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

TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

Cross Street- Wharf Street Intersection: Petition

MR BATEMAN (Canning) 14.31 p.m.]: I have
a petition addressed to the Honourable Speaker
and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia. It reads-

We. the undersigned residents in the State
of Western Australia do herewith pray that
Her Majesty's Government of Western
Australia will do all in its power to have a
controlled cross walk placed at the
intersection of Wharf and Cross Streets,
Queens Park. to enable the hundreds of
children crossing at this intersection to cross
safely when attending the Queens Park
Primary School, as the parents of these
children are greatly concerned for their
safety and do not want to see a tragedy occur
as a result of no cross walk facilities.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that your honourable House will give this
matter earnest consideration and your
petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 205 signatures and I have
certified that it conforms with the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 101.)

EDUCATION: FUNDING

Cutbacks: Petition

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) 14.32 p.m.]: Ihave a
petition addressed to the Honourable Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia. It reads-

We the undersigned. deplore the proposed
cuts in the education budget. In Our vi ew
there are many other areas of expenditure
that could be reduced before this vital
investment in our children's future.

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

The petition bears 337 signatures and I have
certified that it conforms with the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 102.)

PRISONS BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Chief Secretary). and read a first time.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Treasurer) [4.37 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This, the eighth budget I have presented to
Parliament as Treasurer of Western Australia,
has been the most difficult in my experience and
indeed in the memory of Treasury officers.

The past few years have not been easy times
with pressures on public expenditure greatly
exceeding the growth of revenue from year to
year. The Government has had to live with tight
constraints on expenditure which, in itself is no
bad thing. But when those constraints make it
more difficult. year by year, to provide for the
expansion of basic essential services to meet the
needs of a growing population and a developing
State economy it is a frustrating experience.

The future growth of the State economy and
the continued rise in living standards of Western
Australians depend vitally on a healthy and
expanding private sector.

Higher Government spending fuelled by higher
taxation cannot achieve those aims and
Governments have an obligation to the people
they serve to keep tight restraints on spending and
to minimise their demands on the public purse.

Yet it must also be said thatmost Government
services meet real community needs and are in
response to the community's own demands and
priorities. The provision of those services is as
much a part of the real wealth of this nation as
the products of our farms, mines and factories.

The task constantly confronting Government,
therefore, is to provide for genuine community
needs at the least practicable cost to the taxpayer.
That has been the constant aim of this
Government throughout the past seven years and
I believe we can be justifiably proud of our record
of financial responsibility.
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It is therefore distressing to me to have to bear
constant criticism from our federal counterparts
on the level and growth of State Governments'
expenditure.

There is, I find, a deep seated lack of
understanding by the Commonwealth
Government as to the nature of the
responsibilities borne by the States. I do not
minimise the great responsibilities that fall
against the Commonwealth budget: I merely ask
for recognition of the nature of those that fall to
the States.

In all advanced nations the demands for
education and health and welfare services call
heavily on the resources of Governments. As
living standards rise and basic needs for food,
clothing and housing are more readily attained,
the tendency is for the community to demand
better standards of education and health and that
the social problems which seem to accompany
higher living standards be redressed.

When the architects of the Australian
Constitution divided responsibilities and resources
between the Commonwealth and the States, they
could not foresee the enormous demands that
social services would impose on State
Governments in the future. Had they been able
to, the Constitution would have taken a very
different shape.

When the present Commonwealth Government
introduced tax sharing as part of the new
federalism concept in 1976, 1 hoped that we had
at last found a formula which promised to provide
the States with revenue resources commensurate
with their responsibilities. We were promised a
firm share of personal income tax and
consultation on changes to that arrangement.

I must confess to being disillusioned and deeply
disappointed at the developments at the May
1981 Premiers' Conference. The drastic and
unheralded changes to the tax sharing
arrangements announced by the Commonwealth
Government at the conference, together with the
changed hospital funding arrangements, were the
cause of the severe budgetary problems the
Government has experienced this year.

Such have been the claims and counterclaims
over the changes that I believe I should
sunmmarise the facts before going on to outline the
measures the Government has been forced to
implement to adjust to the resulting severe
reduction in available revenue this year.

Tax Sha ring Arrangements

Under the arrangements introduced in 1976
and modified b) agreement in 1977, the States

were entitled to share 39.87% of personal income
tax collections in the preceding year. To honour
an undertaking, given at the inception of the
scheme, that the States would be no worse off
than under the old arrangements, the new scheme
provided for a guarantee, to operate for four
years, that no State would receive in any year less
than it would have received under the Financial
Assistance Grant formula agreed in 1975.

For 1980/81, this guarantee was replaced by an
assurance that no State would receive less in real
terms than the amount it received in 1979/80 as
measured by the movement in the consumer price
index over the year ended March 198 1.

The arrangements agreed in 1976/77 provided
for a review of the operation of the scheme before
30th June 1981 and for the Commonwealth to
consult with the States with a view to determining
whether any changes were desirable.

In an endeavour to facilitate the review, State
Premiers met to formulate a States' viewpoint on
the need for any changes. Although there were
divergences of opinion on some aspects, the States
were able to resolve their differences and submit
to the Commonwealth an agreed approach.

In brief, State Governments supported the
continuation of the arrangements without seeking
any addition to the base amount of funds provided
under the scheme. In recognition of statements
made by Commonwealth Ministers that in future
there could be less emphasis on personal income
tax and more on indirect taxes, the Premiers were
prepared to consider alternative bases for tax
sharing, namely personal income tax or total
Commonwealth taxation collections.

The States' document pressed for continuation
of a guarantee based on the old Financial
Assistance Grant formula but recognised that the
betterment factor in that formula had proved too
high. We stated that we would be prepared to
accept a reduction in that formula element from
No to 1.8 % which was the betterment factor used
in the formula which applied from 1971 to 1975.

At the May Conference the Commonwealth
announced that it rejected the States' submission
and proposed major changes to the tax sharing
arrangements that amounted to abandonment of
the existing scheme.

Instead of the 1981/82 payments being
calculated as 39.87% of personal income tax
collections in 1980/81 which would have resu[ltd
in a total payment to the States in 198 1/82 of
S6 994.5 million, an increase of 16.4%, the
Commonwealth proposed to break the nexus with
personal income tax collections anid restrict the
increase to 8%.
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I protested strongly about this unilateral
abandonment of a scheme which we had accepted
in good faith but the most the Commonwealth
were prepared to concede was a small increase in
the allocation which lifted the total funds for the
States under the tax sharing arrangements to
$6 551.6 million, an increase of 9%. This was an
effective reduction of $443 million from the
States' tax sharing entitlement. Subsequently the
Commonwealth gave a supplementary $69 million
allocated between New South Wales, Victoria
and Queensland but nothing to the three smaller
States.

The effect of these moves was to appropriate
for the Commonwealth's own budgetary purposes
a total of $374 million which rightfully belonged
to the States. In the case of Western Australia,
the revenue loss in 1981/82 due to the
abandonment of the tax sharing formula alone
amounts to almost $58 million.

The reason given by the Commonwealth for
this action was simply that the increase in funds
flowing to the States under the tax sharing
formula was too high and, in the interests of
containing the growth of public sector
expenditure, should be cut back.

I found this action and the Commonwealth's
attitude incredible and without precedent in my
experience of Commonweal th/State financial
relations. It has subsequently been defended by
some Members of the Federal Parliament
claiming that the States have done exceptionally
well out of the tax sharing arrangements and that
burgeoning State expenditures, as they put I .t,
need to be slowed down. The facts show
otherwise.

The Commonwealth's own Budget for the
current year provides for total outlays to increase
by 12.6% or over 15%. excluding payments to the
States wvhich are to increase overall by only 8%.
At the same time the Commonwealth's budgetary
position has improved by $981 million from an
overall deficit of $1 127 million in 1980/81 to a
forecast deficit of only $146 million in 1981/82.
The improvement is even greater on domestic
account.

And let there be no doubt as to how a large
part of that improvement has been generated. Of
the S981 million gain, $374 million is accounted
for by the reduction in tax sharing payments to
the States, not taking into account the savings
made by cutting back on funding of hospitals and
other specific purpose grants. Including the latter,
the total reduction is in excess of $500 million.

Although an increase in the share of personal
income tax receipts payable to the States (in May

estimated at I 3.5%-,but subsequently emerging
as 16.4%) was considered by the Commonwealth
to be excessive, the Commonwealth Budget
assumes an increase in personal income tax
receipts by that Government this year of 18.9%.
Our own estimates suggest that actual receipts
may be even higher.

Against the budgeted increase in outlays by the
Commonwealth on its own services this year of
over 15%, the Budget I am presenting tonight
provides for State Budget outlays to increase by
only 11.3%- As Members will be informed shortly,
that minimal increase is only after hard pruning
of expenditure proposals and implementation of
wide ranging revenue raising measures.

One further point needs to be made. State
Premiers and Treasurers are tired of ill-informed
criticism of State Government spending in the
national press and by Federal Parliamentarians
who ought to know better. We are constantly told
that the Commonwealth is leading the fight
against inflation and is the only Government
genuinely trying to reduce the growth of public
sector expenditure. Again, the facts tell a
different story.

Over the five years from 1976/77 to 1980/81,
Commonwealth budget outlays, excluding
Payments to the States, but including the
Northern Territory, increased by 57.5% against
51.4% by the six States combined.

If the comparison is widened to encompass the
whole Commonwealth and State public sectors by
including all government authority expenditure,
the increase for the Commonwealth was 60.3%
against 53. 1% by the six States.

The gap is likely to be widened by expenditures
in the current year.

Within the overall figures for the States,
individual States show differing rates of
expenditure growth which is not surprising in view
of their very different rates of population growth
over the period. Therefore, the only really valid
comparison is with the six States as a whole.

Other changes made to the tax sharing
arrangements by the Commonwealth without
prior consultation with the States were:
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" A number of specific purpose grants.
including Urban Public Transport, Soil
Conservation and Agricultural
Extension Services were terminated and
an amount included in the general
purpose payments for the States in lieu
of these payments. Western Australia
received a total of $4.8 million on this
account, of which only $27.5 million was
provided for Urban Public Transport, a
most inadequate allocation as it is
$300 000 less than the minimal amount
received in 1980/81 under this program.

" From 1982/83 tax sharing is to be based
on total Commonwealth taxation
receipts with the percentage payable to
the States to be based on the reduced
1981/82 allocation. The States will
thereby suffer a permanent loss flowing
from the 1981/82 reduction in the base.

*The only guarantee will be that no State
will receive less in any year in absolute
or money terms than in the previous
year which is really no guarantee at all.
A new specific grant for health purposes
is to replace the former hospital cost
sharing arrangements and grants for
Community Health and School Dental
Services. In Western Australia's case
the amount provided in 1981/82 is
estimated to be about $19 million less
than we would have received if the
previous cost sharing for mula had been
maintained.

I must emphasise that the Government of
Western Australia has not agreed to the new
arrangements for tax sharing and that I do not
regard the matter as closed.

I make no apology for dealing at some length
with the changes in Commonwealth funding for
general revenue purposes imposed on us this year.
Receipts under the tax sharing arrangements and
health grants represent close to 50% of State
revenue and are a dominating influence on our
Budget.

Indeed the overall effect of the Commonwealth
Government's actions on our tax sharing
entitlement on hospitals and health funding, and
on specific purpose grants, is that Commonwealth
payments to Western Australia will increase by
only 7.1%Z this year, which is a significant
reduction in real terms.

This minimum increase in half of the State's
revenue, together with other factors mentioned in
the course of this speech, gave us a potential

deficit of $124 million even with tight constraints
on expenditure.

It will no doubt be said that I have used the
mediumn of the Budget Speech to attack the
Commonwealth Government over the changes.
That has not been my intention. I have been
concerned to set out the facts to this Parliament
and to defend the States against the unwarranted
claims that we have "waxed fat" at the expense of
the Commonwealth and are not doing enough to
contain expenditure.

I hope what I have said tonight will set the
record straight and that we have heard the last of
this propaganda.

Review of Tax Sharing Relativities
Another matter which has been of great

concern to the Government in shaping its
financial program for this year is the threat of a
drastic reduction in Western Australia's share of
the All-States pool of revenue from tax sharing.

Honourable Members will recall that on the
initiative of the Commonwealth Government, the
Commonwealth Grants Commission, augmented
by additional members, undertook a review of
State relativities and commenced inspections and
taking evidence in 1979/80.

The principle on which the Commission was to
base its review was broadly the same as that used
in determining special grants payable to claimant
States, namely that the respective payments
should be such as to enable each State to provide
services at standards not appreciably different
from those in other States without imposing taxes
and charges at appreciably different levels.

The Commission's report which was presented
early in June 1981 proposed substantial
reductions in the payments to Western Australia,
South Australia, and Tasmania, with
corresponding additions to the shares for the three
larger States.

In our case the assessed reduction in the
distribution factor for Western Australia would
mean a cut in our percentage share of the funds
on present population relativities from 12.28% to
9.8 3%.

If the new factors had been applied in 198 1/82
we would have received $160 million less than we
are to receive from the already reduced tax share.

At the other end of the scale, Queensland,
which has been a claimant State in receipt of
special grants to equate it with New South Wales
and Victoria, would receive an additional $128
million.
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I have had much to say on the Grants
Commission's findings on other occasions and
time does not permit me to deal at any length
with the subject now. I merely wish to say that I
ind the recommendations unbelievable and

completely unacceptable to this Government,
especially in the light of the very detailed
submissions made by State officers and the
evidence given.

Moreover, the Commission's recommendations
are completely contrary to the needs of a fast
growing State contributing so much to the
national economy.

To put the size of the proposed reduction in
perspective, it would mean a further drop of 20%
in thc tax share payable to Western Australia this
year and a reduction of nearly 8% in total revenue
available to the Government,

The effects of such a cut would be drastic
indeed. It could not be absorbed without
widespread retrenchments of Government
employees and termination of many Government
services. The alternative would be savage
increases in all State taxes, some of which would
have to be doubled; and of course that is not an
acceptable alternative.

Honourable Members may be assured that this
Government has pursued its objections to the
substance of the report in the strongest possible
terms.

The report was discussed at the June 1981
Premiers' Conference with, as was to be expected,
the States evenly divided on the implementation
of the recommendations.

As a result of our representations the
Commonwealth decided not to implement the
report this year but to ask the Commission to
review its recommendations before 1982/83.

1 was not happy with the decision to refer the
matter back to the Commission as I do not see
how the Commission could be expected to change
its recommendations. As I see it, the question
should now be decided by Governments, and as
soon as practicable. as we cannot be left with such
a sword hanging over our heads with all the
resulting uncertainty and inability to plan ahead
with any confidence.

Nevertheless if the Commission is to be asked
to review its recommendations, we will bend every
effort to convince them that the proposed new
relativities are inappropriate and point out where
we believe the methodology used was less than
just to this State.

The severe cuts imposed by the Commonwealth
in items which comprise half of our revenue and

the added uncertainties arising from the Grants
Commission report made formulation of this
year's Budget a formidable task, as I shall explain
shortly. But the end result is a Budget that I
believe will be acknowledged as meeting all basic
needs notwithstanding the problems with which
we began.

Let me make it clear that what has been
achieved has been through our own efforts and is
the result of long hours and hard work. We have
no choice but to call upon the public of Western
Australia to provide some additional funds but
that call will be much less than may have been
expected in the circumstances and the amount
sought is far short of the funds denied to the State
by the Commonwealth.

However, before outlining the steps taken and
proposed to cope with the problem, I wish to
comment briefly on the out-turn for 1980/8I.

Financial Results 1 980-81

When presenting the Budget last year I
commented that it would be difficult to maintain
the Government's record of the previous five years
in balancing its accounts or achieving a small
surplus.

In the event the out-turn was effectively a
balanced budget as we ended the year with a
small deficit of $1.46 million which is barely
significant in a total budget of $1.9 billion.

Actual expenditure exceeded the Budget
Estimate by $4.7 million while receipts to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund were $3.2 million
greater than had been forecast.

A statement has already been issued to
Members summiarising the principal items of
revenue and expenditure for 1980/81 and the
more significant deviations from the Estimates
approved by Parliament.

Full details of the Public Accounts will be
made available with the Auditor General's Report
and details of the Budget out-turn are shown in
the Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

However, there is one item which warrants
particular comment. That is the additional outlay
of $3.3 million on natural disaster relief
arrangements.

A total of $8.3 million was provided for disaster
relief last year mainly on concessional loans and
freight subsidies for drought affected farmers and
restoration of assets and personal hardship
assistance as a result of the Carnarvon flood.

The extended drought in the Northern
wheatbelt and the wider areas which received
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poor rains last season have imposed severe and
worrying burdens on a large section of the
Farming community. The Government did
everything in its power to assist but it will be a
considerable time before farmers in many areas
have fully recovered from one of the severest and
most prolonged droughts in our history. The
manner in which the country community has
responded to and coped with the crisis is deserving
of high praise.

Presentaition of the Estimates

Before turning to the Revenue and Expenditure
Estimates for the current year, I wish to draw
Honourable Members' attention to some further
changes that have been made in the format of the
Estimates.

During the Budget Debate last year, I advised
that I was conferring with Treasury officers on
ways oF changing the presentation oF some items
in the Miscellaneous Services Division to relate
them to the responsible Minister and to provide
more information on them.

In accordance with this undertaking, grants to
Statutory Authorities for operating expenses are
now shown as separate divisions under the
respective Ministerial portfolios. Details of salary
costs and other expenses are shown in a similar
form to that provided for departments.

The Public Utilities section of the Estimates
has been discontinued and the divisions included
in the relevant Ministerial portfolio.

In addition. (he section relating to Business
Undertakings in the Financial Statement has been
recast. Previously the details supplied repeated in
summary form information contained in the
Auditor General's Report. A revised presentation
setting out operating costs and incorporating
Estimates for the current year hasI been provid ced
to help overcome the lack of information
previously available to Members on the
transactions of these undertakings.

As a result of the revised presentation.
information previously provided on these
undertakings in an attachment to the Estimates is
now included in the Financial Statement. Also
included in this Statement are financial details of
the State Housing Commission and State
Government Insurance Office which were
previously shown as separate divisions in the
Estimates with a nominal provision of $10.

These changes continue the progressive
improvement in financial information provided to
members in recent years without introducing
drastic changes to the familiar form of the
Estimates.

Financial Year 1981-82

Mr Speaker, I now turn to consideration of the
Estimates for the current year and the steps taken
and proposed to provide for the services of
Government in 1981/82.

On the first assessment of our financial position
this year. in the aftermath of the May and June
Premiers' Conferences, the Government was
facing a seemingly intractable problem.

Initial estimates of the revenue likely to be
available this year indicated an increase of about
8% in the absence of any corrective measures. On
the other hand, Treasury calculations of the likely
cost in 1981/82 of simply maintaining existing
activities and allowing only minimal growth of
services to meet the needs oF an increased
population indicated a prospective expenditure
increase of 14%,

The latter figure is not surprising in view of the
Federal Treasurer's estimate that average weekly
earnings could increase by some 13.5% in the
current year, following substantial increases in the
latter part of last year, and recognisintg the
preponderance of wages costs in total Government
expenditure.

As I indicated earlier, these predictions
indicated a potential deficit of $124 million and
clearly drastic steps had to be taken to close that
gap.

The rising cost of providing commercial
services such as Railways, Metropolitan Bus and
Rail Services and Water Supplies in relation to
revenue from service charges had to be our first
concern. The Government was in no position to

cry greatly increased deficits on these services
and steps were taken earlier this year to increase
user charges to arrest the increase in the losses on
these utilities.

Charges for a wide range of services and
materials supplied to the public have also been
reviewed and generally increased in line with the
increased cost to provide them. It is essential that
charges of this nature be kept continually under
review or the cost of providing the services to
users falls increasingly against the taxpayer.

Charges for hospital patients and related
medical services have also had to be introduced
under the new Commonwealth Health Funding
Arrangements and I will have more to say on that
point when dealing with the Revenue Estimates
for this year.

Notwithstanding these moves, the Government
was still faced with a revenue shortfall of
unprecedented proportions. A deficit on recurrent
account this year could not be contemplated as
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our treatment at the hands of the Commonwealth
in Loan Council has given us a Capital WVorks
Budget problem of comparable magnitude and
drawing on scarce capital funds to support
recurrent expenditure was not a rational
alternative.

If anything. it was apparent that the
Government had to find ways of injecting more
funds into capital works from our own resources.

After weighing all the options the Government
decided that it had no choice but to hard-prune
all expenditure proposals and, in particular, to
seek ways of reducing or terminating sme
existing activities and payments. Only after that
process had been carried as far as practicable
would we consider means of raising additional
revenue.

At the same time we were determined to avoid
a stand still Budget. There is much that needs to
be done and by a careful reassignment of
priorities real progress could still be made in
many areas.

To supplement the work of the Treasury i n
scrutinising and trimming all expenditure
proposals, the Government established a Cabinet
Expenditure Review Committee under the
chairmanship of the Deputy Premier to review the
existing activities and payments of all
departments and authorities and recommend
functions that might be terminated or reduced.
Reductions to current activities and payments
totalling $12 million in 1981/82 and $17 million
in a full year recommended by the Committee
have been taken into account in the Expenditure
Estimates I am presenting tonight.

In addition, the Committee considered
requirements for growth of services and proposed
new initiatives and recommended cuts totalling
$20 million in 1981/82 which are also reflected in
the Budget.

Further reductions in current activities are
proposed for implementation from the beginning
of 1982/83 and others are under consideration by
the Government for possible implementation as
the year progresses.

Time does not permit me to give details of these
items tonight and I propose to provide a statement
10 Parliament in due course following
presentation of the Budget.

I remarked earlier that despite all the setbacks.
the Government has framed a budget that will
take us forward in many areas. We are not
prepared to stand still.

This year major extensions to Frenmantle
Hospital and the Queen Elizabeth 11 Complex
(1351

will be completed and need to be brought into
commission. Despite the high costs involved, the
facilities are needed and will allow for continued
rationalisation and a better balance of acute
hospital facilities in the metropolitan area to serve
the State as a whole. Provision has been made for
this to be done on a planned and controlled basis.

The Government shares the public view that a
strong and well equipped police force is essential
to protect lives and property against the
depredations of anti-social elements in the
community. We are committed to a progressive
augmentation of police strength and provision has
been made for an increase in police establishment
this year. of which I will have more to say later.

We are not prepared to depart from the
program for replacement of inadequate prison
facilities and the upgrading of others. Funds have
been provided to continue the program of works
in that area and for the additional prison staff
required.

Equally, the Government declined to take the
easy course of reducing expenditure on
maintenance and minor works and replacement of
vehicles and equipment. It is a short sighted
policy to permit a run-down of assets in a time of
financial stringency as there is inevitably a day of
reckoning.

Indeed we are proposing to increase
substantially funds for maintenance, minor works
and vehicle and equipment replacement, the latter
in the interests of maintaining our thrust towards
the use of up to date technology to make more
efficient use of costly labour resources and to
enhance productivity in the public sector.

We propose to provide significant support to
the Capital Works Program to offset so far as
practicable the real decline in Loan Council
borrowing allocations to the States. In particular,
the ceiling figure for the value of individual minor
works financed from Consolidated Revenue is to
be lifted from $I15 000 to $25 000 thus permitting
a greater number of smaller works to be financed
from the Budget and releasing Loan Funds for
larger capital works.

It is also proposed that the cost of furnishings
and parti tions in leased office premises be a
charge against Consolidated Revenue Fund
instead of against Loan Funds.

Moreover, as the first run of the Capital Works
Program indicated that a number of important
works including the State Library Building, could
not proceed if additional funds could not be
found, the Government took the view that the
Consolidated Revenue Budget had to be so
structured as to enable some part of the 1980/81
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short term investment earnings to be paid to
General Loan Fund for capital works.

The aggregate effect of these moves is that
more than $8 million is to be injected into capital
works from general revenue resources.

Other expenditure proposals will be outlined
when I am dealing with departmental allocations.
However, before moving on I should make some
mention of the proposed allocation for award
wage increases this year.

With the suspension of indexaujon adjustments
and the replacement procedures likely to be
substituted by the Commonwealth Arbitration
Commission yet to be clarified, the problem of
making a reasonable estimate of the likely cost of
wage increases to be awarded during the year has
been made even more difficult than usual.

A numher of claims are in the pipeline
including a work value claim by teachers and
provision needs to be made for a general increase
flowing from the proposed national wage hearing
early in 1982.

It has been the practice for some years to make
an overall provision for this contingency and to
allocate it broadly on a pro rata basis across all
departments. However, increases, granted to
various sectors of the work force are now less
likely to occur at the same time and we have
thought it advisable to change this procedure.

Accordingly, a two part approach has been
adopted with a basic provision being spread across
departmental allocations and a lump sum
provision provided in the Miscellaneous Services
Division of the Estimates which is to be allocated
as necessary.

It is clear evidence of the growing size of the
expenditure base relating to wages costs in the
Budget and the financial problem this presents for
the Government that we have felt it necessary to
provide an overall sum of $76 million this year for
the cost of award increases on the payrolls of all
departments and authorities financed from
Consolidated Revenue.

This is a large sum but it certainly does not
imply that there is capacity in the Budget to meet
all wage demands. On the contrary, it assumes
wage increases in the public sector only in line
with movements in the community generally.
There is no capacity to meet exorbitant wage
claims.

Just one example will illustrate the point. The
Teachers' Union currently has a claim before the
State School Teachers' Tribunal for a 15% salary
increase to be back dated to January. That claim,
if granted, would cost no less than $65 million

which alone would require an increase in the
Education Department vote of 15% over last year.

To be resisting implementation of any measures
aimed at achieving reasonable economies in
expenditure on education while pursuing a salary
claim of that magnitude is nothing short of
irresponsible.

The teachers may well have a case for some
increase and how much is for the tribunal to
decide having regard to relative wage movements.
But the public might reasonably question the
motives behind the union's campaign on so-called
budget cuts.

Let me make one point clear. The Government
does not oppose wage adjustments for
Government employees that represent wage
justice in line with community standards. We
expect claims to be justified before the
appropriate tribunals and a case to be established.
Moreover, we accept the verdicts of tribunals in
these cases.

What we will not accept are unsubstantiated
wage claims against the taxpayer backed by
disruptive tactics and industrial threats which
unfortunately is becoming an insidious intrusion
into the professional areas of Government servtce.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Sir CHARLES COURT: To continue-

The Budget Proposals

After the Most stringent review of expenditure
but taking into account the needs I have outlined,
the Government concluded that it had no
alternative but to raise additonal revenue.

It is a measure of the problem we face that
such action is necessary after restricting t 'he
overall increase in expenditure to 11.3% which is
virtually no increase in real terms if one has
regard to the expected impact of wage increases
in addition to other costs.

At the same time we are proposing some
worthwhile concessions which will provide relief
in important areas to individuals and small
businesses.

Payroll Tax

The Government is conscious of the increasing
impact of payroll tax as wage levels increase,
particularly in respect of small businesses. We are
fully aware of the economic problems facing the
private sector as a result of inescapable wage cost
pressures and consider that some easing of the
burden of payroll tax is warranted,
notwithstanding our difficult budgetary position.
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Accordingly, the Government has decided to
increase the maximum annual payroll tax
exemption for the Fifthi time in the last seven years
and to introduce further payroll tax concessions
for all employers.

From the 1st January 1982 the maxi mum
annual exemption will be increased by 42% from
$72000 to $102000. As is the case now, the
exemption will be reduced by $2.00 for every
$3.00 that the annual payroll exceeds $102 000 up
to a maximum payroll of $201 000. Employers
with annual payrolls of $201 000 or more will be
able to deduct $36 000 before assessing their tax
liability compared with 532 400 at present.

As a result of these moves, businesses with
annual payrolls of $102 000 or less will not be
liable for payroll tax. The increase will mean that
another 750 small businesses currently paying tax
will be exempted while all employers with annual
payrolls in excess of $102 000 will have their
yearly tax bills reduced by amounts ranging up to
$2 500.

The cost of the concessions is estimated at $ 1.9
million in 1981/82 and $4.4 million in a full year.

At the same time it is proposed to amend the
legislation to simplify future administration and
changes to the Act. A number of other minor
amendments are also proposed to standardise
objection and appeal provisions and to facilitate
the collection and recovery of revenue. The
opportunity will also be taken to close potential
tax avoidance loopholes which have become
apparent in some other States.

Legislation will be introduced shortly to give
effect to these proposals.

Stamp Duty on Conveyances

Duties levied on conveyances in Western
Australia are currently the lowest of any State, a
fact noted by the Grants Commission and taken
into account in the recent review of State
relativities.

It is proposed to increase the basic scale of duty
to apply on conveyances on or after the 1st
January 1982.

The new scale of duty is to be structured to
result in only marginal increases in conveyance
duty on transactions up to 580 000. Moreover, the
new rates proposed on properties valued between
$80 000 and $250 000 will still be lower than in
the other States.

However, duty on higher valued transactions in
excess of $500 000 is to be increased to a level
comparable to that applying in other States.

At the same time it is proposed to reduce stamp
duty payable by purchasers of homes to be used
as the principal family residence and to buyers of
small businesses, in both cases where the dutiable
value of the transaction is $50 000 or less. The
concession is to be provided by way of a part
rebate of stamp duty and will provide a welcome
measure of relief to home buyers who are being
pressed by rising real estate values and escalating
interest rates.

The rebate will have the effect of reducing the
rate of duty in the cases specified to $1.25 per
$100 for dutiable transactions up to $50 000. At
present this concessional rate applies only to
transactions up to $10 000 with the rate
applicable to the amount above that figure being
$1.50 per $100 of dutiable value. The effect of
(his measure is that duty payable on a conveyance
of $50 000 will be reduced by $100 in the case of
those qualified to receive the concession.

The cost of the rebate to assist the genuine
home buyer and purchaser of smaller businesses is
estimated to be $1.5 million in the current
financial year and $2.75 million in a full year.

It is estimated that the net effect of the new
scale after allowing for the concessional rebate
will be to yield additional revenue of $5.5 million
in 1981/82 and $11.3 million in a full year.

Business Franchise (Tobacco) Licences

It is proposed to increase the turnover
component of this licence fee from 10% of the
value of tobacco products sold to 12.5% with
effect from the first bi-monthly licensing period
commencing on the 1st March 1982. Wholesalers
can be expected to recover the fee during the sales
period to which the licence relates, namely from
the 1st December 1981.

The increase will bring the licence fee in
Western Australia up to the maximum rate levied
in other States and will yield an estimated $1.4
million in 1981/82 and $2.8 million in a full year.

Stamp Duty on Motor Vehicle Licences and
Transfers

The stamp duty currently applying in Western
Australia to motor vehicle licences and transfers
is 75 cents per $100 of the value of the vehicle,
subject to a maximum taxable value of $20000.
As is the case in other areas of stamp duty, the
rate of duty is considerably below the amounts
levied in other States.

It is proposed to increase the rate of duty to
$1.50 per $100 with no maximum taxable value
except in respect of trucks and buses where a
maximum taxable value of $60 000 will apply.
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Even with the proposed increase, the duty payable
in Western Australia will still be below that
generally applying to comparable vehicles in most
other States. For example, the rates of duty
applying in South Australia, Victoria and
Tasmania range up to $4.00 per $100.

With regard to the taxable maximum, it should
be noted that the current limit has remained
unchanged for almost sixteen years and, if
updated by the movement in the consumer price
i ndex over t his period, wou ld a mou nt to $68 000.
Moreover, no other State legislation includes a
maximum duty.

The new rate of duty is to operate from the 1st
January 1982 and is estimated to yield an
additional $4.4 million this financial year and
$8.7 million in a full year.

Stamp Duty on Credit Facilities

It is proposed to increase the stamp duty
applying to credit and rental transactions and on
hire purchase and credit purchase agreements
from 1.5% to 1.8%.

Application of the higher rate of duty of 1.8%
on all relevant credit facilities is estimated to raise
an additional $3.7 million in a full year and $1.9
million in 198 1/82, assuming the new rate applies
to transactions entered into on or after the 1st
December 1981.

As part of these new arrangements the
Government proposes to remove the present
exemption which applies to credit unions. These
institutions have significantly increased their
range of financial operations in recent years and
now compete directly with banks and other
financial institutions. The Government therefore
believes that credit unions should now compete on
an equal footing.

Stamp Duly on Cheques. Orders. Procurations,
etc.

Stamp duty on cheques and other bills of
exchange and promissory notes is to be increased
from eight cents to ten cents.

Such an increase would bring Western
Australia into line with all other States except
Tasmania which has recently increased the rate to
fif[teen cents.

The new rate, which is to operate from the 1 st
January 1982. is expected to yield an additional
$800000 in 1981/82 and $1.7 million in a full
year.

Stamp Duty on Leases

The rate of stamp duty on leases or
arrangements for leases is to be ineresed to thirty-
five cents per $100 of total rent in respect of
definite term leases of more than one year, and to
seventy cents per S100 of annual rent in respect of
indefinite term leases.

This will make our rates more comparable with
those elsewhere in Australia and will remove the
present anomalous situation whereby different
charges are imposed depending on the duration of
a definite term lease.

The new rates will apply from the ts( January
1982 and are expected to result in additional
revenue of 5250 000 in 1981/82 and $500 000 in
a full year.

Full details of the new stamp duty rates and
related measures will be given when the amending
Bills are introduced.

MineralI Rjyah11ies a nd Lecase Rent(alIs

Honourable Members are aware that the
Government has been reviewing the level of
mineral royalties. In this respect we are conscious
of the need to set royalty rates at levels which
provide a fair and reasonable return to the people
of this State for the utilisation of non-renewable
mineral resources.

At the same time we are also concerned to
ensure that royalties are not punitive or a major
disincentive to the development of our mineral
resources, particularly at a time when the current
market outlook for many of our minerals and
mineral products is uncertain. The development of
our natural resources is the key to the growth of
the State economy and it would be irresponsible
to jeopardise that development and the job
opportunities that it brings for transitory financial
gain.

The Minister (or Mines will be issuing a
statement shortly outlining the details of the
Government's decisions in respect of mineral
royalties and I will not take up time by itemising
the proposed rates other than to say that the
royalty rates specified in the Mining Act
Regulations are to be substantially increased from
the one-half per cent of realised values which
generally eurrently applies.

