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Ipgiatai Aiwrmbty
Tuesday, the 6th November, 1979

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

DRAINAGE
Beckenham: Petition

MR DATEMAN (Canning) (4.31 p.m.]: I have
a petition which reads as follows-

THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER
AND MEMBERS OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF THE
PARLIAMENT OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA IN PARLIAMENT
ASSEMBLED:
We, the undersigned residents in the State of
Western Australia, do herewith pray that
Her Majesty's Government of Western
Australia will urgently support an appeal
from the residents of Beckenham, who have
been charged 2.2000 cents in the dollar for a
natural brook which runs through their
district. The Brook is called Woodlupine
Brook and it's origin commences from
Lesmurdie Falls and ends in the Canning
River. The residents feel they are being
unjustly treated, especially in view of the fact
they are currently paying excessive water and
sewerage rates to the Metropolitan Water
Board.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that
your honourable tiouse. will give this matter
earnest consideration, and your petitioners as
in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 89 signatures and I certify that
it conforms with the Standing Orders of this
House.

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

(See petition No. 10)).

ROAD
Belmont Road: Petition

MR BATEMAN (Canning) [4.33 p.m.]: I have
another petition which reads as follows-

THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER
AND MEMBERS OF THE
LEG.SLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF TH4E
PARLIAMENT OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA iN PARLIAMENT
ASSEMBLED:

We, the undersigned residents. living in and
around Belmont Road, Kenwick, ini the City
of Gosnells, request the road be upgraded to
a standard which will facilitate the traffic at
present utsing it.
Belmont Road is in complete disrepair due to
continual excessive heavy vehicular traffic 24
hours a day, 7 days a week, creating a noisy
and dangerous hazard to residents and users
of said road.
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 182 signatures and I certify
that it conforms with the Standing Orders of this
House.

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

(See petition No. 102).

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS ACT AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading

SIR CHARLES COURT
Treasurer) [4.44 p-m.]: I move-

(Nedlands-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
As members will note, this is not a lengthy Bill,
but so far as the Public Service is concerned it is
most important.

In April of this year the Government Actuary
reported on his investigation of the state and
sufficiency of the Superannuation Fund as at the
30th June, 1977. This was the eighth valuation of
the fund since its inception although the first
conducted on a triennial basis. All previous
valuations were based on a five-year period.

In his valuation report the actuary has revealed
the fund to be in surplus to the extent of $20.3
million.

As members will appreciate, the fund
represents members' contributions and any
surplus therefore belongs to those members.
When I refer to "members", I am not referring to

members of Parliament, but to members of the
fund.

The Superannuation Board, as trustee of
members' funds, has recommended that the
surplus be distributed to members. The
Government has agreed to this, at the same time
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taking the opportunity to make other
improvements.

In summary, the proposals contained in the Bill
seek to--

(1) Distribute the surplus revealed at the
30th June, 1977, valuation of the fund;

(2) provide a suitable measure to empower
the Superannuation Board to withhold
all or part of any superannuation
increase in respect of any pensioner, if
the proposed increase would
disadvantage him or her in relation to
social security entitlements;

(3) provide for improved child allowances;
and

(4) permit persons in receipt of ill-health
benefits from other public sector funds
in Australia to become contributors
under the Superannuation and Family
Benefits Act, provided the maximum
Government share of pension payable
under the Act is reduced, in each
instance, by the Government share of
pension applicable under the other
public sector fund.

The proposed changes are not extensive and if
members will bear with me I will explain each
proposal more fully.

Distribution of surplus: Following the past
three valuations, distributions of surplus have
been based on the addition of 10c per fortnight to
each unit held at the respective valuation date.

The Government Actuary in his report on the
actuarial valuation has indicated that such an
increase would be possible out of the surplus
disclosed.

It is therefore proposed that an increase of 10c
be applied to all units held at valuation date, the
30th June, 1977, with appropriate adjustments for
widows' benefits and for units subject to actuarial
reduction when retirement has occurred prior to
the member attaining his or her elected retiring
age.

It is proposed that former contributors in
retirement and widows of former contributors will
receive their increases with effect on and from the
first pension day next year.

The appropriate increment will be credited to
serving employees and paid upon their eventual
retirement.

. Preservation of fringe benefits: There are many
superannuants in receipt of superannuation who
also qualify for a pension payable by the
Commonwealth Department of Social Security. A
large number, because their superannuation

pensions are less than a specified amount, are also
entitled to a pensioner health benefits card and
other fringe benefits.

However, because superannuation pensions
payable under the Superannuation and Family
Benefits Act are automatically increased
according to movement in the Consumer Price
Index, each year a number of pensioners lose
entitlement to the fringe benefits where their
superannuation income exceeds, albeit
marginally, the specified limit. A similar situation
arises when surplus distributions are made from
the fund.

Investigations have revealed that special
legislation exists in other States which gives the
respective Superannuation Boards discretionary
power to withhold any increases where pensioners
would be otherwise prejudicially affected.

It is proposed therefore that the
Supernannuation and Family Beniefits Act be
suitably amended to empower the board to
withhold all or part of any superannuation
increase in respect of any pensioner, if the
proposed increase would disadvantage him or her
in relation to social security entitlements.

It is also proposed that pensioners who have
forgone one or more increases and whose
circumstances have subsequently changed, be
permitted to have their pensions adjusted to the
level which would otherwise have applied, had not
those increases been forgone.

For example, a married pensioner who has
forgone one or more increases, may become
widowed. As the income limit for fringe benefits
is lower for a single person, the pensioner may
lose his benefits, in which case it would be to his
advantage if superannuation increases, previously
forgone, were restored.

Child allowances: It is proposed that the child
allowance paid in relation to dependent children
under the Act be increased from the current level
of $12 per week to $16.

This represents an increase in line with the
movement in the cost of living since December,
1976, the date of the last adjustment.

At the time the allowance was increased from
$8 per week to $12, and the increaged cost so
imposed was borne by the Superannuation Fund.
On this occasion it is proposed that the additional
cost-estimated at $55 000 for a full year-be
met from Consolidated Revenue.

The minimum benefit
double orphan is $20
commensurate with the
contributing parent. It

payable currently to a
per week increasing
unit holding of the

is proposed that the
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minimum benefit payable in such cases be
increased to $26 per week.

Ill-health pensioners from other funds: Under
section 6 of the Act any person in receipt of an ill-
health pension from any other public sector fund
in Australia, is precluded from joining the
Western Australian fund. This provision is
considered somewhat harsh, particularly where
the ill-health pension is relatively small.

It is therefore proposed to amend the Act
appropriately to permit such persons to become
contributors, but at the same time to ensure that
any duplication of Government subsidisation of
pension is avoided.

I should add that such a case is currently before
us where the person concerned is being unfairly
disadvantaged. This minor amendment will
correct the anomaly and place him in a position
which we regard as being fair and equitable.
However, I emphasise that the provision ensures
that any duplication of Government subsidisation
of Government pension is avoided.

