion to quote.
The advisory committee of the National
Academy of Science's National Research
Council on the Biological Effects of Ion-
izing Radiation-known as BEEFf-
stated that the levels of emissions allowed
by the Atomic Energy Commission were
too high. Two of the top people in the
Atomic Energy Commission. Drs
Tamplin and Gofman. agreed and said
that it was 10 times too high. They were
of course classed as hysterical, which Is
how the Premier judges anyone who dis-
agrees with him on environmental issues.

The AEC eventually admitted the force
of their argument and reduced the safe
level of emission by 100 times. After call-
ing Drs Tamplin and Gofman liys-
terical and saying they were wrong when
they wanted a tenfold reduction, the AEC
actually went for a one hundred-fold re-
duction. How can we know that what the
so-called experts say is a safe emission
is in fact safe? We cannot be sure, which
is the whole point.

George Wald, the Professor of Biology
at Harvard-surely an impeccable United
States University-and winner of the
Nobel Prize for physiology in 1967, said-

Those of us who oppose nuclear
power in its present form have
nothing to gain thereby.

The sinister imputation that the Premier
makes against such people Is to call them
fifth columnists. I should like to know
who the fifth columnist is who is making
a secret deal with Senator Tamaki and a
physicist from Japan.

Sir Charles Court: There is no secret
deal.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I challenge the
Premier to Prove there is no secret deal.

Government members: You prove that
there is.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: After the next elec-
tion, if the Government is again trusted
with the Treasury benches, the people will
wake up one morning to read The Sun-
day Times to find out that a secret deal
has occurred. George Wald was no fifth
columnist but he acquired the epithet of
fifth columnist. He said, "We gain nothing
at all from this opposition but a sense
of patriotism in drawing attention to
these matters."

Sir Charles Court: That is something
you would not know.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: That is something
that is not understood or seems to be
overlooked. People say that mankind
would never have moved forward if we
had not taken a chance at some time. Of
course that is a fact. People seem to
overlook that these nuclear wastes are not
transformed, as all other Poisons are, by
bacteriological or chemical action. All
other poisons are transformed into other
forms which are less toxic. These sub-
stances have a decay rate that Is mathe-
matically exact. It does not alter.
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Plutonium 239 has a half-life of 24 400
years. Caesium. 137 has one of approxi-
mately 30 Years. Strontium 90 has one of
approximately 30 years. In other words,
these substances are unlike any other sub-
stance that has ever been known to man
previously because they are not changed
in any way by bacteriological or chemical
action. it has been suggested that plu-
tonium 239 will be around for hundreds of
thousands of years. It has been estimated
that one gram of plutonium has the Poten-
tial for 40 million lung cancers In aerosol
form. That gives an idea of what we are
dealing with. We are not dealing with
anything which is comparable with any
other substance in use.

it is believed that we may need fission
power only for the next 50 years, By
then we will have broken through with
solar power or with fusion which seems
to be a much safer form of nuclear energy.
if we use fission power for only 50 years
we will have these wastes around for hun-
dreds of thousands of years. Is that not
an extremely high price for our decendants
to have to pay for up to a quarter of a
million years in the future to provide 50
years of fuel for us? It seems to me that
is not a very satisfactory equation.'

We say there Is no alternative to fission
power, but we have never spent enough
money on things like solar power. For in-
stance the United States Air Force spent
$1 000 million trying to perfect a nuclear-
powered bomb, but It did not work out
and the idea was abandoned. ]Imagine if
$1 000 million had been spent on solar
energy. If It had been we might be a lot
further along the road towards solving
this kind of problem.

With reference to the experts, I suggest
the Minister for Conservation and the
Environment should do some work on this
instead of ringing one of his advisers
five minutes before the debate and
asking him for a couple of blas6 generalisa-
tions. The Minister referred to the great
progress being made. Let us look at what
occurred In February this year. Have we
progressed since then?

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you suggesting there
is no progress?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: No. I am saying
there is nothing in the evidence to show
we are any further advanced worth speak-
ing about than we were five years
ago. Up till February this year Robert
Pollard was a safety officer directing three
reactors in New York. Who was he? He
was not a janitor, but a nuclear engineer
and in February of this year he resigned.
Why did he resign? No doubt, according
to the Premier, he was a fifth columnist.
Mr Pollard said that one of the reactors--
and 15 million people were within the
danger zone-was an accident waiting to
happen. That is what he said and he
resigned from his Job. What did he gain
from that? He lost a job which was secure

and which had a great deal of status
attached to It; but he just could not live
with his conscience any longer.

The Minister talked about the California
proposition and how they voted two to
one against It. A few months ago there
was a majority in favour of that propo-
sition and the nuclear industry became
scared and spent $3.5 million in advertis-
Ing thus changing that majority to a
minority. It proved that Americans, like
the Germans or people anywhere, are cap-
able of being brainwashed.

Mr P. V. Jones: How much was spent
by the other side?