In brief, the Government's aim will be to obtain
5% of the realised. value in respect of mineral
concentrates and 71/2% in respect of general bulk
minerals. However, for a limited range of
products produced in Metallic or finished form,
including nickel and silver, a basic rate of 21/2% of
the value of the contained metalI will apply.
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This rate of 211,' will also apply for the present
to the mineral sands industry which is currently
confronted with difficult marketing conditions.

Royalty on construction materials is to be
increased to a minimum of thirty cents per tonne.

The estimated additional revenue resulting
fromt increasing royalties under the Regulations
as proposed is $7 million in a Cull year and $3
million in 1981/82. The new higher rates are to
apply from the 1st December 1981.

In addition, royalties on minerals covered by
agreements are to be progressively renegotiated.
But no estimates of the higher income likely to be
derived can be accurately made at this stage.
substantial sums being invested in opening rmi.nes
which could be marginal even at the higher prices
obtained for gold today.

There is still considerable uncertainty as to the
future course of gold prices and the Government
considers that a bedding down period should be
allowed to pass before further consideration i s
given to this question.

Apart from lifting the level of royalties, the
Government has also decided to substantially
increase oiher charges and rentals levied by the
Mines Department. The decision follows a
comprehensive review of existing departmental
charges and fees. and rentals imposed under the
Mining Act and Regulations and various
Petroleum Acts.

In particular. mineral lease rentals which have
been unchanged for almost a decade are to be
significantly increased as arc fees relating to
petroleum exploration permits and production
licences.

The additional revenue generated from these
increases is estimated to be almost $2 million in
198 1/82 and $3.6 million in a full year.

Estimated Revenue

After taking into account the measures I have
just announced, total revenue is estimated to
amount to $2 072.1 million in 1981/82, an
increase of 11.4% on last year.

Collections from State Taxation are estimated
to rise by $73.5 million to $451.5 million with the
main increases expected in Stamp Duty-$35.5
million: Payroll Tax-$30.6 million: and Land
Tax-$6.3 million.

The estimate for Territorial Revenue is $118.9
million. $16.8 million higher than 1980/81. The
major component of this increase is mining
royalties and mineral lease rentals which are
expected to rise by $11.6 million.

Collections under the heading of Law Courts
and Departmental Revenue are estimated to
increse by $29.8 million this year, due in part to
higher departmental fees and charges following
the comprehensive review I mentioned earlier.

Revenue of Public Utilities taken into
Consolidated Revenue is expected to increase by
$23.5 million this year.

Total revenue from the Commonwealth in
1981/82 is of the tax
sharing payment for this year and to changes in
the hospitals and health funding arrangements.

Honourable Members will note that the sum
shown in the Revenue Estimates under the
heading of Health Grants for this year is $150.9
million against $157.9 million in 1980/81. This
block grant replaces the separate payments
previously made under the Hospitals Cost Sharing
'Arrangements and for the Community Health
Program and School Dental Service.

The new block grant is an interim step towards
full absorption of the Health Grant into the tax
sharing arrangements.

The grant for this year was determined by
increasing the amounts paid in 1980/81 by 10%
and by deducting from that sum 60% of the
Commonwealth's assessment of the State's
capacity to raise additional revenue if we were to
impose charges of $80 a day for shared room
accommodation, 51 10 a day for single room
accommodation, $15 per outpatient service and an
average cost per bed day for compensation
patients.

State Governments had no alternative but to
implement the proposed charges and, in our case,
additional revenue had to be sought because of
the particular impact on this State of the new
arrangements.

No provision has been made in the 1981/82
grant in respect of the cost of additional hospital
beds opening this year whereas, under the
previous arrangement, the Commonwealth would
have met 50% of the cost of these beds.

As we have been left with no Commonwealth
funds for the new and costly facilities due to open
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at Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre and
Fremantic Hospital this year, the new
arrangements discriminate heavily against
Western Australia and have greatly added to our
budgetary problems.

One other point needs to be made about the
Commonwealth assessment of funds for hospitals.
The impression has been given by the Federal
Minister for Health that in reducing the grant by
60% of the assessed revenue from the new
charges, the Commonwealth is taking only part of
the additional income.

That is not so. The somewhat arbitrary choice
of 60% of an assessed full year's collections simply
recognised that the new charges could not be
introduced until part of the year had passed and
that inevitably there is a lag between billing and
collection.

The Commonwealth's intention of
appropriating all of the additional revenue the
States will obtain from introducing the standard
charges is made clear in their calculation of the
grant to be paid in 1982/83. For that year the
grant will be determined by increasing the
1980/81 payment by the movement in the
consumer price index over the two years to March
1982 and subtracting 100% of the additional
revenue the Commonwealth assesses could be
raised in a full year if the new charges were in
place.

Again there is no provision for the costs
associated with any new facilities.

I believe the facts about the new arrangements
and the manner in which they have been
implemented speak for themselves.

Estimated Expenditure

The Estimates of expenditure provide for a
total outlay of $2 072.1 million which, as I stated
earlier, is an increase of 11.3% over expenditure
last year.

As proposed expenditure has been limited to
estimated revenue available to the Government
this year, inclusive of $12.6 million to be paid to
Consolidated Revenue from earnings on the
investment of Treasury cash balances during
1980/81. the Budget is in balance.

This is the seventh consecutive balanced Budget
I have presented to this Parliament and I take
some pride in that achievement in the face of the
severe financial constraints we have had to
surmount this year. On only one occasion have we
fallen short of the target when a small deficit oF
$1.46 million was incurred last year.

Mr Bryce: That is what one calls good
housekeeping.

Sir CHARLES COURT: However, that
shortfall was more than covered by Surpluses
achieved in earlier years and, as a result no
capital funds have had to be diverted to fund
Consolidated Revenue Fund deficits during the
last six years. Moreover, throughout that time the
Government has given strong support to the
Capital Works Program from recurrent revenues
and that achievement has been maintained in the
current Budget.

Mr Speaker, it is also interesting to note in
passing that this year we are budgeting to receive
and expend over $2 billion for the first time. It is
a commentary on the pressure of inflation in
recent times that it was only five years ago when I
introduced the first $1 billion Budget in the
history of the State.

I now turn to the details of our expenditure
proposals, the main items of which, in addition to
the provisions I mentioned earlier, are:

*An increase of $53.1 million or 12.4% in
funds for the Education Department.

M r O'Con no r: Hca r, hea r!
Sir CHARLES COURT: To continue-

" Substantially increased funding for the
new community colleges at Port
Hedland and Karratha.

" Gross expenditure on Hospitals and
Allied Services to increase by 12 7%,
with special provision for expanded
home care services for the aged.

" A total allocation of $90.8 million for
the Police and Road Traffic Authority
including an increase of sixty in
establishment notwithstanding the
difficult financial situation this year.

" An allocation of $827 000 to assist
applegrowers under the tree-pull
program and related projects and an
increase of $4.3 million or 13% in funds
for agriculture, with increased emphasis
on soil conservation and salinity control.

"Provision for 113 additional staff for the
Department of Corrections and an
overall increase of nearly $5 million in
funds for prison services.

" An amount of $605 000 provided in the
allocation for Community Welfare for
upgrading residential reserves.

" Increased subsidy payments for State
wards and children in private child care
institutions.
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" An allocation of $5.7 million for land
acquisition for salinity control in the
South-West.

" Substantially increased expenditure on
maintenance of public assets and minor
works.

Education
The Government has continued its commitment

to maintaining a high standard of education in
Western Australia.

An amount of $480.7 million is allocated in the
Estimates to the Education Department for
1981/82. This amount is clear evidence of the
priority which the Government places on the
education of our younger citizens to meet the
challenges of the future.

The significance of the effort made by the
Government for education can be measured by
the fact that in an area which represents 23.2% of
total budget outlays, expenditure is planned to
increase this year by 12.4% when the overall
increase in revenue is only 11.4%.

The cost of automatic annual salary increases
on top of the full effect of last year's award
increases and new appointments have added $25.5
million to last year's costs before taking into
account likely wage movements in the current
year.

The Minister for Education, in conjuncti on
with the Cabinet Expenditure Review Committee,
has thoroughly examined all aspects of
expenditure on education. As a result of these
investigations, the Government has adopted a
series of measures which will achieve significant
savings during the year.

Some of the more important economies to be
introduced include:-

* The text-book subsidy which is at
present paid to parents of all secondary
students regardless of their means will
cease in 1982. However, an amount of
$200 000 has been allocated to extend
the present scheme of assistance to
needy families.

" Where appropriate, the level of non-
teaching support staff will be reduced to
comply with standard provisions. This
will be accomplished largely through
wastage and transfer or through the
effluxion of time.

" The in-term swimming classes for
primary children will continue but
economies will be effected by changing
the method of payment to a common
flat rate and by reducing the length of
the program.

* Funding of the driver-education
program in schools will be terminated.
Alternative programs are being
developed.

" The Claremont Technical College,
which currently provides mainly Art
Courses, is to be closed and the students
and permanent staff relocated at other
colleges within the Technical Education
system where similar courses are
conducted.

" The Budget will require the Education
Department to exercise tight control
over staffing levels; to pay close
attention to expenditure on non-salary
items such as electricity, travel,
telephone, stocks and stationery, and to
curtail one-day relief for primary
teachers.

These economies will have minimal effect on
the quality of work in schools and technical
colleges. They are spread across many aspects of
departmental expenditure and, with efficient
management and a co-operative attitude by all
concerned,' all significant features of the
education system will be maintained.

Opposition members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Some of the

measures have already been implemented to
reduce their impact in the second half of the
financial year. I am hopeful, given the savings
that have already been effected and subject to the
outcome of the teachers' salary claim, that the
Budget provision will enable schools and colleges
to be staffed in 1982 largely on the same basis as
has applied in recent years and that
retrenchments of staff can be avoided.

Despite the financial constraints, the
Government has provided within the Budget scope
for growth and for some new developments.

Provision has been made for the appointment of
an additional 152 teachers and 81 non-teaching
staff to schools, advisory services and special
programs. The new positions, together with
vacancies created by resignations and retirements,
will assist in providing job opportunities for
graduate teachers in 1982.

Of these additional positions, ten have been
provided to extend the education program for
gifted and talented children.

During 1980/81 significant advances were
achieved in the field of special education. Four
new schools-two in the metropolitan area and
two in the country-were opened. 16 addition, a
large number of children with quite severe
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handicaps were integrated into regular schools
where they were supported by visiting teachers.

A major development was the recent opening of
the West Perth Special School where almost sixty
handicapped children are being given the
opportunity to attend school. In setting up this
school, Western Australia leads Australia in
providing education for all children irrespective or
their handicaps.

In 1981/82 these positive developments will be
continued. Included in the new staff numbers are
an additional thirty-six teachers and twenty
teachers-aides for special education. This very
significant increase will provide for two new
schools to be opened. It will also allow services to
be provided in areas of the State where there is
rapid population growth.

Some handicapped Western Australian
children do not yet have the opportunity of being
educated by trained teachers although they are
receiving training in day activity schools. A
number of these children will be given the
opportunity or entering the State educational
system as a result of the new initiatives.

Improvements in the provision of remedial
education, or education for the emotionall',
disturbed and a start on provision for those with
sevete communication problems will also be made
in 1981/82,

It is appropriate in this International Year of
the Disabled Person to be able to announce
programs which will allow our children who suffer
from educational handicaps to have the benefit of
an appropriate education of high quality.

Mr Grayuen: Hear, hear!
Sir CHARILES COURT: In 1981/82 the

Government will continue the development and
growth of technical and further education. Funds
will be provided to meet operating costs
associated with building developments at
Roekingham and Thornlie Technical Colleges. An
expansion of technical and further education
courses will occur in other regional centres,
including Collie and Esperance.

The Budget provides for the appointment of an
additional fort)-eight teachers and thirty support
staff in the Technical Education Division to cope
with this expansion.

The proposed allocations to the H-ediand and
Karrathia Colleges of Technical and Further
Education ire 5887000 and $891 000
respeetivelN.

Provision hias been made for the appointment of
an additional eighteen teachers and thirteen
support staff' to cater for the proposed new trades

program and to meet projected increases in
enrol ments for existing courses.

The courses to commence at the beginning of
the 1982 school year include apprenticeship
training in the automotive, electrical and metal
trades as well as other full and part-time
vocational courses.

It is anticipated that the department will move
to new premises in East Perth in April 1982. The
consolidation of the various branches of the
department under one roof is expected to result in
increased administrative efficiency.

Hospitals and Health Services
Gross expenditure this year on Hospital and

Allied Services is estimated at $460.9 million, an
increase of $52 million or 12.7% over 1980/81.

Gross revenue in 198 1/82 is expected to rise
from $68.6 million to $1 16.3 million, an increase
of $47.7 million. Of this figure, $44.8 million is
due to the introduction of new charges for public
hospital services from the 1st September 1981.

The new arrangements provide for continued
free treaitment in public hospitals for pensioners
and pat~ents classified as disadvantaged.

The :omnpletion of major hospital projects will
add substantially to recurrent costs in 198 1/82.

The projects include the Prodium and Ward
Block at Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre, the
South Terrace additions at Fremantle Hospital,
the Home of Peace Ward Block at Subiaco and
the Day Ward at the Bentley Hospital. An
additional $6.1 million has been provided in the
Budget for the commissioning of these facilities
and it is estimated that an additional $12.7
million will be required to meet the full year cost
in 1982/83.

As I commented earlier, no provision has been
made in the Commonwealth Health Grant this
year or as proposed for 1982/83 to meet any part
of the cost of the new facilities.

The proposed allocation for Public Health has
been increased by $5 million to £51.6 million.

An additional $269 000 has been provided for
the Home Care Services Program. The
Government recognises. the importance of
providing services designed to assist aged persons
to remain in their own homes.

A significant increase in home care services is
to be implemented during 198 1/82 and the two
financial years followipig. Some 3230 000 has
been set aside in the 198 1/82 Hospital and Allied
Services budget for the employment of additional
housekeepers and aides.
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A further 539 000 has been allocated to the
Public Health Department to allow the
employment of a physiotherapist to co-ordinate
keep fit groups, a nurse for day care activities and
a promotions officer for aged persons support
schemes. Additional physiotherapy and chiropody
treatment will also be provided.

These workers will all develop programs and
services designed to improve and maintain the
health standard of aged people in our community.

Menial Health Services is to be provided with
an additional $5.8 million this Financial year.

The proposed increase will enable the opening
of Stage 11 of the Bennett Brook Complex at
Eden Hill and also the Devonleigh Hostel.

With the transfer of intellectually handicapped
patients from Swanbourne Hospital to the above
units, staffing is being kept under continuous
review to ensure optimum levels are maintained.

Agricu lure

The Budget provides for expenditure on
agriculture to increase by 13% to $37.6 million in
198 1/8 2,

The department has reviewed its activities and
has reduced or eliminated a number that are less
important in today's circumstances. The savings
resulting from these decisions, and the additional
funds proposed for [he department, will enable
the Government to maintain the high quality of
support to our very important agricultural and
pastoral industries.

A major increase in the work associated with
soil conservation and salinity is envisaged during
the year, The programs will include regional
studies on salinity, development of stable systems
of continuous cropping in the wheatbelt, use of
crops and pastures to lower water tables and
methods of farming soils prone to wind erosion.

Last year a program was commenced to reduce
the produciion of green apples following
disastrous results of sales to Europe and to
replace them with red varieties which are more
suited to the Asian market.

The State and Commonwealth have now agreed
to a jointly-funded tree pull scheme to reduce the
overall volume of apples produced.

An amount of $827 000 is allocated in the
Estimates to meet the cost of an accelerated tree
pull scheme and other schemes to assist apple
growers.

Full operations will commence this year at the
Animal Breeding and Research Institute at
Kittanning. The Institute will provide a focal
point For the improvement of stock breeding in

Western Australia. It will perform a pioneer role
in the genetic development of animals, conduct
applied research programs and work closely with
breeders to improve livestock strains.

Mustering of cattle on the Fox and Ord River
Stations will be continued to prevent degradation
and to facilitate regeneration in these areas. The
mustering will also contribute to the eradication
of tuberculosis.

Monitoring of all pastoral areas is being
maintained as a follow-up to a previous survey of
vegetation and range conditions with a view of
being able to advise pastoralists on appropriate
management practices.

An amount of $232 000 is also included in the
allocation to continue work on beef, sheep and pig
carcase classification. The provision of these
funds by the Australian Meat and Livestock
Corporation and the Commonwealth Government
reflects the leading role taken by Western
Australia in this program.

The Government has maintained its support For
plant breeding research. Although it can take up
to ten years to develop new cereal strains, past
investment in the program will return dividends in
1982 when five new wheats, one new barley, a
new oat and two new lupins should be available to
growers.

The new barley, named Stirling, promises to be
a prime quality malting variety which could
replace existing varieties throughout the State.

Western Australian scientific and farming
expertise is currently being employed in Iraq in a
large scale experimental and farming
development. Officers of the Department of
Agriculture are supervising and co-ordinating the
Iraq financed $7.4 million project.

Police and Road Traffic Authority

A total allocation of $90.8 million is proposed
for the Police Department and the Road Traffic
Authority in 198 1/82. an increase of 12.4%.

The Government recognises the need for
continued augmentation of police strength to
combat increased crime and to maintain a high
level of traffic law enforcement. At the same time
we have had to find ways of meeting these needs
in the face of greatly increased costs and an acute
shortage of funds.

Funds have been allocated in the Budget to
allow an increase of sixty in overall Police
establishment but we have concluded that further
steps are necessary to enable the Commissioner to
make maximum use of all available resources.
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Accordingly the Government proposes to
negotiate and then introduce legislation to
amalgamate the Police and the Road Traffic
Authority into one force. The combined police
strength thus made available will permit more
flexibility and better deployment of the force.

No financial savings are sought from this move
although some savings in administrative support
staff could result, The aim is to make possible the
optimum use of available police numbers and an
effective enhancement of the overall strength of
the force as a result.

Mr Bryce: That proved to be an expensive
experiment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Discussions have
been held with representatives of Country Local
Authorities and they have been given an
assurance that the proposed move will not result
in any diminution of effort on traffic control
including country road patrols or any less
involvement by Local Government in the traffic
enforcement role and licensing functions.

I propose further talks with Local Government
on this matter as a further step in the negotiations
already commenced. Local Government will want
to know in precise terms how we propose to
handle the matter and what legislation is
anticipated so that it can make its input.

A review will be made to assess the practical
effects of the change in time for a determination
of the requirements of the combined force before
next year's Budget is formulated.

Correct ions

The cost to maintain prisons and to provide
adequate security for the general public continues
to rise annually. The expenditure proposed for the
Department of Corrections this year is $33.2
million, an increase of nearly $5 million or 17.6%
more than last year.

The staff increases in the department have been
held at a lower level this year as a result of the
findings of a Staffing Review Committee
appointed by [he Chief Secretary. Nevertheless
the staff establishment will be increased by 11 3,
the majority of whom are required to open the
new Medium Security Prison at Canning Vale.

It is estimated that the staffing and other
operating costs of the Medium Security Prison to
30th June 1982 will be $1 755 000.

The full year cost of operating the Canning
Vale Remand Centre and the Eastern Goldfields
Regional Prison in Boulder also impacts on this
year's Budget. It is planned to provide additional

facilities at the Boulder Prison at an estimated
cost of $40 000.

Emergency and safety equipment costing
$38 000 will also be provided at Fremantle and
Albany Prisons.

Crown Law

The proposed allocation for the Crown Law
Department of S$16.3 million makes provision for
the opening and staffing of the new District Court
Building in 1982. Some of the features of the new
building include a centralised assembly area for
jurors; better facilities for the public, legal
profession and judiciary; and improved security
measures for the handling of prisoners.

A sum of $359 000 has been provided for the
Office of Titles to implement a five stage program
which will result in a comprehensive automated
land information system. The first stage, which
will be undertaken in 198 1/82, involves the
computerisation of the nominal index and is
designed to improve the overall efficiency of the
Titles Office.

An amount of $694000 has been allocated to
the Legal Aid Commission, an increase of 19.9%
on last year. Under the current cost sharing
arrangements the State is required to meet 30% of
the Commission's operating expenses. In this
year's program, funds have been provided for the
appointment of four additional solicitors and two
support staff.

Cornrim ityI Welfare

The proposed allocation for the Department for
Community Welfare is $33.6 million.

The Commonwealth Government has removed
the six months waiting period for persons
qualifying for a supporting parent pension
effective from 6th November 1980. Departmental
expenditure included $2.4 million last year for
this purpose but assistance by Community
Welfare in this area is now mainly directed to
emergency assistance for which an amount of
$825 000 has been included in the Budget.

Provision has again been made for payment of
increased subsidies for children both in private
and residential care, the increases being broadly
in line with movements in the consumer price
index. Associated support for pocket money,
clothing and education has also been increased.
The new scale of payments increase will be
effective from 1st October 198 1.

An amount of $605 000 has been included for
the maintenance and upgrading of residential
reserves. Of this amount. $100000 has been
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specifically allocated for the upgrading of reserves
in the North of the State.

In the course of the year. further efforts will be
made to improve general welfare services,
particularly in the more remote parts of the State.

Other Activities

As details of departmental votes will be
available from the responsible Minister when
appropriations are being dealt with in Committee,
I do not propose to speak at length on other items
of proposed expenditure other than to draw
attention to certain special features of the Budget.

" An amount of $2.7 million has been
included in the Estimates to meet an
expected cash loss on the operations of
the Western Australian Meat
Commission. A significant reduction in
throughput of Robb Jetty due to
drought conditions in previous years has
created severe financial difficulties for
the Board.

" The proposed 41% increase in the
allocation for the Audit Department is
mainly due to the full year cost of
auditors transferred from the Local
Government Department during
1980/81 and the transfer of Hospital
Inspectors from Hospital and Allied
Services fromt the 1st July 1981. There
will be offsetting savings in the other
departments.

" The Government is continuing its
program to expand the facilities of the
State Emergency Service. Phase I of the
communications upgrading program was
completed in 1980/81 and it is proposed
to continue this program with the
commencement of Phase 11 in 1981/82
at a cost of $S 115 000. Funds have also
been provided for appointment of area
co-ordinators at Albany and Geraldton.

" A special provision of $289 000 has been
included in the proposed allocation to
the Government Employees' Housing
Authority to commence a program to
standardise accommodation for
Government employees. As part of this
program. 276 Public Works Department
emnployees' houses will be transferred to
the Authority and the increased
allocation will enable work to commence
on upgrading these houses this financial
year,

" A sum of $60 000 has been allocated as
a contribution towards the cost of
developing the Bridgetown Park as a
tourist facility. Work to be undertaken
includes construction of a jetty, canoe
ramp. toilet block, playground
equipment, and a parking area.

" The recently introduced multi-rider
ticketing system will reduce operating
costs of the Metropolitan (Perth)
Passenger Transport Trust as well as
provide a cheaper and faster public
transport network in the metropolitan
area. The acceptance by the public of
the pre-paid discounted ticket concept
will generate benefits not only to patrons
but to the MTT by effectively reducing
boarding time, volume of tickets issued
and amounts of cash handled.

" An amount of $24 000 has been
provided in the proposed allocation to
the Kings Park Board for the
redevelopment of Hale Oval.

" Funds have been provided in the
allocation for the Department of
Industrial Development and Cornmerce
fo r the participation by seventeen
Western Australian wineries at the
annual Expovin in Melbourne in 1981.
Funds have also been provided to enable
the department to co-ordinate the
Petroleum Technology Australia
Conference to be held in Perth. The
conference will be attended by
Australian and overseas participants and
will bring together expertise in the latest
technology and research in the
petroleum industry.

" The proposed vote for the Government
Stores Department includes a provision
of $343 000 as part of a three year EDP
development prograni for the
implementation of a stores management
system. An important feature of the
proposed system is the automation of
payment procedures t hrough the use of a
creditor's invoice in lieu of Government
claim forms.
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'With the continued growth in forest
industries, the increase of 13.6% in the
proposed allocation for the Forests
Department is essential to ensure
efficient forestry management. To
enable the department to cater for
continued growth, provision has been
made for an extra forty-five new staff
positions on the basis that the costs can
be met from anticipated revenue
increases generated from forestry
activities.

*An amount of 54.1 million has been
provided in the Miscellaneous Services
Division of the Estiniates for the water
salinity program in the lower South
West region where controls on the
clearing of land in the catchment areas
have been imposed. A further allocation
of $1.6 million is proposed in the Public
Works vote for salinity control measures
in the Wellington Dam Catchment
Area.

" The limit for minor works chargeable to
Consolidated Revenue Fund has been
lifted from $15 000 to 525 000. A n
additional $950 000 has been included in
the Public Works allocation to meet the
additional work which will be charged to
the Consolidated Revenue Fund because
of t he cha nge.

" As I mentioned earlier, the Government
resisted the temptation to reduce
expenditure on maintenance of buildings
and on the purchase and replacement of
vehicles and equipment. In fact, a
provision of $35.9 million is proposed for
these purposes this year compared to
actual expenditure .of $25.4 million in
1980/81.

Conclusion

That, Mr Speaker, concludes my outline of the
Budget for 198 1/82. It has been, as I said at the
outset, a most difficult Budget to construct. The
action taken by the Commonwealth in cutting
back sharply on payments to the States has
inevitably meant increased charges to the
community and a tight restraint on expenditures.
Some activities have had to be cut to make room
for the growth in services that is necessary if we
are to go forward.

It is a tough Budget in the sense that
expenditure by departments and authorities has
been restricted to basic needs. But it is also a
responsible Budget in which priorities have been
earefully set and in which room has been found

for growth and for continued improvement in
services to the community.

I now turn to the the formal purpose of the Bill
and in doing so, draw Honourable Members'
attention to the changed wording of the measure.

Formal Bills of this nature tend to be repeated
year after year with no change in the terminology
which can become increasingly outdated and
obscure. Commencing with the Supply Bill,
introduced earlier this session, the Opportunity has
been taken to rewrite the financial legislation in
clearer terms as part of the ongoing review of the
format and presentation of all financial measures.

Only the wording has been clarified; there has
been no change to the intent and purpose of the
Bill.

The Bill seeks appropriation of the sums
required for the services of the current financial
year as detailed in the Estimates. It also makes
provision for the grant of Supply to complete
requirements for 198 1/82.

Included in the Expenditure Estimates of
$2 072 132 000 is an amount of $215 152 000
permanently appropriated under Special Acts,
leaving a balance of $1 856 980 000 which is to be
appropriated in a manner shown in a Schedule to
the Bill.

supply of $900 million has already been
granted under the Supply Act 1981. Hence
further Supply of $956 980 000 has been provided
for in the Bill.

Provision has also been made for a further
grant of Supply of $40 million from the Public
Account for Advance to Treasurer which is to
supplement the sum of 545 million already
granted under the Supply Act.

In addition to authorising the provision of funds
for the current year, the Bill seeks ratification of
the amounts spent during 1980/81 in excess of
the Estimates for that year. Details of these
excesses are given in the relevant Schedule to the
Bill.

Before I conclude I think it would be remiss of
me if I did not refer to the work of the Treasury
officers. As was foreshadowed last year their load
in 1980-81 was greatly increased, and this will be
so for the coming years. They had added burdens
placed on them including the necessity to give
evidence before the Grants Commission. I want to
place on record the fact that the officers
concerned performed with tremendous
professional ability and skill. A host of people
were involved in the research that was necessary.
This was all' brought together in the form of
evidence given to the Grants Commission. In
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addition to this work they had to follow the
hearings of the commission around Australia to
make sure they could have an input and be
informed of the evidence being contributed by
other States.

I have received nothing but praise for the
quality of work done by our research people and
brought together in the submissions that were
made to the Grants Commission and in the
responses to requests of the commission.

All this work was headed by the Under
Treasurer (Mr MeCarrey) whose work is well
known to menibers. We arc inclined to take these
people for granted. The work they do is
important. It is a never-ending grind and not as
glamourous as the work done in other areas.
Nevertheless, without their efforts we would be in
an awful mess. I pay tribute to their vigilance and
the way they husband the funds of the
Government, no matter who is in Government. It
is all part of' their professional dedication and
commitment.

It is not a bad thing if, once in a while, the
House is reminded of the work these people do.
They are a very dedicated lot. I sometimes marvel
at the number of hours they put in and the

stamina they must have to stay with some of the
Very excting problems we have, especially when
we run into a series of Premiers' Conferences and
Loan Council meetings and then try to sort ouL
the burdens imposed on us because of decisions
which are made such as an 14 May, and 19 and
20 June. So, on behalf of all members, I thank Mr
MeCarrey, his deputy (Mr Boylen), and the many
other Treasury officers for the work they have
done.

I commend the Bill to honourable members and
in doing so seek leave to table the Estimates for
1981-8 2.

The following papers were tabled-

Consolidated Revenue Fund-Eshima cs of
Revenue and Expenditure for the year ending
30 June, 1981 (see paper No. 5 10).

Financial Statement 1981-82 (see paper
No. 511).

Western Australian Economy 1981-82 (see
paper No. 512).

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

Sit ting suspended from 6.0 7 t o 7.30 p. m.
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GOVERNMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA
TABL E 1.-BALANCE SHEET AS AT 30th JUNE, 1981

30th June, 30th June,
1980 1981

S Funds Employed S S

1. 685 289 465 Loan Flotations .......................... 1 768 067 260
324 563 705 Less Redemptions from Sinking Fund and Exchange Accretion ..., 344 256 669

1 360 725 760 1423810591
329 410 000 Commonwealth Capital Grants......................369 730000

1 690 135 760 1 793540591
96 100 000 Acquisitiomn of Public Debt by Commonwealth .. ... 96 100000

1 786 235 760 1 889 640 591
34 088 629 Contribution from Interest on Short Term Investments ... 43504 243

I 820 324 389 1 933 144 832

116012 867 Trust Funds, Governmental......................44 172 448
14 891 973 Leg4 investments................. ..... 16 763 593

101 120 894 127 408 855

197 537 173 Trust Funds, Private .. .. ... .. .. 230 627572
183 628 278 Less Investments...... ............. 216 799743

13908 895 13 827829
87 103 023 Suspense Accounts..............................................8 187 243
14016 590 Commonwealth Grants and Advances-.......... 9941 450
46 263 515 Trading Concerns and Public Utilities' Banking Accounts ... 79 806 174

2082737 306 2 252 316 383

4 022 369 Consolidated Revenue Fund at Commencement of Year 2 563 567

2 086 759 675 2 254 879 950

Employment of Funds
Works and Services-

Railways, Transport, Electricity, Harbous, Water Supplies. H~ous-
2 073 930 640 ing, and other State Undertakings 2 200 744 557

I5 414 701 Flotation Expenses and Discounts and Exchange 1 7 883 770
39 413 162 Consolidated Revenue Fund Deficits (Funded) ... 39413 162
14 864 098 Consolidated Revenue Fund Deficits (Funded from Cornmon-

wealth Capital Grants)............... ...... 14 864098

2 141 622 601 2 272 905 587
324 563 705 Less Redemptions of Debt applied to depreciation of assets, etc 344 256 669

1 817 058 896 1 928 648 918

Other Assets-
167 097 208 Short Term Investment ... 215 306 481

26 320 418 Cash ac Bank ..... .. 20 814 908
239 285 Cash in London 232 945

26 559 703 21 047 753

23 921 809 Stores Accounts ......................... 18660245

Advances-
20 590 494 Treasurer's Advances to Departments, etc. 24 376 766

218 641 Trust Funds, Governmental (Overdrawn Accounts) ... 283 985
Trust Funds. Private (Overdrawn Accounts) 15630

28 706 164 Trading Concerns and Public Utilities (Overdrawn Accounts) .. 46173 304
1 349 Suspense (Overdrawn Accounts)..

2 605 411 Conmmonwealth Grants and Advances (Overdrawn Accounts) ... 366 868

52 122 059 71 216553

2 086 759 675 2 254 879 950
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1T.-CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 2-REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 198"-1 COMPARED WITH ACTUAL FOR YEAR

Head Estimate Actual Increase Decrease

REVENUE-
Taxation
Territorial
Law Courts
Departmental
Commonwealth
Public Utilities ... ..

TOTAL REVENUE

.... ... ... 354922000
* . ... 109771000

11 270000
... 211 873000

.. ... 965 4820OW

.. ... 204012000

18957 330 000

EXPENDITURE-
Special Acts ............... ........
Governmental-

Parliament
Premier and Treasurer ... ..
Deputy Premier, Minister for Labour and Industry,
Consumer Affairs, Immigration, Regional Adrrinis-
istration and the North West, and Tourism_

Minister [or Agriculture
Attorney General ... .... ..

Minister for Works and Housing
Minister for Resources Development, Mines, and
Industrial Development and Commerce ... ..

Minister for Transport..............
Minister for Health
Minister for Education and Recreation
Minister for Lands and Forests .
Minister for Local Government and Town Planning.
Chief Secretary, Minister for Police and Traffic, and
Community Welfare

Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife, and Conservation
and the Environment... ..

Public Utilities -. ... ..

TOTAL EXPENDITURE

DEFICIT ...

189969000 190965671 996671

3 163000 3 150697
191 280000 199 239072

15619 000
33 104000
21 941 000
59046000

21 689000
6628000

440 553 000
436 668 000
34 562 000
4 515 000

148 976 000

7 749 000
241 868 000

1 857 330 010

15781 574
33 304880
21 702 055
59 720 434

22 385 053
6494023

446 619 344
430 989 345
34 603 060
4216947

145 822 309

7 662 526
239 349 844

13862 006 334

7959072

162 574
200880

674 434

12303

238 945

696053
133977

6066 344 ..
... 5678655

41 060 ...05

3 153691

86474
2518 156

4676834

1 458 802 ... 1458 802

S

318037 724
102 098 833
I1 198853

217945 923
954 5489475
196 718 224

1 860 548 032

S

23 115 724

6 072 923

3218032

7672 167
71 147

10 933 525
7293 776
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l1-CONSOLDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 3-REVENUE

ESTIMATE FOR, 1981-82 COMPARED WITH RECEIPTS IN PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1977-78 1978-79 1979-SO 1990-8I 198 1-82

S
TAXATION-

Land Tax... ..
Stamp Duty ...........
Probate Duty ..
Pay-roll Tax. .. .
Licenses ... .. ... ..
Third Party Insurance Surcharge..
Betting Taxes-

Tosalisator Duty and Licenses
Bookmakers Betting Tax and

Licenses .. . .. .. ..
Total isator Agency Board Betting
Tax ... ..