In regard to the foregoing proposals, the only
additional charge of any significance against
Consolidated Revenue is in relation to the
improved child allowances. As mentioned, the cost
has been estimated at $55 000 per year.

As mentioned also in my introductory remarks,
the distribution of surplus is made from the fund
and therefore is not a charge against Consolidated
Revenue.

Members will appreciate that all these
movements are based on actuarial assessment and
advice, so that the solvency of the fund is
preserved.

The proposal relating to fringe benefits, if
adopted, would have the effect of marginally
reducing the State's liability in regard to
superannuation payments.

Before I commend the Bill to the House, I
would like to refer to an alteration brought about
by administrative action. Members may wonder
why this was not included in the Dill, and the
reason is that legislative change was not
necessary. I refer to the administrative action
taken which will make life assurance or
superannuation cover voluntary for the Public
Service. At present such cover is compulsory for
permanent appointees, but after mature
consideration it has been decided that it is neither
necessary nor desirable at this stage, and so
administrative action was taken accordingly. I felt
I should advise the House that the Bill contains
no reference to this matter because it could be
implemented by administrative action. I commend
the Bill to the House.

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

ROAD TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT
BELL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 11 th October.
MR T. HI. JONES (Collie) [4.54 p.m.J: When

introducing this amending legislation, the
Minister for Police and Traffic indicated that it
would remove a number of anomalies that had
arisen because of decisions and recommendations
of courts, and to give effect to suggestions made
by members of Parliament, the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative Investigations,
the National Safety Council, the National
Association of Australian State Road Authorities,
and officers of the Road Traffic Authority and
the traffic patrols concerned.

The Opposition has no strong objection to this
Bill. We appreciate that a number of the
amendments it contains have been necessary to
tidy up the legislation in view of court decisions.
The Bill also updated the provisions relating to
charges, and it deals with a number of minor
mratters that we do not strongly oppose.

However, I would like to question the provision
relating to breathalyser operators. In his second
reading speech the Minister had this to say-

Breathalyser operators are presently
required to attend court personally to give
evidence relating to the standard procedures
of conduct of the test and the results of the
test, evidence of their qualifications and
certification of the apparatus used.

The Bill proposes to allow for the
presentation of such prima facie evidence to
be made in certificate form, The economic
advantages of presenting evidence of a like
nature are currently enjoyed by Government
Chemical Laboratory and Public Health
Department officers, medical practitioners
and analysts.

This will make the situation much easier so far as
those organisations are concerned. The question I
wish to raise with the Minister is whether this will
exempt an officer from attending a court when a
defendant wishes to test his evidence. As the
Minister knows, questions can be raised as to
whether the correct apparatus was used, and
whether it was used in the manner specified.
Other anomalies could arise, and we would like
the Minister to tell the H-ouse whether this
provision will override the right of a defendant to
call a breathalyser operator to the court to give
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evidence. We should have this information before
we agree to the amendment.

Our only other question relates to the extension
of the period in which a prosecution may be
launched from six months to two years. The
Minister did not give us very much detail on this
matter. He simply told us that difficulties had
been experienced in the past. However, this seems
to be a major alteration to the period of time in
which proceedings can be initiated. If the
Minister can answer these queries to the
satisfaction of the Opposition, we do not oppose
the measure.

MRt JAMIESON (Welshpool) [4.57 p.m.]: It is
necessary constantly to update the laws regarding
traffic. For instance, no-one could argue with a
provision to charge $20 for dealer plates.
However, the Bill contains some important
amendments, and the member for Collie referred
to the matter of breathalyser operators. If a
defendant desires to question a breathalyser
operator about his apparatus or his method of
operating it, he should be permitted to do so.
Taking a breathalyser test is far different from
taking a blood test, and different also from some
of the other information that a court will now
consider acceptable in declaration form.

Members who have been in this Parliament for
some time will know that a breathalyser operator
must follow about 50 procedures when taking a
breathalyser reading. A test is invalid if an
operator does not follow the sequence of
procedures laid down. Policemen are no different
from other members of the community, and after
a long time on the job, they may cut corners or
become a little careless. Any member who has sat
beside a pilot at take-off will know that an
experienced pilot may become a little blas6 about
the drill to be followed. Certainly he will go
through the routine, but not in the formal manner
of the pilot who has just passed his licence test.

The point I make is the corners which may be
cut by a policeman may well be to the detriment
of the person being tested if that person were not
able to question the policeman as to the procedure
he adopted during the test. The person charged
with the offence could be subject to some degree
of intoxication but at the same time, he might not
be so far gone that he cannot remember the
procedures adopted by the policeman and, when
he discusses the matter with his lawyer, it may be
quite obvious the policeman did not comply with
the regulations.

Surely a lawyer defending a client should be
able to subject the policeman who conducted the
test to cross-examination as to whether he carried

out the test in the correct order, as laid down by
the regulations. This is an important matter, and
the Opposition would like some indication as to
the Government's intention in this regard.

The proposal to validate drivers' licences
beyond a 12-month period is a sensible one. We
know that drivers' licences are issued for extended
periods, and it seems stupid not to be able to
validate them for longer periods.

The legislation also proposes that previous
offences relating to the refusal to submit to a
breathalyser test, or other tests, be taken into
account when considering future offences. At the
moment, if a person refuses to submit to a test, he
is subjected to certain penalties; however, it does
not go against him in a cumulative manner. If
that person is stupid enough to offend again, his
second offence is considered as virtually his first
offence. This is quite wrong, and the legislation is
to be tidied up accordingly.

The Bill will amend the parent Act to provide
that a reportable accident is one involving
aggregate accident damage in excess of $300; the
present figure is $100. Members would know it
does not take many bumps these days to lead to a
panel beater's estimate for more than $300.

My only concern is that in raising the limit to
$300, a clear pattern of accidents occurring in
various places around the metropolitan area
might not be forthcoming. It could be that,
because of faulty road engineering, people are
constantly nudging~ one another and causing
relatively minor damage. If such accidents are not
reportable, it will take much longer for these
wrinkles to be ironed out.

I believe we could establish a procedure
whereby, within 48 hours of an accident, the
people involved could say to the RTA, "We have
had a collision on this intersection. We are
satisfied the damage does not exceed $300." The
people would be required simply to submit their
names and the location of the accident; they
would not need to go through the rigmarole of
filling out huge forms, drawing diagrams and the
like. In this way, the RTA would have a clear
record of the accidents occurring in the
metropolitan area.

By extending the figure to $300, it could be
that vital information relating to a badly designed
intersection is not forthcoming, and the
authorities will not know of the potential danger
until a major accident occurs and somebody is
killed. The coroner may then recommend that
certain action be taken to overcome an obvious
mistake by the road designers. However, it would
be too late for the person involved in the accident.
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The Government can be satisfied that, in the
main, the Opposition believes this to be good
legislation. The member for Collie mentioned that
the legislation gives effect to suggestions made by
the Parliamentary Commissioner for
Administrative lnvestigations, the National
Safety Council, the National Association of
Australian State Road Authorities and officers of
the Road Traffic Authority and traffic patrol.