Mr A. R. TONKIN. The Minister can
guess. He knows how much the Fiends of
the Earth would have. It is like the Ranger
inquiry, The big companies had some of
the best lawyers in Australia and the
Friends of the Earth went In with no-one
because they are penniless. They are the
kind of people members opposite despise
because they have not been what they call1
a "tsuccess".

Mr P. V. Jones: They spent nearly as
much.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: They did not. There
was very little advertising on the other
side. That is the reason for the situation.
We know there axe advertising people who
will prostitute themselves for the dollar.
They will accept a brief from whoever
pays. They are not interested in the truth
and of course they turn majorities into
minorities.

Mr P. V. Jones interjected.
Mr A. R. TOINKIN: I know, because I

had not realised that the majority could
be destroyed in that particular case. The
polls did show the other way. I am now
prepared to quote the latest poll and show
that the situation changed and that in
fact the result was two to one the other
way.

Mr P. V. Jones: And the others spent
only $500 000 less.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Rubbish.
Mr P. V. Jones: It is not rubbish. It is

a fact.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I ask the Minister,

who has weighed in as the heavy expert
on this matter, what do we do with a
reactor after 25 years when it Is finished?
What do we do with it?

Mr P. V. Jones: You are the expert.
Keep telling us.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: There Is nothing
that can be done with it. it cannot be
dismantled because it is too highly radio-
active. It Is more radioactive than an
atomic bomb. It is not possible to walk
into the centre of an atomic bomb and
work on it. It must be closed up and
guarded forever. That is the situation
and that is what must be done with
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a reactor that is finished. We are not
dealing with commodities which are simil-
lar to anything else.

Let us look at some of the accidents that
have occurred. Sometimes it is said no
accidents have occurred. This means there
has been no spreading of radioactive
waste over the countryside killing thou-
sands. But let us look at the accidents
which have occurred.

At Lagoona Beach near Detroit millions
of people were within a 25-mile radius of
the centre of a possible nuclear explosion
but they were not warned of the danger
of that fast breeder reactor. The Minister
talks about up-to-date Information, We
cannot get more up-to-date Information
than that involving this fast breeder re-
actor.

The millions were not warned any more
than this Government with Its secrecy
policy would warn us of any danger. The
millions were not warned and luckily the
accident that could have been a nuclear
explosion did not occur.

At Wlndscale, UK, a massive leakage of
contaminants caused thousands of gallons
of milk to be contaminated by iodine 131.
That has very much the same effect as
normal iodine. It goes to the thyroid and
children particularly are at risk. That
happened in the United Kingdom.

I am not talking about what might have
happened. That actually happened. Thou-
sands of gallons of milk were contamnin-
ated. But the Premier said the experts
know what they are doing.

At the Tsuruga plant cobalt 60 was
released from cooling water into the sur-
rounding bay and workers were exposed
to radiation. That occurred in Japan.

The death occurred of two workers at
a nuclear plant in Gundremmingen in
West Germany when radioactive steam
escaped from a burst valve.

Twenty leaks occurred in a Canadian
reactor last year and It is still closed.

Three Japanese Plants were shut down
last year because of leakages.

In two reactors at the Japanese Mihaina
unit there was a deformation of fuel
rods. If other factors had been present,
It is admitted that there could have been
a melt down. Japan does not have the
technology to isolate the cause. In fact
the Japanese Atomic Energy Commission
has never tested the efficiency of emer-
gency core cooling systems In reactors im-
ported from the USA. Do members be-
lieve that If Japan does not have the
technology to test its emergency core
cooling system, we would have the tech-
nology?

In the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans
drums, which were Put there by experts,
are leaking waste at this very moment.

What can be done with them? Who Is the
brave man who will do something about
getting at those drums?

There was a fire at the refabricatlon
plant at Denver involving two tons of
plutonium. I already said that one gram
has the Potential to give 40 million people
lung cancer. Let members work out how
many grains there are In two tons. This
fire involved two tons of plutonium and
did not breach the roof of the building.
but it could have breached the roof. The
situation could have been that, if dis-
seminated, one thousandth of a gram in
aerosol form could cause lung cancer to
thousands and would be dangerous for
hundreds of thousands of years.

In the United states, by mistake a pipe
conducting nuclear waste solution was
connected to an employees' drinking foun-
tain. I would like to see that occur up
here! Yet the experts say they have it all
worked out and that there Is no worry!

In 1952 at Chalk River the core of a
reactor was destroyed because an operator
pushed the wrong button. It is all very
well to say that developments have been
made since those days, but we have not yet
developed a reactor which will allow for
human error. It is just impossible, as many
experts have admitted.

In 1955 the reactor at the national re-
actor testing station at Idaho suffered a
50 per cent melt down during a test de-
signed to simulate partial coolant failure.
In other words, If the coolant is lost, in
order to prevent a melt down, there is an
emergency core cooling system. They
simulated the loss of the coolant, and the
emergency system did not work and a 50
per cent melt down occurred because the
core became too hot when the coolant was
removed.