Stamp Duty on Betfing... ....

TOTAL.......

TERRITORIAL AND DEPART-
MENTAL-

Land - .. .. ..
Mining
Timber ..
Law Courts .... ..
Departmental Fees, etc.

TOTA L

14 946 740
60 872 150
14954925

142 127 344
21 360811
3311 236

1 773 384

1 106023

10711 231
88 754

271 252 598

3802941
57731 000
6241 486

... 6928555
122077594

196781 576

S

37 855 148
65 805 876
15 193 946

152 676 587
23 506 155
3 372 886

S

22 961 754
76 993 956
13 034 817

168 042 309
26416405
3 673 694

$

25735 777
100016 100
5 409 668

197451 604
28 404 073
3 699 248

1 943 384 2025879 2 117770

1 289 143 1 265 197 1 329 194

11 369 170 12 041 021 13 805310
83413 74593 68980

293 095 708 326 529 625 378 037 724

4 523 035
62615445
6 927 447
8 772 967

148813 128

231 652022

3 497 688
74381 243
7550669
10314750

182 589 509

278 333 859

4 007 097
$8 738 946
9 352 790
11 198853

217 945923

331 243609

PUBLIC UTILITIES-

Country Areas Water
Sewerage. Irrigation and

Railways
State Batteries

TOTA L

COMMONWEALTH-

Tax Sharing Entitlement
Health Grants .
Interest Contribution
Specific Parpose Grants

TOTAL

GRAND TOTA

Supplies,
Drainage 18694630

139 161 699
.... .... 171 333

... .. 158027662

... 519891 030
116986431

946 864
47318 377

.. ... 685 142 702

L .... 1 311 204538

5

32 000 000
135 513 000

2000000
228 100000

31 748000
3 800 000

2 200 000

1 400 000

14700 000
78000

451 539000

7 277 000
100291 000
11 362 000
13 606 000

245 305 (00

377 841 000

22053 642
142 228 647

229 794

164 510 083

579 531 852
124430 164

946 86
49 167 559

754 076 439

443334252

26056 715
156470202

358 225

182885 142

662 888 480
135044417

946 864
54 562 894

853 442655

1641 191281

30830084
165 034 499

853 641

196 718 224

734 172477
157 850469

946 864
61 578665

954 548 475

1 860 548 032

38 735 000
179500000
2 030 000

220 265 000

806 300000
150900000

947000
64 340000

I 022 487 000

2 072 132 000
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IL.-CONSOL DATED REVENUE FUND
TABLE 4-RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH TAKEN TO CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND (a)
ESTIMATE FOR 1981-82 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-8I 1981-82

GENERAL REVENUE GRANTS-
Financial Assistance Grant.-

Tax Sharing Entitlement ..
Healih Grant-

Community Health Program ..
Hospitals ....
School Dental Service

Interest Contributions ... ..

TOTAL .-

SPECIFIC PURPOSE GRANTS-
Aboriginal Advancement Program
Agriculture Projects
Aids for Disabled People
Air Quality Monitoring Control
Apple Export Industry ... ..
Apprenticeship Training. ...
Assistance to Deserted Wives
Australian Biological Resources
Study

Australian Encephalitis Control
Beer Carcase Classification Trials
Blood Transfusion Services
Bushfire Publicity Program ..
Capital Assistance for Leisure Fac-
ilities

Children's Services Program
Coal Research Grant
Curriculum Development Program (b)
Education Program for Unen,-
ployed Youth

Environmental Financial Assistancc
Family Law Court ..
Family Support Scheme
Fisheries and Wildlife Projects
Health Services Planning and Re-
search Program

Home Care Services
International Year of the Child
Life Be In It
National Drug Education Program
National Employment Strategy for
Aborigines

National Estate Program
Nature Conservation Program
Schools Commission
Special Assistance Program for Out-
of-Trade Apprentices ..

Special Trade Training Program
Special Youth Employment Train-
ing Program ..

Sports Development Program
State Emergency Services
Technical and Further Education-
Transition from School to Work

Program
Transport Planning and Research
Water Resources Program

TOTA L

GRAND TOTAL

$

6:

$

19891 030 579531 852

4530000 4 122346
09547035 117233693
2909396 3074 125

946864 946864

17824325 704908880

8996893 9431 752
1 576711 1 943917

... 40000

... 309 846
347 667 149 153

2877888 2371888

628 627
4881

4 030 331

1 983

46 130

1 260519

67034

135 000

60 000
89 940

20 977 386

35388

37 167
3 907 332

69 000

1 850000

47 318 377

685 142 702

20 000

673 843

17887

5 300 776

55 575

103 520

1 485 989
200 065

55 743

1000W0

2 204

10316

73 786

20612907 23403 168

9 706

267 076
9 361

65 389
3 988 638

27 928

I 850000

49 167 559

754076439

107 139
23 208
88 440

4 117947

103 35!
16 350

2550000

54 562 894

853 442 655

27007741 27 405000

10298 15000
9448 19000

94728 63000
22 858 32000

108 972 161 000
5 243839 6046000

2 05 94 1 2463000
11 477

2898000 3400000

61 578665 64340000

954548475 1 022 487 000
Financial Statement, 1975-76.

Type of Grant

(a) For detailed historical background of these receipts refer to Return No, 39,
(b) Prior to 1980-8I shown as Social Education Materials Project.

5

662 888 480

4 860 100
126 536 559
3 647 758

946 864

798 879 761

9 350 390
2 443 754

248 250
47 406

3 025 930

32 790
217 087
750 777

5 216525
7000

61 554

122 963
35000

1 672077
359 775
68445

100000

43 426

42 333

298 103

734 172477

5715435
148 265500
3 869 534
946 864

892 969 810

9938021
2 536 591

168 854
50049

I 886 373

5 199
50000

168 874
826 300

5828685

10 500

114 025

I1916 708

128 104

75000

57 945

151 245

199890

S

806 300 000

6 400 000
140 100 000

4400000
947 000

958 147000

10390000
2 745 000

257 000

414 000
50000

40 000
24000

232000
959 000

5875000

119 000

2 185000

123 000

75000

684000

164 000

400 000
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1.-CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 5--EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1981-82 COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82

$ S S S S
SPECIAL ACTS 139048 756 153 176472 167609291 190965671 215 152000D

GOVERNMENTAL-
Legislative Council . -263 979 175 533 166 454 203 427 305 000
Legislative Assembly 703 036 202 073 19$ 160 226 732 263 000
Joint 1-ouse Committee 751 321 1 517421 1 720357 1 963 582 2 533000
Joint Primting Committee 309 758 313 942 370 625 432 845 485 000
Joint Library Committee 83 639 83028 95 155 109 575 129 000
Parliamentary Commission for Ad-
ministrative investigations 115 512 133 347 175 663 214 536 236000

Premier's Department 1 526 348 1 721 571 I 790 919 2 264 137 2 288 000
London Agency .. 692 108 776 575 922 969 I 067 362 1 105 000
Tokyo Agency 201 784 201 621 191 371 209 258 299 990
Public Service Board I 946 682 2 289 992 3 008 565 3 371 896 3 636 000
Treasury I 848 613 2623002 2498702 2919 268 3 366000
Government Computing Division I 577 887 1 665 373 2 793 322 2 825 124 3 421 000
Superannuation . 516380 496 117 561063 640829 707000
Government Stores 1 829446 1 985846 2329091 2 678 574 3 168000
Government Printing Office 10 139936 11 445 115 12266666 03975 430 34949000
Audit 1 124 553 1 241 498 1 420752 18S218942 2 569000
Taxation 4887 256 3026755 3 528 188 3851 506 39q09 000
Valuer General's Office (a) 2 140545 2825935 3447 135 3 838 000
Miscellaneous Services 53 839 546 58 448 610 66229 143 73 558, 998 109060 000
Deputy Premier's Office 754 387 926 062 1 181 973 1 769 236 1 840 000
Governor's Establishment .459 569 435 879 483 760 554 334 675 000
Labour and Industry 3 258 239 3662463 4331 939 4 741 206 5 432 000
Industrial Commission .470 508 527 241 712 384 1 17088$ I 200000
Public Service Arbitration 70885 75 696 89 747 93 853 106 000
Consumer Affairs Bureau 404 081 473 377 568 695 624 462 724000
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs ... 898 655 806 520 80$8048 I 004 089 I 204 000
Agriculture 22 226 360 24969 337 28627 205 33 304880 37 620 000
Agriculture Protection Board 4000000 4091 000 5 375000 6 223 000 6 690 000
Rural Adjustment Authority 216491 308 348 175376 393313 367000
Western A ustralian Meat Commnis-
sion 3 732930 2891 430 1 142717 637 519 2748000

Crown Law 9798 738 10793467 12402990 14224 209 16 251 000
Corporate Affairs Oitce 1 112480 1 191 401 1 425330 1 655467 2 133000
Office of Titles 2815821 2888218 3 317 352 3 856 572 4 599 000
Public Trust Office 1 467 591 1 569 591 1 808 620 1 965 807 2 197000
Law Reform Commission 227 000 277000 320 000 376 000 '461 000
Legal Aid Commission 100000 293 000 374 200 579 000 694 000
Public Works and Buildings 44413 218 46 754 077 55699836 59 720 434 71 262 000
Country Water Supplies. Sewerage.
Irrigation and Drainage 40355831 43689444 46693 208 51 313 258 58363000

Resources D~evelopment (h) (h) I 877 936 2601 119 1 909000
Mines 10373 338 10915488 12541 106 13881 808 16072000
State Batteries I 676 987 I 89)2 276 2 216096 28985 557 3 246000
Solar Energy Research Institute of

Western Australia 250000 600 000 800 000 880 000 500 000
Government Employecs' Housing
Authority 3064000 3675000 4455000 4707000 6 286000

Rural H-ousing Authority 86421 93 517 111 000 152000 169000
Regtional Administration and the
North West 1 147 257 1 359 683 1 575 706 1 832 083 2 010000

Tourism 3013894 3 313903 3527740 3991 423 4622000

Carried Forward 238752465 258961 382 295736064 330920573 405646990

(a) Prior to 1978-79 included under Taxation.
(6) Prior to 1979 80 included tinder Industrial D~evelopment and Commerce.
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i.-CON'SOLIDATEI) REVENUE FUND

TABLE 5-EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1981-82 COMPARE!) WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS YEARS comiwed

H-ead 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82

S S S S $

Brought Forssard 238752465 258961 382 295 736064 330920 573 405646990

Industrial Development and Comn-
meace 4360330 -553489)9 4725918 5902 126 4237000

H-arbour and Light 5297975 6 176274 6440280 6494023 7214000
Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust 24 980000 288317000 35008 000 40 370 000 42 469000

Western Australian Coastal Ship-
ping Commission 8 130667 8813 174 9422248 9617 167 J0 1 28 000

Wesiern Australian Goxernmeni
Railways Commission 143444306 151. 120754 175075866 185 151 029 201 824000

Public Health 30277 754 35434 550 38921 727 46565 608 51 590 000
Hospital and Allied Sersices 235 505 280 259 171 606 292 732 761 340 340 126 344 601 000
Menial Health 38 923 180 43049 290 49 423 834 56841 257 62 646 000
Western Australian Alcohol and
Drug Authority 1 753 732 2072 099 2 574 504 2872 353 2 803000

Nurses Board of Western Australia 110432 118 382 127000 145 000 162000
Education 289 824 144 325 518 414 370 773 267 427 586 838 480662000
Board of Secondary Education 523 500 621 000 669 408 792 000 856 000
Western Australian Post Secondary
Education Commission .. 318 000 334 730 378000 465 000 539000

Academy of Performing Arts 215 000 376000
Hedlund College M60000 424000 887000
Karratha College 134 119 407 000 891 000
Aboriginal Cultural Materials Pres-

ervation Committee 153000 191 000 221 000 252000 320000
Art Gallery of Western A ustralia 1 132 500 1 372000 I 874 000 2 598 000 2 808 000
Library Board of Western Australia 4 078 000 4 867 000 5 734 000 6 226 000 6 925 000
Museum of Western Ausiralia 2 486 000 2 594 000 2 892 900 3450000 3 778000
Perth Theatre Trust 150000 144036 132000
Rural Youth Mokenitent Council 160000 153 000 197 000 227 000 248 000
Western Australian Arts Council 1 457000 I 559 000 I 743 000 2032000 2 234 000
Youth Spart and Recreation 2 353000 2 177000 2877 934 3402 507 3 71 1 000
Lands and Suirscys 10904849 10451 967 12 161 536 13 551 235 15051 000
Bush Fires Board 723022 699 00 t 836336 918821 1041 000
Kings Park Board 1 018454 1 062 355 1 012000 1 196678 1 218000
Zoological Gardens Board 947 000 966 000 947 000 978 000 976 000
Forests 12 232 76) 14 128 370 16612 373 20 133 004 22 876000
Local Government 845 820 992 437 1 234 507 1 234 557 1 103 000
Keep Australia Beautiful Council 32 700 38657 38000 167 000 167 000
Town Planning 2084473 2 211 072 2 755 390 2 982 390 3424000
Chief Secretary's Department I 472 72) I 377 142 15$91 146 1 539 539 1 349000
Registrar General's 0)11cc 500 761 570 478 624 929 701 377 843000
Astronomical Scr' ices 286 256 329 218 336 598 378 048 442000
Electoral 509 092 488 555 1 591 701 668 646 788000
Licensing 308 218 358 759 406,349 449 60) 515 000
D)epartment of Correction% 14 67 1 789 17439 303 2t 044 126 28219822 33176f. 0
Police 36926592 413.39 568 47619739 55 776 690 61 949000
Road Traffic Auihorii% 17255993 18928951 220)1 950 24998 354 28860000
Communils Welfare 29 980763 31 988003 35 192 375 33090232 33 577000
Ahorignal Lands Trust 136000 153000 202000 202000 153000

Carred orvxrd 164 858 529 1 282 199 390 1 464 210 885 1 660 626 637 1 845 195 990
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1.-CONSOLI DATED1 REVENUE FUND

TABLE 5-EXPEN'DITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1981-82 COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS YEARS-conintled

Head 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-SI 1981-82

S S S S S

Brought Forward . . 164 858 529 1 282 199 390 I 464 210 885 I 660 626 637 1 845 195 990

Fisheries and Wildlife ... 3866337 4 183 988 5018428 5635 266 6542 000
Conservation and Environmen 1 588916 I 638 402 1 857 889 2 027 260 2 292 000
National Parks Authority ... I 516000 I 669000 1 990000 2 196000 2270000
Waterways Commission .. 326 000 467 000 504 788 556 000 680 000
Sundries .... .... .... .... 10

TOTAL GOVERNMENTAL I 172 155 782 1 290 157 780 1 473 581 990 1 671 041 163 I 856 980000

GRAND TOTAL 1. . 311 204 538 I 443334 252 1 641 191 281 1 862006834 2072 132000

DEFICIT FOR YEAR .... ... .. .... 1 458802
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1.-CONSOLI DATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 6-EXPENDITURE, NORTH WEST

ESTIMATE FOR 1981-82 COMPARED WITH EXPENDITURE IN PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81I 198 1-82

DEPARTCMENTA L-~
Corrections.........
Police .. .. ..
Road Traffic Authority ..
Regional Administration and the
North West..

Agriculture .

Public Works
Crown Law
Education-

Department
Hedland College
Karratha College

Harbour and Light
Public Health
Hospital and Allied Services
Community Welfare
Country Water Supplies. Sewerage,
Irrigation and Drainage

Other .. .. ..

ORD RIVER IRRIGATION PRO-
J ECT-

Salaries and Allowances ..
Operating Expenses .. ..
Assistance to Farmers -

Other .

GENERAL-
Western Australian Coastal Ship-
ping Commission- Loss

Rent Reductions North West House,-
-Reimibursement to State Hous-
ing Commission

Other (a)

TOTAL

1 063 638
3 008 951

612 208

752 l0S
2 106 567
3736985

553441

1 131 546
3320984

920890

912 181
2 193691
4610017

745 206

11935624 13918 102

2 962 877 3 532 210
4720042 4980925
19 526727 20676562
2 525 759 2 468 407

8 552931 7899530
1 367 969 1 601 800

184 748
I 255656

260 066
724 671

235 979
1 541 873

103 448
1 203 795

1 390 787
4 544 979
1 085 966

957 282
2 636 949
4931 550

946 328

IS 156 327
160 000
134 119

3 404 774
5 219 940

22618 595
2 474 884

7671 327
1 883 252

261 516
1 589 340

8072!
1 286 965

S S

1 735490 1 9000o0
5 621 943 6094000
1 219584 1 346000

1 196 112
3 237 600
6 264 384
1097 601

21 281 098
424 000
407000

3 155652
6 162830

27 252 432
3055 673

1 389 000
3 528 000
8 623 000
1 208 000

24 017 000
887 000
891 000

3370000
6871 000

28 704 000
3 458 000

7677025 9719000
2673063 3023000

262 983
1 633 319

50000
I 114544

272000
1 884000

60000
1 187000

K8130 667 8813 174 9422248 9 617 167 10 128000

401 615
21 602

74 404 852

473 576
280 849

8I 564745

558 000
7 072

91 422921

687555 560000

105827055 119 119000

t(o) Rcvised igures.
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0.-CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND
TABLE 7-EXPENDITURE
FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS AND COST PER HEAD OF POPULATiONt

Details 1977-79 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82

S S $ S S
SOCIAL SERVICES

EDUCATION-
Administration
Pre-School/Pre- Primary
Primary
Secondary ... .. ..

Technical and Further Education
Teacher Training and Special Educ-
ation

Transport of Children ..
Assistance to Private Schools ..
Other ....

TOTAL EDUCATION
per capita

CULTURAL AND RECRE-
ATIONAL FACILITIES-
Libraries .

Museumns
Art Galleries
Recreation
Parks. Gardens etc.
Other . .

TOTAL CULTURAL AND
RECREATIONAL FAC-
ILITIES .

HEALTH-
Public Healili
Hospitals
Mental Health
Health of School Chilcirci
Maternal and infant Heal

TOTAL HEALTI-

34 685 589
12743837

111 082 372
93 513 333
40 298 234

I 539924
11 730 132
11 191068

214 137

316998626
260,39

4 164 559
2 486 025
I 269 033
.4472 550
5 161 887
8 013 368

25 567 422
per capita 21-00

29601 341
235 357 740
38 399 093

n 6861 698
ich 2627076

1 312846948
per capita 256-98

WE LFARE-
Child Welfare
Relief of the Aged. Indigent and
Infirm

Disaster Relief..
Other

TOTAL WELFARE
per capita

LAW. ORDER AND PUBLIC
SAFETY-

Police and Road Traffic Authority
Prisons an
Administration adJustice ..
Other

TOTAL LAW. ORDER AND
PUBLIC SAFETY ..

per capita

TOTAL SOCIAL SERVICES
per capita

19 245648

5832 160
2 133967
13 388974

40 600 749
33-35

40838 197
12 105 887

124 835 669
105 028 042
45 072 384

1679819
12 387 643
12 569 342

223 062

354 740 045
286-29

5 078 763
2 594 027
1 783 735
461() 351
5 533 944
5 407 686

25017 506
20-19

34290 I50
259 159 243
42 489 494
8 066 927
2912 622

346 918 436
279-98

20 176343

6 523 287
5831 241

14 267 287

46798 158
37-77

42 167 289
15 144257

131 883 067
109910343
51 201 463

17 776078
13 514 186
13 233 023

5000

394 834 706
313-21

5990054
3022083
I1957 684
5 854 324
5965 131

10099806

49 190 071
1588633

163 836 475
138 201 375
59 622 062

2 171 874
16624422
16510543

454 814

462 500 269
360-43

6465 432
3457 536
2 837 396
7 116098
6 764 442
6853919

32889082 33494823
26-09 26-10

37422074
292 164 418

48 836 799
91576 945
3 460 002

391 560 238
310-61

16 215i336

17 772 529
7 158 395

10-555 839

5I 702099
41-01

53 965502 58 581276 66 285 122
17 804278 20902563 24 143954
15020466 M6324 615 18 355 727
3 722 461 4 158 898 4 720 753

88512-707 99 967 352 113 505 556
72-71 80-68 90-04

784 526 452 873441 497 984491 681
644-43 704-91 780-96

44 532 322
340 207 307

56 102 687
11 4-34 708
3 940 976

456 218 000
355-53

3.416 035

8 130207
8 W8 170

14 832 119

54 962 531
42-83

76 735 399
30 501 890
21 579 164
6749665

135 566 118
105-65

I 142 741 741
890-54

59 958 000
1780 0000

184 179000
155 211 000
67941 900

2 493 900
18719000
I18559 900

614300

525 537000
402-31

7 235 000
3 778 000
3 117900
7 222 300
7 282 900
5 193900

33830000
25-90

51 507 100
343 368 700
61 732300
32323 300
4 314 600

473 246000
362-28

24820 700

9 590 700
3 251100O

15076500

52739000
40-37

88 753 600
35 592 800
25490 000
7 310 600

I57 147000
120-30

1 242 499 000
951-16
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][.-CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND
TABLE 7-EXPENDITURE-conzued
FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS AND COST PER HEAD OF POPULATION* t-condnued

Derails 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82

DEVELOPMENT OF NATURAL
RESOURCES AND ASSISTANCE
TO INDUSTRY-

Country Water Supply, Sewerage
and Drainage .. ... ..

Agric~i1turaI, Pastoral and Dairying
Mines and Minerals
Forestry ..

Lands................... ....
Fisheries
Other .... ,

TOTAL DEVELOPMENT
AND ASSISTANCE

per capita

TRANSPORT AND COMMUNIC*
ATION-

Railways
Buses and Ferries -

Shipping and H-arbours..
Other

TOTAL TRANSPORT AND
COMMUNICATION ..

per capita

45 736 888
33651 691
II1636 107
12 444 231
11 386381
2 753 794
24 74842 1

142357 513
116-94

144 649 312
25095 388
15 275 399
1 229814

186249913
152-99

50885457
36 454 472
12 271. 985
14454925
11 440 147
2901 911
25 819 738

154 228 635
124-47

151 873 277
28995 375
16 563 572
1 661 290

199093 514
160-68

59 777 246
41 016 269
14 193 513
16885 332
12650677
3497 723

42802905

190 823 665
151 -38

175 778 671
35 120044
17 5439873
3 527 545

231 970 133
184-02

S

63 000 364
45 257 102
16061 692
20 293 847
14056 856
4 103 560

36 162 318

198 935 739
155-03

186 369 053
40439 809
18277 175
3 822 407

248 908 444
193-97

S

71 898 900
52630 300
19 115400
23070600
I15797 700
4951 600

40010500

2271475000
174- 14

202806000
42500000
19726000
4519000

269 551 000
206-35

PUBLIC DEBT CHARGES-
Interest .... .... . .. 92040041
Sinking Fund ... 13608 01.0
Loan Management 664 837

TOTAL PUBLIC DEBT
CHARGES...............106312 888

per capita 87-33

99 146 115 105810440
14472679 15325 141

692 670 738 584

114311 464 121 874 165
q2-25 96-68

120 166 156 134494000
16021 773 16771 000

778 395 1 864 000

136 966 324 153 129000
106714 117-22

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION
AND SERVICES

per capita
LEGISLATURE ..

per capita
REGULATION OF TRADE AND
INDUSTRY.........

per capita
MISCELLANEOUS.

per capita

GRAND TOTAL
per capita

68938 821
56-63

7815 884
6-42

11 480 427
9.43

3 522 640
2-89

1 311 204 538
1 077-06

77951 987
62-91

9 192 132
7-42

12 115579
9-78

2999444
2-42

I 443 334 252
1 164-84

* Based on estimated me~an population, e.g. 1981482,1I306 300

t Breakdown revised 30 June 1981.

89 254 200
70-80

10 669 917
8-46

X8961 165
7-11I

3 1463 55
2-50

1 641 191 281
1 301-91

108 197580
84-32

11 231 156
8-75

10 123 136
7-89

4 902 714
3-82

1 862 006 834
1 45!1-06

150 737 000
115-39

13 978000
10-70

11 604 000
8-88

3 159000
2-42

2072 132 000
1 586-26
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1.-CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND

TABLE 8-ORB RIVER IRRIGATION SCHEME-INCOME AND EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1981-82 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS

Head 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 198 1-82

S $ S S S

ACCRUED INCOME-
Water Supplies........ ........... 86 985 104 630 161 298 189 971 246 000
Sewerage..................36 242 42 895 63 873 87 675 110 000
Irrigation.................161 507 202 141 258045 276025 347000
Kununurra Hostel..............104886 187904 165388 142319 150000
Kununurra. Airport ... ... .. 34279 34845 78363 79331 100000

TOTAL INCOME .. 423899 572415 726967 775321 953000

EXPENDITURE-

Salaries and Allowances generally .. 184 748 235 979 261 516 262 983 272 000
Administration Expenses 31 039 42924 50387 51 733 67 000
Pay-rolliTax ... ............ 9269 11 812 13438 13474 14000
Operating Expenses-

Irrigation ..... ... ... 859850 1031 266 1030900 1 111 559 1 262000
Water Supply 120591 164290 204450 161 358 194000
Sewerage ... .. . 24439 38 372 46 135 34 166 35000
Hostel .. .. ... 160547 198 144 204059 204749 243 000
Airport .. .... .. .. 90229 109801 103796 121487 150000

Assistance to Farmers-
Cotton Growers 67086 65431 30324 38 .

Sorghum Growers .150000 2010 5 10
Crop Spraying Subsidy 42 980 36007 50 392 49 952 60 000

Sugar Industry Feasibility Study ... I 079 ....
Commercial Scale Agricultural Experiments ... 416 249 896000 958 447 769596 513 000
Western Australian Agreement (Ord River
Irrigation) Act, 1968-interest . . 191 314 193 035 193 035 204 297 213 000

Kununurra Townsite Services ... .. 23683 12 778 21 674 23 358 25 000
Maintenance or Amenities for Public at Dams 33 779 31 884 30333 34 547 35000
Publicity -- ... .. .. .... ... 18259 15362 19651 17539 20000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE.........2425141 3085095 3218542 3060846 3403000
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EL-GENERAL LOAN FUND

TABLE 9-RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE

ESTIMATE FOR 1980-81 COMPARED WITH ACTUAL FOR YEAR

Head Estimate Actual Increase Decrease

RECEIPTS-
Borrowings approved by Australian Loan Council..
Commonwealth Capital Grants for General Purposes
Interest on Short Term Investments under the provision
of Section 4(b) Public Moneys Investment Act

Loan Repayments ... ... .. ... .,
Balance at beginning of year.........I... ...

80639000
40320000

9416 000
13453 507
3 265 493

147094 000
Less Balance at end of year ... ..

TOTAL RECEIPTS 147094000

EXPENDITURE-
Agriculture .. -- .. .. .. .. 611 000
Forests.............................3000000
Industrial Development 70 00W
Mines............... 128000
Public Works-

Engineering and Associated Works ... 19 670000
Buildings and Associated Works............83 091 000

Technical and Further Education Colleges 1 194 000
Treasury .. . . . . . 930 000
Business Undertakings..............27500 000
Housing Authorities .. .... .. 10250000
Other Authorities ... .. .. .. .. 650 000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE -, .. 147 094000

80 639 000
40 320000

$

9415612 ..
14 171 889 718 382
3265493

147811994 717994
4495914 4495914

143 316 080

607 905 ..
3000000 ..

67687
49409

19257442
79746 166 ..

1 194000
967 618 37618

27250000
10250000 ..

925 853 275 853

143 316080

$

388

3777920

3095

2313
78 59]

412 558
3 344 834

250 000

3777920
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11.-GENERAL LOAN FUND

TABLE 10-LOAN EXPENDITURE

EXPENDITURE IN 198D-81 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS

Undertaking 1976-77 1977-78 1979-79 1979-80 1980-8I

$ $ $ $ $

Agricultural Development .. ... 232 539 160483 86 941 141 055 607 905
Industrial Development .. .. 384 995 195 921 149 332 147 683 67687
Fisheries and Wildlife Development 69615 .......

Forestry Development .. ... 1 663000 2250000 2603000 2 870000 300000
Mining Development .............. 529 .... .. 42 604 49 409
Public Works-Engineering and As-
sociated Works-

Ports and Jetties (a) ... 652321 1 853847 2 130432 1 560093 2998047
Improvements to Rivers and Fore-

shores (a)........................ 637 203 2622 106 3909433 1937 181 2 106 522
Country Areas Water Supplies, Irri-
gation and Drainage .. ... 14632 309 13261 923 11 168075 10599773 9946562

Country Towns Sewerage .. ... 1 807 178 2051 255 4 169599 3824834 4 177945
Kununurra Townsite Development 108 889 55259 32470 .... 28 366

Public Works-Buildings and Associ-
ated Works including Furniture and
Equipment-
Hospitals.......................17 105411 25220759 43387 394 42940228 29458001
Public Health Department I.. 258 402 624 032 957 628 577 926 462 116
Mental Health Services .. ... 1 929204 1 276 215 2492316 2651 550 1 763 190
Schools........................25 173963 31 371 182 28289788 22794 206 18865832
Police Department ................. 1 533 762 1 600 146 3 323 492 2 243 857 1 735 430
Road Traffic Authority ... .. 777 673 729 436 634 353 597 902 320 861
Community Welfare Department .... 417 999 345 439 617 888 496 571 3)5 746
Department of Corrections .... 328 116 447792 1 822 185 6021 041 10298415
Public Buildings not otherwise pro-
vided for.......................5307025 9210388 10396523 15 181098 17660 575

Railways........................22041 348 14 l108726 3723 631 3499976 2900 000
Advances to Sundry Bodies .. ... 200 000 .. .
Government Printing Office ... .. 418 463 54000O 184000 95422 291 344
Grants for Unemployment Relief
Works ........................... 518874 150000

Rural and Industries Bank-Dele-
gated Agencies .. .. ... 10000 .... 346 000

Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger Trans-
port Trust...................1510000 1 294000 680000D

Metropoitian Water Supply, Sewerage
and Drainage Board ... 21 200000 32062 000 16752 000 24634 000 24350 000

State Energy Commission IS. 1460000 6575 000
Western Australian Meat Commis-
sion ........ .. . . 120000 ..

Housing Authorities............3 800 000 7 550 000 8 682 000 9080000 10 900 000
Albany Port Authority 2618 000 56000
Bunbury Port Authority ... 1165000 564 000 692 000
Fremantle Port Authority .. ... 500000: 825 000 350 000
Geraldton Port Authority I.. .. 054 000 900 000
Industrial Lands Development Auth-
ority.......... ..... ..... .. 305 000 .... ..

Rural Adjustment Authority 275 853

143313818 157358909 149852480 151993 000 142 985 806
Add Loan Flotation Expenses and

Discounts (t)... .................. 226382 183 933 303 831 368 133 330 274

TOTAL EXPENDITURE .... 143540200 157542842 150 156311 152361 133 143 316080

(a) Previously shown as Improvements to Harbours and Rivers to 1978-79. (b) Charged to General Loan Fund.
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lV.-PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE 11-LOAN INDEBTEDNESS

(i) TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR 1980-81

RAISINGS-
Total amount raised to 30th June, 1980
Valuation adjustment to 30th June, 1980

Flotations during the year-
Commonwealth Loans-

Loan Tap-
Issue No. 3
Issue No. 4
Issue No. 5
Issue No. 6
Issue No. 7
Issue No. 8
Issue No. 9
Issue No. I I
Issue No. 13

Australian Savings Bonds.
Series I8
Series 19

$ $

1 782 170 950
129 183
-_ _ I 782300 133

70 747
6 744 978

12 165000
20 490 506
14918627

351 742
222 778

27 177 561
164 505

335 324
136027

________ -82779 1 865 077 928

REDEMPTIONS-
Total to 301h June. 1980 ... .. 421 574 373

During the year-
National Debt Commission-

Securities repurchased and redeemed-
London ..... .. ..
New York ..
Canada .......... ....
Netherlands .... .
Commonwealth Government Debenture ..
Instalment Stock
Other Australian Securities ....

Adjustment of Valuations of Overseas Loans at 301h
June, 1981 .. .

Gross Public Debt at 301h June, 1981....................
Sinking Fund ... ...

NET PUBLIC DEBT AT 30th JUNE, 1981

(ii) FACE VALUES AT CURRENT RATES OF EXCHANGE

Australia
London
New York
Netherlands

... SAust.

.. £ stg.
$..
Guilders

60 367
291 245
478 378

97 266
525 782

1 044 704
16635 986

__________19 133 725
- - 440708098

1 424 369 830

559 239

I 423 810 593
1 749212

I 422 061 379

At Current
Face Value Rate of

Exchange

I 420 727 759
I 583974

367 000
225 000

GROSS PUBLIC DEBT........... ....

$A
1 420 727 759

2 689 260
319 826
73 746

I 423 810 591
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lV.-PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE 12-SINKING FUND

TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR 1980-8I

BALANCE BROUGHT FORWARD... ..

RECEIPTS-
Loan Liability to the Commonwealth-

State Contribution -. .. .
Commonwealth Contribution ..

Net Earnings on Investments ... ..

PAYMENTS-
Redemptions and Repurchases,

BALANCE 30th JUNE, 1981 ..

etc., at net cost (including Exchange)..

TABLE 13--NET PUBLIC DEBT AS AT 30th JUNE PER HEAD OF MEAN POPULATIONt

Year Debt per Year Debt per
Head Head

$ $
1927 ... .. .. .. .. 321-26 1965 ... ... ... 825-93
1930 .1. .. .. .. 335-15 1970 .. ... I.. .... 904-65
1935 ... .. . - 395-19 1975 ... ..,.. .. .... 976-08
1940 .. ... 410-07 1980 ... ..... 1078-57
1945 .. ... .. . 392-74 1981 1.I1108S21
1950 .. ..... ... 392-46
1955 ... 540-73
1960 683-3!

*Statistical basis for determination of population changed from 1979-8.
t Prior to 1967 excludes Aborigines.
11 Preliminary figure.

$ 5

1 075 038

16021 773
3738414

25 706
19 785 893

20860931

19 111 719

1 749212
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IV,-PUBLIC DEBT

TABLE 14-CONTINGIENT LIABILITIE AS AT 30th JUNE, 1981.