Although there are some features of the
legislation which need explanation, in the main it
is a worth-while Bill. Accordingly, it has the
support of the Opposition.

MIR O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister for
Police and Traffic) [5.07 p.m.]: I thank the
member for Collie and the member for Welshpool
for their support of the Bill; I will endeavour to
answer their questions.

Both members questioned whether the
provision to allow the evidence of a breathalyser
operator to be submitted in certificate form will
obviate the need for that operator to appear in
court if required.

I can assure them that is not the case. In other
words, if the defence counsel desires the
breatha lyser operator to appear to give evidence
in respect of the person being charged, it is
allowable.

Perhaps the amendment in the Bill does not
actually specify this point. However, I refer
members to section 70 of the parent Act, which
lays down the matters related to evidence and
certain matters brought forward by certification.
Section 70 refers to it as being "prima facie
evidence of that fact". My understanding of that
phrase is that it permits legal counsel for a
defendant to request that the operator be brought
before the court in order to be questioned on the
various procedures he adopted when submitting
the defendant to a breathalyser test.

It is fairly well known that most people who
avoid conviction on drink driving charges do so
essentially because of the astuteness of their
solicitors in examining the breathalyser operators.
In fact, from time to time the regulations relating
to the operation of the breathalyser have been
amended to close some of the loopholes which
have appeared. I believe that the regulations now
are as foolproof as we can make them-provided,
of course, that the operator sticks strictly to the
rules.

However, that does not mean to say that at
some time in the future a solicitor will not find
another loophole to enable a person charged with
a drink driving offence to escape on a technicality,
rather than on a non-breach of the law.

The member for Collie referred to the proposal
to extend the time available for prosecution from
six months to two years during which period
action may be taken in regard to certain offences.
This proposal relates only to the transfer of
vehicle licences, and certain offences related to
the non-surrender of number plates.

It has been found that the statutory period of
six months simply is not enough in many cases to
be able to locate the person who has offended and
to do the necessary book work and to tidy up all
the matters related to the offence. In fact, very
often in the case of the non-surrender of number
plates, it is known the vehicle is out of licence and
that the number plates are still somewhere in the
community.

It is often very difficult to locate such offenders
within six months. Indeed, if an offender is the
sort of person who does not abide by the rules and
regulations of society, he may be endeavouring to
keep out of the way of the authorities. So, it is
proposed that we allow a period of two years after
which it will not be possible to proceed with
charges relating to such offences.

The member for Welshpool referred to the
proposal to increase the statutory damage limit
from $100 to $300, after which accidents must be
reported. Anyone who has had a scratch or a dent
on his motorcar will realise that a damage Figure
of $100 would include virtually every minor
accident which occurred around the metropolitan
area.

Some two years ago the IHon. N. E. Baxter
approached me regarding this matter with the
suggestion we raise the limit to keep pace with
inflation. At that time, the Road Traffic
Authority believed-as the member for
Welshpooil believes-that it was necessary to have
such minor accidents reported, as it would enable
it to maintain a record of the type of accident
which occurred at various places and, if
necessary, to check on the engineering design of
intersections where accidents occur frequently in
order that corrective engineering action might be
taken.

Initially, the Road Traffic Authority said it
would prefer to leave the figure at $100.
However, over a period of some IS months,
during which time approaches were made, the
authority has come to agree that a figure of $300
would be more realistic.

Mr Jamieson: You wore them down, eventually.
Mr O'NEIL: My view is that perhaps even

$300 is a little low. However, it is the view of the
authority that such minor collisions should be
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reported, even though they do not cause injury,
and only relatively minor damage to the vehicles.

I thank the Opposition for its support of the
Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarke) in
the Chair; Mr O'Neil (Minister for Police and
Traffic) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 12 put and passed.
Clause 13: Section 76 amended-

Mr O'NEIL: The amendments which appear in
my name on the notice paper do not in any way
depart from the intentions of the legislation as I
outlined in my second reading speech; but a
further check of the wording of the provisions of
this clause indicated it did not do precisely what I
said it was intended to do. Thi clause has been
redrafted accordingly. I assure the Committee the
redrafting does not depart from the original
intention of the Bill; it is Purely a correction by
the draftsman to ensure the Bill does precisely
what I said it would do when I introduced it.

I move an amendment-

Page 6, line 20 to page?7, line l7-Delete
paragraph (a) and substitute the following-

(a) by repealing subsection (1a) and
substituting the following subsection-

(Ia) No application under subsection
(1) of this section shall be made to, or
heard by, any court-

(a) within four months after the
applicant has been disqualified
under paragraph (b) or (c) of
subsection (2) of section 63;

(b) within three months after the
applicant has been disqualified
pursuant to paragraph (a) of
subsection (2) of section 63
where the applicant has
previously been convicted of an
offence against section 32AA
of the repealed Act, or
subsection (9) of section 32B
of the repealed Act as in force
after the coming into operation
of the Traffic Act Amendment
Act (No. 2), 1968 or section 64
or 67 of this Act;

(c) within three months after the
applicant has been disqualified
pursuant to paragraph (b) of
subsection (2) of section 64 on
conviction of an offence that is
a third or subsequent offence
for the purposes of that
subsection;

(d) within three months after the
applicant has been disqualified
pursuant to subsection (1a) of
section 67 on conviction of an
offence that is a third or
subsequent offence for the
purposes of that subsection;

(e) within two months after the
applicant has been disqualified
pursuant to paragraph (b) of
subsection (2) of section 64 on
conviction of an offence that is
a second offence for the
purposes of that subsection;

(f) within two months after the
applicant has been disqualified
pursuant to paragraph (b) of
subsection (la) of section 67
on conviction of an offence
that is a second offence for the
purposes of that subsection; or

(g) within twenty-one days after
the applicant has been
disqualified in any case not
referred to in paragraph (a),
(b), (c), (d), (e) or (f) of this
subsection.;.

Mr T. H. JONES: This is becoming a regular
occurrence in this Chamber. It seems we have too
much sloppy legislation introduced. We have
quite a number of amendments to be made to the
Industrial Arbitration Bill and now we have these
amendments to this legislation. It seems that
either the Government or someone else is not
doing his job. The Opposition is of the opinion
that this sort of thing should not be necessary.
After the Dill was considered it was found the
amendments were necessary, so now the
Government is doing something about it. But time
and time again we are finding that Bills are in
need of amendment after being introduced. It is
time the Government gave a closer examination to
its legislation before Bills are introduced to the
Parliament.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr O'NEIL: I move an amendment-

Page 7; after line 40-Insert a new
paragraph to stand as paragraph (c) as
follows-
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(c) by adding after the passage
"section 64" in the last line of
subsection (12) the passage "or
paragraph (a) of subsection (Ia) of
section 67".

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 14 to 18 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with amendments.