It is possible for steel, concrete, arid
even the earth to be melted in this way.
It will go right through the building. As
yet, there has not been a complete melt
down, but these are early days.

Tanks at Hanford were leaking for
many weeks, but it is claimed that the
water table has probably not been reached.
Yet the Minister said that improvements
are being made all the time. If this is
so, why have workmen not gone to the
Hanford tanks to drill to find out whether
the liquid has reached the water table?
They have not done so because the dril-
ling could in fact increase the leakages.
Therefore no-one knows whether the con-
taminated liquid which has leaked out of
these tanks has reached the water table.
Yet the Premier and the Minister say that
the experts have it all worked out. Let
them tell the Americans that!

I have referred to many accidents which
have occurred. Let the Premier and the
Minister tell the people involved In those
accidents that everything has been worked
out. It is Just not true.
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In 1961 three men were killed when a
prototype reactor blew up in a burst of
highly radioactive steam. The reactor
wvas destroyed and the reactor building
was heavily contaminated. The three men
killed were not wearing any protective
covering on their heads or hands and
consequently their heads and hands were
so highly radioactive that they had to be
cut off and treated as dangerous waste.
The rest of their bodies were sent home
for burial. The heads and hands were
buried as dangerous waste and have to be
guarded for a long period until they
became less dangerous.

In 1963 faulty welding-and who is to
say that faulty welding would not be done
in Australla?-I-n a tank of the Enrico
Fermi fast breeder reactor caused part of
the fuel to melt. The reactor has been
shut down ever since.

The Minister told us that Improvements
have been made, but he now has suddenly
lost interest in the debate as he is
reading the comics or something.

Mr Skidmore: I did not know he bad
any Interest in it.

Mr Clarko: A bit of your normal abuse.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: That reactor has

been closed for 13 years. Why has it not
been repaired? Because the reactor is too
radioactive to be repaired. If such wonder-
ful technological improvements have been
made, why has that reactor not been
repaired? There is a tremendous amount
of money tied up in it, so why has it not
been repaired, especially if the experts
know what they are doing and such tech-
nical advances have been made? Technical
advances have been made, but not suffici-
ently to do anything about that situation.

In 1974 a 500-megawatt reactor near
Toronto was shut down because primary
coolant leaked through cracks caused by
incorrect welding.

Brown's Ferry reactor, the largest
nuclear station in the world, was put out
of action for months because an electrician
accidently set lire to the electrical insula-
tion making inoperable all five emergency
core cooling systems. The emergency core
cooling system is provided In case the
Primary coolant is lost or fails because of
a fire. After that the experts around the
world said it was impossible to construct
anything to cope with fools. How is it
possible to eliminate the human error?

Highly radioactive waste has been leak-
ing for years from storage pits on the
shores of Biscayne Bay in Florida. Once
again workmen cannot go into the pits to
inspect or repair them because It is too
dangerous.

Those are some of the accidents which
have occurred. I do not know to how many
I have referred, but it must be a dozen or
more. The experts have not solved these
Problems.

What protection of the environment does
this State have when the Minister Is will-
ing to prepare a speech on the back of an
envelope, and get up and make blas6
comments which do not square with the
facts? How can we have any confidence
that the Minister will stand up to the
Premier on environmental matters?

Mr Bertram: He would not attempt to.
Mr Skidmore: He said that the issue is

one of emotion.
Mr A. RL. TONKIN: We have been look-

ing at the facts. I am happy to look at
what the experts say. This Parliament
should be in touch with the experts by
means of a proper committee system. It
is criminal that we do not do our Job in
a proper manner because we do not have
the information. We have heard a&Minister
of the Crown, responsible for the environ-
ment, make comments for which I would
award six out of 10 to a second-year high
school child. That is the level of expertise
to which we have access through the
Minister,

Let us again refer to the experts. There
were plans to build a 325-megawatt elec-
tric nuclear power reactor in the early
1960s at Bodega, which is 80 kflometres
north of San Francisco on a site only 300
metres from the San Andreas fault which,
as members know, is the infamous fault
which almost destroyed San Francisco
some time ago.

There were many objectors to that-no
doubt hysterical fifth columnists, in the
Premier's words-but it went ahead. When
the reactor foundations were excavated It
was found a fault ran right across the
site. It was then abandoned. But no
notice was taken of the objectors, although
the reactor was within 300 metres of the
San Andreas fault.

Let me read out what was said by an
expert whom the Premier will respect
because he has made a lot of money in
his time. I am referring to Dr Donald
Cook, Chairman of American Electric
Power, the biggest electricity producer in
the USA. He said the economics that
were expected from electric power have
never materialised and never will material-
ise. That is not from a Labor member of
Parliament but from a highly successful
American businessman in the field of power
generation.

it was once said nuclear power would
be so cheap it would not be worth meter-
ing. In the United States in 1913, 36
reactors were sold; in 1974, 27 were sold;
in 1975, four were sold. This is the giant
leap forward. Japan, too, has cut back
its reactor building due to major break-
downs and leaks.