Statutory Authority Securities In Sinking
Issued Redeemed Circulation Fund

S $ $ S
Albany Port Authority ..... .... 6940000 270201 6 669 799 297868
Bunbury Port Authority.... ......... 7 7700 000 232 337 7467 663 353 040
Churchiands College.. ................... 60 000 20 934 39066 ..
Conservator of Forests.........................5200000 2201 948 2998052 95 120
Country High Schools Hostels Authority (a) ... 5880000 1 712699 4 167 301 306 414
Dairy Industry Authority . . .. 80000 50885 29 115
Esperance Port Authority. .......... 3 125 000 26024 3 098 976 195 542
Fremantle Hospital (a)............................5250000 700 271 4 549 729
Fremantle Port Authority .......................... 11 170 000 24 532 11 145 468 1 197007
Geraldton Port Authority................... ... 5 200 000 233 296 4 966 704 1754] 2
Government Employees Housing Authority ... 9350 000 806 424 8543576 71336
Industrial and Commercial Employees Housing Auth-
ority.............................. .... 3100000 50327 3049673 3598

Industrial Lands Development Authority .. ... 9 975 000 734 834 9 240 166 189 809
Joondalup Development Corporation ---.. 1800000 1 800 000
King Edward Memorial Hospital (a) . 3 300 000 439 552 2 860 448
Metropolitan Market Trust .. * .. . 345 000 243 053 101 947
Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger Transport Trust 11. I 035 820 597 159 10438661 896 100
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority -... 16395 000 2080690 14314310 1 896 797
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage and Drainage

Board .. . . .136999550 5859005 131 140545 1 238628
Murdoch University (a) ... 1200000 138 159 1 061 841
Perth Mint............................ 250000 26 162 223 838
Port Hedland Port Authority .. 3 550 000 87 384 3462616 142 632
Princess Margaret Hospital (a) 4200000 948609 3251 391
Royal Perth Hospital (a) ..... .. 2500 000 678 366 I 821 634 199 041
Rural Housing Authority - . .. 1000000 23338 976662 2 t66
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital (a) 2 550000 311 555 2 238 445..
State Energy Commission ... .... 508 123 127 709 824 507413 303 11 755 873
State Housing Commission .. 35075 000 3 580 227 31 494 773 4 233 143
State Implement and Engineering Works .. 1 200000 257 751 942 249 7740
Univertity or Western Australia (a) ..... 7818 000 236 856 7 581 144 2870536
Western Australian Art Gallery . 3 950 000 294 467 3 655 533 52008
Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission .. 3700000 186925 3 51307$ 243 l74
Western Australian Fire Brigades Board (a) . 18651 000 6 161 181 12489819 355 127
Western Australian Government Railways (a)......60495 786 129 558 60 366 228 208 288
Western Australian Institute of Technology (a) 3 945 000 709 733 3 235 267 373 759
Western Australian Meat Commission - 10 110 000 372 373 9 737 627 446 245
Wundowie Charcoal Iron and Steel Industry Board of

Management ... .. 700000 28 134 671 866 96546

911 923283 31 104 773 880758510 27902949

Guarantees and Indemnities under-
Housing Loan Guarantee Act .44 217817 ..
Industry (Advances) Act ... ...... 49 347 253..
Rural Housing (Assistance) Act .. .. 1 362 042
Other Statutes ... ... .... ... 109 145625..
Su reties .. . .... 8 129936 ..

TOTAL 1.. . . . . . ..... 092 961 183

(a) Under established funding arrangements the State meets the whole or portion of the annual commitments
from the Consolidated Revenue Fund.
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V.-BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 15--ALBANY PORT AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ S $ S
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Wharfage, handling and haulage
charges .... ... .. 715258 687 746 826 446 865855 1 272000

Tonnage rates, mooring services, etc. 352 161 295 973 547 243 315 886 549 000
Miscellaneous services . .. 238 655 253 459 238 929 265 910 208 000

TOTAL EARNINGS 1 306074 1 237 178 1612618 1 447651 2029000

EXPENSES-
Cargo handling costs, wages, etc.- 152411 180810 152546 199401 246000
Maintenance on jetties. wharves,
buildings, plant and equipment 293034 240629 341 441 319 983 380000

Administration costs .. 68 487 69 436 82 844 92 547 97 000
Tug subsidy .. 520 22222 - 11629 10000
Depreciation ... .. .. 125582 134800 153091 1735$86 175000
Interest onecapital .. .. ... 609628 774700 1019 155 1 127 144 1 181 000
Other......... .. 113988 168 311 197269 157614 163000

TOTAL EXPENSES ... 1 363 650 1 590 908 1 946 346 2081 904 2 252 000

SURPLUS/(DEFICITj (57 576) (353 730) (333 728) (634 253) (223 000)

TABLE 16-BUNBURY PORT AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ S $ S
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Wharfage, tonnage and handling
charges ... .. .. 2240355 2086873 2689840 2 587 513 3009000

Wharfage labour recoups 86 339 48 436 53 997 68 750 82 000
Plant hire, mooring and electricity 327 302 286 196 312 215 353 848 400000
Alumina surcharge 815952 521 223 749 043 778622 780000
Other .. ... .. 174 108 240905 217660 220 531 181000

TOTAL EARNINGS .. .. 3644056 3 183633 4022755 4009264 4452000

EXPENSES-
Administration .161 801 181 605 223 877 242 257 324 000
General maintenance..........164917 182064 207010 237 162 484000
Dredging maintenance ... 100000 167 325 270 841 213 859 499 000
Cargo handling and other services 331 343 258440 264 915 303948 377000
Depreciation 135064 131 110 170093 168 408 200000
Interest on capital 1 571 163 1 742 497 I 988 510 2084902 2 154 000
Other 217238 192577 229 183 257 796 311 000

TOTAL EXPENSES .. ... 2681 526 2855 618 3354429 3518332 4349000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) ... 962 530 328015 668 326 490932 103 000
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v.-BUSI NESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATrUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 17-ESPERANCE PORT AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

S S $ $
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Wharfage, handling and berthage 724047 731 160 756 377 918673 I 113000
Wharf labour recoups 108628 112742 146249 107801 80000O
Equipment hire, power and water sales 105 231 100 294 130 169 141 028 128 000
Pipeline service charge .. 84251 82581 78 181 84208 78000
Non-operating incomne .... 63 368 18 130
Other 78280 73 122 56 541 103288 64000

TOTA L EARNINGS 1 100437 1099899 1 230885 1 373 128 1 463000

EXPENSES-
Administration 64646 75 847 91 619 115587 122000
Shipping handlingeosts 111 643 138524 114205 97346 105000
Maintenance 114 563 173 348 214 734 259270 274000
Depreciation 103636 116257 153 701 171 153 166000
Interest charges 532024 556 525 569074 594512 653000
Other 97002 112 122 121 974 143380 139000

TOTAL EXPENSES 1 023 514 1 172623 1 265307 1 381 248 1 459000

SURPLUS/IDEFICIT) 76923 (72 724) (34 422) (8 120) 4000

TABLE IS-FRENIANTLE PORT' AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$S S S $
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Hatndling charges 10349443 9 167099 10929398 13 571 564 13227000
Wharfage, storage 3613 196 4530008 5 193311 6094694 6 180000
Tonnage, pilotage, mooring 2781032 2970634 3 863879 3 702904 4 146000
Rents 524 884 624 533 634946 688 244 711 000
Other 2248 815 2 521 727 2538234 3 398 970 3635000

TOTAL EARNINGS 19517370 19814001 23 159 768 27456376 27899000

EXPENSES-
H-andling of cargo 8399528 7 256 303 8237836 9 553 528 90264000
Maintenance or port facilities 2 233 395 2 439 923 2682 963 3 307 194 3 838000
Nautical expenses 1 267 804 1 338 832 1 462021 1 768 595 1 872000
Administration 1 331 089 1 347 040 1 473 119 1 595 573 1676 000
Provision for dredging maintenance 50000 50000 100000 150000O 100000
Provision for accrued sick leave on
retirement 40603 109 082 128 869 368 107 230000

Accrued long service leave 1 290417 420057 340000
Interest 1 686 694 1 924 896 2033 359 2 330040 2624000
Depreciation 1 336 151 1470024 1 737 214 1 994 562 1 700 000
Statuttory levy 643 591 585 521 590 709 694 793 792000
Other 3235644 3 183978 3369007 4879788 4409000

TOTAL EXPENSES 20224499 19705599 23 105 514 27062237 27851 000

SURPLUS (DEFICIT) (707 129p 108402 54254 394 139 48000
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V.-BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 19-GERALDTON PORT AUTHORITY

Dtis1977-78 1978-79 1979-S0 1980-8I 1981-82
DtisActual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ S S SS
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Wharfage, berthage and cargo hand-
ling . .. ... 9083190 1 020902 1 363220 1 447 660 1 908000

Harbour imptovemeng clues ... . 78385 83 249 142921 137()32 159000
Wharf labour recoups ... 66862 72 124 65315 67984 80000
Plant hire, power and water sales .. 59665 61 000 101 411 81 515 106 000
Rental and leases . . ... 39223 53006 55 293 75 149 90000
Other . . .52080 62 536 78932 127265 60000

TOTAL EARNINGS 1 204 405 I 352 817 I 807 092 1 937 505 2403 000

EXPENSES-
Administration 132827 143687 157068 199891 190000
Cargo handling costs 146 892 155 068 179 455 162 020 127 000
Maintenane 170 822 207 218 217 597 553 674 485000
Water and power .. 47 399 52 285 70 443 79 868 100 000
Depreciation......... 190267 224826 269848 280026 270000
Interest on capital .852 886 1 020 372 I 082 596 1 105518 I 182000
Other .. ... 11 120 16 165 26 516 25 495 28000

TOTAL EXPENSES 1 552213 1 819621 2003523 2406492 2382000

SURPLUSI(DEFICIT) ... (347 808) (466 804) (196 431) (468 987) 21 000

TABLE 20-INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL EMPLOYEES' HOUSING AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-SO 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

5 5 S S S
INCOME-

Renials ........... 53 605 101 283 211 700 382 523 600000
Fees ... .. 22377
Interest...............10033 18395 53679 38 701 100000
Contribution from State Housing
Commission for administration
expenses .. . . .... 99 006 22454 t23 000

Profit on sale or assets ....... .... ... .. 80 000

TOTAL INCOME... ... 86015 119678 364385 443678 903000

EXPENDITURE-
Administration ... 24 121 40516 62039 76 595 100000
Depreciation .10 719 32379 48 9f6 77437 100000
Interest... 9700 116494 257 828 511 000
Rates 4 308 9097 25 235 47486 75000
Lease servicing .107 000
Other . 1600 7 157 14030 21139 30000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE ... 40 748 98849 266714 480485 923000

SURPLUS/(DEIFICIT) 45267 20829 97671 (36 807) (20000)

(136)
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V.-DUSINIESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 21-INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 198"-S 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

INCOME-
Surplus from sale of land
Rental......
Interest
Other

TOTAL INCOME

EXPENDITURE-
Administrat ion
Interest-
Depreciation
Other ... ..

TOTAL EXPENDITURE

Crediz/(debit) adjustment fn
vicaus years

SU RPLUS/(DEFICIT)

S S

2344217 581 661
.. ... 90800 154249

... 309 297 456898
28010 2400

.. ... 2772324 1 195208

... 65528
310084

1507
12223

399342

~rn pat- (17411)

2 365 571

75 659
338 70I
1 179
6 898

422437

8 688

78!1459

1 156811
152 289
335 921
9 322

1 654 343

100 519
399 352
2 350
14 483

516 704

1 911 561
1 683 837

553 635
8837

4 157 870

122 347
717 072
2 248

28 990

870657

S

1 500000
1 678000
665 000

I12000

3855000

ISO000
1 097000

2000
30000

1 279000D

(246637) (115067) (100000)

891002 3 172 146 2476000



4323(Tuesday, 13 October 1981]

V.-RUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 22-MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980" 1 1981-82Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

RECEIPTS-
Commonwealth Grants and Advances
Traffic Act licence fees and road

maintenance contributions....
Fuel franchise licence fees (net) ..
Consolidated Revenue Fund-Pil-
bars Road Program ........ ...

Loans raised under section 9A of the
Main Roads Act

Recoups for work performed on be-
half of others .... ..

Transfer from Plant Suspense Reserve
Transfer from Payroll Surcharge Ac-
count .............

Rent received...... ..
Other

TOTAL RECEIPTS

PAYMENTS-
Road Construction and Maintenance
Salaries and Incidentals (a)........
Restoration of State assets destroyed

by natural disasters .........
Works on behalf of other Authorities
Buildings ... .. ... ..
Increase tn Materials on hand ..
Planning and resarch.... .....
Urban Public Transport. Improve-
ment Program ..

Debt Charges-
General Loan Fund-

Interest ... .. ... ..
Sinking fund

Private Loans-
Interest ... .. ... ..
Principal repayments ... ..
Sinking fund .. .. ..

TOTAL PAY MENTS

SUR PLUS/C DEFICIT

$

63263712

46780910

800 000

5464 819
1 500000D

756 801

119277047

96275 221
10236583

1 459 544
5062043

965 981
509 280

1 228 226

23 668

281 914
39858

190 123
39463
4 760

116316 664

2 960 383

$

65295605

52698803

1000000

3 168 001
500 000

679 97 1
830 391
906606

125 079 377

112353 522
11 065 344

502 793
3993 158
1 288 654

672 116
1 276951

100815

300809
41 652

260 606
75 389
4 760

131 936 569

(6857 192)

71 034 603

43941 222
16264788

2 000 000

60D000

5 574 176
3 230 000

2 500 000
802 629
150 986

1460O98 404

125647 930
14 649 979

1 463 701
5 324 566
2059838
1 157798
1 281 431

S

78 729 290

43009 712
24438609

2500000

1800000

13 539 270

4200 000

1 023 322
355 171

169 595 374

128478 460
16 658 378

1 511 171
14025 734
1 435887
1 071 802
1 494 235

319 172 336969
43512 45499

322702
116538
4 760

152391 927

(6 293 523)

442 28
132 534

8010

165 640 967

3 954 407

(a) Excludes amounts charged to Commonwealth Funds and included under Road Construction and Maintenance.

83 895 000

46 050 000
28795000

2 500 000

1 200000D

4000000

11[00 000
160000

167700000

135716 000
22 105000

4000000
1 200000O

500000
1400000

354000
47000

670 000
200 000

8000

166 20D000

I 500 000



4324 [ASSEMBLY]

Y.-BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 23-METROPOLITAN REGION PLANNING AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ $
INCOME-

Metropolitan Region Improvement
Tax....... ., 2623870 3280 109 4077932 4487283 5300000

Provided from Consolidated Revenue
Fund...................1 988000 2 187000 2406000 2641000 2905000

Rents receivable 361 972 527 927 701 906 866 130 1 057 000
Interest on investments ... 257 897 247 765 284 357 385 898 330 000
Special contributions for land acquis-
ition......... 261000)0 2074 133 767 108 200000O 31 000

Development- and improvement plans I 669 973.....
Property sales (net) ... .. ... .. 765 058 404 361 97 645 1 300000
Additions to record of property ac-

quired in prior years 1 445916 58489 12350
Other...................9437 17 528 16 191 16973 24000

TOTAL INCOME ... 9521 149 10545436 8 716344 8707279 10947000

EXPENDITURE-

Property management ... 203581 162836 183764 216 111 236000
Regional open space improvements 62249 82655 404618 161 262 230000
Regional studies . 193 124 117 110 47 139 151 244 473000
Development and improvement plans 843 303 41 144 505 78 401..
Debt service costs -. .. .. 1 077 834 1 172554 1 218 739 1 314 023 1 409 000
Properties vested as Crown Reserves ... 931 144 15906
Education Department site transferred
to the Crown . .. ... ... 898 882 ..

Incidentals . .- . . 158262 182078 275 138 241 786 680000

TOTAL EXPENDITURE 2 2538 353 2689521 3044691 2 162827 3028000

SURPLUS '(DEFICIT) ... .. 6982 796 7855915 5 671 653 6544452 7919000
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V.-BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 24-MIETROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY, SEWERAGE AND DRAINAGE BOARD

977-78 1979-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-92
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT

EARNINGS-
Rates and annual fees-

Water Supply
Sewerage
Drainage

Water sales
Building fees
Interest on deposits ...
Sundries -

TOTAL EARNINGS

EXPENSES-
Operating Expenses-

Water supply
Sewerage... ..
Drainage

Interest
Depreciation
Statutory levy
Provision for deferred maintenance
Provision [or doubtful debts

TOTAL EXPENSES ... .

Creditf(debit) adjustments fromn pre-
vious years.

SURPLUS '(DEFICIT) ..

$

20 847 105
23 521 396
3 246 524

47615025

3 552 721
464 001

1 1156866
707 023

*53495636

* 14331911
* 11244508

1 1569755

27 146 174

210 733 581
5380000
1 458 494
1600000

56318249

(73 867)

(2 896 480)

$ SS

22 787 274
28 521 595
3801 674

55110543

6 264 767
415 059
1 580 224

744 832

64 115425

17 268 597
14406 729
1 919 786

33595 112

24 968650
7 600 000
1 604 869
13$60000

69 628 63 1

(31 568)

(5 544 774)

$

26 363 069
34 605 882
4 530 530

65 499 481

10 130643
490 785

2070489
1 160726

79352 124

19762226
I15388 959
2062400

37213 585

29 272 335
10 120 000
1 923 463
3032000

20 000

81 581 383

184 314

(2044 945)

38 130970
41 472 728
5 170479

84774 177

13917958
632 648

4 729 746
I 563 493

105618022

23448 456
17087 636
2 392 825

42928917

35485 151
16030000
2 380 563
3432000

30 000

100286631

116 285

5 447 676

46 996 000
50382000
5847000

103225000

16 405 000
603 000

5292000
I1425 000

126950 000

25 757 000
19 994 000
2 708 000

48459 000

43 548 000
22020000

3 169000
3 832 000

30000

121 058 000

5892000

4325
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V.-BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 25-PERTH MINT

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$ $ $ $
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Mint charges ... .. .. .. 93 573 103 674 167 308 328 177 350 000
Revenue rrom-

Silver........................225 091 313748 604377 963484 600000
Coinage operations .. ... 581 248 881 350 754 380 1 329 269 I 600 000
Industrial gold sales ... I.. 57 524 97 503 347 905 452 112 300 000

Revaluation of bullion .. ... 70 857 ..
Other.......................154520 229072 536626 657 832 506000

TOTAL EARNINGS .. 182813 1625347 2410596 3 730 874 3350000

EXPENSES-
Administration...................439 171 532 624 654 365 854 333 900000
Wages ... .. .. 556 174 645300 711 410 890463 1 200000
Fuel and water .. ... 37 763 50784 64638 93840 100000
Stores .. ,........................85461 135677 224421 190285 200000
Depreciation........ ............. 7075 20 307 29422 38 445 45 000
Interest on private borrowings I .. 000 17797 24227 22298 20000
Other.............................9882 15616 11 489 29386 30000

TOTAL EXPENSES .. ... 1 136526 1418 105 1 719 972 2 119050 2495000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT)..... ....... 46287 207 242 690 624 I 611 824 855000

TABLE 26-PORT HEDLAND PORT AUTHORITY

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

$S $ $
REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Wharfage, handling and haulage 767 404 947 023 829 628 I 550 689 I 573 000
Pilotage.................753448 822 658 718 864 807 145 845 000
Tonnage rates .................. 1 252344 1 274 376 1 160402 1 317597 1 461000
Ships amounts .202312 252726 294537 317274 378000
Lease rentals .. 117095 134965 197813 229660 252000
Harbour maintenance levy 18789 21 943 29797 29248 42000
Port improvement rates 5584791 5923266 5423277 6811 443 5863000
Non-operating income 225611 199 294 285 679 544 565 466 000

TOTAL EARNINGS .. 8921 794 9 576 251 8939997 11 607621 10880000

EXPENSES-
Salaries and wages..........689 161 737569 830822 916325 1 072000
Maintenance.............. 1 078750 689 172 868 615 835 879 911 000
Helicopter and hydro survey/pilot
boat............... 238 396 432762 332265 398862 454000

Interest 548 580 577 624 577 287 588 233 602 000
Depreciation 324 812 344 820 358 737 388 276 386000
Dredging-provision............. 300000 315000 640000 48000
Superannuation-provision .. 54648 64600 76800 113 000 115 000
Other...............470613 503458 571 448 609239 821000

TOTAL EXPENSES ... 3405020 3650005 3930974 4549814 4 8410OD0

Loan Repayment Reserve Appropri-
ation...............5584791 5923 266 5423 277 6811443 5863000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT)........... .. (68017) 2980 (414254) 246364 176000

4326
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V.-BUSINFSS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 27-STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

4327

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-SI 1981-82Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

REVENUE ACCOUNT
EARNINGS-

Sales-
Electricity .. .
Gas......

Miscellaneous

TOTAL EARNINGS

EXPENSES-
Electricity-

Generation..... .... .
Electricity purchases ..
Transmission and distribution
Less Departmental usage

Gas--
Gas purchases
Supply and distribution ..
Less Departmental usage_.

179 445 347
.. ... 10 192 7D5

... 2290955

191 92900D7

i}103 341 512}

7} 4906 459}

Administration-
Salaries and wages: Administrationj I
Labour related expenses: Commis-1
sin .... .... .... ....... 33233227>

Other administration casts ...

Financial Overheads-
Interest .. .. .. ... 25 305172
Depreciation.. ....... ...... 19613853
Statutory levy......... ..... 4383811
Leases-Country Undertakings

TOTAL EXPENSES.......... 190784034

SIJRPLUS/(DEFIClT)..... .... ... 1 144973

S

205 633031
13 589 302
3434736

222657069

122 752 262

5 532 665

32 597 767

32415 313
22007588
5 606429

220912024

1 745045

232 974 522
15 303 294
3993667

252 271 483

121 227955
4167 151
26 113611

(400916)

3 406 582
~7 195096

(20804)

10903842

14 123 664
9 627 637

30076 312
24 849 170
6522 150
1 349428

259 140879

(6 869 395)

281092607
21 023 342
5 569 308

307 683 257

150 266 139
6052022

31 583699
(510 302)

3744 144
7953 183

(24 791)

13049 233

16299 162
12836297

38 817 549
27 331 553
7 369 716
2 113217

316880821

(9 197 564)

S

346084000
27 757 000
8382000

382223000

172 117000
8 405 000

36 2890ODD
(663 000)

4 598 000
9962 000

(27000)

16 155000

20321 000
13 694 000

55 174000
31 722000
9061 000
3895000

380703000

1 520000



Y.-BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 28--STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFICE

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 198 1-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

S S S $
REVENUE ACCOUNT

EARNINGS-
Premiums (less reinsurance)... ...... 54756914 51 176434 49336 297 54559528 57650000
Investment earnings (less adminis-
stration and expenses) 4214388 5766 131 7283 504 8634468 9500000

Dividend-M.V.l,. .. 412 056 292 238
Local Authority Pools income/(loss) 81 110 (28 342) 12018 9281 ..
Other.........................69426 424664 124 570 157626 160000

TOTAL EARNINGS ..... 59 533 894 57 338887 56756389 63653 141 67310000

EXPENSES-
Claims (net) ..--- .. 35 853 720 35063474 36 004 127 40995524 50 360 000
Commission and brokerage ......... 028 076 971 532 998 569 1 146476 1 250000
Fire Brigade charges . -. 1. 142349 178608 233267 236635 280000
Administration and management .- 3908682 4473 504 5 160 810 5 898 t118 6500000
Bad debts ..... ..................... 10817 18024 11 157 12000
Provisions for-

Unearned premiums ... 2752 200 1 994 000 1 849 300 (1 200 500) 800 000
Unadjusted claims .... .... 15205000 (43 500) (1 842000) 12531 000 6000000
Superannuation and long service

leave .. ... 140000 4319224 685344 361 186 1 100000
Bad debts ..... .... 280000 ..I..
Taxation .. 2374822 5712354 253827 429000

Miscellaneous ... .. .. .. 2149 92 827 95 922 6 110 76000

TOTAL EXPENSES .. 59 112 176 49435308 49 195717 60239533 66807000

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) ........... 421 718 7903 579 7 560672 3413608 503000

NOTE:
This statement does not include transactions in respect of the following:-

(a) Gross transactions in relation to Local Authority Pools.
(b) Government Workers' Compensation Fund.
(r) Government Fire, Marine and General Insurance Fund.
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V.-BUSNESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 29-STATE HOUSING COMMISSION

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-8I 1981-92
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

INCOME-

Net rents receivable
Interest earned
Profit on sale of assets
Fees.
Commission ... ..
Construction contingencies
Other

TOTAL INCOME

S

25 172296
13 224332
9351 868
2043932

88 300
82609
65 107

50 028 44

EXPENDITURE-
Administration 7 964 954
Interest on capital 20 138 237
Depreciation ... 5 394 305
Maintenance .. 11 308 744
Rates .. 4 500408
Insurance claims paid .259617

Doubtful debts .. 256 697
Death benefit scheme . 28 400
Improvements ..- ... ..
Grants and subsidies .. . . 46 131
Fire Brigade levy
Lease rentals
Other . . 75213

TOTAL EXPENDITURE .. 49972706

Adjustment from previous years 1 740 956

SURPLIJS/DEFICIT) . . .1 796694

$

28 684 692
11 775 187
8286 215
1 642 623

89 966
86853
9 133

50 574 669

7 544 526
18291 850
6 237 275
8834033
5377 341

366 282
276 991

14 800

45304

66 820

47 055 222

$ $

29 888 760 34 585 306
11962374 12562 172
17 387 173 (a) 9 146 325

728464 719021
10380 10278
46936 38 100
33410 52553

60057497 57 113 755

8 882 046
19 811 736
7 173 758

10624 298
6 176570

473 849
314 767

11 400
446 666
310996

260939

54 253 025

9261 572
20945410
7 194956

11 636 528
7 608 041

407 749
332 lI0

16000
849 943
471 233
258 308
65 223
562125

59 105 198

3519447 5804472 (1991 4431

(a) Includes amounts totalling $1 558 81) derived from transactions completed in previous years.

S

38729000
I12300 000
10847000

800000
12000
50000
50000

62 788000

11 737000
21 807000
7451000
13 527 000
8980000

554000
350 000

15000
2 783 000
I 245 000

252000
22!1000
60000

68982000

(6 194000)

4329
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V.-DLISINESS UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 30-TRANSPORT COMMISSION

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 198041I 198 1-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

RECEIPTS-
Licence and Permit Fees (Ne)-

Omnibus
Commercial goods vehicles
Aircraft .... .. .. ..
Shipping .

Recoups.
Farmers' contributions towards cost
of cartage ... ..

Government Assisted Transport Ser-
vices-

Seasonal services ... ..
Other services

Other .. .. ..

TOTAL RECEIPTS

PAYMENTS-
Administration
Office accommodation, equipment and
motor "chicle costs .. .. ..

49039
1 982 823

287 199
Is

16 231

3 339931

574 673
45439
58 498

6 762 798

1 666 955

122 961

Transport subsidies-
Aircraft services .. 257 865
Aircraft reserves grants . 2 117
Omnibus services . 39853
Commercial goods vehicles .... 152 616

Government assisted transport ser-
vices-

Seasonal services 4 085 845
Other services 454399

Transport Commission reserve ac-
count for long service leave, admin-
istration and property development 107 747

Other .... 45993

TOTAL PAYMENTS . 6936341

SURPLUS /(DEFICIT) .... .. (173 543)

54 717
1 984 361

319 845
19

13 117

3 296 770

664 010
59 741
68 123

6 960 703

1 797741

156 487

171 643

10258
130 192

S

62 685
2 108090

373 330
103

20 212

4 545 370

652 492
709 138

53 036

8 524 456

1 618 660

154 783

453 518
22 000
58 335

200 368

SI1945
2 458 841

446 607
10

719

3790371

375909
734087
100 920

7989409

1 901 779

142 904

455 196
17 500
56 955

360 351

3 833 328 5045 172 4414241
559741 709 138 734087

126894
46 967

6 833 251

127 452

73455
58 337

8 393 766

130 690

226 268
47 867

8 357 148

(367 739)

85000
2 652 000

484 000

6 816 000

723 000
785000
101 000

II1646 000

2139000

144000

499000

54000
336000

7 539 000
785 000

62 000

88 000

11 646 000
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V.-BUSINESS. UNDERTAKINGS AND STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

TABLE 31-WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FIRE BRIGADES BOARD

1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82
Details Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimate

INCOME-
Balance brought forward ..

Statutory Contributions-
Insurance Companies
Local Authorities
State Government ..

S

431 145

12 173 141
2028 857
2 028 857

16662000

Fire prevention maintenance charges 747 835
Section 46B transfers 379 605
Other . . .127392

TOTAL INCOME . .. 17916832

EXPENDITURE-

Salaries, wages, allowances and payroll
overheads ...

Debt service costs
Maintenance of properties
Purchase, installation and maintenance
of plant and equipment

Cornmu nicat ions
Insurances (other than workers com-
pensation)

Depreciation
Volunteer Fire Brigades-honoraria,
travelling expenses, etc.

Other

TOTAL EXPENDITURE

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) .. .

13 115 190
I 401 847
348 742

741 829
152 364

311 967
936000

105 109
179 154

17 292 202

624 630

S

624 630

13801 027
2 300 171
2300 171

19 025 999

961 959
5 540

129 857

20 123355

14961 766
I 662 574
417(900

836 760
237 174

324 428
971 000

134 007
296 952

19 842 561

280 794

S S

280794 1 173 204

15651 904
2 608 651
2 608 651

21 150000

1 006 698
8 622

416 605

22 581 925

16 044 277
1 713687

654 144

1 075 817
245 998

259 506
945 000

152 449
317 843

21 408 721

I 173204

14486895
2414 483
3 868 418

21 943 000

1015445

824 028

23 782 473

17882 128
I 624 704

733 714

1 644065
187 282

321 107
755 700

156 562
426912

23732 174

50 299

S

50000

16892000
2815 000
4 205 000

23 962 000

1 072 000

669 000

25 703 000

19 688 000
1 768000

765000

1 561 000
241 000

373 000)
786 000

182 000
339 000

25 703 000
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TABLE 32-RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND 19W081

TAKEN TO VARIOUS FUNDS OTHER THAN

Details

LAW, ORDER AND PUBLIC SAFETY-
Legal Aid .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
National Safety Council .. ..
State Emergency Service................
Western Australian Fire BrigadesBor

EDUCATION-
Primary and Secondary-Governmnent Schools-

Schools Commission Program-
Capital Purposes (Schools Assistance) Act 1979
Capital Purposes (Schools Assistance) Act 1980

Primary and Secondary-Non-Government Schools-
Schools Commission Program-

Capital Purposes ........................
Recurrent Purposes... ..

Technical-
Technical and Further Education-

Capital Purposes ............
Non-Government Adult Education
Non-Government Business Colleges..... ...

Other-

Amount

- . ... ... ... 3 289 200
.... ... ... ... .. ... 24 750
.... .... ........ 34 440

191 682

6 139200
5014000

.... .... .... .... 2926 129
... ... ... .. 1 -1. 24 088 590

9 148 346
46000

453918

Education Research and Development Committee
Multi-cultural Education
Services and Development Program-Education Centres
Special Projects (innovations Program) ..

Tertiary-
Colleges of Advanced Education-

Affiliated Residential Colleges... ..
Colleges or Advanced Education
Western Australian Institute or Technology ..

Universities-
Murdoch University... .. ..
University or Western Australia
University Residential Colleges ... ..

CULTURAL AND RECREATIONAL FACILITIES-
Garden Island-Public Access
National Estate... .. ... ..

HEALTH-
Community Health Program ... ..
Health Education Campaigns .. . .. ..
Pharmaceutical Benefits .. .. .. .. ..
Seaport waste Disposal

Carried Forward .. .. ..

98 692
10 000

209 464
217 440

.... .... .... .... 57 769
23 620 625

... ... ... ... ... ... 39 330 375

.... .... .... .... .... 15235348
.... ... ... ... .. ... 46 822 656

.... .... .... 264 083

15 601
... 330 000

.... ... ... ... ... ... 231 055
... ... ... ... ... ... 22 525
.... .... ... ... ... 967 985

191 300

... ... ... ... ... ... 178981 173
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VL.-STATISTICAL SECI'ION

TABLE 32 -RECEIPTS FROM COMMONWEALTH TAKEN TO VARIOUS FUNDS OTHER THAN
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND 198041-continued

Details A mount

Brought Forward....................
WELFARE-

Aboriginal Advancement ............... ..................
Coal Mining Industry Long Service Leave Fund
Family Planning Program..
Home Care Services ..... ... .. ... ..
National Employment Strategy for Aboriginals... ...
Natural Disaster Relief .. ., -. .. .. ..
Senior Citizens' Centres ... ..
Special Youth Employment Training Program ...... .... .... ..... .......
Transition rrom School to Work Program

DEVELOPMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND ASSISTANCE TO INDUSTRY-
Agriculture-

Agriculture Extension Services
Agriculture Research Grants ... .. ... ..
Australian Wool Corporation
Exotic Diseases Eradication ...........
Cattle Industry Compensation Scheme
Rural Adjustment Scheme .. .

Forests-
Softwood Forestry Agreement ..

Irrigation-
Ord River Project
Water Resources Management and Development...
Water Resources Measurement... ...

Other-
Apprenticeship Training .. .. .. .. ..
Urban Land Development .. .. .. .. ..

TRANSPORT-
Roads-

National Roads Act.........................
Roads Grants Act ..... ..

Other-
Liquefied Petroleum Gas Subsidy Scheme..
Petroleum Products Subsidy Scheme
Railway Mainline Upgrading
Transport Planning and Research..... ....
Urban Public Transport Program..... ....

HOUSING-
Housing Advances ...

Housing Grant-interest Subsidy .. .. ..
Pensioner Housing .... -. .. ....

Other Welfare Housing .

OTHER-
Local Government Grants
Non-Productive Capital Works.......
Sinking Fund (Financial Agreement) ... ..

TOTA L......... ....