GOVERNMENT SCHOOL TEACHERS
ARBITRATION AND APPEAL BILL

Council's Amendments
Amendments made by the Council now

considered.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mr P. V. Jones (Minister for
Education) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

No. 1.
Clause 6, page 5, line 15-Add after the

word "manner" the Following-
by the Chief Electoral Officer appointed
under the Electoral Act, 1907 or by
some other officer appointed by him in
writing

No. 2.
Clause 10, page 9, line I-Delete

paragraph (b) and substitute the following
paragraph-

(b) appoint as deputy of a member,
other than the Chairman, a person
who has been nominated in the
manner in which the member was
nominated;

Mr P. V. JONES: When the legislation was
before this Chamber previously I undertook to
have certain inquiries made and I indicated to
members that, in respect of three particular items,
discussions were at that stage still proceeding with
representatives of the Teachers' Union. As the
Committee may be aware, in another place
legislation was held up pending the consideration
and subsequent determination of those particular
items. The amendments on the notice paper were
subsequently included in the legislation in the
Legislative Council as a result of the decision by
mec to discuss with Crown Law the acceptance of
a request by the Teachers' Union that the

Electoral Department conduct the elections for
the president and his deputy of the union.

This is nothing new; it clearly retains a
situation which previously existed. The original
Bill was thought to cover the situation adequately;
but these amendments clarify the position. I
move-

That amendment No. I made by the
Council be agreed to.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition does not intend
to oppose this amendment. We understand the
reasons for it being before us. I make the point
that many members on this side of the Chamber
have made before: This is a sloppy approach to
Parliament. Bills are being introduced when
discussions have not been completed, so when
discussions are completed amendments are
necessary.

Mr P. V. Jones: It has nothing to do with that.
Mr PEARCE: Rubbish; I was listening to what

the Minister said. The Minister said when he
introduced the Bill that discussions were
continuing in respect of three points.

Mr P. V. Jones: As a result of requests.
Mr PEARCE: I know that. However, if

discussions had been completed before the Bill
had been introduced it would not now be
necessary to be considering amendments of this
type. I give the Minister credit for the fact he is
now listening to the Teachers' Union. This is a
considerable advance on what he was like two
years ago. At that time I asked the Minister to
confer with the union and he is now beginning to
do this. It would be better for this place if such
dliscussions were completed before Bills were
introduced. The Minister has shown a
considerable improvement, but he still has a long
way to go. Although these amendments have been
made as a result of a request by the union, I think
the union is unwise to have the method of running
its elections included in legislation as it will no
longer have control over the procedures for the
election of officers.

Mr P. V. Jones: I thought it would be right the
other way.

Mr PEARCE: I know the union runs its
elections through the Electoral Department and it
has been a satisfactory arrangement in the past,
although there are often a lot of unreturned ballot
papers, which is a matter of concern.

Mr P. V. Jones: One of the basic matters is
cost. Now the State will pick up the cost.

Mr PEARCE: I appreciate that; I have been
involved in union ballots of this type before. With
this amendment, if the union were ever to want to
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change its method of elections it would be
necessary for it to approach Parliament to have
those changes approved. As I said. I think the
union is being unwise, but if that Is the way it
wants it the Opposition will not stand in its way. I
reiterate: If the Minister worked this out with the
union before the matter came to the Parliament it
would not be necessary for us to be considering
the Council's amendments.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr P. V. JONES: I move-
That amendment No. 2 made by the

Council be agreed to.
Mr PEARCE: We do not oppose this

amendment.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.

Report

Resolutions reported, the report adopted, and a
message accordingly returned to the Council.

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE IFUND)

Second Reading: Budget Debate
Debate resumed from the 1st November.
MR GREWAR (Roe) [5.27 p.m.]: The year

1979 has been a most important one for Western
Australia. It has been a time of reflection and
review of our past 150 years of settlement. We all
know from our history of the utter desolation of
the landscape as seen by navigators in the 17th
century and by the early colonists of this country
who arrived here expecting to find some utopia.
All they found was sparse grazing country, poor
soils, and a harsh climate.

In 150 years, Western Australia has been
transformed. Through exploration and
development, we find we have a treasure house of
resources. We are indeed the lucky country. We
have all the ingredients for continued prosperity;
all the food and sources of production; all the
energy and other requirements we need for
greater and continued growth.

It is inconceivable that we should have the
problems we do have in our community.

Mr Bertram: A poor old Government.
Mr GREWAR: We have problems

unemployment and lack of intiative
motivation.

Mr Bertram: Greed.

of
and

Mr GREWAR: We have industrial troubles,
the urban mentality and the nine-to-five job
syndrome. Already we seem to be approaching
senility and we should be the last nation on earth
to be at this stage, with so many wide challenges
and frontiers for us to tackle.

I am amazed at the despair and gloom the
Opposition has spread in this debate; the utter
futility and hopelessness of our future.

Mr Jamieson: Who wrote all this nonsense?
Mr GREWAR: Unfortunately, all this flows on

through our media which emulate the hopeless
position and the lost causes in our community.
These problems are not solved with a defeatist
attitude.

Not the least of our problems is unemployment.
which often results from improved technology.
But this doom was forecast in the time of
industrial revolution; it was forecast there would
be unemployment on a massive scale. We have to
solve this problem; we will solve the problem and
we will do this in spite of improved technology
making jobs redundant.

Mr Bryce- There was massive unemployment in
the industrial revolution.

Mr GREWAR: The most important problem
for our country is still inflation, although the
Federal Government has done much to curb this
in the past few years. But the problem will have to
be overcome if we are to retain our competitive
situation in the future.

I would like to see more done by the
Government. I believe it is spending too much
money in unproductive areas. Money spent on the
Public Service is money denied to private
enterprise-the employers and growth motivators
of our country.

One of the important aspects in the State
Budget is that general expenditure will increase
by 12 per cent. This is above the inflation rate. It
is time for a review of the Public Service. I am
well aware the bureaucrats carry out their
functions as well as they are able; but an
independent authority is required to look at the
Public Service, pinpoint inefficiencies and
suggest improvements.

The Budget contains many great initiatives, the
most notable of which are the abolition of death
duties, the reduction in pay-roll tax and stamp
duties, and the abolition of the fire brigade levy
which was a great burden on country people.
These initiatives have been welcomed by the
people throughout my electorate. The money
saved will be reflected in new growth and
development.
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Mr Bryce: Do you intend to cut money for
education and health?

Mr GREWAR: I should like to refer to several
issues, the first of which is cducation. I am
concerned about the direction in which we are
heading and the achievements we are seeking in
our education system today. It is not only my
impression, but other people also share the feeling
that the school leaver of today appears to be ill-
equipped, confused, and lacking in initiative and
motivation. Many school leavers do not know in
which field they would like to work. An increasing
number of young people express a desire to buck
the system.