I believe we in Australia can expect
cut-price reactors because the market has
fallen off remarkably. Why? We talk
about a reactor which costs an enormous
amount of money and which has been
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closed for 13 years. Hard-headed business-
men will think twice about that kind of
thing. It is rare for reactors to be able
to operate at more than 50 per cent
capacity and they have to be closed down
continually to take out material for repro-
cessing, which is what the Premier would
like to take place in Western Australia.

Let us look at the Rasmussen study,
which is the biggest study on nuclear
safety ever carried out in the world. It
comprises several volumes. The statistical
method of calculation used in the Ras-
mussen study to determine the likely rate
of failure was abandoned 10 years ago in
the aerospace industry. Why? Because
it grossly underestimated failure rates.

How can we sit back? We are supposed
to be representing the people, and we say
to them, "Don't worry, the experts are
doing it. We are not going to worry our-
selves about it. We will accept what the
Premier says because he Is In touch with
the experts."

I will give an example of why the sta-
tistical method used in the Rasmussen
study was abandoned. With the Apollo
fourth stage rocket engine it was pre-
dicted there would be one failure in 10 000
missions: the actual failure rate was one
in 25. This was the method used to deter-
mine the safety of nuclear reactors.

Let us look at the prediction of failure
rates in the nuclear industry itself and
get away from the aerospace industry.
With major multiple fractures it was pre-
dicted there would be 25 failures per one
billion billion reactor years-i 000 million
times 1 000 million reactor years. What
actually happened? There were 15 failures
in less than 1 000 reactor Years. How
absurd! What kind of a statistical error
is that? This is the Rasmussen study.
These were experts who made the predic-
tions. It was, of course, a whitewash job.

In regard to common mode f ailures, such
as major fires, it was estimated they
would occur once every 1 000 billion years.
A major fire has already occurred at
Brown's Ferry in Alabama, where an
electrician started a fire. That occurred
in less than 1 000 reactor years, whereas
the prediction was once every 1 000 billion
reactor years.

The other concern is terrorism, It is
quite clear that a terrorist with one
gram of plutonium could hold a city
to ransom. He would not have to think
about making a bomb, Hie could not do so
anyway, with one gram: he would need
four kilograms. However, he could
threaten a city by suggesting he would
contaminate the water supply, which is
very easy to do. That is a Problem which
will occur, and there have already been
two terrorist attacks on nuclear reactors
last year, one In France and one In Ger-
many. They have not Yet resulted in
major nuclear explosions.

We believe this Parliament should begin
to operate effectively. We believe a com-
mittee of this House should hear from the
experts on all sides. let us hear from the
pro-people like Baxter and Titterton; let
us hear from those who have doubts. I
am very serious and sincere in saying that
otherwise there is no point in keeping this
Parliament open. There is no point in
this place pretending to be a forum when
in fact it does not do all it can to ensure
it is informed and knows what it is talking
about. A committee would not turn us
into instant experts but if we have to legis-
late in technical areas it is up to us to
obtain the advice given to the Government.
After all, the Government listens to ex-
perts, buti that advice Is given in secret.
The people do not know what it is. Depart-
mental advice to Cabinet cannot be the
subject of questions in this House. We
have been told many times the public will
not be told what tbe experts are saying.

When the Premier comes here with a.
Bill he says, "We are going to do this."
We can ask questions but we do not know
what expert advice has been given. That
is bad enough when we are talking about
a freeway or a dam, but what about this
kind of thing, which is unlike anything
else? Should not the Parliament have the
right to the information? If the Parlia-
ment does not get the information we are
just stooges of the Premier; no matter
what the Opposition does it has not the
numbers.

All the people on the Government
back bench are aspiring to get into
the Cabinet, and all know the
Premier chooses the Cabinet. The
parties at present In government do
not have a democratic election as we do.
Members know they must do the right
thing by the Premier, otherwise they are
not likely to be chosen for the Cabinet.
So what will they do? They will cross the
floor wherever the Premier directs them,
The Premier is like a policeman directing
traffic-this side for this motion and that
side for that motion.

We therefore believe we should have
proper information and we should have a
committee system. If we do not have it,
we should save the people money by not
pretending to be legislators. We should
admit the government of the State is in
the hands of a small select group-the
Cabinet-meeting in secret. The delibera-
tions of this Parliament are open to the
public and the Press.