... 178981 173

4 454 589
459 302

* 82860
57250

183 937
15371203

... 508 421
8285

160540

.... .... .... 367 437

... 764 864
423 802

5340
286 898

... 2699560

.... .... .... .... 811 352

368 960
680289
150000

.... .... .... 56 309
.... ... ... 3095 140

29 126000

.... .... .... 47788000

21 76957

130000
570 523

.... .... .... .... 1 436773

.... .... .... .... 15 680 000
.... .... .... .. " 627000

... 2459000
.... .... 9100000

.... .... 28 242 894
.... .... .... .... 40320000
.... .... 3738414

.... ........ 413633959

4333
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TABLE 33-TOTAL NET COLLECTIONS OF STATE TAXATION FOR THE YEAR ENDED 30th JUNE 198 1-
TAKEN TO THE CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND, TRUST ACCOUNTS, AND SPECIAL ACCOUNTS

Paid to Paid to Taxation
Details Consolidated Trust or Total per Head

Revenue Special of
Fund Accounts population

(a)

Probate and Succession Duties ... ..
Land Tax ..
Third Party Insurance Surcharge
Payroll Tax............ ........
other Stamp Duties-

Conveyances and Transfers
Insurance Policies
Cheques, Orders, Procurations, etc.....
Motor Vehicle Licenses ...
M ortgages ..I ... - ... ..
Credit Facilities (including Hire Purchase Agreements)
O ther ... .. .... ... ..

Tobacco Licenses ... . .. .. .. ..
Liquor Licenses ... ..
Racing-

Betting Tax-Totalisator Agency Board
Totalisator Duty and Licenses....
Bookmakers' Betting Tax and Licenses ..
Stamp Duty on Betting .... ..

Motor Taxation .

Other Vehicle Taxation .. .. ..
Shipping Fees and Permits................
Fruit Fly Eradication Registration Fees
Metropolitan Region Improvement Tax ..
Licenses not elsewhere included-

Companies Business Names, etc. ... ..
Boat Registrations
Explosives and Flammable Liquids
Factories and Shops
Firearms........ ................ ....
Fisheries
Hire Purchase Act... ..
Land Agents and Salesmen ..

Motor Vehicle Dealers Act ..
Other ...... ..

TOTAL

$
5227614

25 363 249
3 699 248

197 312 319

44646 278
23006270
7 201 007
7 068 667
6 294 475

16282755
5311I 052

10 190 554
17951 918

13 805 310
2 117725
1 328074

68 640
3 072 473

46 110

4 392 578
506 983
226 779
622602
607 231
301 324
107 536
135 543
79 162

264 924

387 238 400

S S
5227614

25 363 249
3699 248

197312 319

44 646 278
13006270
7201 007
7 068 667
6294475

16282755
5 311052
10 190554
17951 918

13805310
2 117725
1 328 074

68640
70089 237 73 161 710

446067 492 177
10 10

18g 188
4479618 4479618

4392578

2267791
622 602
6072311
301 324
107 5361
795162
713643

264 924

75015 120 462253 520

(a) Based on estimated mean population for year 1980-81-I 283 200.

S
4
20
3

'54

35
10
6
5
5
13
4
8
14

57

4

3

2

360
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QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
I . Architects Amendment Bill.

2. Abattoirs Amendment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.

SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNALS
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [7.55 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Act has been in operation for several years.
During that time amendments have been made to
overcome practical and procedural difficulties
that have become apparent. Further difficulties
have been drawn to attention which necessitate
the amendments in the Bill now before members.
The proposed amendments are therefore to
formalise procedures adopted by the Small
Claims Tribunal, to clarify certain matters, and to
assist in administrative functions.

The majority of amendments to various
definitions of the Act relate purely to matters
requiring greater clarity. The term "consumer"
has suffered certain anomalous situations, where
for instance a claimant had, after retiring from
his occupation, purchased a fishing boat and
intended in the future to carry on business as a
professional fisherman. In this case the claimant
was a consumer when in fact he intended to
become a trader. The proposed amendment will
alleviate this present anomaly.

The inclusion of the term "'fixed amount" is to
simplify references in the Act. It does not change
the jurisdictional limit placed on the tribunal.

The inclusion of the definition of "services" is
consequential to the 1980 amendment to the
Consumer Affairs Act which permitted the
bureau to investigate and deal with insurance
matters, Other than workers' compensation
insurance and third party motor vehicle insurance
effected under the Motor Vehicle (Third Party
Insurance) Act. The Bureau of Consumer Affairs
cannot always solve these matters by agreement
and under the existing provisions of the Small
Claims Tribunals Act the tribunal does not have
jurisdiction over matters arising out of contracts
of insurance. The amendment will overcome this
difficulty.

The definition of "small claim" is to be
amended to provide, firstly, that the return of
goods can be a small claim; and, secondly, in
relation to tenancy bond matters, chat the
tribunal may deal with matters in excess of the
actual bond, but not exceeding the jurisdictional
limit.

The first amendment referred to is as a result
of an appeal to the Supreme Court against a
decision by a former referee. In the second case
matters relating to non-return by landlords of
bond money to tenants come before the tribunal.
In many cases the landlord claims damages and
arrears of rent in excess of the bond. Because the
tribunal is limited to the amount of the bond, the
landlord has gone to the Local Court to obtain the
excess. This involves the tenant in additional
costs. Additionally this procedure is seen as being
unnecessary when the matter already has been
before the tribunal.

Because the definition was becoming unwieldy
the opportunity has been taken to rewrite it. This
has the added advantages of making the definition
easier to read and also of including the current
jurisdictional limit of 51 000, so that the Act can
be interpreted in this respect without reference to
the regulations.

There are a great number of occasions when a
person comes to the counter of the Small Claims
Tribunal wishing to enforce an order of the
tribunal which has already been made. Among
other things, this involves the swearing of an
affidavit stating that all, none, or part of the
amount has been paid.

The difficulty of swearing arises because
justices of the peace are not always available.
There are also cases where a person wishes to file
an affidavit of evidence for the tribunal to
consider. This necessitates also the availability of
a justice of the peace to take the affidavit.

As part of the Government's commitment to
rationalise and reduce public inconvenience where
possible, it has decided to amend the Act to
permit the registrar and other responsible persons
to witness affidavits required by the Act.

There is difficulty in respect to the power of the
tribunal to order replacement of defective goods.
The Act currently provides that the tribunal may
make an order that requires a party to the
proceeding--other than the claimant-to perform
work to rectify a defect in goods and services.
Generally speaking there is no difficulty with
performing work to rectify services, but on the
wording of the current provision there can be in
relation to goods. The party concerned is required
to do work only to rectify.
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Under existing legislation the tribunal has
power to order the return of goods even where the
property therein has passed, and, in addition, to
order the repayment of the purchase price.

There are cases, however, where money
payment. etc., does not compensate the claimant.
The proposed amendment will empower the
tribunal in clearer words to make an order
requiring a party to replace goods in the proper
ci rcumsta nces.

An order made by a tribunal which exceeds the
jurisdiction makes the whole of it of no effect.
Such an order is considered to be a nullity and,
while it is not free from doubt, there can be a
rehearing. The Government is concerned that this
adds expense and inconvenience to the parties and
the tribunal.

For this reason it is proposed to provide that an
order either (or the payment of money or for the
performance of work which exceeds the
jurisdiction is of no effect only as to the excess
and is valid effective up to the amount of the
jurisdiction.

Section 23(1) of the present Act is cumbersome
and unworkable in practice. On the wording of
the current section, an order must first be made
and then the proceeding has to be adjourned to a
specific date or indefinitely, and, at the same
time, leave is then granted to renew the reference.
As stated, this is a cumbersome procedure and if
followed would result in so many adjournments
that the tribunal would never catch up.

The proposed amendments relating to contempt
provisions arc considered necessary so as to
provide that the tribunal itself may deal with an
offender who may be summarily convicted by the
tribunal.

The current section relating to contempt has
shortcomings. If an offending party is excluded
from the tribunal it would be difficult to come to
a decision in his absence and if a decision is
arrived at in the absence of the party it may
amount to a breach of natural justice.

The method of procedure to convict a person is
not set out nor is the offence said to be punishable
summarily, nor in what court the proceedings are
to be taken,

It is considered that any such extended power
would not be abused, especially as the referees
must be qualified legal practitioners and past
history has shown no abuse of such power.

Other minor amendments have been included
to update title references.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Parker.

BILLS (2): MESSAGES

A pproprialions

Messages from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the following Bills-

I. Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) Bill.

2. Workers' Compensation and Assistance
Bill.

AGRICULTURE AND RELATED
RESOURCES PROTECTON

AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) [8.05 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Under the Act a rate is levied on land held under
pastoral lease. The rate is based on the amount of
rent charged for the lease at 30 June 1976, which
is the day before the Act came into force, or in
the ease of leases granted since that date, on the
first rent charged.

Anomalies have occurred, particularly in the
Kimnberley where in 1979 there was a review of
the rents charged for pastoral leases. This resulted
in a considerable rise in the rents of a number of
properties. For rating purposes this has made no
difference to landholders who have not altered the
terms of their leases in any way, because if the
leases were granted before 30 June 1976, they Still
continue to pay rates based on the rent charged at
that date. The pastoralists who have been affected
are those who have altered their leases, and
particularly when they have extended their
properties by incorporating land adjacent to
theirs. This practice of amalgamation is
encouraged by the Pastoral Board to improve
viability of pastoral leases.

When such an amalgamation is made a new
lease document is issued by the Lands and
Surveys Department, and because of the wording
of the Agriculture and Related Resources
Protection Act, the rate is charged on the basis of
rent imposed for this new lease. In the case of the
Kimberley this is the 1979 rent, and an instance
has occurred where a lessee extended his
boundaries by taking in a relatively small portion
of additional land, but the issue of the new lease
at the new rent meant that his rate payments have
increased more than three-fold. His neighbours,
whose leases are unchanged, still have to pay only
at t he old level.
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Clauses 3(a) and 3(b) of the Bill are designed
to correct such anomalies.

Clause 3(c) is purely a re-enactment of an
existing section of the Act to conform with the
amendments proposed in this Bill, and
amendments which have been made previously to
the Land Act.

Clause 3(d) relates to other anomalies which
were found to occur when the sizes of pastoral
holdings were reduced, or a lessee lost use of part
of his land. This has happened when portion of a
holding has been resumed or surrendered, or when
the owner has been required by the Minister for
Lands to reduce the stock numbers on his lease.
In such cases the actual rent charged for the lease
by the Lands and Surveys Department was
reduced, but For the purpose of the pastoral rate it
remained frozen at the 1976 level, which meant
the owner was still being rated on land he could
not use.

The Bill proposes that when a leaseholder has
lost part of his land, or the use of part of it, and
his rent has been reduced by the Minister for
Lands, I be empowered to similarly reduce the
rent value for rating purposes. I would stress that
any Figure I may determine applies for the
purposes of the rate only where loss of use of land
has occurred. It will not apply to any variation
made by the Minister for Lands in his periodic
review of rents charged on all pastoral leases, in
the terms of section 98DA of the Land Act.

This legislation does not affect the obligation of
landholders to pay rates which were assessed prior
to I July. 1981. The power given to me to
determine a lower rent dates from that date, so i t
will enable me to correct any anomalies which I
find to have Occurred in the current rating year.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Evans.

ACTS AMENDMENT (MINING) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 22 September.
MR GRILL (Yilgarn-Dundas) [8.08 p.m.]: The

mining laws of this State are in confusion-in
fact. they, are in utter confusion. The measure
before the House is designed to amend the
Mining Act 1978. The Mining Bill of 1978 was
assented to on 8 December of that year. However,
three or four sections only of that Act have been
proclaimed and, at this time, the remainder of the
Act remains unproclaimed.

At present the mining laws of the State are
governed by the provisions of the old 1904 Act.
including the regulations made under that Act

which has been amended once already this year,
and I do not think the Government can rule out
the possibility of further amendments before the
1978 Act comes into operation.

We have before us a Bill which proposes major
amendments to the Bill passed in 1978, and which
at that time we were told was the last word in
mining legislation.

Mr Coyne: Minor amendments.
Mr GRILL: Did the honourable member say

"minor amendments"?

Mr Coyne: Yes.
Mr GRILL: Some of the amendments in the

Bill before us are major amendments.
Mr Coyne: Which ones?
Mr GRILL: We have before us amendments to

legislation which we were told was the last word
in mining law. Yet three sections only of that
legislation have come into operation. As well as
that, two sets of draft regulations have been
prepared, but as far as we know, no regulations
have been agreed upon as yet. The Act remains
substantially uproclaimed and inoperative.

To add to the confusion, the major Government
party at its annual conference this year passed a
motion condemning the 1978 Act and calling for
its repeal. The conference based its condemnation
on the fact that the Act strikes at the very basis of
Liberal Party philosophy.

The Premier reacted by saying. "We will give
the Act a try for a year. We will see how it goes
for 12 months, and if it does not work, we will
repeal it or amend it". Even the Government is
not certain as to the sort of laws which should be
governing mining in this State.

There is confusion in the ranks of the major
Government party about the 1978 Act, and the
other major party in the State-the Australian
Labor Party-has indicated to the public that if it
becomes the Government in 1983 it will repeal the
1978 Act and revert to the 1904 Act with
amendments.

Mr Davies: And the people of Kalgoorlie
endorsed that.

Mr GRILL: They endorsed it absolutely.
Mr Sodeman: How does it affect you?
Mr Coyne: You have learnt a lot about mining

in a short time!
Mr GRILL: The Mining Act affects all of us.
Mr Coyne: Yes, the Labor Government

introduced it.
Mr GRILL: The 1978 Act was introduced by

the Liberal Government.
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Mr Coyne: You are responsible for the
legislation of 1972: you ratted on your Minister.

Mr GRILL: So we have the situation where the
Liberal Party is not certain what it will do with
the Act. Its lay wing wants the Act withdrawn
completely.

Sir Charles Court: We know exactly what to
do.

Mr GRILL: The Premier is giving it a year's
try.

Sir Charles Court: Where did you get this "one
year's try" from?

Mr GRILL: The Premier told his own party
that the Act was to have one year's probation.

Sir Charles Court: No, I said it woul be kpt
under review. If we find it has anomalies in it, th
anomalies will be corrected in consultation with
the industry.

Mr GRILL: The Premier mentioned a period
of 12 months during which the legislation would
be given a try.

Sir Charles Court: A year or two.
Mr Pearce: You are admitting it now.
Sir Charles Court: That has been inherent in all

the Government's legislation.
Mr G RI LL: The Premier is confused in his own

mind as to what he said on that occasion.
Sir Charles Court: Certainly not.
Mr GRILL: How arc the people of the State to

understand if the Premier does not know?
Sir Charles Court: You had better go back and

do a bit more homework; do a bit more claim
trading.

Mr Barnett: You are retiring in 1981.
Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: Let me reassure the Government

at this stage; the Opposition does not intend to
oppose this Bill. However, we do intend to move
some amendments to it.

Let me make one point crystal clear. The Act,
and the Bill before us, do nothing for the mining
industry. They do nothing for the mining
companies: and they do even less for the
prospectors.

Mr Coyne: Absolute nonsense!
Mr GRILL: It is absolutely true.
Mr Coyne: It will revolutionise mining in this

State.

Mr GRILL: Apart from correcting a few
anomalies in the 1978 Act, the Bill detracts from
the position of mining companies and prospectors
in some very serious ways. It bends over

backwards to accommodate the pastoralists,
firstly-

Mr Sodeman: They do not agree with that.

Mr GRILL: -and, secondly, it bends over
backwards to accommodate the farmers. If the
member for Pilbara does not agree with that, he
has not read the Bill.

Mr Sodeman: I am saying the pastoralists do
not agree with that.

Mr GRILL: Any fair-minded person would
have to agree that this Bill bends over backwards
to accommodate two entrenched sections of the
community which have been aligned traditionally
with Government parties-two sections of the
community which have always been more than
well catered for by the coalition.

This Bill is abhorrent to the people of the
eastern goldfields-absolutely abhorrent. One has
to look only-

Mr Coyne: You mean abhorrent to the Mayor
of Kalgoorlie?

Mr GRILL: -at the Kalgoorlie Miner of
Saturday, 10 October to see the following-

FINLAYSON TALKS OF BLOODSHED
OVER ACT

The State Government's rejection of the
latest submission on the new Mining Act had
received an angry reaction from the
Goldfields ward of the Country Shire
Councils' Association and would eventually
lead to bloodshed, the association's chairman,
Mr Ray Finlayson, said yesterday.

Mr Coyne: He would love that to happen.

Mr GRILL: He was commenting about the
rejection by the Government of a submission by a
number of country shire councils, including
Kalgoorlie, Coolgardie. Laverton, Menzies,
Yilgarn, Dundas, Esperance, and Leonora. He
was speaking on behalf of every shire in the
eastern goldfields, with the exception of one.

Mr P. V. Jones: Which was the submission he
was referring to?

Mr GRILL: That was the submission placed
before the Minister for Mines by the goldfields
ward of the Country Shire Councils' Association.

Mr P. V. Jones: Can you tell me when? I read
that, and I am having a little difficulty in
identifying what submission he was talking about.

Mr GRILL: For the edification of the Minister,
I indicate this is the submission of I3 August
1981.
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Mr Wilson: He is a bit behind in his
correspondence.

Mr GRILL: The Government would like the
people to think that the Mayor of Kalgoorlie is an
isolated voice in respect of this Act. It would like
the people to think that he is a voice in the
wilderness. However, that is not the case. The
true situation is that the Bill and the Act are
abhorrent to most people in the goldfields.

Mr Coyne: When you say "most people in the
gold fields", what do you mean?

Mr Wilson: Everyone but you.
Mr GRILL: Sometimes the member for

Murchison-Eyre goes to thc arca. He might know
some of the people involved.

Mr Coyne: Only 4 per cent of the people in
Kalgoorlie objected to it-to one specific area of
it. Doug Dawes said the other day that 95 per
cent of them think the Bill is First class. All they
arc trying to do is get the 5 per cent improved.
The 5 per cent refers to exploration.

Mr GRILL: That is a very subjective view. Let
me quote the objective test. Thai was the last by-
election in Kalgoorlie, when the present member
was elected. By and large, that was regarded by
'the Labor Party as a referendum on the Mining
Act. The Labor Party stated categorically that
the by-election was a referendum on the Mining
Act. At that by-election, not only did the Labor
Party win the seat and retain its traditional vote,
but it increased its traditional vote by 6 per cent.
Thai was the objective test, and it cannot be
refuted.

Mr Sodeman: How much coverage did the local
newspaper give the Liberal Par-ty during that
elect ion?

Mr Wilson: As much as it deserved.
Mr Pearce: More than it deserved-it was

mentioned, for a start.
Mr Coyn'e: There was a big sympathy

campaign.
Mr GRILL: It is surprising to hear that

comment from the Liberal Party benches. I will
break down and cry in a minute!

Mr P. V. Jones: Are we talking about this Bill
before the House now?

Mr GRILL: We are talking about the Act.
Mr P. V. Jones: The parent Act?
Mr GRILL: Yes, the parent Act.
M r Davies. A nd wha t t he public thi nks of it1.
Mr GRILL: I referred this Bill to the

Prospectors Association, as I normally do. The
association reacted by saying simply, "We don't

want to know what's in it. As far as we are
concerned, we aren't going to operate under the
new Act. We're not going to have a bar of it". I
do not claim that is ant intelligent stance to take, I
am not saying that it is a correct stance to take.
However, I am saying that that stance is being
taken. That is how the prospectors in the eastern
goldfields feel about the Act.

Members on the Government side can think
what they like, and they can take advice from
individuals like Doug Dawes, the Liberal Party
candidate who was beaten thoroughly in two
successive elections in Kalgoorlie because he did
not know how to read the thoughts and the
aspirations of the people in the electorate.

Mr Clarko: How many votes would you get in
Nedlands?

Mr GRILL: The fact is that the people in the
goldfields do not want a bar of the 1978 Mining

Act.
In offering no opposition to this Bill today, we

do not detract one bit from the stance that we
have taken in relation to the Mining Act. When
we come into power, we will withdraw that Act
holu s-bolu s.

I turn now to the Bill before us. In his second
reading speech, the Minister indicated the four
nmain areas in which the parent Act was to be
amended. The first was to transfer oil shale
exploration from the Petroleum Act to the Mining
Act. The second was to amend the private
landholding provisions to give farmers the right to
veto mining on private land-fairly strong words,
but they are the words used, not just by me, but
by the Minister in a recent Press release in the
southern part of this State, if he was reported
correctly.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not what the second
reading speech said.

Mr GRILL: No. They are the Minister's words
in a country newspaper.

Mr P. V. Jones: No, that is what somebody
reported me as saying.

Mr GRILL: I think that person was correct.
Mr Old: How would you know? Did you see the

Press release?
Mr GRILL: If the words ascribed to the

Minister were an accurate reflection of what he
said, what he was saying was true; and he knows
it is true.

Mr Old: Well said!
Mr GRILL: Thirdly, the Bill will give wide-

ranging powers to the mining warden to grant
compensation to holders of pastoral leases where
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they have suffered not only damage to the
improvements on their property, but also
substantial loss of earnings. That is a vexed
question, and I will deal with it shortly.

Mr Sodeman: You are not saying that is
improper'?

Mr GRILL: No.
Mr Sodeman: It has been a gray area for a long

time.
Mr GRILL: Fourthly and lastly, the Bill makes

a host of minor amendments to tidy up errors in
the parent Act-errors in drafting and errors of
omission-and to take account of new
interpretations of the Act in line with recent
decisions of courts, and with rein terpretations by
the Crown Law Department.

In respect of the First of those four major
objectives, at present oil shale exploration is
administered under the Petroleum Act. However,
the exploration and mining techniques for coal
and oil shale are very similar. I am told by the
Minister-and I understand it is correct-that it
is difficult or impossible to differentiate between
coal and shale. Conflicts have arisen when
different companies have been prospecting for
coal and shale on the same ground, under the
Mining Act and the Petroleum Act respectively.

The Opposition agrees that the amendments in
respect of oil shale are proper amendments; and
we support t hem. I n fu rther a mpli fica tion of that
stance, we indicate that in most States of the
Commonwealth oil shale and coal are treated in
the same way, and normally under the same Act.

The next area is the private landholder
provisions. Those are much more vexing issues.
The change in the provisions relating to mining on
private land means that private land cannot be
taken possession of by a miner without the
consent of the owner. That means, really, that the
owner of private land can now veto mining upon
that land if that mining is down to 30 metres. The
landholder can preclude access by miners to his
land when the mining is deeper than 30 metres.

The change in philosophy by the Government
in respect of this section of the Act, in my view
and in the view of the Opposition as a whole, is a
complete sellout of the Government's previously
expressed philosophy on this matter. The fair and
equitable arbitration provisions which were
provided under the 1978 Act are to be repealed
and replaced by provisions which give farmers
and private landholders the right of veto over
mining upon their land. What is more, the
farmers will be given the right to sell the minerals
on that land to the highest bidder.

Always it has been the philosophy of successive
Governments of this State since 1904 that the
owners of private land, or the owners of any land
except land taken possession of under the Mining
Act, do not obtain the mineral rights to that land.

Under this amendment to the private
landholders' provision, owners of private land now
have the de facto right to sell the minerals in that
land as they like. That is a departure from the
express philosophy of successive Governments of
this State. Under the Bill "private land" is
defined in a very wide manner. If we look at
clause 9(3) we see that private land includes land
under cultivation and that includes-

(a) land being used for the purpose of
cropping or pasturing;

(b) land, whether cleared or uncleared, used
for the grazing of stock in the ordinary
course of management of the land of the
owner of which the land so used forms
the whole or any part;

That is a very wide definition of "private land"
and it could be said that it takes in all pastoral
land held under freehold title, whether cleared or
uncleared. It is a very wide definition and it
probably exceeds the definition which applied
under the 1904 Act.

The sell-out by the Government-it can be
called only a "sell-out"-was forced on it by the
Primary Industry Association of WA and its
lobby. That demonstrates a real weakness in this
Government.

As I said before, the Government has bent over
backwards to accommodate the Primary Industry
Association of WA lobby. It has done that against
its will, but nonetheless it has done it, and it has
demonstrated a real weakness in this Government
when it comes to dealing with vested interests.
The Government is unable to deal effectively with
those vested interests when they are of importance
to the electoral success of the coalition parties.

Unfortunately-and here is the rub for the
Labor Party-the new provisions under this Bill
are very similar to those contained in the 1904
Act. Consequently we are somewhat embarrassed
by the fact that we are committed to support the
1904 Act and, as such, are committed to support
similar provisions which give owners of private
land a veto over the mining of minerals on those
lands and the right to sell the minerals to the
highest bidder.

We do not oppose the provisions relating to
private landholding, but we feel it incumbent
upon us tu indicate that both sides of the House in
many respects are acting against their own
philosophies and in fact what we are doing is
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giving the minerals in private land to the private
landowners to do with as they wish.

Mr Sodeman: Thai is inconsistent with the
ALP's stated policy as regards freehold land, if
you advocate such a proposition in that regard.

Mr GR ILL: If I advocate what?
Mr Sodeman: If people have freehold land they

should be able to do with it as they wish,
particularly in respect of minerals.

Mr GRILL: I do not believe that is our
philosophy, but we will deal with that shortly,
because we intend to move some amendments to
the Bill.

The third major area of amendment in the Bill
relates to compensation to pastoral leaseholders.
The Bill grants very wide powers to pastoral
leaseholders which will be exercised ultimately by
the warden of the Supreme Court who will grant
compensation to pastoral leaseholders not only
where improvements upon a pastoral property
have been effctied, but also where substantial loss
of earnings has flowed from damage to
improvements.

Two comments may be made in respect of those
amendments to the Act. The first comment is that
the Government has again bent over backwards to
accommodate vested interests.

Mr Coyne: You are totally wrong there.
Mr GRILL: The Government has bent over

backwards to accommodate pastora lists in respect
of compensation.

Mr Sodeman: You are saying their claim is not
valid and they should not be accommodated.

Mr GR ILL: There should be some
accommodation, but the Government has bent
over backwards to accommodate a traditional
vested interest which is associated closely with the
Liberal Party.

The second comment which could be made
about these provisions is that they will open up a
treasure chest for lawyers. There is no question
about that.

Mr Coyne: You have already opened it
yourself.

Mr GRILL: There are those in our community
who would like to see, more straightforward laws
and laws which are less open to different
interpretations and less likely to lead to litigation.
This legislation will open a whole new Pandora's
box of legal interpretation.

Mr Coyne: How will that happen?
Mr GRILL: It is relatively simple to look at

improvements and to decide whether they have
been damaged. It is much more difficult to look at

those improvements, decide they have been
damaged, and then arrive at a consequential loss
which has flowed from that damage by way of
loss of earnings. The words "substantial loss of
earnings" appear in the Bill.

Mr Sodeman: Does not that happen with
workers' compensation?

Mr GRILL: I ask members: What is
substantial? What is substantial to one person
may be quite insubstantial to another. The word
"substantial" is subjective.

Mr Coyne: A I 000-strong community on your
property represents a substantial loss of earnings.
It puts the whole operation beyond control and
they should be compensated on that basis.

Mr GRILL: Indeed, having 1 000 people on
one's property would result in some damage; but
having one person on one's property may or may
not result in damage.

Mr Coyne: There are 2 000 people on Laverton
Downs. There is no way you can carry on an
operation on that basis.

Mr Pearce: How many people do you have on
your roll-about 1 000?

Mr GRILL: In any event, I ask the Minister in
his reply to define the meaning of "substanital
loss of earnings". I ask the Minister to indicate
that this provision will not open a Pandora's box
of litigation. The Minster knows this clause will
open the door to all sorts of litigation. That
cannot be denied by the Government, because it is
obvious. The clause will open the way to all sorts
of litigation.

I am not here to say the pastoralists should not
be compensated properly. All I am saying is this
provision is vague and it does not indicate on what
grounds or under what criteria compensation
should be awarded. The provision merely says
quite blandly and openly that compensation will
be awarded when there has been substantial loss
of earnings. It could not be wider than that, it
could not be vaguer than that, and it leaves the
whole matter open to interpretation.

Every pastoralist and every miner will interpret
the provision in a different way. In the past we
have seen conflict between the mining company
on the one hand and the pastoralist on the ocher
hand; we see such conflict presently and it will
exist in the future. If, as appears to be the case,
the Government is making a legitimate effort in
this provision to lessen such conflict, we will go
along with it; but the provision appears to be too
wide and too vague.

Within six Months Or a year of the
proclamation of this legislation, the Government
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will bring it back to define this clause, because it
will open up a Pandora's box of legal
interpretation.

We are not saying the Government is not
making a legitimate attempt to ease the conflict
to which I have referred, and we will not offer any
opposition to this provision if that is the case, but
let us not put our heads in the sand and say this
particular provision will not cause trouble. Of
course it will. All sorts of situations will arise as a
result of this provision and it cannot be said
blandly that this clause will work. We will see
whether it works and it is my feeling that, in 12
months' time, the Government will be back here
amending this provision in an endleavour to make
it clearer.

The Government has indicated it will make a
whole host of amendments to the Act to allow for
better transition of the 1978 legislation. That is
not true. The Government is making a number of
small amendments to the Act-some of them are
rather imnportant[-because errors were made in
the 1978 legislation. We saw errors of omission,
errors of interpretation, and errors in drafting,
and they are being cleared up now. Let us be
frank about the fact that errors were made in the
1978 legislation, and those errors are being
rectified now.

In his second reading speech the Minister listed
a number of amendments this legislation seeks to
make. They read as follows-

These amendments include provisions-
to ensure that all land the subject of

an agreement with the State will be
protected in the transmission of the new
Act;

That matter was omitted in the previous
legislation and it laid open to attack every major
agreement signed by this Government i n respect
of mining development in this State. Every major
mining development was open to attack because
of an omission made in the drafting of the 1978
legislation and that is why this amendment has
been brought forward today. It is not before us to
enable better transition provisions, but rather it
has been found necessary because of an error
which the Government made. The Government
should stand up and say it made an error in this
regard. To coninue-

to provide a procedure for dealing
with applications for mining tenements
over land which has been exempted from
the operations of the Act;

That particular amendment has come about
because of a recent decision of the Supreme
Court. It has nothing to do with transition. It has

come about because of a new legal interpretation.
To continue.-

to allow the Minister a discretionary
power to exempt holders of exploration
licences for iron ore from having to
relinquish areas after the end of the
third and fourth years of the term of
licence;

That amendment is necessary because of another
error of omission. Let me indicate also that,
during the Committee stages, we shall ask the
Minister to consider expanding this amendment
so that his discretion can be exercised with respect
to other minerals when it is thought necessary. I
realise the department tells the Minister it will
happen in respect of only iron ore, but our advice
is it could happen in respect of other minerals
and, if the Minister is to have these powers, they
should be as wide as possible and they should be
exercised in a responsible and flexible manner. To
continue-

to allow for reinstatement in certain
cases of prospecting licences and
miscellaneous licences which have been
forfeited;

That amendment is necessary because of another
obvious error of omission and it should be
accepted as such by the Government. To
continue-

to include exploration licences in the
provisions for forfeiture for non-
payment of rent;

So they should be included and so they should
have been under the 1978 Act. To continue-

to relate exemption of expenditure
conditions to sums of money, rather than
to periods of time;

That is the proper logic to use and that is the way
it should have been under the 1978 legislation. It
is a further error which is being remedied. To
continue-

to clarify that section 11 2, which
allows the Crown to remove rock, stone,
clay, sand, or gravel from prospecting
licences and exploration licences for use
for any public purpose, does not apply
where such licences are on private land;

That amendment comes about because of a new
interpretation of that section by the Crown Law
Department. The 1978 Act is to be amended to
provide for priorities for applicants for mining
tenements according to the time and date of
lodgment. That is the situation that applies under
the old 1904 Mining Act and is a situation which
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should have applied under the 1978 Act when
that measure was First assented to.

In respect of the transition provisions, all the
provisions set odt in schedule I I are to be
withdrawn or repealed and rewritten, and quite
properly so. But whilst criticising the Government
for not frankly saying that these amendments are
due to errors or omissions and errors of drafting, I
do thank the Minister for making available to us
the services of the under secretary to explain to us
some of the amendments that are being made.
That was of great assistance to me and my
colleagues in coming to some decision about these
provisions. We feel that all the amendments I
have just mentioned are good and proper and we
have no opposition to them.

There is an area in respect of the 1978 Act and
the Bill before us where the Opposition sincerely
feels that the Government could give some further
consideration in relation to the special situation of
Aborigines living on Aboriginal reserves and
Aboriginal groups living on pastoral leases which
have been set aside, not so much for pastoral
purposes, but in reality, for groups of Aborigines
to live. We put the case that Aborigines on
Aboriginal reserves constituting a sizeable
community of something at least in excess of 50,
and Aborigines of similar groups living on those
special pastoral leases referred to above should be
afforded the same protection that owners of
freehold land are given in respect of the minerals
on those lands by the amendment to the private
landholder provisions in this particular Bill.

Mr Stephens: What are the differences between
these amendments and what exists in the 1904
Act?

Mr GRILL: As I understand it, the provisions
are fairly similar.

Mr Stephens: So you object to the provisions
that exist and are operating now in relation to
mining of private land?

Mr GRILL: No. What I have said is this-
Mr Stephens: Why do you object to our

retaining those provisions?
Mr GRILL: What I say is that we do not

object to it. but that when we pass this Bill, In
fact members on that side of the House and on
this side of the House will be breaching the
express policy of successive Governments which
have said that minerals do not go with private
land. In a dec facto sense, by granting the holder
of private land a veto over the mining of that land
the provision is giving him the right to sell those
minerals to the highest bidder. We will not oppose
those provisions, but we should not fool ourselves
about what we are doing. We are giving him the

right to sell those minerals which are on his
land-there are no two ways about it.

The Aborigines, however, represent a genuine
and separate case and separate and sincere
consideration should be given to their plight. Real
compromises should be made for them and some
way should be found around the ongoing social
tragedy which applies to groups of Aborigines
living on pastoral arid Aboriginal reservs. The
amendments which we will put forward later will
be in the spirit of compromise in the hope that
both sides of the House can see their way clear to
do something for Aborigines in this special case.

In concluding, I will just sum up by saying that
the Opposition states quite categorically: This Bill
and the parent Act do absolutely nothing for the
miner: the Government has bent over backwards
to accommodate vested interests that have been
close to them over the years-namely, the
primary industry lobby and the pastoraists-and
it has done nothing for the people for whom the
Act was promulgated.