I do not believe my generation is any better
than any other generation; however, I believe
that, when we left school, we were better equipped
to join the work force. We were far from perfect,
but we knew where we were going and what was
expected of us. My observations indicate that
children who leave primary school are fired with
enthusiasm. This enthusiasm tends to wane once
the student enters the high school system in this
State. I do not know whether society is to blame
for this-or whether the blame can be placed on the
school system or the teachers. However, parents
are concerned and their concern is expressed to
me frequently.

I was interested to learn about a system which
operates in Germany under which students at
senior high school level leave the school for one
year in order to participate in work experience. I
understand this system tends to orientate the
students and when they return to school they may
be replaced in different streams which are more
suited to their interests.

Mr Tonkin: That might happen in some areas,
but it is not normal.

Mr GREWAR: I was interested to read about
this system and I believe a great deal of
misdirection has ceased as a result of it. I do not
know whether our students are being streamed in
a manner which places too much emphasis on
academic subjects; but there are problems in this
a rea.

There is a lack of technical skills in our
community. I would like a critical appraisal to be
undertaken of the direction in which we are
proceeding and the manner in which the school
system can be improved.

That comment leads me to mention the need
which exists for technical schools in country
areas, especially the more remote ones. I refer
here particularly to Esperance. Our community
requires technical skills. These skills are necessary
for the various industries which operate in

country areas. However, students are unable to
obtain technical skills in our community.

As a result, young people have to leave the
country and travel to metropolitan areas, at great
cost to their parents. When one bears in mind the
projected growth in population and the future
needs of the community, it is clear that
consideration should be given in next year's
Budget to the setting up of a technical school in
the Esperance region.

Expenditure on agriculture has been increased
by 13 per cent in the Budget; that is, 1 per cent
above the general level of expenditure. I am
pleased to see an increase in this area, but I
wonder whether an increase of I per cent is
sufficient, especially when one considers that
agriculture contributes 50 per cent of our export
earnings. I am a little disappointed in the action
taken in this matter. There is a great deal of work
to be done in this field and private enterprise
cannot do it at this stage.

Australia, especially Western Australia, has the
lowest wheat yield in the world. We are able to
compete only because of the efficiency of our
farming community. Similarly our pastures have
a very low carrying capacity, even when we
disregard the climatic limitations in this State.
Research can only improve the situation. This
must be done so that we are able to remain
competitive.

The Premier referred to the fact that a 5 per
cent increase in wheat yield would return an extra
$25 million to this State. However, we should be
aiming at a 100 per cent increase to bring about
$500 million extra revenue. We should not be
looking at 30 million sheep;, we should be looking
at a potential of 50 million or 60 million.

We must increase and improve our crop and
pasture plants and this in turn Will improve our
livestock production. There are many unknown
aspects in the field of agriculture. To illustrate
this I should like to point out that a very wet
season was experienced on the south coast this
year. The first rains fell in February and by May
to July, which is the normal time to plant crops,
the ground was waterlogged. Many crops were
not sown until October. The Department of
Agriculture has not produced special varieties of
cereals for us. We do not know how late we can
sow our crops.

We have to use standard wheatbelt varieties of
seed. This situation contrasts with that in other
countries in the northern hemisphere which have
a number of varieties of seed designed for all
purposes. The Department of Agriculture cannot
be blamed for'all these inequities. The Budget is
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insufficient to cater for all our needs and,
therefore, it must look after the needs of the
majority.

While the activities of the department have
been associated mainly with the production of
food and fibre crops, it appears now that we
should be directing some research into the
provision of energy crops for our future transport
needs. We are aware that within the next 10 to 20
years new sources of petroleum may be discovered
and new methods of extraction of fuel from shales
will be found; but these sources of energy are
finite. In the future we must look to agricultural
crops to provide the motive power for our
industry. We know we have the potential to
produce 50 per cent to 60 per cent of transport
fuels from agricultural crops using today's
technology. More research is needed into the field
of crop species adapted to wheatbelt conditions
(or the production of oil seeds or crops with a high
sugar content for the production of ethanol.

It is essential that we begin to evaluate and
develop these types of crops for the future. It is
obvious that we must expand our agricultural
base, not only in the region of production per
acre, but also production must be expanded to
encompass a greater area, because in the future
much of our land will no longer be used for the
production of food, but rather to provide transport
fuel.

This brings me to the subject of land releases
and especially to the vast areas of Crown land
which are found in my electorate. There are
several million acres of land situated in an area
which has an excellent climate, good growing
conditions, and fertile soil. It only awaits
Government initiative for it to be brought into
production.

We have the people and the capital ready and
waiting to proceed with this development. All my
activities in this field over the past five years have
not achieved a great deal. During that period a
total of 105 000 hectares have been released in
Roe; that is, 20 000 hectares per year or only 10
farms per year. A study carried out by a rural
economist of the Department of Agriculture in
Esperance has illustrated that 10 farms in the
area in which this virgin land exists produce $1
million-worth of revenue each year. If we project
that figure to a potential of 250 farms, we can see
the revenue of the State will be increastd by 525
million in the Esperance region alone.
Agricultural development is important and it
involves a number of valuable side effects. It
generates employment and stimulates the growth
of service industries. An additional 250 farms

would result in thousands of additional jobs being
available.

The demand for land is great. This is borne out
by the fact that only recently it was announced
that approximately 10 farming blocks would be
released in Esperance in the next few months.
Over 300 inquiries have been made already in
relation to this land; that is, 30 people per block.
Most of these people would be quite capable of
carrying out the necessary development.

My constituents are becoming disgruntled,
because of the lack of available land. The
situation is akin to that which would exist if no
new blocks suitable for home building were made
available to home builders in the metropolitan
area. Can you, Sir, imagine the uproar which
would occur if that happened?

All we are awaiting is the Government's
initiative and agreement to release the land. On
previous occasions we have asked that 35 blocks
be released per year. The Government would need
only to provide the services; the settlers would
provide the capital and they would develop the
land.

I pose the following question: Can we afford
not to continue to develop our resources of land
and minerals?

I must compliment the Government on its new
initiative which will result in the establishment of
a farm machinery liaison and research unit.
Primary producers are heartily sick of being
provided with inefficient farm machinery. The
average farmer would probably have at least
$100 000 tied up in farm machinery-I am
referring to the replacement value. Much of the
machinery is made up of 19th century adaptations
designed to fit modern tractors; much of it is of
shoddy construction and is inefficient in
operation. Studies show that when a farmer is
involved in an important operation as much as 50
per cent of his time is spent repairing and
maintaining the machinery instead of operating it.
Hopefully the Proposed unit will suggest
improvements which may be made to agricultural
machines so that manufacturers may return to
their drawing boards and effect worth-while
,changes in equipment.

I should like also to commend the Government
on its proposal to establish a livestock breeding
and research institut6. I believe this is a step in
the right direction. Man has wrought tremendous
changes in the realm of the domestication and use
of wild animals. This has been achieved by a
system of trial and error with little science being
applied. However, we are at the stage now where
science can play an important role in bringing
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about improvements in this field. Scientific
resources and trained personnel can gauge and
measure the adaptations which are necessary in
this area.