I am not sure my colleagues will go so
far, but I am quite sincere in saying if
we cannot make Parliament into a proper
forum so that it legislates from knowledge
instead of accepting whatever the Gov-
ernment suggests, the Parliament should
be closed down because it will have out-
lived its usefulness. We know the insti-
tution of Parliament started back in the
13th century and at times it has performed
a very useful role; but if our role is only
to give our imprimatur of respectability
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to the decisions made by the Cabinet, we
should question whether Parliament has
outlived its usefulness. I do not believe
it has. I believe this Parliament could
work properly if it had a proper committee
system, as every other Parliament in the
world has.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five minutes more.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: This is a matter of
great moment. We take our duties as
legislators seriously. The people must con-
sider whether they are getting their
money's worth from Parliament, and
whether the legislators in name are legis-
lators in fact. If we are found wanting,
like the dodo and the dinosaur we will
become extinct because we will have out-
lived our usefulness. We must adapt to
a changing world, We have a very complex
world in which to move. Therefore, it is
absolutely essential that we inform our-
selves of these complexities so that we
can legislate from a position of strength.
Otherwise, we must seriously question
whether the Parliament should continue
in its present form.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
M~r Bryce
Mr T. J, Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Fletcher
Mr Harman
Mr Eartrey

Mr Blaile
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Orewar
Mir P. V. Jon

Mr Laurane
Mr MecPharlin

Ayes
Mr navies
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr MoUile
Mr narnett

Ayesr-i?
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Skidmnore
Mr Taylor
Mr A. R. Tonkin
M . T. Tankin
Mr Mclver

Noes-23
Mr NanovIch
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Shalders
Mr Slbson
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

Pairs
Noes

Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr O'Connor
Mr Stephens
Mr Socleman

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading: Defeated
Debate resumed from the 26th May.

MR JAMIE SON (Welshpool-Leader of
the Opposition) [9.45 p.m.]: This Bill
proposes to enable 18-year-alds to vote in
local government elections, just as they
can in elections for the State and Federal

Parliaments. I think it is high time this
situation is adopted, and we should sup-
port it. There seems to be no reason it
this day and age that members opposite
should not support the proposition.

At one time the complaint was always
that the ratepayers paid most of the
money required by local authorities, but
local government records now show that
more than 50 per cent of what they spend
comes from sources other than ratepayers,
Indeed, I have always maintained that
even a child who buys a lolly in a shop
pays something towards the rates of a
business concern. So when people buy
things they contribute to the local auth-
ority of the area, despite the fact that
the local authority receives handouts
from both Commonwealth and State
Government sources.

As the local authorities receive hand-
outs from the general revenue of Govern-
merits, that means the money comes from
the taxpayer; so the 17-year-old who
licenses his motorcar also contributes.
Surely, no matter where the money comes
from, we should be prepared to indicate to
the people of the State that it Is time we
challenged the franchise conditions of
local government elections.

This Bill clearly does that. It sets out
to indicate a new eligibility; it puts f or-
ward other Proposals in respect of the
first-past-the-post principle, and voids
the Borden method of multiple elections
which Is currently applied. I think the
move is worth-while and one we
should not discard lightly. It Is time we
made these amendments to the Local
Government Act so that young people may
vote and accept their responsibility in
local government elections, just as they
accept their responsibility in State and
Federal elections.

There appears to be no reason that
Persons who are already charged with the
responsibility of voting for the State and
Commonwealth Parliaments should be
regarded as not sufficiently intelligent to
vote for local government elections. That
being so, the member for Cockburn has
suggested amendments to make voting
eligibility in this State more or less ui-
farm In respect of all spheres of govern-
merit. At the moment too much confusion
exists between council and other elections,
and once young people know they
arc eligible to vote at all elections
they will be more likely to accept their
responsibility.

For many years now most States of
Australia have had some form of voting
Powers for non-ratepayers, and now moat
of them have adult franchise with various
qualifications for absent ratepayers; but
It is time the People who vote for the
Parliaments of Australia also voted for the
representatives of the wards of the vari-
ous. local authorities.
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Therefore. I support the Bill. I hope
members give it consideration and do not
discard it, and that they bear in mind the
fact that a great deal of the finance of
local authorities now comes from sources
other than the ratepayer. The Bill has
my full support.

MVR TAYLOR (Cockburn) (9.51 p.m.]:
This measure was introduced to give the
Government an opportunity to consider its
attitude to the electorate and to demo n-
strate to the electors that it is, as it in-
dicated it would be in the election policy
of the Premier, a democratic Government
which seeks the support of the people.

The Bill undertakes to do three things.
Firstly, it seeks to give a vote in muni-
cipal elections to every person within a
municipality. It does this by making the
criteria for those who are eligible to vote
those which apply to State and Federal
elections. Secondly, it undertakes to re-
move Plural voting, something surely
which should be acceptable to members
of any democratic institution at this time.
Thirdly, it undertakes to change the sys-
tern of voting from what Is now called
Preferential voting to what may be
described as first-past-the-post voting.
The latter is the principle which I thought
would receive the greatest response from
the inister concerned, but he rejected
it out of hand just as he did the other
two.

When one puts forward to this House a
proposition which offers to all of the people
of a State the opportunity to vote for one
of its Parliaments-and local government
is a Parliament-and that proposition is
rejected, one wonders where we are going.
The principle of one-vote-one-value was
put forward in this country as long ago
as 1850. It was fought for at that time.
and It actually won the day in a State Par-
liament in the 1850s. Plural voting was first
abolished at or about that time. Progress
has been made since then in State and
Federal Parliaments, but 100 years later
we as a Parliament-and we are respon-
sible for local government; It is our Act
-are still prepared to sit here and con-
tinue a system under which property
counts for more than individuals. How can
we tolerate that?