A lot of mud is thrown at miners. I was
recently at a seminar when Mr Parry, one of the
directors of Western Mining Corporation,
correctly pointed out to the people assembled that
the great destroyers of the Australian
environment have not been the miners. In fact, in
his words, if all the mining operations in Western
Australia were put together in one space they
would not take up an area as large as the
metropolitan area of Perth. I think that would be
right.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is right.
Mr GRILL: It has been the increase in the size

of towns-
Mr P. V. Jones: Mt. Newman could fit into

Kings Park.
Mr GRILL: -that has been the great

destroyer of our environment. The second great
destroyer has been the farmer who has destroyed
great tracts of land for one reason or another,
many of them good reasons. Nonetheless, the
great environment destroyers in this country have
been the farmers and it is this particular Bill that
caters so much for those farming and pastoral
interests and so little, in our opinion, for the
genuine prospector and small mining company.

Mr MePharlin: The land has not been
destroyed.

Mr G RILL: Much of it has been destroyed by
erosion and in other ways. There is real
resentment and belligerence in the eastern
goldfields in respect of this particular Act. Right
or wrong, the people on the eastern goldfields
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belicve that they have been hard done by with the
1978 Mining Acd and have no sympathy for its
objectives and no interest in this particular group
of amendments to it. That feeling of resentment is
only exacerbated by this Bill which they see as
catering for vested interests close to the
Government.

MR 1. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) 18.55 p.m.]: I
speak in support of the remarks made by my
colleague, the member for Yilgarn-Dundas and
the Opposition shadow Minister for Mines. This
Bill is not one to which we object as a whole. The
1978 Act itself is, of course, one that the
Opposition objects to very strongly. The
Government knows the Kalgoorlie by-election was
one in which the 1978 Mining Act was one of the
key issues. In fact, the Opposition called for the
people of Kalgoorlie to make the by-election a
referendum on the 1978 Mining Act. We are all
aware of the actual results of that by-election. I
am quite certain that the 1978 Mining Act and
the people's attitude in the Kalgoorlie area to that
Act was reflected by the 61/ per cent swing to the
Labor Party.

Not only are people in Kalgoorlie concerned
about the 1978 Mining Act, but of course
prospecting organtisations and prospectors
throughout the State have expressed very great
anger to the Government about its contents. Local
government bodies have referred submissions to
the Government on the 1978 Act. In fact, the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas already has
mentioned to the Minister for Mines the
submission made by the Goldfields ward of the
Country Shire Councils' Association. In fact, at
the annual general meeting of the Country Shire
Councils' Association of 3 August this year it was
resolved that it should put a submission along
those lines to the Minister for Mines and that it
fully supported the growing protest from local
authorities to the terms of the new, Act.
Represented at that meeting of the Country Shire
Councils' Association was the City of Bunbury.
the Towns of Kalgoorlie, Narrogin. Albany.
Northam, Geraldton, and the Shires of
Mandurah. Collie. Boulder. Merredin, Busselton,
and Albany-a wide range of local councils
throughout Western Australia, One of the
principal objections to the Act is the wide power
conferred on the Minister over and above that
already contained in the existing Act.

M r P. V. Jones: Your colleague "'as just saying
he wvants to extend the Minister's powers.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Only in one small area.
The Minister's powers were referred to in a
speech by Mvr Brodie-Hall in 1973 when he said-

One of the most unsatisfactory operations
of mining legislation is the amount of
discretion given to the Minister.

He went on to say-
If the Government has formulated a policy

on exploration and mining it should be
embodied in the legislation and few
discretionary powers should be necessary.

Recently in this House I put to the Minister for
Mines a matter concerning a Mr Darrell Crouch,
a prospector in the Leonora area. Mr Crouch had
been deprived of a goldmining lease as a result of
the Minister's decision to use his discretion to
overturn the decision of the Warden's Court.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not right. He had not
been deprived. It had not been granted. You are
wrong to say that.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I have today spoken to
people in the Bond Corporation Pty Ltd and
Amalgamated Industries Ltd and have been very
pleased to learn that Amalgamated Industries is
now prepared to return that goldmining lease to
Mr Crouch subject to a few legalities being
cleared up. It is very gratifying to know that some
corporations such as the Bond Corporation are
aware of difficulties that may be faced by
prospectors as a result of decisions made by the
Minister.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not what I was told
today.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: In fact. Mr Crouch has
told me that despite the Minister's assurances, he
is yet to be contacted by the Mines Department
on this issue. That was some three weeks ago.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not what the Bond
Corporation told me today. It is not the Bond
Corporation anyway.

Mr 1. F TAYLOR: It is Amalgamated
Industries which is a subsidiary of the Bond
Corporati on.

Mr P. V. Jones: It is not able to give the
goldmining lease to Mr Crouch.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is not able to give it to
him, but it is able to sell it to him for 10c or $I.
but there are a few legalities attached to it. It is
possible for the corporation, and it intends, to
return the goldmining lease to Mr Crouch, and I
think that is an admirable decision on its part.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not my understanding.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: That was my

understanding as at 12.00 midday today.
There are some matters in the Bill that the

Opposition is concerned about. The member for
Yilgarn-Dundas has already mentioned the
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provisions in relation to the compensation to
pastoral leaseholders which in fact open a
Pandora's box and perhaps they open a treasure
chest, so far as lawyers throughout Western
Australia are concerned.

It will be very difficult actually to come to
some agreement bctween the mining companies
and the leaseholders as to what in fact a specific
"loss of earnings" means. I cannot understand
how the mining companies and the pastoral
lcaseholders would ever come to an agreement
unless the sums involved from the mining
companies in terms of payment to the
leaseholders are very substantial indeed.

We also raise the question of compensation for
substantial loss of earnings in regard to the
clearing bans in catchnment areas in the south-
west of the State. I understand that no
compensation was paid for loss of earnings for the
farmers concerned.

My remarks are brief; in fact. I just wanted to
ensure that our objections and the objections of
the people of Kalgoorlie to the 1973 Mining Act
are recorded. I wanted to ensure also that
Amalgamated Industries Ltd. is given some
recognition for the way it handled the situation it
[aced because of the actions of Mr Crouch and
the Mines Department. I support the Bill.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [9.01 p.m.]: This Sill
is welcomed by members of the National Party.
You will recall, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Nanovich), that when a debate took place in 1978
we were the only conservative party which
opposed the Bill.

Mr Bryce: Bush socialists!
Mr COWAN: That might be the opinion of the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition. However, we
had two valid reasons for opposing the legislation.
Firstly, we believed that property owners would
not have the same rights that they had under the
1904 Act. Secondly. we were led to believe that
the prospectors would suffer very greatly under its
provisions. We are not too sure about the
provisions in regard to prospectors under the Bill
before us now. However, we believe the Bill will
not alter the situation as far as prospectors are
concerned,

The legislation however will make a substantial
difference to the rights and privileges enjoyed by
property owners-whether the property is
freehold, leasehold, or conditional purchase. The
amendments are in line with the argument we
have put forward since 1978.

1 accept that the principle behind mining and
mineral exploration in Western Australia, and
indeed in Australia, has been always that

minerals are the property of the Crown. There has
been conflict when a farmer wishes to make a
living from agriculture using the surface of the
land, and a mining company or a prospector
wishes to exploit the minerals under the surface of
the land. It was in regard to this conflict that
most of the argument arose.

There must be some recognition of the rights of
a person who has freehold title or some other title
to land which he uses for agricultural purposes, if
minerals are discovered on it. I accept also that it
is possible for a property owner to be able to sell,
not the minerals, but certainly the property, to a
mining company or a prospector at a highly
inflated price.

I think the member for Yilgarn-Dundas will
accept that currently when mining companies
purchase agricultural land, the purchase price is
roughly double the assessed value of the property.
That is an accepted practice in mining circles. It
has been followed for years, and I suggest it will
continue.

Even though a farmer has the right to
determine whether or not a company will mine on
his property, he really does not have title over the
minerals. He can deny access to the minerals
unless a particular price is paid for his property or
a satisfactory agreement has been reached. In my
opinion that has been a fair and reasonable
compensation to a person deprived of his
livelihood. I do not think the member for Yilgarn-
Dundas would find many mining companies
which would object to the 1904 provisions in
relation to mining on private land. My
interpretation of the provisions in the Bill before
us is that it will merely restore to the private
landholder the rights he had under the 1904 Act.

Mr Grill: That is right.
Mr COWAN: For that reason we welcome the

Bill; we believe it is a step in the right direction.
As I stated before, we are less familiar with the

effect of the 1978 Act upon prospectors. I am well
aware that prospectors believe it will be more
difficult for them to earn their living through
prospecting under that Act, although their
position will be determined more by the
regulations to be prescribed under that Act than
by the Act itself.

In general the clauses of the Bill before us
which deal specifically with private landowners
are welcomed by us; we have been arguing for
these provisions since 1978.

I welcome also the decision to offer some form
of compensation to pastoral lessees. I do not think
it will be difficult for parties to reach some
understanding or agreement in connection with
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compensation, particularly as the compensation
must relate to a loss of income. It would be quite
simple to ascertain the precise loss of income
which a pastoralist will suffer from a mining
activity or a mining venture on his pastoral
property.

I believe a mineral explorer and a pastoralist
will be able to readily agree to a compensation
figure.

We have no argument with the provisions
which are to correct anomalies in the 1978 Act,
and we have no argument with the definition of
the words "oil shale". So we support the Bill
before the House. As I stated, in 1978 we were
the only conservative party to oppose the mining
legislation. The Bill before us will satisfy some of
our objections, and we welcome it.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [9.09 p.m.]: I had
not intended to speak on this Bill, but the remarks
of members opposite have prompted me to do so.
My comments will be relatively brief and they
will relate to compensation to pastoral
leaseholders.

I took exccption to the remarks of the member
for Yilgarn-Dundas who said that the
Government is bending over backwards to
accommodate vested interests. I inform him that
some pastoralists support the Labor Party,
although for the life of me I cannot understand
why.

The honourable member contradicted himself
later in his speech when he acknowledged that our
efforts in this instance were legitimate. I cannot
reconcile his two statements. However, his earlier
remark is rather untrue and shallow.

In the past I made representations, not only to
the present Minister for Mines, but also to his
predecessor on this matter. In recent years the
situation as far as the pastoral industry is
concerned has changed dramatically. Mining
developments have intruded into traditional
pastoral areas: and the trend is continuing. This is
progress-in fact it is what the current-day
Pilbara is all about-but we would be remiss as a
Government if we did not pay proper accord to
the problems suffered by pastoral people in these
developing areas.

Pastoralists have suffered because of large
towns being developed right on the boundaries of
their properties. They are having to cope with
dramatically changed economic circumstances.
Indeed, after the bad seasons we have suffered
over the past few years, we could almost say the
pastoral industry is no longer viable, Many of the
people who have been in the industry for years
and who do not want to leave the land have

been-to coin a phrase-living off the smell of an
oil rag for a long time.

I want to thank the Government and the
Minister for Mines for bringing this legislation to
the Parliament, and particularly I am happy
about clauses 27 and 28 which appear on pages 18
to 20.

1 agree there will be some problem with the
definitions. The member for Yilgarn-Dundas who
has some legal experience I am told, should be
aware that the Bill makes adequate provision to
overcome the problem-when a definition is
queried, the matter can be adjudicated. I really do
not believe that the legislation will be the bonanza
for solicitors that he perhaps hopes it might be.

In the past there has been no way to
compensate pastoralists for damage to roads,
pasture, and water holes-important factors in
the operation of a pastoral lease. Although these
provisions will go a long way towards overcoming
the problem of compensation, we cannot legislate
to offset the effects of illegal shooting on pastoral
property or leaving gates open so that stock can
wander onto the roads and perhaps be killed. It is
very frustrating for a pastoralist, after spending
days mustering his stock, to Find that an
irresponsbile person has left a gate open and the
stock have strayed.

We realise that when large communities
develop in such areas, the people naturally want
access to the coast, and the only way to reach it
may be through pastoral properties.
Unfortunately many of these people are
inconsiderate and abuse the privilege afforded to
them.

In concluding I would like to say that this
measure is long overdue. It is one I and my
colleagues who represent country areas-

Mr Grill: How would you define "substantial
loss of earnings"?

Mr SODEMAN: -have been requesting for
some considerable time.

Mr Grill: You can't.
Mr SODEMAN: We support strongly not only

the clauses to which I have referred, but also the
whole Bill.

MR COYNE (M urchison- Eyre) [9.15 p.m.]:
Having had a fairly long association with this
legislation, I would like to refute some of the
comments made by certain members on the other
side of the House.

The First mining legislation with which I was
concerned was the measure introduced in 1972 by
the then Labor Minister for Mines (Mr Don
May). He faced problems similar to those we are
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facing-he was unable to get his message across.
He was rather frustrated, and in a Press cutting I
have here which is dated 26 May 1972, the
heading is, "May says critics lack knowledge of
Bill". The article states-

The Minister for Mines, Mr May, said
today that many people criticising the new
Mining Bill did not really know what it
contained.

That is the Bill his Government introduced.
Mr Grill: This is ancient history, like you.
Mr COYNE: The same situation applies today.

The member for Yilgarn-Dundas. and the
member for Kalgoorlie said the reason the
Kalgoorlie by-election was won with such a
handsome majority was due to reaction to the
mining legislation. That is quite wrong. In actual
fact, there was a strong sympathy vote on behalf
or the Evans family.

Mr Grill: You are entirely wrong.
Mr COYNE: Anybody who is a candidate for

the party of a member who dies in office receives
a strong sympathy vote. It was evident to the
people who canvassed in the Kalgoorlie by-
election, long before the election results were
announced, that we were going to lose by a big
majority.

Mr Clarko: Have they not won the seat for the
whole 90 years it has been contested?

Mr COYNE: I do not think they can claim
credit for that.

The then Minister for Mines (Mr May) said
that people did not understand his Bill. However,
we are dealing basically with the same Bill today,
apart from a few tidying-up provisions relating to
shale, and the like. Yet we see members opposite
carrying on about it.

As members would know, the great debates of
1978 were fairly acrimonious affairs. The member
for Yilgarn-Dundas said tonight that he was the
lead speaker for the Opposition on that occasion.
Actually, the lead speaker for the Opposition was
the member for South Perth! All the member for
Yilgarn-Dundas did was to support what the
member for South Perth said.

The lead speaker for the Opposition in fact was
the then member for Kalgoorlie (Mr Tom Evans);
his contribution was a most worthy one. However,
he dropped out of the debate and left a vacuum
which was taken up by the member for South
Perth. Even the then member for Swan's
contribution eclipsed that of the member for
Yilgarn-fDundas. So, his statement that he was
the lead speaker for the Opposition was quite
wrong.

Mr Grill: You are completely wrong about that.
Why do you wish to bring up this personal abuse
at this stage of the debate?

Mr COYNE: I am trying to refute the things
the member For Yilgarn-Dundas said about why
the Government lost the by-election in Kalgoorlie.

Mr Grill: Has something stung you recently?
Mr COYNE-. A lot has stung me about the

member for Yilgarn-Dundas: he will probably
hear about it one of these days.

A virulent campaign was organised in
Kalgoorlie in opposition to the new Mining Act. It
really sickened me because of what the
Government did after the 1978 debate. In fact, 1
introduced deputation after deputation to the
Mines Department, all of which were received
and the matters debated. I would listen to the
submissions made by prospectors and take them
along to the Mines Department. However, they
could not convince me. I was not in there to
Jeopardise the seat of Murchison-Eyre, however,
there was no way I could accept their arguments.

When Doug Daws said to me in Kalgoorlie the
other day that as Far as he was concerned, 95 per
cent of the Mining Act 1978 was okay and that
only 5 per cent of the Act needed changing, I
said, "That is music to my ears, because that is
what I have been saying ever since the legislation
was passed".

To justify what we were saying, we asked the
then under secretary (Bernie Rogers) and some of
his principal registrars to go into the electorate to
allay the fears of prospectors. These people did
not understand the language of legislation, so we
intended to put the matter in simple terms and
relate the 1904 Act to the 1978 Act. However,
they would not turn up.

In an article headed "Misgivings over visit to
explain new Mining Act" the following statement
appeared-

Misgivings were expressed today over a
planned visit to the Goldfields by government
officials to explain the controversial new
Mining Act.

We wanted to hold a discussion group, not in an
official capacity, but in an informal manner so
that prospectors could have their questions
answered. However, they were advised not to
come near us because we would only pollute their
minds. They were told, "The 1904 Act is good,
and the present Bill is bad". We are finding out
by a process of elimination that all the
submissions were carefully considered.
Eventually, the legislation reached the stage
where people believed 95 per cent of it was okay
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and that only 5 per cent needed some change. The
people who believed that 5 per cent needed
changing were those who were opposed to the
provision which prevented them from exploring
areas willy-nilly. They did not want to be tied to a
programme. with expenditure conditions.

Throughout my electorate, there are huge areas
of land under claim. At present, there are 30 000
unprocessed applications. That in itself indicates
there is something wrong with the 1904 Act. In
1970, there were something like 40000
unprocessed applications.

Mr Grill: This Bill will retain the 0904 Act's
provisions in respect of transition matters. That
contradicts your argument.

Mr COYNE: It allows them to flow on.
Anybody holding a tenement under the present
provisions will be guaranteed the tenement under
those provisions for an extended period under the
new legislation. Those are some of the reasons
that these amendments are necessary.

I wish to deal with the area with which I am
most conversant: namely, how the Bill will affect
pastoral leases. There are a number of stations in
Murchison-Eyre. particularly in the north-east
goldfields sector: for example, there are Mt.
Keith, Yeelirrie. Leinster Downs, Tarmoola, and
Weebo. Mt. Keith Station is a rather small
property which has a mining operation right in
the middle of it. It eventually deteriorated to such
an extent that it was sold for a mere $20 000 to
Metalex Mining Co.

A lot of commotion has been aroused about the
damage which mining operations can cause to
pastoral properties. One of the most convi ncing
arguments in this respect is in respect of the
situation at Tarmoola Station. Tarmoola is a long,
narrow property running in a north-south
configuration. In the middle of the property, a
nickel-copper-silver deposit was located in an area
known as Teutonic Bore, adjacent to the original
Teutonic Bore goldmine. That situation
effectively demonstrated to me the enormous
damage mining operations can cause to pastoral
I cases.

I took my friend, the member for Karrinyup,
along with me to interview the lessee of that
station (Mr Jim Nicholas). We spent the night
discussing the matter with hin; we drank a bottle
of whisky and had a great time. We viewed the
site the next day and I returned and wrote a long
and impassioned letter to the Minister. Mr
Nicholas was grateful for our assistance on his
behalf. I had better not tell members how much
he paid for the station, but we were hoping we

could get him reimbursed for his original
purchase price.

Letters flew back and forth between Mr
Nicholas and I and I seemed to be making
headway. Suddenly, I received a call from Mr
Nicholas, who said, "Do not go any further with
that matter. We have had a generous offer from
the company". It turned out he received about
four times as much as he paid for the lease, and
was delighted. It showed there was a willingness
on the part of mining companies to compensate
lessees. I understand Jim Nicholas received about
$200 000 for his property. This situation is further
evidenced by the fact that a mining company
purchased Weebo Station for some $400 000.
This indicates mining companies are very much
aware of what mining operations can do to
pastoral leases.

Leinster, which is the host town for the Agnew
Mining Company, has a population of about
I 600. Members can just imagine the situation on
weekends, with people running around on these
station tracks. There is no way a person can
operate a pastoral lease on that basis. Eventually,
the lease must be bought out at the market price.
In most eases, there is no problem; mining
companies recognise the situation and make a
reasonable offer. That is a classic example-

Mr Grill: I do not think they are the cases
which will cause the trouble. There is no problem
with big mining companies: they have a lot of
cash. It is where you get small operators coming
in.

Mr Sodeman: If they are aware of the provision
they will be more careful.

Mr COYNE: There will be an opportunity to
deal with this matter in greater depth when the
regulations are tabled; I understand there will be
a motion for disallowance. We will be able to
discuss the total scene on that occasion.

I am very happy with the way consideration has
been given to all the submissions that have been
made and with the way the regulations have been
explained to the public. I believe the mining
industry in this State will be in a tremendous
position to go forward into the 1980s and 1990s
and derive the greatest benefit from the industry.
I look forward to the opportunity to debate these
amendments in greater depth at some other time.

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [9.28 p.m.]: Like
the member for Pilbara, I am prompted to rise as
a result of points put forward in this debate. In
my case, I rise as a result of comments made by
the member for Pilbara and, to a lesser extent, by
the member for Murehison-Eyre.
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It seems appropriate that the Opposition's
position be made clear. The member for Pilbara
suggested we had reservations about the
compensation measures contained in the Bill.
That is not our position at all. In fact, we support
those measures. Quite clearly, there has been a
real need for the Government to examine the
question of proper compensation for pastoral
leases affected by mining operations. I wish to
make it clear there is no opposition on the part of
the Labor Party to the measures contained in the
Bill which provide for compensation. We made it
clear we supported the Bill in general terms, but
felt certain comments needed to be made tonight.

We need to consider the question of
compensation a little closer. The situation is not
quite clear as to what is meant when we talk
about "substantial losses" being incurred by
pastoralists. It is important that the Minister
spells out clearly what is meant by this term.
There are times when compensation can be
arrived at quite easily, but there are times when it
is quite difficult to do so.

A couple of years ago a pastoralist in the
Kimberley suffered losses because of activities by
a mining company. He had 600 head of cattle
being held in a paddock pending the arrival of a
road train to take them to the meatworks. The
mining company's activity caused fences to be
knocked down and gates to be left open, and so
the cattle escaped. How could that pastoralist
establish "substantial losses"'? It is very difficult
and this is an area which needs to be clearly
defined.

On some properties Stock horses have been
allowed to escape from paddoeks with the result
that extra time has been taken up to muster them.
This has meant perhaps an extra week's wages
being incurred by the station owner. The Minister
should define how that sort of situation could be
related to "substantial losses" to the satisfaction
of allI.

There are a number of areas where pastoralists
are entitled to compensation, but the
compensation is not necessarily easily definable,
so the Minister must explain what is meant by
compensation for "substantial losses". The
Opposition supports the measure and asks the
Minister to answer the queries raised with respect
to substantial losses and compensation.

N-iR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Mines) [9.33 p.m.]: I thank members for their
support of the Bill. Much of what has been said
has reflected the personal views of those members
who contributed, and the number of new
arguments introduced was not great.

The member for Vilgarn-Dundas referred to
the background of the original legislation and in
particular to the time that has elapsed since it was
introduced. I do not know how many times it has
been said, but it seems we have to say again that
when the Bill was passed a commitment was very
clearly made in 1978 that the Act would not be
proclaimed until such time as the draft
regulations were not only prepared, but also had
been submitted for public comment and
circulated to members of the industry, all the
submissions assessed, and the resulting changes
again discussed with concerned bodies. All that
has been done. I Find it passing strange for the
Government to be criticised for not proclaiming
the Act because it has given an opportunity to
industry, the general public, and all those who
might so wish to have a say in drafting the
regulations.

M r Grill1: I t was nea rly three yea rs ago.
Mr P. V. JONES: The draft regulations were

circulated for public comment with responses to
be back originally by 30 March 1980. I extended

t hat time because approaches had been made by
the mining industry. leaseholders, and prospectors
asking for more time. Was it wrong of me to give
them additional time? Was it wrong of me to go
to Kalgoorlie to discuss the matter with these
people?

I am trying to make it clear that when the Bill
is proclaimed on I January next year it will be
proclaimed with the regulations which have been
drafted as a result of consultations with industry,
all in a manner that probably has not been
undertaken before. It has been done in this way
because the Government has recognised it is
necessary to make sure that industry groups-the
chamber, the leaseholders and prospectors, and
the mining clerks-had an opportunity to make
submissions. for their submissions to be received
and considered, and for discussions to take place
with me or officers of the department.

The member for Yilgarn-Dursdas has received
from me a copy of the proposed changes. I hope
he would be among the first to acknowledge that,
in many instances, they reflect the wishes of
industry.

Mr Grill: My point was that the people are
confused.

Mr P. V. JON ES: So far as members'
comments are concerned regarding the legislation
before us tonight, a great deal of time was spent
referring to the 1978 Act. I do not propose to do
that except to make one comment. Reference was
made to the fact that the Kalgoorlie by-election
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was turned into a referendum on the 1978 Mining
Act.

Mr Coyne: Nonsense!
Mr P. V. JOINES: There are more people in

this State interested in the mining industry than
those people in the Kalgoorlie electorate. As the
member for Mvurchison-Eyre has said tonight, 95
per cent of the legislation is acceptable and it is
only the other 5 per cent on which comment has
been made. The point I want to make is that there
is not one industry group which has said to me
that it does not want the 1978 Act. They all have
said they might like certain changes made, and
their submissions have reflected that, but the
major comment, with just one exception, has been
that they are in favour of the 1978 Act. There Is
one group which is not altogether happy, but I
have discussed with these people the draft
regulations and the changes made on two
occasions in some depth. I am sure that the
benefits to be gained by the changes made will
inevitably be accepted and welcomed because of
the help they will give to the industry.

I want now to deal with comments made about
the Bill before us. The member for Vilgarn-
Dundas identified the four major divisions
involved and there is no need for me to comment
on each of them in great detail. The question of
oil shale is one that was not present in 1978. The
difficulty we are now experiencing was not
present at that time. Both my second reading
speech and the member's comments indicate that
this is a new mineral in the sense that it is
handled, not only legislatively and
administratively in the Mining Act, but also in a
practical sense in mining, in a way similar to that
in respect of coal. Consequently it can be treated
in a practical way in the Act.

The question of private landholder provisions
received some attention. It was suggested that this
represented a major about-face by the
Government. I do not think that is so at all. If
members look back at the comments made since
the 1978 Bill passed through the House and since
the concern has been expressed by the Primary
Industry Association and others, they will find
that at no time did I put forward any case other
than it was always the intention of the
Government that the genuine landholder would
have his rights and wishes respected. It was
clearly pointed out that if it were found that the
provisions in the 1978 Bill did not do that, we
would consider those matters. The opportunity
has been taken to do that now.

All we are doing is putting into the Act the
proposals which were being put into the

regulations originally. They were draft
regulations, which I discussed with the Primary
Industry Association, which provided an
opportunity for a private landholder to object, and
so on. Admittedly it did not have the same
strength as will the placing of the provision in the
legislation.

Mr Cowan;, That is a little weak.
Mr P. V. JON ES: We are now putting that

provision into the Act.
Mr Cowan: You have contradicted what was in

the parent Act.
Mr P. V. JONES: A check of Hansard will

reveal that it does not record where the member
for Merredin objected in 1978 to the private
landholder provisions. Indeed, the only one of his
colleagues who has written to me and fervently
asked for some change to be made or for some
explanation has been the member for Mt.
Marshall.

Mr Cowan: How many members of our party
do you want to write to you?

Mr P. V. JONES: The member for Merredin
claims he has been pushing for the change, but
not once did he approach me.

Mr Cowan: We opposed the Bill.
Mr P. V. JONES: The role of the Primary

Industry Association has been mentioned. I point
out that it is still involved in this matter. I am
now having to pay some attention to the activities
of the former legal adviser who in private practice
is writing compensation agreements and
promoting them with farmers in a form which is
being questioned. I find some of the comments he
made at the time to be quite scurrilous. He
certainly did not help in getting to the nub of the
argument. We were able to do so only when he
took no part in the deliberations and we were able
to quietly get down to discussing what it was all
about.

The question of pastoralists receiving
compensation was raised-not so much the
principle of it, but the way in which it has been
introduced and the reason behind it. As the
membrs for Pilbara and Kimberley have said,
compensation for pastoral activity losses is an
entirely different matter from the example
suggested by the member for Kalgoorlie when he
spoke about compensation in agricultural areas.

Pastoral pursuits are not farming pursuits;
pastoral activities do not include the growing of
crops in the same way as a farmer conducts his
operations. The private landholder in agricultural
areas is able to prevent mining exploration
whereas a pastoralist cannot. Mining exploration
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now is carried out by mechanical means- As the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas would be well aware,
mining exploration is now undertaken with
backhoes, tractors, and front end loaders, and the
damage caused to pastoral properties is in same
cases quite significant, although I accept it is not
significant in all cases. For example, at
Meekatharra I had a meeting with a pastoralist
who told me that one of his men had an accident
while riding his motorcycle, he had driven straight
into a costain, at considerable damage to not only
himself, but also his vehicle.

Mr Grill: Don't you think the clause is terribly
vague?

Mr P. V, JONES: I will come to that point. I
think we agree that the two situations to which I
have referred are different. The right of entry and
entitlement to conduct mineral exploration is
different in regard to private landholdings from
those relating to pastoral holdings. Now we will
provide the opportunity to pastoralists to be
recompensed in circumstances where they would
not have been previously. As I am sure the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas is aware, the
member for Murchison-Eyre has indicated that
nine times out of 10, if not 99 out of 100,
problems do not occur. Indeed, in my discussions
with pastoralists and the industry generally 1 have
ascertained that usually bot h parties are
accommodated quite satisfactorialy. These
remarks relate to most pastoralists and mining
companies; only a few people do not stick to the
rules or do the right thing.

In relation to compensation it would appear
that danger exists in not reading the amending
legislation into the parent Act because the
amending legislation falls into two categories. At
page I9 of the Bill it can be seen that proposed
new subsection (7)(c) states-

subject to section 125, any damage to
improvements on that land caused by the
holder and for any loss-
(i) suffered by the pastoral lessee; and
(ii) resulting from that damage;

For the moment I will not go on to proposed new
subsection (7)(d). Elsewhere in the clause
reference is made to the Warden's Court and the
manner in which it determines certain
things-the technical aspects. I take it the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas has no other
questions in relation to proposed new subsection
(7)(r)-

Mr Grill: No.
Mr P. V. JONES: Proposed new subsection

(7)(d) states-

notwithstanding anything in section 125, any
substantial loss of earnings-
(i) suffered by the pastoral lessee; and
(ii) resulting or arising from mining by the

holder.
For two reasons I agreed to the form of this
amendment. The first related to the degree of
difficulty in identifying and setting out every
single instance which may occur. I am sure the
member will agree it is virtually impossible to
legislate for every possible kind of accident or
disruption that may contribute to a loss of
earnings.

Mr Grill: But you seem to have gone to the
other extreme.

Mr P. V. JONES: I have not finished my
comment. The second reason relates to the
necessity to provide for more than just a finite
determination that can be made under proposed
new subsection (7)(c) in the light of some
examples given to me by pastoralists, examples
which I discussed not only with individual
pastoralists, but also with the Pastoralists and
Graziers Association. I will refer to two that were
given to me.

The first relates to a loss of earnings incurred
by a station owner after a fire had been caused by
an employee of a mining company. If it was
possible to determine how many cattle had died
and how many kilometres of fencing had been
destroyed, a certain finite valuation of the
damage could have been estimated, and in this
instance the income earning capacity of the
property was immeasurably impaired for one
season.

The next example-this is a factual
example-relates to cattle which had been
mustered, brought in, but stampeded in error by
an employee of a mining company. This meant
that a mob of cattle were unfit for market for that
season which caused considerable financial
hardship for the station owner. This occurred in
the eastern goldfields.

How can we in legislative terms be finite in
regard to such things? Certainly we could not
cover all circumstances. The matter was discussed
and canvassed at some length in an endeavour to
provide an opportunity for compensation to
pastoralists who incur a loss of earnings because
of various circumstances which may arise, of
which I have given two examples.

The situation is not so much an open-door one,
but it is very hard to determine in finite
terms-we must have flexible terms. The word
"substantial" means that some assessment must
be made. In the two examples to which I have
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referred an assessment was made. In the case of
the fire causing damage the company agreed to
the assessment of loss, and in the case of the
cattle being stampeded I understand a settlement
still is being negotiated. At least, it was being
negotiated at the time I discussed this matter with
the pastoralists.

I accept that in isolated circumstances
litigation will result from one side not accepting
an assessment of a loss of earnings, and legislation
is provided to deal with such situations . The least
we can do is to ensure no-one will be
disadvantaged.

Mr Grill: The example relating to the Fire is a
case of tortious negligence which could be
handled under common law in any event.

Mr P. V. JONES: Does the member agree that
the negligence would contribute to a substantial
loss of earnings?

Mr Grill: When you talk about that you get
into a very vexed area of the law.

Mr P. V. JONES: I do not disagree with that.
Mr Grill: It is very vexed indeed. What I am

saying is that in that case the particular
pastoralist had a remedy under common law, if he
could prove negligence; but under this bland
section you have now, compensation is payable
under alt sorts of conditions, whether there is
negligence or not, and you have excluded section
I125.

Mr P. V. JONES: I am concerned that the
member does not want to provide assistance to the
pastoral industry.

Mr Grill: I am not saying that, but there are no
guidelines.

Mr P. V. JONES: If the member believes it is
possible to legislate for every single circumstance
rather than provide provisions for a set of
circumstances in which compensation can be
assessed, then he is a better man than 1.

Mr Grill: Go on with it if you like, but I
guarantee we will be back in six months with
further amending legislation.

Mr P. V. JONES: I believe the member is
mistaken: I have more faith in the common sense
of mining companies and pastoralists.' I accept
that we cannot stop people embarking on
litigation. It is what helps to keep the member in
business.

I wanted to make only one other point and that
refers to the comments made in relation to
transitional provisions. The member for Yilgarn-
Dundas mentioned quite rightly that in one or two
instances errors or oversights have occurred. He
was quite right in saying that an oversight

occurred in regard to a prospecting licence-it
was an omission. It is important that we cover
that omission so that unnecessary hardship does
not face a prospector.

His comment concerning the Land Act was not
correct when he referred to rights in regard to a
temporary reserve. A temporary reserve is not a
tenement. The amendment will clarify the
situation so that no-one will be disadvantaged.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mr P. V. Jones (Minister for Mines) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 8 put and passed.

Clause 9: Section 29 repealed and substituted-

Mr COWAN: This clause deals with the
reversion to that which existed under the 1904
Act and which will be written into the 1978
parent Act. It can be said fairly that this clause
and the one which follows it relate to the section
of the Act dealing with mining on private
property. Mr Chairman, I ask you to give me
some licence to refer to both clauses now and
again. This will alleviate the necessity for me to
call your attention to clause 10 when it is put.