I was pleased to learn about the introduction of
carcase classification. This will herald important
changes in livestock sales. It has been
demonstrated that once the livestock classification
system is in, operation it will be possible to
introduce comnputerisation in the sale of livestock.
This will enable the buyer and seller to come
together and effect a sale using the medium of
home television and telephone.

This system will remove a great deal of the hit-
and-miss element which exists in the auction
method of sale. It will bring about stability
without statutory boards and will stop agents
taking unwarranted commissions.

I was staggered when I read of the level of
expenditure on the Department of Corrections.
The Budget lists an expenditure of $21 million in
this area. That is a fantastic price to pay for the
control of deviants in our community. This figure
was in addition to expenditure in the areas of the
Police Force and community welfare, and it did
not include the capital cost of work programmes
for the provision of prisons.

Mr Tonkin: What is the solution?
Mr GREWAR: The figure of $21 million

which is to be spent on the work of the
Department of Corrections is almost as much as
the funds made available to the Department of
Agriculture. I do not know where the answer lies.
Criminals have always existed in our society.
Some people are incapable of going straight. The
question of the way in which we should deal with
criminals has exercised the minds of legislators
for a considerable period of time. There are no
clear-cut answers.

It is obvious the punitive system has failed. The
psychotherapy techniques which are being used
today do not appear to be any more successful
than the methods used in the past. It is obvious
the institutions which have been set up to house
criminals are not achieving their aim; that is, a
reductioni in the number of deviants.

Thp problem of the dangerous criminal is
solved quite easily, probably by locking him away.
However, that does not solve the problem
associated with the majority of criminals. It
appears that the soft line type of approach does
not work. I sometimes wonder whether a little of
the old fashioned thrashing for misdemeanours
would be the answer. I am sure that many people
in our community understand only this type of
violent and physical punishment.

I see no point in locking up these types of
people. They owe a debt to society and as
offenders they should be made to repay that debt
and to pay for the damage they caused. Offenders
should be returned to the work force and made to
pay back in full the cost of the damage. In those
cases of assault and violence, where people are
deprived of their liberty, the offenders similarly
should have their liberty taken from them. An eye
for an eye and a tooth for a tooth may well prove
to be the better deterrent.

Mr Bryce: Do your suggestions include white
collar criminals?

Mr GREWAR: No, they do not cover those
types of criminals; they are of a different class.
Their offences are just as evil-perhaps in some
cases even more evil.

Mr Bryce: Would you not prescribe the type of
treatment you are suggesting for those people?

Mr GREWAR: I have not thought about that
type of offence, or about corporate affairs
Criminals. However, I feel they should receive a
punishment to suit the crime, just the same as any
other criminal.

I am surprised at the small amount of revenue
generated by corrective institutions. I notice that
a sum of only $500 000 was earned from this
source last year. That is not a very large sum to
receive from an investment of $21 million. I am
aware that it is difficult to receive a return from
forced labour, but greater efforts should be made
to produce additional revenue and cut down the
costs to the taxpayers. The vast sums involved
could be better spent in other directions.

A sum of $ 18.7 million is a staggering amount
to be spent on community welfare because of
human failures of' one kind or another. In earlier
times this type of problem was dealt with by the
families or the dependants of those concerned.
However, now the taxpayers have become
responsible and they carry the burden, They carry
the can for the human failures of others. I believe
we have gone a little too far and have become a
welfare State. We should stop to think, and cut
back on the costs to the community. We should
return to the days when broken homes were
financed by maintenance paid by the offender.
Today it is claimed that it is far too costly to
locate the offenders, but I do not believe that is
so. A great number of people who have deserted
their families cin be located through their drivers'
licences, I was surprised to learn, in answer to a
question, that in Formation regarding the
whereabouts of a person cannot be gained by the
Department of Social Security. However, every
person who has a driver's licence also has a birth

4371



4372 [ASSEMBLYJ

certificate. Even if a person changes his name,
that is recorded, and that person still can be
traced.

I had to deal with two cases recently which
involved women who had been deserted by their
husbands. In each case the husband had taken the
children with him. Neither of the women
concerned had any way of tracing the
whereabouts of her husband, and both of them
were distraught and desperate. When I
approached the Police Department in an attempt
to locate the addresses from their husbands
drivers' licences I was told it was worth more than
a policeman's job to supply me with that
information. I suggest that when close relatives
are involved the Police Department should be able
to disclose addresses.

The last subject I wish to deal with concerns
rates collected by country shire councils.
Representations made to me have revealed that
the rate burden is being carried inequitably in
cases -where shire councils use the unimproved
capital value system. That is the system used by
Most rural shires.

The unimproved capital value system was
formulated many years ago, and in those days it
was suitable for the purpose of providing funds
for roads; and little else. The higher the value of a
property the higher the amount of rates paid, and
that system was fair enough. However, it was
suitable in the good old days where shires made
and maintained roads as their main function.

Today the situation is quite different. Shire
councils have a more embracing role-utility
servicing; the provision of cultural and
recreational facilities; the provision of health and
building inspections; town planning investigations;
etc. In. fact, the sum of money allocated to roads
is now very small in relation to the total
expenditure by a shire. Most of the money
collected by way of rates is spent in other areas.
The money involved in road construction and
maintenance comes mainly from Government
sources, through the Main Roads Department and
as statutory grants. However, the basis of the
payment of shire rates is still on the unimproved
capital value.

I have studied the financing of some shires in
my electorate. One shire including a major town
with a vast hinterland has 4 500 ratepayers, most
of them living in the town area. Last year that
particular shire spent $3.3 million. Approximately
$1 million was spent on roads, but three-quarters
of that $1 million came from the Main Roads
Department and from statutory grants. That left

a sum of $300 000 only to come from the
ratepayers' contributions.

Out of the total expenditure by the shire of $3.3
million, $3 million was spent on administration
and servicing in other areas. Only 10 per cent of
the expenditure was on roadworks.

The basis of rate collection in this particular
shire was on UCV. I also studied the case of two
purely rural shires. The expenditure of those two
shires amounted to $2.9 million, and out of that
sum $780 000 was spent on roads. However, a
sum of $480 000 came from the Main Roads
Department and statutory grants, so a sum of
$300 000 only came from contributions by
ratepayers. So, again, 10 per cent of the total
expenditure of those two shires was on roads.
Again, those shires rated on the UCV system.

It appears that 90 per cent of the expenditure
of shire councils is expended in the provision of
other services. The people living in the shires
benefit fairly equally from those services, but the
payment for them is inequitable. The large
landowner pays considerably more than the small
landowner. Frequently, the large landowner lives
well away from the community and in many
instances uses the services much less.

The inequities are compounded when there is
an increase in rates. A 10 per cent rate increase
on a quarter-acre block could mean an additional
$10 or $15 to be paid, but the same rate of
increase on a large property could mean an
additional payment of $200 or more.