How can we take it when the Minister
puts forward a Proposition that a person
should not have the right to vote If he
does not help to pay for the affairs of
the instrumentality? That is the comment
the Minister made in reply to the Intro-
duction of this Bill. Broken Hill Pty. Ltd.
has no vote for the State or Federal Gov-
ernments, and yet it is probably the
biggest contributor of finance to both
levels of government in most States.
Pensioners and others who do not pay tax
have a vote in State and Federal elections.
That is the system which has been operat-
ig for '75 years in the Commonwealth,

and for even longer in the States.

Yet when a proposition is put before
this House for consideration that we
should apply that principle to local gov-
ernment it is rejected. We have a situa-
tion in my electorate where Broken Hill
Pty. Ltd. has a number of votes at local
government elections, and some Pensioners
have none. There was not a voice on the
other side that took the Minister to task,
and so we are to retain this system. There-
fore companies will continue to have not
one vote but perhaps a number of votes.
and People in the area who are usually
the third person in the household--a single
adult or an elderly person; invariably only
two people in a dwelling are eligible to
vote-do not have a vote. There is no
comment from members opposite.
.Mr Young: Local government is all

about property, whereas State and Federal
Governments are all about people.

Mr TAYLOR: That is a quotable quote.
"Local government is all about property."

Mr Young: Infinitely more so than State
and Federal Governments.

Mr TAYLOR: I made the point that
local government is really at the grass
roots when it comes to Participation by
people, and the minister agreed with that.
He said this is the level at which people
have the greatest say and where they can
best manage their affairs. It is a pro-
position he has put forward on every plat-
form from which he speaks, yet the mem-
ber for Scarborough tells us it is a level
of government which is more concerned
with property.

Mr Young: The Principal responsibility
of local authorities is to maintain the
area, and the principal responsibility of
Federal and State Governments is to make
laws in respect of the day-to-day manage-
ment of people's affairs.

Mr TAYLOR: That is an attempt at
rationalisation. On that basis one could
say that Broken Hill Pty. LWd. and the
other industries at Swinana surely should
have a vote for the Federal Parliament,
because the taxes they pay will be used
to defend them by the provision of
defences at Garden Island.

The Minister made no attempt to counter
the argument that there should be one-
vote-one-value; that is, that all persons
In an area should have a vote. To give an
example, he said within this Bill
there is no qualifying period of
residence, whereas a period of one
month is required for State and Fed-
eral elections. There Is nothing In my Bi11
to say what the Period of residence should
be, and so the Minister took me to task
and said there were inaccuracies and
anomalies in the Bill and that so much
was wrong with it that it would have to
be thrown out. He said he would give
examples, but the only statement he made
with reference to the one-vote-one-value
principle was that I did not specify a
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residential period in my Bill; that is, I
did not speedfy the period for which a
person must reside within a municipality
before he is eligible to vote. The Minister
said that meant people could come in and
flood the electorate a few days before the
roll closed. That is the only reason he gave
for rejecting that principle.

This is a principle enunciated throughout
the world throughout history1 and most
certainly it Is one which operates In respect
of two tiers of government in this country:
yet the Minister's only argument against
it was that some of the technicalities in
my Bill are not correct.

Mr Merharlin: You are suggesting giving
the vote to everyone. Do you also suggest
that everyone should pay rates or a tax?

Mr TAYLOR: I1 am suggesting that all
the occupiers of houses are people and are
residents of their community. That prin-
ciple is accepted in the State and Federal
spheres, and I am putting it to the House
that it should be accepted by this Chamber
in respect of local government;, that is.
an elderly pensioner living with his or her
son or daughter and who pays no rates--
although the son or daughter does--should
have a vote. That Is what this Bill Is all
about. it is not a large number of people
involved at all.

Mr Young: If a child buys sweets in a
shop he is contributing to the shop-
keeper's rates-

Mr TAYLOR: You are quoting the
Leader of the Opposition who Interjected
with that very comment.

Mr Young: If I buy a can of coca-cola
and I pay for some steel in that can I1
ought to get a vote on the board of BH?

Mr TAYLOR: I am not saying that. I
am not saying that because I now work
in Perth I should get a vote for Perth.
I get a vote where I live, That is all this
legislation Is asking for-that a person
should be eligible to choose his representa-
tives in the area In which he lives.

The second proposition Is that there
should be only one vote. That is another
principle that has been espoused for many
years in many ways. As I indicated in my
second reading speech, it was good
enough for the Brand Government
belatedly to apply it to the Legislative
council a few years ago. I did not have the
opportunity to look up the speeches made
on that occasion, but I should like to see
the reasons given for it because whatever
those reasons were they would apply to
this legislation. If we are going to have one
vote in other tiers of government why do
we have multiple voting In local govern-
ment? Is there an answer to it?