In my mind no question exists that the credit
for the success of having this clause included is
due mainly to the PIA and its legal officer (Mr
Pat Gethin). I do not accept the Minister's
statement that there has been no change in the
position of the Government-every member
would be fully aware that several policy
statements have been made in relation to the
aspect of mining on private land. Perhaps the first
statement was made by the present Minister's
predecessor when he held the portfolio. There is
no question that the Government has had a
change of attitude and a change of heart in regard
to this legislation. To my way of thinking that
change in no way affects the concept that
minerals are the property of the Crown. What it
does is protect people who make their livelihood
from the use of the surface of the land. Most
mining companies will admit quite readily that
never has there been any great opposition to
mining exploration, and never any great conflict
between property owners and mining companies
when mining companies have wished to exploit
the minerals under the surface of the land.

In the 1904 Act-and in this Bill-a private
landholder had the right of veto. The right of veto
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by the 1978 Act was removed, but by this
legislation it will be restored. It took far too long
for ibis Government to accept that the right of
veto should not have been removed, and it took
far too long for this Government to introduce the
amendment before us.

To me it seems strangely coincidental that the
introduction of these amendments took place
immediately after the State conference of the
Liberal Party which condemned the Mining Act,
particularly for its not retaining the right of veto.
In addition the National Party made a statement
that it would introduce amendments to that
section of the Act. I am quite sure that move
would have proved to be some embarrassment to
mnembers on this side of the Committee who hold
seats in rural areas. We absolutely deny the
suggestion by the Minister that we did not make
any representation to the Government in regard to
having this section of the Act amended.

Mr GRILL: I wish to move the following
amendments-

Page 7, line 4-
Insert after the words "be granted in

respect of:" the following paragraph-
"(a) Private land"

Page 7, line 22-
Add after paragraph (r) the

following-
"()Or reserve land defined under

subsection (2)(c) hereof';

Page 7. line 25-
Add after the words "lowest part of

the surface of that private land" the
words "or reserve land".

The CH A IRM14AN: The member may move one
amendment, then speak to it. Each amendment
must be moved separately.

Mr P. V. Jones: In other words, you wish to
create two new paragraphs (a) and (b).

Mr GRILL: I move an amendment-
Page 7, line 4-Delete the words "private land"

The intention is to create two delinitions-private
land and reserve land-as defined in subsection
(2)(c) and bring in a new subsection (2)(e) which
defines reserve land. The gist of this amendment
is to afford Aborigines, who are in a very special
position, some protection under this legislation.
The protection we would like to afford to them is
the same protection which is afforded to private
landowners.

We are not putting forward the case that all
Aborigines and Aboriginal groups should be
1137)

placed in this situation, but we believe it is
incumbent upon the Government to appreciate
and acknowledge the fact that there are
Aboriginal communities living on reserves and
pastoral leases. Not all, but some, use these
reserves and leases as a place to live, in the same
way we use our homes, dwellings, towns, or cities.
They do not use the pastoral leases primarily to
raise cattle or sheep;, they use them as places to
live.

In the past there has been a great deal of
conflict where there have been sizable or large
communities living onl reserves or pastoral leases.
Noonkanbab is a classic example where there has
been conflict between the explorer or company
and the community. These conflicts have led to
hostility, misunderstanding, and bitterness. We
feel that this amendment would be a compromise
and that people in special positions should be
catered for in this legislation.

The purpose of the amendment is to extend the
protection offered to the owners or the occupiers
.of private land to areas which have been set apart
for the occupation or Aboriginal communities.
That would include reserve land and a limit'!d
number of pastoral leases which have been
granted primarily for the occupation of
Aboriginal communities; two examples are
Noonkanbab and Dunbar River.

We would like to extend the definition to
include land reserves under the Land Act and the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act, but
only those reserves specifically utilised as the
home of Aboriginal communities. This would
extend protection to pastoral leases also, but only
those pastoral leases which are being utilised as a
home for Aboriginal communities.

I think it would be appropriate to read the
proposed definition of "reserve land" so that
members can understand our intention. The
amendment we will move will be to add
subsection 2(c) as follows-

For the purpose of this Section "reserve
land" shall mean land which is reserved
under the Land Act 1933 or the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority Act of 1972 for
the use and benefit of Aborigines and which
reserve is in current use as the principal place
of residence of an Aboriginal community of
more than 50 members and shall include land
leased under the Land Act 1933 for pastoral
purposes to the Aboriginal Lands Trust or to
a community of Aborigines incorporated
under the laws of Western Australia or the
Commonwealth of Australia which is in
c urrent use a s t he pri nc ipalI pl ace of res ide nce
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of an Aboriginal community of more than 50
members.

So, protection would be afforded to Aboriginal
groups in excess of 50. The group would need to
be an incorporated body or to hold land under the
Land Act, for pastoral purposes, or hold land
under the Aboriginal Lands Trust, It would
represent communities of a sizable nature and
which are places of abode.

This amendment is put forward as some sort of
a compromise which we feel is one way around an
ongoing social tragedy which seems to accompany
many of these communities which are decimated
by mining activity and other activity in the
community. This compromise is directed only at
land which is set aside either for the use of
Aborigines or for pastoral leases used by
Aborigines as a principal place of abode.

Mr Cowan: Are you talking about the entire
pastoral lease?

Mr GRILL: We are talking about the entire
pastoral lease where the other criteria are met.
Yes, we are talking about the entire pastoral
lease.

No doubt, members of the Government will say
that by doing this we are excluding sizable pieces
of land from the operation of the Act. I remind
members that with the private landholding
provisions in this legislation we have already
extended to farmers-who probably hold one-
quarter of the land of this State-that privilege,
and we now wish to extend the same privilege to
Aboriginal communities. However, that privilege
will be extended to a much smaller group of
people and a much smaller area as well.
Therefore, we would be extending such a privilege
to a small part of the Aboriginal community, a
privilege which the member for Merredin said
should so rightly be enjoyed by the farmers of this
State.

My argument is that although this would apply
to the whole of the pastoral lease, it does not
represent a very large area of land if we compare
it with the area of land which will be excluded
from the normal provisions of this Act. It is fairly
miniscule. I suppose the Government will argue
there will be some loss because some land will be
split from the normal provisions of the Act.
However, I ask Government members: What is
the cost to the general community of the social
disintegration of some Aboriginal group or
community? What is the social and physical cost?
I think the cost is high and for those reasons we
feel that the cost of Ibis proposition is
proportionately small. It is a small price to pay in
the circumstances.

This proposition would afford some dignity to
the Aboriginal people. They would have a right of
veto over mining on their land, the same right a
farmer would have over his land. They would
have a correspondingly similar authority to sell
off the right to mine minerals on their land at no
greater or lesser extent than a farmer.

Mr P. V. Jones: Would you want nion-
Aboriginal pastoralists to have this, too?

Mr GRILL: I am saying that there are certain
groups of Aborigines which are in a special
category. They live as communities on pastoral
leases and reserves in a way very different from
that of white people .

Mr Coyne: Can you name one community?
Mr GRILL: I have named a couple. The

Noonkanbah community is one.
Mr Brian Burke: How far down south do you

want us to come?
Mr GRILL: I know the member for

M~urchison-Eyre would like me to name
Cundeelee.

Mr BRIDGE: I support the amendment moved
by the member for Vilgarn-Dundas. It seeks to
provide some measure of uniformity, which is
essential if we are to look at long-term planning
and the sorts of exploration activities to be
allowed on pastoral properties occupied by
Aborigines. It goes without saying we support the
measures contained in the Bill which relate to the
interests of the farmer, they are appropriate, and
not in dispute. We also support the matter of
compensation to the pastoral industry.

I point out to members that although when
selling pastoral leases to groups of Aborigines the
Government lays down the condition that the
properties acquired shall be used for pastoral
pursuits, it must also be acknowledged there is a
very great social factor which prompted those
negotiations. The Government would be well
aware of this situation at the time negotiations
were uinder way.

For example, in the case of the Noonkanbah
Station purchase, a pressing social problem
existed at Fitzroy Crossing. Every member would
know what happened at Fitzroy Crossing, leading
up to the purchase of Noonkanbah Station.
Therefore, I do not think it can be argued that
Noonkanbab Station was purchased primarily for
pastoral pursuits. Prior to its purchase, the station
was not operated as a pastoral property. It had
been allowed to deteriorate to the stage where
practically no bores were operating and fences
were in disrepair. The purchase of Noonkanbah
Station satisfied a clear social need.
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Mr Sodeman: That was not the governing
factor. The purchase was allowed on the basis
that a certain condition was satisfied.

M r BR IDG E: But i t was a major factor.
Mr Sodeman: Yes, but the NAG representative

in our area has stated that the stations are not to
be overpopulated, but must be run economically
and as viably as possible. They must keep the
number of people down to a manageable level.

Mr BRIDGE: I take the point; there are
Aborigines who say that, and I do not say they
are wrong. However, any action to reduce the
numbers invariably would result in people drifting
back to the fringes of towns where they originally
experienced social problems. There are about 100
people at Noonkanbah and, I suppose, it could be
said the station is capable of looking after about
12 of those people. The net result of such a policy
would be the relocation of the remainder at
Fitzroy Crossing. where the original social
problems would occur all over again.

Mr Sodeman: What you are saying is right, but
they should be classified as reserves as opposed to
pastoral properties, and pastoral properties should
not be given any special considerations other than
the provisions already in the Bill.

Mr BRIDGE: As the member for Vilgarri-
Dundas said, where a property is deemed to be
operating in such a capacity, there is no dispute
that the property should be seen as a pastoral
lease, and should be accorded the protections
provided for in the legislation. That is why our
amendment provides for a figure of 50 or more
people residing on a property.

Mr Sodeman: Then you merely need to create a
reserve and that reserve, under this Government's
present policy, would be protected from mining
activity.

Mr BRIDGE: That is supposed to be the
situation, but it has not been evident in the past.

Mr Sodeman: That related to pastoral leases,
not reserves.

Mr BRIDGE: It is only a couple of years since
the Qombulgurri people at Forrest River Reserve
opposed the entry of a mining company, yet
exploration activities were allowed to proceed by
way of a ministerial decision.

The amendment seeks to provide some measure
of uniformity whereby not only farmers, but also
groups of 50 or more Aborigines occupying a
pastoral lease, will be protected. We believe the
amendment is a workable proposition which will
not unnecessarily inhibit exploration. As a matter
of fact, probably it will improve the situation
because until we arrive at a uniform land policy

there always will be conflict in this area. Our
amendment will ensure there is a genuine and
proper regard for farmers and groups of
Aborigines holding pastoral leases. It is a worth-
while step which should be considered in the
interests of protecting those people, and of the
development of this State.

Recently, it was announced that the Aboriginal
Development Commission was to purchase a
property near Cundeelee. I suggest to the member
for Murchison-Eyre that whilst the property may
have been considered a pastoral property in the
past, there is no way it can be considered as such
today. The Government realised that, in allowing
the sale to proceed, knowing the sale would relieve
a serious social problem which existed at
Cundeelee Mission.

I commend our amendment to the Committee.
Mr P. V. JONES: I am surprised this

amendment has come forward in the way it has.
We are dealing with a piece of legislation which
addresses the mining industry and the
admi nist ration of that industry. Notwithstanding
the genuine needs and social requirements of
Aboriginal communities, this is not the Statute
which addresses that factor.

Mr Evans: Do you agree with the principle?
Mr P. V. JONES: Wait until I have finished. It

was suggested Aboriginal communities settled on
pastoral properties should be given the same
rights private landholders will have on areas
defined as "private land". I do not know whether
the member for Yilgarn-Dundas referred to the
definition of "private land" which appears at page
7 of the parent Act. If he does, he will agree he is
making it very difficult.

The point missed by the member for Yilgarn-
Dundas-the member for Kimberley referred to
il-was that a prevailing Statute caters for this
area. Where Aboriginal communities are
established in situations for much the same
purposes to which the member for Yilgarn-
Dundas has referred in his definition, the Minister
for Mines cannot grant a tenement-

Mr Evans: It did not do much good at
Noonkanba h.

Mr P. V. JONES: That is not the same case;,
there are two different situations. As I said, the
Minister cannot grant a tenement unless the
Minister for Community Welfare in the first
instance has given a permit to enter. If the
Minister for Community Welfare issues that
permit, he is still able to determine conditions
under which the exploration company can enter
that area and undertake its operations. Without
that permit, the Minister for Mines cannot grant
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the tenement, In other words, protection already
is afforded.

Mr Cowan: You are talking about reserves
flow?

Mr P. V. JONES; Yes; I said there were two
situations. For example, at Yandeyarra
restrictions have been placed on companies
wishing to undertake exploration in the area.

The position at Noonkanbah has been
mentioned; that is the other side of the issue,
where we are talking about a pastoral lease. The
amendment seeks to bring about two different
kinds of situations prcvailing on pastoral leases,
and that simply is not on. As far as the Mining
Act and the Land Act are concerned, the
administration of pastoral leases shall be constant;
the same rules, circumstances, and conditions will
apply to lessees, irrespective of whom, what
group, or what company they happen to be; they
must abide by the terms and conditions of the
leasc.

Mr Bridge: So, you will have no regard
whatsoever of the social needs of thousands of
people, as opposed to an individual occupier of a
pastoral lease? We have no argument with you
about the family situation, but some of these
properties are occupied by hundreds of people.

Mr P. V. JONES: I know that, and I accept it.
Whart I am saying is that this is not the statute
under which that social aspect should be raised. I
admit the problems arc very real and pressing.
However, they are taken care of in the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority Act or whatever other
piece of legislation has been utilised for that
purpose, and these groups will have to fit in with
the legislation, as they do now in the case of
Aboriginal reserves where permits to enter are
granted.

The Minister for Community Welfare also has
power to set conditions under which permits will
be granted, apart from those in respect of
reserves. The Minister did so in relation to
Noonkanbab. HeI provided a set of conditions with
which the company had to comply-such things
as no alcohol, no firearms, and a whole range of
other issues with which I do not need to deal now.

Provisions allow special conditions to be set for
permits to enter. They prohibit the Minister for
Mines from granting tenements where reserves
are concerned. An instance of that is Yandeyarra,
of which the member for Kimberley would be well
aware. There has been pressure in relation to that
for a long time, but the permit will not be
granted.

The merit of the amendment is not questioned
by mc. I am suggesting, however, that this is not

the Statute in which it should be done. This
Statute administers the mining industry; and that
industry will fit in with other Statutes in relation
to reserves. It would have to do so, for example, if
the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act
was amended.

Reference has been made to section 3 1. If that
needs to be amended, the industry will fit in with
that. The substance of this amendment is two sets
of conditions related to pastoral leases.

Mr GRILL: It is pleasing that the Minister has
conceded the merit of the moral argument. It is
refreshingly surprising to hear him conceding that
legislation of this sort should be enacted.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not what I said. I said
if it is done elsewhere, this is not the Statute to do
it. I accept there is a problem in the terms
suggested by the member for Kimberley. There
are communities of people wanting to live on
pastoral properties. I am not questioning that.

Mr GRILL: They need to be catered for in this
way.

Mr P. V. Jones: Not under this Statute.
Mr GRILL: I understand that the Minister

conceded some part of the moral case, but he is
saying that this is not the appropriate legislation
to amend. I submit it is appropriate. Let me make
an analogy. We have catered for the interests of
the farmers in respect of the use of their land; vis-
a-vis mining, under the appropriate Act, the
Mining Act. We have catered for the pastoralists
in respect oF the use of their land, vis-a-vis
mining, under the appropriate Act, the Mining
Act. When we arc dealing with the land used by
the Aborigines. vis-a-vis mining, it should be dealt
with under the same Act-the Mining Act. It is
the appropriate Act to amend.

All sorts of legislation infringe on or affect the
life of the Aborigines. Likewise, all sorts of
legislation infringe upon the life and the method
of living of the pastoralists and the farmers.
However, when it comes down to the land on
which they are living, or from which they are
earning their living, when it is affected by mining
the appropriate Act to amend is the Mining Act.
In every respect, this amendment is being made to
the appropriate Act.

The Minister had a point when he said that the
definition oF "private land' in section 8 of the
parent Act would probably preclude the
amendment that we are making. However, that is
not fatal. Having read the definition of "private
land" in the parent Act. I find it includes a lease,
but it does not include a lease for pastoral or
timber purposes. All that needs to be done is to
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delete the word "pastoral" and the objection
vanishes.

The moral argument is undeniable. We are
acting in an even-handed way in the interests of
the farmers and pastoralists. We realise they have
special problems, and they should be dealt with in
a special way.

No-one could argue that Aboriginal
communities do not have very special problems
and do not warrant special cases. They should be
dealt with in a special way. As the member for
Kimberley has said, we are asking for uniformity
and even-handedness in the appropriate Act. We
say that the Mining Act is the appropriate Act.
We need recognition of the plight of the
Aborigines.

The member for Kimberley suggested that by
allowing an amendment of this sort, the
Parliament is allowing land to be opened up
rather than closed to exploration by mining
companies. Land will be opened up. because
Aborigines will be allowed to negotiate with
dignity, justice, and equity. While they hold the
whip hand over the mining companies, like the
holders of private land, that is fair and proper.

The Minister put forward an argument which,
at face value, seems to hold some water. He
claimed that we are looking at two
situations-reserves on the one hand, and pastoral
leases on the other. That is true. Then he went on
to say that our argument did not really apply to
the reserves because special provisions apply to
reserves before mining can take place on them.

We concede that point, but that does not
preclude us from arguing that under the
appropriate Act-the Mining Act-Aborigines
should have some sort of overriding provision the
same as the safeguards given to farmers and
pastoralists in the rest of the State.
Notwithstanding the other protection they may
have in respect of the reserves, they should be
given overriding protection under the Mining Act.
As the member for Kimberley pointed out, the
protections granted under other Acts are not
adequate at times.

We are asking for a more general form of
protection, one that is meted out in an even-
handed way to a very special group in our
community.

I commend the amendment to the Chamber.
Mr COWAN: I am inclined to agree with the

member for Yilgarn-Dundas that if we are to
cater for private landowners and pastoralists
under this Act, we should be able to cater for the
Aboriginal people living in special communities. I
accept there may be an advantage in granting to

an Aboriginal community, living on a reserve set
aside for that purpose, some right to determine
what happens in respect of that land. I am not
familiar with the powers given to the Minister for
Community Welfare in relation to the granting of
a permit to enter; but I see no reason for not
granting power to the Aborigines who live on
reserves. There is nothing wrong with that.

However, I object to the idea of throwing an
entire pastoral lease, on which an Aboriginal
community is living, into the category of reserve
land.

Mr Bridge: Keep it in perspective, nonetheless.
We will be looking at a very few properties in this
State.

Mr COWAN: I am sure of that. However, the
Opposition is drawing a distinction between those
pastoral leases and other pastoral leases. There is
no distinction between private land and private
land; but in this case it is asking for a distinction
between different pastoral leases on the basis of
ownership. I cannot accept that.

Perhaps the definition of "reserve land" should
eater for a specific area in which a community
lives, rather than the entire pastoral lease. The
question deserves to be examined further,

I have no objection to Aborigines being able to
declare a reserve as something in which they have
powers over the mining and exploration
companies, as do other landholders. However, I
take objection to the entire pastoral lease that has
been given to an Aboriginal community being
declared reserve land.

The Opposition should have kept its definition
confined to the area of land on which the
residential place of the community is situated.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 17
Mr Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
MrT Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Mr Hodge
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
M rA. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
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Noes 23
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs

Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
M r Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Ayes Noes
Mr Janmieson Dr Dadour
Mr Tonkin Mr MacKinnon
Mr Bertram Mr Crane
Mr Mclver Mr O'Connor
Mr Harman Mr Blaikie
Amendment thus negatived.
Mr GR ILL: I move an amendment-

Page 10, line 9-Add after the word
"fenced" the following new sub~section to
stand as subsection (8)-

(8) Nothing in this Section of this Act
shall in any way affect the operation of
Section 31 of the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority Act nor any Section
of the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972-80.

Section 31 of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Act requires a permit before entry onto
reserve land. Since both the Mining Act 1978 and
amendments postdate the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority Act, it might be said that any
holder of a mining tenement is not bound by
section 31 of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Act and there is some legal authority
for that.

I understand the situation has been drawn to
the attention of the Government and it may have
some opinion itself that in fact section 31, which
is there to safeguard the interests of Aborigines, i s
in fact postdated by this particular piece of
legislation and is, therefore, of no effect
whatsoever.

I have moved this amendment so that whether
our legal interpretation is right or wrong, or
whether the Government's interpretation is right
or wrong, there should be no doubt about the
matter. The Minister has conceded already in the
speeches he has made that that sort of protection
should and is accorded to Aborigines and we say
it should not be removed either directly or
indirectly by stealth or otherwise.

We say that, to put the matter beyond doubt,
this small postscript to clause 9 would be a valid
and proper amendment to the Act and we
commend it to the Committee.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Barneitt
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Ayes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bertram
Mr Mclver
Mr Harman

and a division taken with the

Ayes 17
Mr Hodge
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 23
Mr Old
M r Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Dr Dadour
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Crane
Mr O'Connor
Mr Blaikie

(Teller)

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 19 put and passed.
Clause 20: Section 65 amended-
Mr GRILL: As I indicated earlier we would

like to present an argument-not an
amendment-to the Minister that perhaps
ironically his discretion should be extended in
respect of clause 20(b). In other words, section 65
of the Act should be amended to allow the
Minister to exercise his discretion in respect of
exploration licences, not only as they relate to iron
ore, but also as they relate to other minerals.

The department has indicated iron ore falls into
a special category and it has been the case in the
past that, where temporary reserves have been
granted for iron ore, companies having proved up
their deposits, carried out their exploration, and
being unable to find a market, have not been
forced to drop off part of the 'TR" as they would
normally have to do.

The amendment contained in this legislation
places a discretion in the hands of the Minister to
enable him to exclude the operation of the drop-
off provisions in respect of exploration licences in
the third and fourth years. We merely put the
simple argument that, although this situation
obviously applies to iron ore, there may well be
other cases where it applies. In fact our expert

(Teller)
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advice is to the effect this could well be the case
with other minerals and, as long as discretion is
exercised in the proper way-namely, where a
proper exploration programme has taken place.
where some ore body has been delineated, and
where the Minister is satisfied markers do not
exist-this particular discretion on the part of the
Minister should be exercised in regard to other
minerals as well.

Mr P. V. JONES: We have discussed this
matter with the honourable member. It is not
considered necessary to change the provision. I
appreciate the comments made by the member,
but if he looks at the earlier parts of the provision
which precede the amendment contained in the
Bill, he will find discretionary power is provided
to the Minister to prevent any loss by the holder
of a permit relative to iron ore. The loss refers to
a situation in which the holder of a permit had to
forfeit the area at the end of a certain period of
time. I am sure the member is aware of what I am
referring to.

Mr Grill: Yes, I am.
Mr P. V. JON ES: I can see the point made by

the member that circumstances could arise and
the exercise of the Minister's discretion could be
dealt with in other ways. It is not considered
necessary to specify minerals other than iron ore
in this casc. Here we specify one particular
instance and other aspects are taken care of.

There is no need for an amendment to be made in
this regard.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 21 to 34 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Clauses 35 and 36 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report*
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

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

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE

AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Third Reading

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

House adjourned at 10.59 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

LAND: RURAL

Trees

2087. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(i) Whatt is the Government's policy with
respect to the provision of incentives to
farmers for the growing and retention of
trees on their farms9

(2) What incentives, including financial, are
offered to land-holders for such
purposes'!

Mr OLD replied:

(1) The Government is anxious to encourage
farmers to grow or retain trees on their
properties in as many ways as possible
within current financial constraints.

(2) Free trees are to be made available
through the Public Works Department
for approved farm replanting schemes in
areas subject to catchment clearing
controls. The Forests Department
provides a comprehensive tree planting
advisory service, and provides, farmers
with suitable trees for planting
elsewhere at cost of production. A major
seminar on "Trees in the Rural
Landscape" is to be held from 19 to 21
October to help in development oF
further policies and provide further
encouragement for tree planting.

TRANSPORT: ROAD

Smiall Goods

2110. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) H-as the Government entered, or is about
to enter, a joint venture to handle small
goods freight?

(2) With which firms have negotiations for
such a venture been undertaken?

(3) How will the joint venture operate for
country towns?

Mr RUSHITON replied:

(1) and (2) A number of alternatives have
been evaluated by Westrail concerning
the haulage of "smalls" and parcels

freight in order to make these types of
traffic profitable.
In the course of its studies Westrail has
had assistance from freight forwarding
companies.
A joint venture between Westrail and a
private company is one of the
alternatives being considered but no
decision has yet been made. If such an
Option were to be adopted freight
forwarding companies would be given
the opportunity to make an offer for a
joint venture.

(3) Through local agents.

NOXIOUS WEED

Clrop

2111. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Adverting to his reply to question 2074
of 1981 relating to the plant caltrop, will
lie table a copy of the technical evidence
which indicated that the plant caltrop
was insignificant as a pest of agriculture,
to a level which justified its removal
from the declared noxious weeds list?

Mr OLD replied:
Yes. Report is hereby tabled.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 509).

FUEL AND ENERGY:
ELECTRICITY

Charges: Rebates

2112. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Bearing in mind that the State Energy
Commission action group submitted its
proposal for a rebate system to the
'Minister for Fuel and Energy in May
1980, can he give the reasons for the
time required in making available the
report on the State Energy Commission
action group proposal for rebated
electricity and gas charges?

(2) (a) On what date was the State Energy
Commission action group advised
that the report had been completed;

(b) when were they provided with a
copy of the report?
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(3) Is it a fact that the report was issued to
a number of welfare organisations who
supported the State Energy Commission
action group's proposal by way of signed
letters which were attached to the
proposal and that these reports were sent
by way of courier service?

(4) Is it a fact that other welfare
organisations were not issued copies of
the report or advised that the report was
available?

(5) (a) By what criteria did he select the
organisations to whom copies of the
report were. issued: and

(b) which organisations received copies
via-
(i) mail,
(ii) courier sgrvie;
(iii) other means?

Mr P. V. JONES replied7
(1) A proposal by the SEC action group for

rebated electricity and gas charges was
submitted to me in August 1980, not
May 1980 as suggested.
I assume the member is referring to a
proposal which raised issues that were
farreach ing and required extensive
research and consideration. It must be
appreciated that Commonwealth
Government responsibilities, as well as
State Government operations, were
involved.
It was essential that all aspects were
fully evaluated and issues of importance
were not overlooked because of a
premature response.

(2) (a) and (b) I am advised that advice was
directly given on 10 September* 1981
and. aiI the same time, they received the
letter advising them of the Governments
decision.

(3)
(4)

Yes.
and (5) Copies of the report, together
wiih a covering letter, were sent to each
identified organisation which had been a
party to the original submission. A copy
was also forwarded to the office of the
Leader oft the Opposi tion.

HO0SPITALS

Cosi per Bed

2113. Dr DADOUR. to the Minister for Health:
(I) What is the cost per bed per day at-

(a) Royal Perth Hospital:
(b) Royal Perth Hospital annex,

Shenton Park:

(c) Royal Perth Hospital annex, Mt.
Lawley;

(d) Princess Margaret Hospital;
(e) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital;
(f) King Edward Memorial Hospital:
(g) Fremantle Hospital;
(h) Osborne Park Hospital;
(i) Swan Districts Hospital;
U) Armadale Hospital;

(k) Kelmscott Hospital?

(2) What is the staffing ratio per bed at
these hospitals?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) The costs per bed

are-

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(g)
(h)

(k)

per day For 1980-81

$ 261.3 1;
$201.70:
not available;
$382.76:
$265.4 1;
$225.87;
$27 5.79;
$ 124.48;
$130.13;
$1 12.37;
see Uj) - Armadale -Kelmscott
District Memorial Hospital.
All costs include expenditure
associated with outpatient
treatment. No separate accounts
are maintained in respect of
outpatient services.

(2) The staffing ratios per bed based on
staff numbers employed as at 30 June,
198 1 are-

(a) 4,72~
()2.55? 3.75

(c)0.2
(d) 4.79:
(e) 4.13;
(f) 2.78:
(g) 3.94:
(h) 1.58;
(i) 1.84;
Uj) 1.63:
(k) see U)-Armadale - Kelmseott

District Memorial Hospital.
All ratios include staff associated
with Outpatient treatment.
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COMMUNITY WELFARE

Family Advisory Committee

2114. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:

(I) Who are the members of the advisory
committee established to help develop a
family policy for Western Australia?

(2) How many times has the committee
met?

(3) What recommendations or reports have
been made?

(4) What action has been taken as a result?
Mr H-ASSELL replied:

(1)

(2)
(3)

Sir Lawrence Jackson (Chairman)
Dr Judith "-enzel-Child Health
Services
Or Warren Louden-Education
Department
Mr David Greenhill-Department for
Community Welfare
His Honour Judge Ferrier-Family Law
Court
Mrs Pat Smeeton-private member
Mrs Sally Pownall-private member
Mrs Anne Griffiths-private member
Mr Robert lsaacs-private member
M r Jeff Hopp-private member.
10 times.
Advice has been received on the subject
of adopion-access to information. The
committee is currently working on five
projects as follows-
(a) Community support for the aged:
(b) the family in remote areas;
(c) crisis care in WA;
(d) the development of a framework to

permit the existence of a healthy
Faiily:

(c) child day care.
(4) The advice on adoption will be used

along with other information obtained
on the subject in due course. Other
reports will be considered.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS: FILMS

Projeclion Operators

2115. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

Will he table the regulations made
pursuant to the Electricity Act which
deal with the licensing of cinemnatograph
operators?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

The relevant regulations were tabled in
the House in 1947, at the time they were
promulgated, and were reprinted in
1968. The reprinted regulations are in a
separate binding and I am advised a
copy may be obtained through the Clerk
oF Papers at Parliament House.

As advised in reply to question 2094 of
Thursday, I October, action is in hand
to repeal the regulations concerning
cinematograph operators.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Office Accommodation
2116. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister

Education:
for

(1) What office accommodation is occupied
by the Technical Education Directorate
at 184 St. George's Terrace. Perth?

(2) What is the cost of such tenancy?
(3) What is the proposed duration of such

tenancy?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(I) Ground floor, floors 6, 8, 9, 10, and part
of floors 5 and 7.

(2) $133 421 p.a.
(3) Part February 1982, part June 1983,

part continuing indefinitely.

HEALTH: CLUBS

Life Members hip

2117. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

(1) Adverting to my question 2093 of 1981
relating to "life membership" of a
health club, how many complaints
relating to Ian Goodwin's Health Club
"life membership" have been received
by the Consumer Affairs Bureau?

(2) What assistance has been given to those
complainants?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) 21.
(2) Complainants have been advised to

lodge any claims at the Small Claims
Tribunal and to claim jointly a gainst
current proprietors. Mr and Mrs
Duncan, and the previous owner,
Blackstone Holdings Pty. Limited.

EDUCATION: NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Ananda Marga

2118. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Is it fact, as reported in the The
Australian Financial Review of 29
September that Federal and State
Government grants are being paid to an
Ananda Marga school in Western
Australia'?

(2) To which school are the grants being
paid?!

(3)
(4)

How long have the grants been paid?
Does the Government have any
suspicion that the school is operated for
any other than educational purposes?

MrGRAYDEN replied:

(1) and (2) Per capita grants are paid to the
Sunrise School which had been known
as the Ananda Marga School.

(3) Since it was declared an efficient school
in 1976.

(4) No.

STATE FORESTS: PRODUCTS

Complex at Bunbury:
Proposal

2119. Mr BARNETT', to the Minister for
Resources Development:

(t) Is it a fact that there is a current
proposal to build a multi-million dollar
complex to treat forest products near
Bunbury?

(2) What is the exact location of the
proposed mill site'?

(3) How many people will be employed at
the site'?

(4) When is it proposed to commence
development of this complex?

Mr P. V. JON ES replied:
(1)10o (4) The WA Chip & Pulp Co. Pty.

Ltd. has advised me that proposals are
being considered. I have been informed
by the company that it has acquired
land 22 kilometres south-east of
Bunbury for possible use as a plant site.
Studies regarding possible uses of the
site are being undertaken.

STATE FORESTS: PRODUCTS

Complex at Bun bury:
Site

2120. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) Is it a fact that a multi-million dollar
complex to treat forest products is
mooted for a site near Bunbury?

(2) Will it cover existing State forest?
(3) What is the area of land acquired by

WA Chip & Pulp Co. Pty. Ltd.?
(4) Was that land purchased from the State

Government?
(5) If so. for how much?
(6) Where will the timber for the mill come

from?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Proposals are under consideration.
(2) No.
(3) Not known.
(4) No.
(5) See (4).
(6) From various localities mainly in State

forest depending on the range of
industries finally developed.

STATE FORESTS: PRODUCTS

Complex at Bunbury:
ER AP

2121. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Is it a fact that a multi-million dollar
complex to treat forest products is
mooted for a site near Bunbury?

(2) Will there be an environmental review
and management programme for this
proposal?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) I understand thai some very preliminary

discussions have been held.
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()When and if a proposal is put to the
Government, it will be referred to the
EPA for advice.

(3) Answered by (2).

MINING. COAL

Esperance

2122. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Can the Minister provide me with a map
showing the precise location of the
recently discovered Esperance brown
coal deposit showing details of the size
of the arca and amount of brown coal
proven so far?

(2) Does this discovery impinge on any
national park in the area?

(3) If so, which national park and to what
extent?

Mr P. V. ION ES replied:

(1) Plan showing tenements upon which a
discovery of brown coal has been made
is tabled. Company statements have
indicated a quantity approaching one
billion tonnes.

(2) No.
(3) Answered by No. (2).

The paper was tabled (see paper No. SOS).

FEDERAL BUDGET

Funding: Cutbacks

2123. Mr BA R NETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(I) Is the Minister aware of recent cuts in
the Federal Budget in air pollution
funding, soil conservation funding and
no increases being made for water
conservation methods?

(2) What action does the State Government
intend to take as a result of this course
of action by the Federal Government?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:
(1) and (2) Such funds are not provided to

the Department oF Conservation and
Environment to administer and it is
suggested the member inquire of the
relevant Ministers; namely. Health
Agriculture, and Public Works
respectively.

2124. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the recent
Federal budget shows State grants For
the purchase of land has been wound
down to an amount of next to nothing?