The IJCV system of rating must be questioned.
As an example, I will mention a flat development
on a quarter-acre block which might house 100 or
200 people. All those people would utilise the
facilities provided by the shire, but the
contribution from those people may be very small
when compared with a farming -property. From a
farming property, where a farmer may live with
hi s wife a nd chi ldren, the con tribu tion could be 10
times that collected from the flat site.

Many owners of rural properties are becoming
disgruntled with the present system, and they
want a more equitable basis of rating. One
method which has been suggested is to rate all
properties, whether they are rural properties or
town properties, on annual rental values. This
system has been adopted in the UK rural areas
and is regarded as being much fairer.

Another method which has been proposed is to
divide shire expenditure into two components; one
for roads and the other for all other expenditure
items. Ratepayers' contributions to the road
component could still be on the unimproved
capital value, and the contribution to the second
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component could be shared equally on a per head
basis. That suggestion appears to be fair and
equitable.

Relating this system to the two cases I have
studied, the ratepayers involved in the first
example would pay approximately $660 each to
the second component of expenditure. In the
second example which I mentioned, in mainly
rural shires each ratepayer would pay $I1300 to
the second component.

This method could be burdensome for some of
the poorer residents, especially in less populated
rural shires. Hence, perhaps a Government
contribution from income tax could be built into
this system to make it more equitable.

With those remarks, I support the Bill.
MR BARNETlT (Rockingham) [5.58 p.m.]:

Before commencing my contribution to this
debate I want to make one or two comments. This
is the sixth time since I have been a member of
Parliament that I have actually spoken during the
Budget debate. I have noticed that during Budget
debates, almost without exception, members
opposite seem to take no notice of what is being
said and do not listen to the serious problems
which are raised. I have also noticed that nothing
is done about those problems. More particularly,
the Ministers in this Parliament do not listen and
what is more, they do nothing. They sit in their
places, doing crosswords, while speeches are made
and they do nothing about them.

We now have the position %'here three
Ministers are sitting in their places in this
Parliament. They are ready and available to listen
to the complaints from members with regard to
their electorates, and take appropriate action.

Mr Clarko: You have not too many members
on your front benches either.

Mr BARNETT: Our contributions are
addressed to the Ministers in the hope that, from
time to time, they will listen and take some action
with regard to the problems put before them. I
ask: What is the Budget debate all about?

Mr Clarko: The Ministers who are not present
may have other commitments, the same as
members opposite.

Mr BARNETT: The purpose of the Budget
debate is to attempt to get some co-operation
from the Government, and it is not possible to get
that co-operation when only three Ministers are
sitting in their places on the front bench. As luck
would have it, two of the matters I wish to raise
tonight relate to Ministers who are sitting in their
places. The first is the Minister responsible for
employment.

Mr Tonkin: Unemployment!
Mr BARNETT: Yes, unemployment! That is

the first issue I will deal With. The second issue
relates to the portfolio of the Deputy Premier. I
hope those two Ministers will be interested in
what I have to say.

By far the most serious problem in my
electorate is unemployment. Unemployment is
rife throughout Australia at the present time, and
is causing many problems. However, I believe the
problem is far more serious in Rockingham than
it is anywhere else in this country. Certainly, the
problem is more serious in Rockinigham than
anywhere else in Western Australia.

Rockingham has the highest unemployment in
the State, followed Very closely by Geraldton, I
believe. Rockingham has the terrible figure of
between 10 and 12 per cent of the work force
unemployed. It will be appreciated that problems
are created not only for the 10 or 12 per cent who
are unemployed and their families, wives, and
children, but also for the businesses in
Rockingham. Unemployed people cannot
patronise businesses to the extent that employed
people can. Unemployed people cannot spend
money; they have to budget very strictly.

Rockingham has a population of
19 000-perhaps 20 000 at the moment. It is a
small town in terms of population and it is very
insular. It was originally designed as a dormitory
suburb with employment opportunities available
in the industrial strip at Kwinana, and it was also
thought the people at Rockingham could
commute to Fremantle or Perth. But I am afraid
that is just not on.

The Kwinana industrial strip is made up of
capital-intensive industries which employ few
people per dollar spent on them. We have
relatively few light industries and those we have
employ very few people. To my knowledge, no
light industry in Rockingham employs the
number of people I believe light industry should
employ. A minimum of 25 people in a light
industry would be quite satisfactory to me.

The people in Rockingham are faced with the
necessity to commute to Perth or Frenmantle for
employment, and almost without exception the
employers in those cities can select from a
multitude of potential employees in their own
areas. Daily I have people coming into my
office-largely young people up to the age of 20
to 22-telling me they have been to Perth and
Fremantle every day for weeks looking for work
and they are told by employers, "There are plenty
of people here. You have good employment
potential but you must travel for two or three
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hours to get to and from work every day, and
when you have worked here for a couple of weeks
you will give it away as a bad job because of
excessive travelling." Of course, those employers
are quite right; a number of people give it up.
How many of us would travel for three hours to
and from work day in and day out? We would not
do it.

I believe I should suggest an answer to the
problem. The answer is to provide labour-
intensive light industry. It might be said it is up to
private enterprise. That is the argument which
has been put forward by the Government in the
past, and to a certain extent I agree with it; but
labour-intensive light industry will not establish in
the area unless the Government offers incentives.
I have been saying this in the Parliament for four
years now, and on each occasion the Government
has said, "If you leave private enterprise to its
own devices it will develop." It has not yet
developed in Rockingham.

The Industrial Lands Development Authority
owns an area of over 400 hectares right next to
Rockingham; it is bounded by Patterson Road,
Dixon Road, and Mandurah Road and has
already been zoned for light industry. It was not
being used four years ago, it is not being used
now, and I believe in five years from now it will
still not be used. It will be lying there doing
nothing, earning the Government no money, and
in fact costing the Government money for burning
off and maintenance. It is costing the Government
money to leave that land lying idle.

Later on in the Budget debate, when the
Minister has an opportunity to reply, I would like
him to indicate to me whether it is possible for the
Government to develop a scheme on the basis of
offering that land either free of charge for five
years or at a peppercorn rental of, say, $10 a year
for five or 10 years to any industry which would
agree to employ 25 or more people. I believe a
number of manufacturing industries, which are
good employers and which are already established
in the Eastern States, must be looking at Western
Australia and saying, "Instead of transporting our
goods over there it must be time we established
ourselves in Western Australia, if not in a big way
then certainly by way of a pilot plant."

Mr O'Connor: If we said, "Here are 25 acres of
land at no charge for five years", manufacturers
would probably have difficulty borrowing money
from a bank to put a building on the land.

Mr BARNET"T: A similar scheme has been
handled successfully in many places in the world.
For example, Ireland had a scheme whereby the
Government offered land at peppercorn rentals

and offered to build factories, leasing them at
reasonable rates, so long as those to whom they
were offered agreed to employ a certain number
of people. Scandinavia has encouraged 38
industries employing 15 000 people with a similar
scheme; it created 15 000 new jobs. The scheme
in Ireland raised the economy of Ireland from one
of the lowest in Europe to one of the highest.