In Victoria there is an Act, I understand,
before the Governor for signature which
will delete plural voting in Victoria. In
Queensland local government elections
each elector gets one vote, according to
a source in my possession. In New South
Wales each voter has one vote but there

is a restriction on the number of people
who can vote so not all get a vote. South
Australia has now moved to eliminate plu-
ral voting. But not Western Australia.
Until the legislation before us now is passed
we will continue with the same system of
multiple votes. That is democracy at its
best? They are presumably the seine
reasons that electorally put twinana In
the city and Kalamunda in the country.
So one-man-one-vote is out and plural
voting is out, and the Minister gave no
reasons at all!

The Minister's comment about that is
that It is being considered in a total re-
view. If that Is not the type of statement
one has heard In this place over many
years, I wonder where we have heard It.
He said that at this point of time the
disparity is practically nonexistent. Pre-
sumnably it is all right to retain plural vot-
ing because it is now practically nonexist-
ent!

Mr Hartrey: Since when?
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, since when? It cer-

tainly occurred on the Saturday before I
introduced this Bill. It was operating in
the elections for the Lord Mayor of Perth
when up to eight votes were being exer-
cised by some groups-not necessarily
people-because a Government member
has already accepted that local govern-
ment is associated with property rather
than people!

Mr A. R. Tonkin: What a disgrace!1
Mr Young: It is not a disgrace because

the principal role of local government is
to take care of the general physical area.
It is not sovereign.

Mr TAYLOR: I appreciate the com-
ments being made by the member for
Scarborough. The latest quote is that local
government is not sovereign. is that a
reason, because their future is In the
hands of this House? That is accepted.
Here we are trying to do something for
it. We are the only ones who can do so.
Local governments cannot legislate for
themselves in this respect. Certainly they
are not sovereign but this House is and
we have an opportunity here and now to
change the system.

Other comments were made by the
Minister, He seemed to spend more time
on the first-past-the-post system than on
any other matter. I appreciate that in
any system of counting there are several
ways of Interpreting things and one usu-
ally likes the way that will advantage one-
self but I could not accept the proposition
which the Minister put forward. He said
that he did not think It was right that
where there were four candidates, one
getting 35 per cent of the vote, one 25 per
cent, one 21 per cent and one 10 per cent,
the person who got 35 per cent should be
declared the person elected. Of course,
using his figures one could put it another
way and I agree that this Is only one
way of interpreting such figures.
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It means that the group which voted
for the person with 35 per cent and had
their candidate defeated at best would
have a candidate against them who
received 21 firsts. 19 seconds and 11
thirds, or 11 people who voted for a man
second last. By any weighting of votes
that is an anomaly. The Minister said
that this system is wrong and it has to
be a preferential system where, as I say,
third votes can be firsts.

Historians and politicians have argued
over and over again about the first two
propositions in the Bill. I do not see that
there is any other way of impressing upon
members the desirability of having one
vote and the first-past-the-post system
and I shall not weary the House very
much longer with my arguments.

Before I conclude I should like to quote
one or two other comments from the Min-
ister's speech, which is worth reading at
any time. He said-

...and the next moment the Oppo-
sition is trying to destroy local govern-
ment. It is suggested adult franchise
should be Introduced.

We are trying to destroy local govern-
ment because adult franchise should be
introduced! How does anyone work that
one out?

Sir Charles Court: What he meant is
that you are trying to destroy its char-
acter.

Mr TAYLOR: It depends on the defini-
tion of "character".

Sir Charles Court: The nature of local
government.

Mr TAYLOR: The Premier is perfectly
correct. There Is no doubt that this pro-
posed legislation attempts to change the
character of local government but in the
same Way as Sir David Brand's legislation
changed the character of the Legislative
Council for the better by changing cer-
tain aspects of it to give one-vote-one-
value. By giving everybody on the electoral
roll a vote we could certainly be changing
its character for the better.

The Minister said-
Adult franchise, of course, has no

relationship to the responsibility of
ratepayers.

That is another good quotable quote I This
follows the theme of the member for
Scarborough. Adult franchise has a re-
lationship to the responsibility of electors
federally or Statewise, but the Minister
reminds us that It has no relationship
to the responsibility of ratepayers!I There-
fore, we should not have adult franchise!

There was then an Interjection and the
Minister said-

We are talking about adult fran-
chise, where People will be having a
vote in everything that goes on.

What a terrible principle!
Mr Hartrey: How shocking!

Mr TAYLOR: One wonders. The
Leader of the Opposition then said-

Is there anything wrong with that?
The Minister said-

There is when one does not have
any responsibility for paying for what
one does.

There is the answer. That is why BEEP,
Alcoa or any other company has a vote
while those who live with relatives, or the
local policeman, or the local high school
teacher living in a schoolhouse, do not
get a vote.