(2) Will the State Government make
immediate overtures to the Federal
Government for more money to be
provided For the purchase of land For
reserves throughout Western Australia?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) to (3) The recent Federal Budget
contained numerous areas of constraint
which have resulted in the State having
to readjust its areas of Budget
expenditure. Allocation of money for the
purchase of lands for reserves in
Western Australia is but one of these
areas and will receive the same scrutiny
as others.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Rockingham

2125. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Transport:

Further to his answers to me of my
question 1915 of 1981 relating to
Warnbro students, travelling time, what
bus can be taken by Warnbro students
to ensure they arrive at school in time
For classes: providing the bus number,
the time of departure from Warnbro,
and the time of arrival at the school?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

Route 1 25 bus departs Warnbro at 0730
hours connecting at the Rockingham
transfer station with the route 1 23 bus
to Safety Bay at 0755 hours. This bus
normally arrives near the school at 0802
hours.

The member should be aware that
particulars of bus timetables arc readily
available from the MTT's information
Offices.

FEDERAL BUDGET: LAND

Purchase: Grants
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TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

Cross Street- Wharf Street Intersection

2126. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:

(1) As there are now over 300 children
crossing daily at the intersection of
Wharf and Cross Streets, Queens Park,
to attend the Queens Park primary
school, will he have immediately
installed a crosswalk attendant at this
intersection?

(2) As there are "no walk" signs or
..children crossing" signs at this
intersection, will he also have
arrangements made to have these signs
erected forthwith?

(3) As Wharf Street is used as a bypass
road for many heavy vehicles servicing
the Kewdale industrial complex,
together with the intensive build up of
all other types of vehicular traffic during
the times the children are attending
their school, will he treat both these
problems as extremely urgent?

(4) I f not, why not?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Investigation will be carried out and a

decision made resultant on surveys
conducted.

(2) Erection of signs will be dependent on
the result of investigations as in question
0I).

(3) The matter will be dealt with as soon as
practicable-I expect the first steps will
be taken within two weeks.

(4) Not applicable.

LAND: RESUMPTIONS

Orders

2127. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

(1) As there have been many people
financially affected by land resumptions
where the land has been gazetted for
certain purposes and not required to be
used for many years with the owners
still in possession, is there a statutory
limit of time such land can be held
without the actual payment for such
resumptions either by local councils or
by Government instrumentalities?

(2) If "Yes", what is the period of time?

(3) In view of the financial loss such actions
have caused to ordinary home owners
brought about by the fact that no one
will purchase land which is under threat
of resumption, will she have the matter
fully examined, with a view to enabling
those properties so affected, to be
resumed immediately in order that
financial settlement can be arranged
without delay?

(4) If not, why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The procedures for making and settling

claims for compensation for resumption
of property are set out in the Public
Works Act. Times are set down. Upon
resumption, land vests in the statutory
body involved and there is no statutory
limit in the sense of the question.

(2)
(3)

Answered by (1).
and (4) If the question relates to town
planning schemes, it would be beyond
the resources available to examine all
town planning schemes in the way
suggested. In the case of local authority
schemes, the initiative rests with the
landowner to claim compensation for
injurious affection and each scheme
must set out the period within which
compensation can be claimed, being not
less than six months. Compensation
procedures in respect of the
metropolitan region scheme vary and an
explanatory pamphlet is available at the
office of the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority. If the member has
some specific proposals in mind, I will
try and assist in providing further
information.

the Chief

COURT: LICENSING

Hotels

2128. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to
Secretary:

(1) For the past two years is the Licensing
Court satisfied that all hotels have been
taking bookings for all available
accommodation?

(2) If not, without identifying the hotels,
what are the particulars of the failure to
do so?

(3) Are all hotels supplying table service for
meals in their dining rooms during the
full hours as prescribed?
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(4) If not, what number of hotels were
deficient in the metropolitan area and
the country respectively in the matter of
providing-
(a) lunch and/or dinner served at

tables in dining rooms; and
(b) scrving such meals during the hours

specified in the Liquor Act?
(5) Without necessarily identifying

individual hotels, what are the
particulars of such breaches?

(6) What action, if any, has been taken-
(a) against offenders; and
(b) to ensure future compliance?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No complaint has been received by the

Licensing Court in respect of hotels
failing to take bookings for available
accommodation. On this basis the court
is reasonably satisfied that a serious
problem does not exist.

(2) Answered by (1) above.
(3) From time to time complaints are

received from members of the public
that hotels are not supplying table
service as required. When this occurs, an
explanation is sought from the licensee
and he is advised that a substantiated
breach may result in the suspension of
his licence. In all cases this action
appears to be effective and the required
service is provided.

(4) (a) and (b) Statistics on these matters
are not maintained in the office of the
Licensing Court. The staff is fully
occupied with its statutory duties and
the clerical labour necessary to maintain
lists of complaints is not available. It
would be necessary to search the
individual files pertaining to each hotel
licence of the 380 in force as at 30 June
1981 to obtain the in formation.

(5) and (6) Answered by (3) above.

LIQUOR

Ta verns

2129. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Chief
Secretary:

(1) In respect of taverns, in how many
instances has it been reported in the past
1 2 months that light meals have not
been available at all times?

(2) In how many cases has action been
taken where breaches have occurred?

(3)
(4)

What was the nature of that action?
Does the liquor and gaming branch of
the Police Department make checks as
to the provision of light meals?

(5) Ifr so, with what results as to number of
premises failing to meet requirements.
the number of breaches detected, and
the action taken subsequently?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) Four.
(2) Four.
(3) Three eases dealt with by the Licensing

(4)
(5)

Court, one by police prosecution.
Of those dealt with by the Licensing
Court, one resulted in no breach of the
Licensing Act, and, in the other two
cases, warnings were issued.
Yes.
Answered by (I) to (3).

21 30. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION: GOVERNMENT
DEPARTM ENTS

Mligrants: English Classes

2131. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Further to question 2073 of 1981
concerning on-the-job adult English
classes, can he advise which Government
department in Western Australia has
expressed interest in a course entitled
"Courses in Industry"?

(2) How does the course relate to the
development of on-the-job adult English
classes?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Metropolitan Water Board
Hospital and Allied Services
Telecom
Australia Post.

(2) They are synonymous.

LAND

Reserve: Animal

2132. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Further to my question 2059 of 1981
relevant to Crown land reserves, and to
which he replied that his department
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had not set aside any area of Crown
land in Nanbung Road, Badgingarra as
an animal reserve, will the Minister
justify his department's letters to people
holding leases of Crown land in this area
staling that "action is now proceeding
for the purpose of this area and the
surrounding Crown land as a reserve for
the purposes of flora and fauna"?

(2) What action is anticipated against those
holders of Crown land leases, bearing in
mind the cost for fencing and stock
purposes outlayed by the farmers in this
area?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) The Department of
Conservation and Environment has
suggested a reservation of vacant Crown
land north of Nambung Road for the
purpose of Conservation of Flora and
Fauna. The proposal has been referred
to the Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife and to other departments.
The area concerned, which is on the
north side of Nambung Road, is not
leased currently for grazing and any
fencing undertaken by a lessee of Crown
land is on the south side of the road and
is therefore unaffected.
Any applications for the land under
consideration for a reserve on the north
side of the road have been consistently
refused.

WATER RESOURCES:
CATCHMENT AREAS

Declarauion

2133. Mr STEPHENS. to the Minister for

Water Resources:

(1) Under the Country Areas Water Supply
Act, is consideration being given to
declaring any or all of the Blackwood,
Frankland and Deep Rivers as
catchnient areas?

(2) If "Yes", when will a decision be
announced?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(I ) and (2) No.

WATER RESOURCES: EFFLUENT

Muflaloo

2134. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Is it fact that the Metropolitan Water
Board is installing a bypass valve which
will discharge untreated effluent to the
outfall at Mullaloo, at the moment, if
there is a breakdown of generators or
blockage?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

The arrangement being installed in
connection with the enlargement of the
Beenyup treatment plant is a necessary
precaution to ensure that, should an
industrial dispute or power failure
prevent the secondary treatment plant
from operating, then the primary treated
effluent can be diverted to the outfall.

HOUSING: FLATS

Waada na

2135. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing.

(1) Is he aware that State Housing
Commission tenants on the ninth floor
of block A in Wandana Flats have to
dispose of their rubbish by taking it into
a lift down to a communal rubbish
disposal bin?

(2) Is he also aware that tenants in blocks B
and C have to drag their rubbish down
steps to get it to the communal rubbish
disposal bin?

(3 ) Is he also aware of the particular
difficulties for the large number of aged
and disabled people in these flats due to
this method of rubbish disposal?

(4) Has any consideration been given to
extending the furnace chimney and
fitting it with a cowvl in order to enable
the reopening of the rubbish chutes as a
means of easing the rubbish disposal
problems for aged and disabled tenants?

(5) If "No" to (4). what other measures are
being considered as a means of easing
these problems?
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Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) and (2) Tenants in Wandana Flats, if

they are complying with thc directions
given, should be using kitchen tidy bins
in their units. They would then only
have a small parcel to be taken to the
disposal bin, as required.

(3) There are no particular difficulties for
aged persons in this method of rubbish
disposal. Any disabled persons having
difficulty can approach the resident
manager for assistance.

(4) and (5) No. Both furnace and rubbish
chutes have been matters of considerable
tenant dissatisfaction in the past and the
present method is generally well
accepted by tenants.

HOUSING: FLATS
Wandana

2136. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:
(1) Is he aware of access problems for aged

and disabled tenants in Wandana Flats
posed by steps at the Thomas Street and
Barker Road entrances and off the
courtyard?

(2) Hats consideration been given to
providing better access at these
entrances?

(3) If 'No', will he have the need for better
access atl these entrances further
investigated?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1)
(2)
(3)

No.
Answered by (1).
If any tenant has difficulty he/she
should approach the resident manager at
Watndana.

HOUSING: RENTAL
Emnergent and Wait-turn

2137. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Ilow many families are listed wait turn
for State Housing Commission rental
accommodation in the metropolitan
area-
(at) south of the river: and
(b) north of the river:
in the following categories-

(i) two-bedroonied apartment:
(ii) two-bedroonied duplex;

(iii) two-bedroomed single detached
house?

(2) How many families
for State Housing
accommodation in
area-

are listed emergent
Commission rental

the metropolitan

(a) south of the river: and
(b) north of the river;

in the following categories-

(i) two-bedroomed apartment;
(ii) two-bedroomed duplex;

(iii) two-bedroomed single detached
house?

(3) How many families are listed wait turn
for State Housing Commission rental
accommodation in the metropolitan
area-

(a) south of the river: and
(b) north of the river;

for four-bedroomed accommodation?

(4) How many families are listed emergent
for State Housing Commission
accommodation-

(a) south of the river; and
(b) north of the river;

for four-bedroomed accommodation?

(5) How many State Housing Commission
rental units of the following categories
were constructed in the metropolitan
area in the past financial year-

(a) two-bedroomed apartments;
(b) two-bedroomed duplexes;
(c) two-bedroomed houses?

(6) How many four-bedroomed State
Housing Commission rental houses were
constructed in the metropolitan area in
the past financial year?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(I) to (6) As the information will take time
to collate, the member will be advised by
letter.

HOUSING: RENTAL

Emergent

2138. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing;

(I) Can he confirm that the State Housing
Commission is referring Aboriginal
families listed for emergent
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accommodation assistance to the
Aboriginal Housing Board, knowing
that the Aboriginal Housing Board has
no housing available for allocation to
emergency cases?

(2) On what basis are Aboriginal families
referred to the Aboriginal Housing
Board for assistance?

(3) On what basis is Commonwealth-State
grant housing allocated?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) Aboriginal applicants assessed as
suitable for Aboriginal grant housing
are referred to the Aboriginal Housing
Board for assistance according to the
availability of accommodation.

(2) and (3) Applicants who satisfy the
criteria set down for Commonwealth-
State rental accommodation are listed
accordingly. Those applicants who do
not meet this criteria are referred to the
Aboriginal Housing Board for
consideration of their listing for housing
under the Aboriginal housing scheme.

IHOUSING: ABORIGINES

Acconmuodaiion A vailabic

2139. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) What is the current total stock of
Commonwealth-State Aboriginal grant
housing in the metropolitan area?

(2) I-low many of these houses are in the
following categories-

(a) two-bcdroomed;
(b) thire-bedroomed:
(c) four-bedroonied:
(d) five-bedroorned?

(3) How many families are currently listed
for wait turn and emergent assistance in
each of these categories?

(4) H-ow many Commonwealt
Aboriginal grant houses
constructed in the past Financial
each category in-

(a) the metropolitan area:
(b) non-metropolitan areas?

h-State
were

year in

Mir LAURANCE replied:
(I) to (3) Some of the information has been

provided in question 2140. The other
will take some time to collate and the
member will be advised by letter.

(4) Category

Two- bed roomed
Three-bedrooimed
Four-bedroomed
Five- bed roomed

(a) Metro- (b) Non
polilan Metro-

politan
6 4

23 69
3 26
3-

TOTA L 35 99

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Aboriginal Housing Board:
Allocation

2140. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) What is the total stock of housing
available for allocation by the
Aboriginal Housing Board in the
metropolitan area in the following
categories-
(a) two-bedroorned apartments;
(b) two-bedroomed duplexes;
(c) two-bedroomed houses:
(d) three-bedroomed apartments:
(c) three-bedroomed town houses:
(f) threc-bedroomed duplexes;
(g) three-bedroomed houses;
(h) fonur-bodrooimed houses:
(i) ive-bedroomed houses?

(2) How many vacancies currently exist in
each of these categories?

(3) How many units of accommodation are
currently under offer in each of these
categories?

(4) How many units of accommodation are
currently under maintenance in each of
these categories?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) to (4) As at 30 September J981 the

position was as follows-
Ca...ory (I ISioct (2) (31 Under (4) Coder

AAil Vacanci Offer'aign

(0) 2R priet
(b) 2ttR dupicte

(C) 32K borne

f) JAR dopiest'
(g) 3AR hous
(h) 4AR house
6i) Stil h...e

S
34

359
65

6
3

TOTAL 481 10 1
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HOUSING: ABORGINES

Aborginal Housing Board:
Emergent and Wait-turn

2141. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many families are currently listed
for accommodation assistance in the
metropolitan area on a wait turn basis
with the Aboriginal Housing Board
for-

(a) two-bedroomed accommodation;
(b) three-bedroonied accommodation;
(c) four-bedroonied accommodation?

(2) How many families are currently listed
for accommodation assistance in the
metropolitan area on an emergent basis
with the Aboriginal Housing Board
for-

(a) two-bedroomned accommodation:
(b) three-bedrooined accommodation;
(c) four-bedroomed accommodation?

(3) How many families are currently listed
for transfer in the metropolitan area on
a wait turn basis with the Aboriginal
Housing Board to-

(a) three-bedroonied accommodation:
(b) four-bedroomed accommodation;
(c) five-bedroomed accommodation?

(4) I-ow many Families are currently listed
for transfer in the metropolitan area on
emergent basis with the Aboriginal
Housing Board to-

(a) lhree-bedroomed accommodation:
(b) four-becdroomed accommodation;
(c) five-bedrooined accommodation?

(5) What is the approximate waiting time
for families listed for accommodation
assistance and transfer as detailed in
(1) to (4) above, before allocation may
he expected?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) to (5) As the information will take time

to collate, the member will be advised by
ltter.

HOUSING: TOWNHOUSES

Koondoola

2142. Mr WILSON. to the H-onorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) -What decision has been made by the
State Housing Commission in response

to my representations of 22 July 1981
for improved provision for tenant
parking and individual letter boxes for
townhouse units at I I Nankivell Way,
Koondoola?

(2) If no decision has been made after
nearly three months have elapsed, when
will I be advised of improvement plans
to ease the long-felt problems of the
tenants concerned?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(I) and (2) 1 am advised that you wrote to
the general manager of the commission
on these, and other matters on 22 July
and that consideration of the various
matters involved liaison and decision by
outside bodies.
The general manager advises me that he
will reply to that letter within a week.

HOUSING: RENTAL

Emergent

2143. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Further to his answer to question 2108
of 1981, can he say whether he has yet
received the advice of the Chairman of
the Aboriginal Housing Board and the
State Housing Commission regarding
accommodation for the Hansen
families?

(2) If "Yes', what provision is to be made
for these families?

(3) If "No", will he agree to expedite the
process in view of the fact that one of
these families has now for several weeks
been taking up more than half the space
available in a womens refuge in
conditions which are only meant to cope
with temporary emergency situations?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1)
(2)
(3)

No.
Answered by (1).
I have requested the chairman of both
boards to arrange a meeting of
interested groups as soon as practicable,
to see whether a solution to this family's
problems can be found within the
welfare field.
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HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Aboriginal Housing Board:
Air L. Coomer

2144. Mr WILSON. to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Why did the State Housing Commission
refuse to agree to a proposal by welfare
workers for Mr L. Coomer. who is a
widower with five children urgently in
necd of accommodation, to move into a
three-bedroomed Commonwealth-State
Aboriginal grant house in Salmar Way.
Balga. which is presently occupied by a
widow anxious to obtain smaller
accommodation for herself and her
dependent grandchild?

(2) Is he aware that the present tenant in
the Balga house is fully in agreement
with such an exchange of
accommodation to -make way for the
larger family unit?

(3) Is he also aware of the serious medical
problems affecting the youngest Coomer
child, requiring ongoing treatment at
Princess Margaret Hospital?

(4) Is he aware of the need for the family to
be housed in the Balga-Girrawhen area
to allow another child to continue to
attend a special class in that vicinity and
so that they can be close to female
relatives for family support?

(5) If -'Yes" to (2) to (4) above, why has
this family been cast into a virtual limbo
by being referred for assistance to the
Aboriginal Housing Board, when it is
likely that this will entail an extremely
long delay in proper accommodation
being made available?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) to (5) The State Housing Commission
has a long-standing policy of not
divulging personal details of its clients to
the public.
The questions asked by the member will
be examined and the answers will be
supplied by letter.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Homeless Youths

2145. Mr WILSON. to the Minister for
Community Welfare:
(1) Has he received recommendations from

the advisory committee he established in

association with the youth services
support scheme for the allocation of
funds to projects catering for homeless
young people?

(2) If "Yes", has he gone against the
committee's recommendation in the way
in which he has chosen to allocate these
ru nds?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), in
departed from
recommendations?

what way has he
the committee's

(4) On what grounds and on whose advice
has he gone against these
recommendations?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) Yes. Recommendations have been made
to me from an advisory committee
established by my predecessor.

(2) to (4) Advisory committees exist to
tender advice. That advice is received.
and decisions are made having regard to
the advice received and other
considerations which ought
appropriately be considered by the
Minister responsible for making
decisions.
I will not disclose details of the advice
tendered.
Allocation of funds requires the final
approval of the Commonwealth Minister
for Social Security. Recommendations
have been made to him by me.

HEALTH

Hove Day Centre

2146. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Can he confirm that the 20 children and
young people at Hove Day Centre are to
be sent to other centres in 1982?

(2) If'"Yes" to ())-

(a) Is Hove Day Centre to be converted
into an entertainment centre for
older intellectually handicapped
people;

(b) What alternative arrangements will
be made for the children and young
people now attending Hove Day
Centre;
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(c) What consultation will there be
with parents about these alternative
arrangements and when will parents
be given definite information about
arrangements for 1982?

(3) If "No" to (1), what changes, if any, are
to be made to Hove Day Centre in
1982?

Mr YOUNG replied:

-(I)

(2)
(3)

No decision has been made to move any
clients presently attending Hove Day
Centre.
(a) to (c) Not applicable.
There are no plans for any changes at
the I-ove Day Centre in 1982. The
future utilisation of the facility, as with
all units. may vary from time to time
depending on the overall needs of the
division for the intellectually
handicapped.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

H EA LTH: M ENTA L

Graylands Hospital

593. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has his attention been drawn to an
article in the Weekend News of 10
October in which it is claimed that more
than 120 attacks on nurses by patients
have occurred at the Graylands Hospital
in the past six months?

(2) Can he confirm whether the information
is correct; and if it is. can he inform the
House what action he is taking to
improve the situation at that hospital?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) I read the article and I have

discussed it with the Director of Mental
Health Services. He will report back to
me on the matter.

POLICE AND RTA

Amalgamation

594- Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:

I am sure he has anticipated the
question. I refer to questions without
notice to him recently on the subject of
the merger of the Road Traffic
Authority and the Police Department. In
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particular I refer to question ivithout
notice 525 on Wednesday, 23 September
which the Minister answered by reading
from a prepared statement stating that
Cabinet had decided there would not be
a merger of th 'e RTA and the Police
Department. On 29 September, just two
weeks ago,' I gave the Minister two
chances to reconsider his previous
answer, and he once again confirmed
that such a decision had not been made.
We note that in tonight's Budget speech
that decision has been made. I am
interested to hear what sort of
rationalisation the Minister can give in
the context of the clear contradiction.

Mr HASSELL replied:
I did not at any time say that a decision
had been made not to merge the RTA
and the Police Department although the
member has just suggested I did. I said,
"No decision has been made to merge".
I say simply to the member that the
answers I gave were true and accurate at
the time they were given.

MINING: ROYALTIES

Increases

595. Mr BRYCE, to the Treasurer:

I refer to the Treasurer's reference in
this evening's Budget speech to mineral
royalties and lease rentals wherein he
indicated that an additional $7 million
would be raised in a full year and $3
million in 1981-82 by way of increases
in those royalties and rentals. Will he be
good enough to indicate which sectors of
the minerals industry will bear the brunt
of the increase, or which sectors will
provide the amount of $7 million in a
Cull year?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
In my remarks I made it clear a detailed
statement will be issued by the Minister
for Resources Development, and that he
will do. I did not want to weary the
House with the details. If the member
reads my statement-it was not unusual
in a case like this-he will see that I said
a statement will be issued by the
Minister setting out the full details of
the situation.

Mr Bryce: Can you give an indication of
when that is likely to be?
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Sir CHARLES COURT: It will be Fairly
soon. I think the member has enough to
digest tonight.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Bridgetown

596. Mr EVANS. to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is it intended to close the Department of
Agriculture office at Bridgetown?

(2) If "Yes" to (l), when is it intended that
such closure will take place?

(3) If "No" to (1), is it intended to
downgrade the Department of
Agriculture office at Bridgetown and if
so, will he give details of the extent of
downgrading and timing?

Mr OLD replied:

I thank the member for some notice
this question, the answer to which is
Follows-

of
as

(I) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No.

STOCK: SH-EEPSKINS

Treatment: Tests

597. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Arc trials connected with the effects of
Clout and the use of a changed Formula
for Clout being carried out in Western
Australia?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "Yes", on how
many properties are such tests being
carried out, and where is each property
located'?

(3) Are officers of the Department of
Agriculture involved in these trials? If
they are, how many officers are
involved?

(4) What is the estimated cost of these tests,
and by whom will the cost be borne?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) to (4) I thank the member for the
complete lack of notice of this question,
and I thank him for his faith in my

ability to reel off from the top of my
head the requested Figures. Were I able
to do so I would not. I suggest he put the
question on notice. Briefly I can say that
trials are being carried out. The member
knows very well that they are because he
is being fed with a fair bit of
information from a certain quarter. If he
would like to put the question on notice
I will give him the answer tomorrow.

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL CENTRES

Funding

598. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:

Is he aware a senior member of his
departmental staff has told the
committee of one pre-school--one at
least-that the Education Department is
considering providing no funding at all
for four-year-olds to be accommodated
at pre-school centres in 1982, and that
where existing pre-school centres cannot
fill their entitlement with five-year-olds
the teachers will be put onto part-time
duties, and, indeed, parts of centres; or
whole centres may be closed? Is he in a
position to inform the House whether
those statements are accurate? If so,
when will an official statement to that
effect be made?

Mr G RAYDEN replied:

I am not aware that such statements
were made. If the member wants further
information I ask him to put the
question on notice.

POLICE: ACT

Section 54B

599. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:

(I) Is it correct that the Police Department
has refused a permit under section 54B
of the Police Act to allow students from
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Mt. Lawley college to march down the
Mall to Forest Place carrying flags of
different countries as part of Universal
Children's Day, a [unction of the United
Nations Association?

(2) Is it correct that the Perth City Council
raised no objection to the march which
was to have been held on Saturday 17
October?

(3) Is he prepared to review the Police
D~epartment decision?

Mr HASSELL. replied:

I) I1to(3) 1 have no knowledge of the matter
raised. If the member puts the question
on notice certainly I will give him an
answer.

HOUSING: RENTAL

Emergent: Mr D. R. Tulloch

600. Mr WILSON. to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Why has the State Housing Commission
not arranged for an inspection of the
urgent housing needs of Mr D. R.
Tulloch of Bassendean referred by me
on 16 September, in spite of efforts by
welfare workers to arrange for the
repayment of tenant's liability on former
State Housing Commission
accommodation made known to the
commission!?

(2) Is he aware that this invalid pensioner is
paying $45 per week for a private two-
bedroomed house for his family of' five
children ranging in age from four to 12
years?

(3) Is he aware also
children suffers
dystrophy?

that one of these
from muscular

(4) Will he undertake to see that a State
Housing Commission inspector calls on
the family this week and that their need
[or adequate housing will be dealt with
as a matter of high urgency?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) to (4) The State Housing Commission
has a long-standing policy of not
divulging personal details of its clients to
the public.
The questions asked by the member will
be examined and the answers will be
supplied by letter.

The member has asked whether I will
consider this matter urgently. I assure
him that I will do so. I make the point
that in asking the question the member
gave many details about the particular
applicant for assistance. Some 25 000
tenancies are handled by the
commission, and thousands of people
presently require assistance. I have no
knowledge that any of those people want
their personal details divulged to the
public through this Parliament.

Mr Wilson: You don't know how desperate
they are. If you did you would worry.

Mr LAURANCE: In the interests of privacy.
if the member wishes to raise matters
relating to the personal details of either
tenants or applicants he should do so in
writing to me and I will reply in writing.

PRIVATE HOSPITALS AND NURSING
HOMES

Medical Practitioners: Financial Interest

601. Mr H-ODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Did he attend a recent Health Minister's
Conference at Darwin that
recommended to the Federal
Government that it should disallow
private hospital subsidies and nursing
home benefits to private hospitals and
nursing homes in which doctors had a
direct or indirect Financial interest?

(2) Is it a fact that the Health Ministers
recommended to the Federal
Government that the details of
ownership of private hospitals and
nursing homes should be revealed before
Government benefits are paid?

(3) Does he agree with and support the
decision taken by the Health Ministers'
Conference?
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Mr YOUNG replied;
(1)10o (3) 1 did not attend that meeting, but

I was represented at it by the
Commissioner of Public Health.
I understand that what the member has
said i correct. I have not had a report
on that meeting at this stage and have
not discussed the meeting with the
commissioner, but intend to do so. I will
be then in a position to answer the third
part of the question-

WATER RESOURCES: CATCH MENT
AREAS

Deem ration

602. Mr STEPHENS. to the Minister for Water
Rcsou rces:

(1) I-as he seen an article on page 10 of
today's Da ily News headed,
"Govcrnment Accused over Stand on
Clearing"? The article refers to clearing
of land east of Toodyny by a big
pastoral company. J I MWA Pty Ltd.

(2) Further on the article states that the
Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife said
that the Government is powerless to
intervene, but is disappointed by the
company's decision. Why is the
Government not prepared to use section
9 of the Country Areas Water Supply
Act to declare the area a water
catehmnent area'!

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (2) 1 have seen the article. The
answer to the question asking why the
Governmentt does not declare the area as
a water catchment area is twofold.
Firstly, the member would know that
areas have been declared, not from thie
point of view of trying to defend
agricultural pursuits. but from the point
of view of the creeks and waterways
which make up the public water supply.
In the area mentioned, according to the
advice I have, it is not envisaged that in
the foreseeable future creeks and
waterways will make up part of the
public water supply.

It might well be that, as a result of
clearing, certain salinity of land occurs,
and certainly salinity of creeks occurs
which could be to the detriment of
certain farmers.
Secondly, even though intervention
could not be considered under provisions
in the Act, the paying of compensation
would be prohibitive. The member could
calculate the amount. When he
compares the cost of the land per
heetare or acre, or any unit he chooses
in the areas presently being declared,
with the costs of the land the subject of
the question, he will realise that under
the present conditions the Treasury
simply could not afrfo rd to pay
compensation.

TRAFFIC: RTA

Resignation of Senior Executive

603. Mr CARR, to the Mintister for Police and
Traffic:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the rumour that
a very senior executive officer of the
RTA resigned today?

(2) Is he aware of any resignation at the
higher levels of the RTA today?

(3) If "Yes", can he advise the House Of the
details?

Mr H-ASSELL replied:

(1) and (2) No.

(3) Not applicable.

ABORIGINES

Lang H4ancock: Statement

604. Mr PEARCE. to the Premier:

In the context of the Outrageous
statement made on Aboriginal affairs
quite recently by Lang Hancock, and his
Government's ambivalent attitude to the
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question of racism, is it his
Government's intention to legislate
during his time as Premier to outlaw
discrimination of this type or any other
type of discrimination on racial or other
grounds'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I assume the member for Gosnells is
referring specifically to the remarks
made by Mr Lung Hancock. I think the
Government has expressed itself in very
specific and appropriate terms on this
matter. We certainly do not condone
what Mr Hancock has said, but heaven
forbid that we have a Government which
would stop people from saying things,
even if they are wrong things.

If the member for Gosnells wishes
everyone to run around with a gag on his
mouth so that he cannot say things,
whether they are right or wrong, then he
should say so. I cannot see what this
matter has to do with bringing down
legislation of the type to which the
member has referred.

We do not condone racial
discrimination, and the best way to show
that is by our own actions. That is the
best way one can demonstrate that one
does not condone racial discrimination.
The Minister f'or Community Welfare
made his attitude and his Government's
attitude to Mr Hancock's remarks very
clear. For my own part. I am amazed
that the Press took his comments so
seriously, because they were so
outrageous.

Mr Pearce: Are you going to legislate on it'?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If we have ito
legislte against( Mr Hancock making
such remarks, then we will haLve to
legislate against some of the comments
made by the member for Gosnells.

Government members: Hear, hear!

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Financial interests: Disclosure

605. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

Taking note of the Premier's apparent
public acceptance of the need for
disclosure of financial interests of

members of Parliament, can he inform
the House, and the public, when he will
be in a position to announce the
Government's policy on this matter?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I cannot be precise as to when we will be
prepared to make a statement. However,
I do want to say that the Government
will not indulge in the stunting and
grandstanding in which the member is
indulging in an attempt to give the
impression that he is holier than thou
and that one-one has as much honesty or
integrity as he has on his side. I would
pit my men against him any day.

Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: When the findings

of the Nigel Bowen report are studied
and the Government and the joint party
decision has been made, we will make an
announcement. However, I cannot be
precise as to when that will be, knowing
the Attorney General as I do and his
thoroughness and competence in these
matters.

M r Pearce: Slow.
Mr Bryce: Probably won't remember the

I1980s.
Sir CHARLES COURT: He will report

fairly promptly and the joint party
members will then consider the matter
and make a statement.

HEALTH: DISABLED PERSONS

Iniernazional Year

606. Mr PEARCE. to the Premier:

in the context of the Premier's apparent
lack of desire to have anti-
discriminatory legislation of any type, is
it his Government's intention to make
any significant gesture to the disabled
people in this year of the disabled.
before the year ends?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I do not know how many more times the
member for Gosnells wants to put his
foot in his own mouth. If ever there were
a Government with a continuing
programme of care for the disabled.
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whether they be physically disabled,
mentally disabled, or intellectually less
advantaged than some or us, then it is
this Government. The member for
Gosnells did not listen to what was said
during the Budget speech when
reference was made to all the efforts
being made in the health field and [he
field of education for the disabled.

We are working very closely with the
committee which is involved with the
International Year of Disabled Persons
1981. T do not think a single member of
that committee can claim otherwise.

The Minister and 1, as well as others,
are trying to get across to the public the
fact that this is not a once-only thing.
This year is intended to alert people to
the significance of the disabled and the
problems they face. It is hoped that
there will be a better awareness,
particularly amongst young people. of
the problems of the disabled. The
dealings with this programme will riot be
for 1981 only.

ME1-M BERS OF PARLIAMENT

Financial lnierests: Disclosure

607. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

On the matter of disclosure of financial
interests again. I ask the Premier the
factors on which has been based the
apparent change in policy expressed by
the Premier publicly recently when he
conceded that the disclosure of financial
interests was probably a desirable thing.

Sir CHARLES COURT replied.

There has been no change of policy at
all. The Government made its position
clear a long time ago.

Mr Brian Burke: When?

Sir CHARLES COURT: When we asked
the Federal Government and the then
Prime Minister to arrange for the whole

question to be discussed at a Premier's
Conference so that we could have some
unanimity throughout the whole of
Australia, with a common rule and code
of conduct as well as the method of
disclosure which would follow the same
line. Out of that came the Nigel Bowen
report.

At that time we thought we would have
a vehicle through which some unanimity
could exist. I understand the Federal
Government has within its ministerial
ranks some who comply to some parts of
the report. However, some back-bench
members have not offered their support.
We have asked the Attorney General to
ascertain what aspects of the report the
Government should reappraise and, if
appropriate, whether we should adopt
them as policy and bring them to this
Parliament as a policy. There has been
no change in policy and I have expressed
myself on the basis that I do not believe
that an open register is desirable or
necessary. It would be a haven fr sticky
beaks. It will keep away those with a
performance or some ability and assets
to his credit. They will think twice
before becoming involved in public life
and in most cases they are the people we
want to attract.

If we follow the statement of the Leader
of the Opposition to its logical
conclusion, we will see a sign outside
here which states, "Only non-performers
and no-hapers need apply".

MINING: DIAMONDS

Markeiing

608. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Resources
Development:

My question relates to the negotiations
betwecn the State Government and the
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Ashton Joint Mining Venturers so far as
the future diamond industry is
concerned in Western Australia. Is the
Government giving consideration to
exploring the possibility or developing a
method of marketing diamonds from
Western Australia outside the scope of
the Central Selling Organisation,
bearing in mind that the principal
marker for gem and industrial diamonds

is North America and Japan, and that
there appears to be no compelling reason
for Australia's diamonds to be marketed
through Europe?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

In answer to the direct question
contained in the early part of the

member's question, the answer is "Yes".
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