In another Interjection the member for
Morley asked whether this gives a vote
to every person and the Minister said-

It does not give a vote to every per-
son. It takes away the autonomy of
local government ..

So one-vote-one-value takes away the
autonomy of local government[I I agree
with the comment made by the Premier
when he said that this proposed legislation
will modify the character of local govern-
mient.

The Minister said that this Bill-and
anybody who has read the Bill will smile
at tis-seek to remove local govern-
ment and replace it with regions. One-
vote-one-value will take away local gov-
ernment and replace It with regions! He
said-

This measure is a camouflage to
take over local government. It is a
vehicle to provide for the dominance
of minorities and less influential
people.

What a beauty that one is! This Eml,
one-vote-one-value and one vote-not
multiple votes,-Is a camouflage to take
over local government and is a vehicle
to provide for the dominance of minorities
and less Influential people!

How can one argue against statements
like that made when speaking to legisla-
tion? The Minister said that local gov-
ernnment was grass roots government, and
with that I agree.

The seventh quote of the Minister was--
This is something we on this side

of the House treasure, because it al-
lows the people to have a voice in
local communities.

Later on he said a person should not have
a vote if he did not pay for it. Yet he
made the statement that this was some-
thing that members on the opposite side
of the House treasured because It al-
lowed people to have a voice in local
communities.

That is what we on this side are asking
members to support in the Bill before us;
that Is. to give the little people, the less
Influential People, and the minorities a
voice in local communities.

Sir Charles Court: That is without mak-
ing any contribution?
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Mr TAYLOR: If I had to give an answer
I would say. "Yes, without making a con-
tymbutlon." I have indicated that although
pensioners make no contribution in taxes.
they have a vote; and that students of
18 years of age make no such contribution
but they also have a vote: yet those who
make the greatest contribution to the
revenues of the State and the Common-
wealth-the large industries-have no
voice. The Premier has said that if a
person resides in an area of the State or
the Commonwealth he should have a vote,
so why not at local government level?

Mr Old: Besides the pensioners will
anyone else be affected by this?

Mr TAYLOR: The minister was pre-
viously the chairman of a local authority.
and he knows the answer.

Mr Old: Why did you- mention them?

Mr TAYLOR: I made mention of the
pensioner, because Invariably he Is the
third person in the household. I used the
Ilustration of the pensioners and stu-
dents, becamse in most instances they are
the ones who now do not have a vote and
who would gain the vote under this
measure.

The final quote of the Minister was-
It takes away

small person to
and to dominate

the rights of the
maintain his vote

the individual.
The Bill contains three propositions. The
third one as to whether the electoral sys-
tem shall be based on first-past-the-post
or preferential voting is not as Important
as the other two. It Is not one which we
on this side would necessarily contest at
this time.

However, the other two propositions
are fundamentally important. The first
is the principle of full adult suffrage, and
the second is the nonplurality of votes.
Those are the two Issues on which the
House should make a. decision.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes- 17
Mr Batemian
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Car?
Mr H. 1). Evans
Mr Fletcher
Mr Harmam
Mr Butte?

Mr Elalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr crane
Dr fladour
Mr Ghayden
Mr Grewr
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr rAuraims
Mr McPborl'n

Ayes
Mr Davies
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr B. T. Burke
Ur Mouer
Mr Barnett

Pairs
Noes

Mr Mensaro
Mr Rushton
Mr O'Connor
Mr Stephens
Mr Sodeman

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

House adjourned at 10.16 ps7n.

£r4pilatiuw (flunrii
Thursday, the 19th August, 1976

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

SUPPLY BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received and
read notifying assent to the Bill.

QUESTIONS (2): WITHOUT NOTICE

1.

Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr may
Mr Skidmiore
Mr Taylor

Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Mclver

(Teller)

Noes-fl
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mr

Nanovich
Old
O'Nel
Ridge
Shalders
Sibson
Thompson
Tubby
Watt
Young
Clarko

(Tellerr)

WATER SUPPLIES
York: Dislocation of Traffic

The Hon. H. W. GAYPIER, to the Min-
ister for Justice representing the Min-
ister for Works:
(1) Is he aware that yesterday the

main street of York, Avon Terrace,
was barricaded off by the Public
Works Department and a trench
was dug across the roadway to
effect water main connections?

(2) Is he aware that yesterday was
York race day and the busy visit-
Ig traffic as well as local traffic
was denied vehicular access to the
shopping area, causing trades-
people to lose anticipated custom
especially catered for?

(3) Is he aware that neither the York
Shire Council nor the Main Roads
Department, Northam, were noti-
fled that this exercise was to take
place?

(4) Is he aware that the Main Roads
Department Is proposing a lower-
lng of the crown of Avon Terrace
and is conducting a survey within
the next fortnight of the particu-

-lax section referred to and that
future MED proposals could well
have a bearing on the depth of
any pipes already laid or proposed
to be laid?

(5) Why does not the PWD liaise with
other departments to ascertain
convenience of operation to all
concerned?