Mr Clarko: You are not suggesting our workers
should be paid the wages that workers in Ireland
are paid, are YOU?

Mr BARNETT: Not at all. I am suggesting a
scheme by which the Government could
encourage private enterprise to establish, and of
course private enterprise must then compete on
the labour market and pay the same wages as
everybody else. It would provide assistance
without costing the Government any money. Pay-
roll tax incentives could be offered without
costing a penny. In fact, it would probably save
the Commonwealth Government a great deal of
money in unemployment benefits to the tune Of
$100 a week per person. In this way, not only
would we create a large number of employment
opportunities but also we would save the Federal
Government and the State Government some
money.

Another problem in my area to which I want to
refer tonight concerns the high explosive devices
at Warnbro. For three years now I have been
pursuing the Federal Government, and the State
Government through the Deputy Premier, to
achieve the clearing away of high explosive
devices from an area of some 6000 acres in
Rockingham, on which people have already built
houses. During the Second World War and just
prior to it, parts of Rockingham were used as a
firting range by both Australian and American
troops. They fired on Rockingham thousands of
25-pound, high explosive devices. I say here and
now that 25-pound high explosive devices are
large enough to blow up a house.

This Government and earlier Governments
have allowed a housing development consisting of
hundreds of houses to be built directly on top of
the firing range. I have been told by senior Army
officers-before they were told to keep quiet and
not to talk to me-that thousands of 25-pound
high explosive devices are still lying unexploded
within the 6 000-acre area. The situation we face
in Rockingham must rank as one of the worst
examples of Government bungling which has ever
occurred in this State. I have not been able to get
to the bottom of it.

Mr Davies: Steady! This Government has some
tremendous bungles going.
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Mr BARNETT': It is attributable to several
successive Governments. I will read from a
document which relates to a plan tabled by the
Minister in this House last week. If I table the
document for the information of members, will I
get it back afterwards, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Watt)?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): You
must seek leave to table the papers at the end of
your speech, and you will get them back
afterwards.

Mr BARNETT: The document, which was
provided to me in this place last week, states that
in the last 24 months 23 high explosive devices
have been found in what is termed the primary
impact area; 21 or 22 smoke ejection shells have
also been found within and outside that primary
impact area which comprises 3 000 acres, a
quarter of which has already been built on. Some
two or three miles away are six smoke ejection
shells, doubling the size of the primary impact
area to 6 000 acres.

We have seen in Rockingham in the last two
years many Press articles calling for positive
action from both the Federal and the State
Governments. The attitude in the beginning was
that no-one was to blame-it had just
happened-but we did not want any more houses
to be built in the area until some action had been
taken. We wanted the area to be fenced off to
ensure nobody was injured. Children play in the
area and it is used extensively by motorcycle
riders.

I have here an article which appeared in The
Sound Advertiser on the 1st March, 1978. 1 am
looking particularly at the picture on the front
page of the paper. I do not intend to table it but
members may look at it later if they wish. It is a
picture of the member for Rockingham who is
standing next to a sign and holding onto it. The
sign says-

Department of Defence Warning
Unexploded projectiles

I . This notice marks the area in which
unexploded projectiles may be located.

2. Extreme danger is attached to handling
projectiles found.

3. Any projectiles found should not be
touched in any way but the location
should be clearly marked and the matter
reported to the Rockingham police.

That sign is situated in the front yard of a house.
Why should my people have to put up with that
sort of thing?

Sitting suspended from 6.1 ISlo 7.30 p.m.

Mr BARNETT: Before the tea suspension I
had endeavoured, for the benefit of those
members present in the Chamber, to begin to
draw a picture of a problem we experience in
Rockingham-particularly in Warnbro-relating
to high explosive projectiles which were tired into
the area during and before World War 11, and
which. left us with a legacy of some thousands of
25-pound, high explosive projectiles which have
not exploded and have now become highly lethal
weapons, each one being sufficient to demolish a
house.

I read to the House the wording on a number of
signs erected in residential areas of Warnbro.
Initially only 10 signs were erected within the
residential area, but now dozens of them are
spread over some 600 acres. In addition, some
new signs have been installed. The new signs have
been erected on the route of a road being
constructed through the primary impact area.
They are directed to the employees of the road-
making firm. The signs say something like this,
"You are working in an area in which high
explosive projectiles may be found. If you find
one, please mark it and retire to an area not less
than 600 metres away. You must immediately
report to your foreman. Anyone who fails to take
this action-forgive the pun-will be fired."

I indicate that to the House because at least the
road-making firm is concerned for its employees.
At least it is indicating that they are working in a
very dangerous position-an explosive
situation-and it insists they retire to an area not
less than 600 metres away. Yet prior to the tea
suspension I read to members the Wording of a
sign found in the residential area, and I showed a
photograph of a sign placed in a person's front
yard; and while I must admit the Government has
taken some action over the last two years, the
action it has taken has been slow and half-
hearted. It has been taken almost in an
unconcerned manner.

For example, in the past two years only 23
shells have been round; yet I have been reliably
informed by a senior Army officer that some
thousands of projectiles are in the area.

Let me again indicate the seriousness of the
situation. The new off-road vehicles legislation,
passed in this Parliament only last year, has now
been proclaimed. Under regulations an area in
Rockingham has been designated a place in which
people may ride or drive off-road vehicles. The
area is in Warnbro; in fact, it is almost in the
heart of the primary impact area.

Parents who drive children with mini bikes to
the off-road vehicles area pass not less than six
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signs saying, "This notice marks the area in which
unexploded projectiles may be located." No
clearing whatsoever has occurred in the area
where children are supposed to ride their motor
cycles; and if they do not ride them in that area
but go somewhere else where they may ride in
safety, they will be severely fined-and not only
will they be Fined, but also their parents.

I would like to indicate to members the sorts of
headlines and Press articles which have appeared
over the last 12 months in connection with this
issue. I do this to indicate the seriousness of The
situation with which we are faced, and to prompt
some real action from the
Government-specifically from the Chief
Secretary. The first one reads as follows-

Unexploded bombs may be buried on
Warnbro housing blocks, a senior army
officer has admitted.

That is not in the uncleared area, but on housing
blocks; yet every request I have made to the State
Government, the Army. and the Federal
Government to have housing blocks cleared of
explosives has been denied. We have been told,
"Carry out a visual search, and if you find a high
explosive on your block, we will take it away."
However, 1 have been told time and time again
that the unexploded projectiles can be as deep as
nine feet below the surface.

It seems people are expected to dig over their
blocks of land to a depth of nine feet; and if they
find a high explosive projectile 'and do not blow it
and themselves up in doing so, the Army will take
it away. Alternatively, people can look at the
surface of the land and, if they find nothing, build
a house. Then they face a situation where in years
to come-and unquestionably it will happen-a
projectile will deteriorate to such an extent that it
will detonate. In The Sound Advertiser of the 1 st
March, 1978, we find the following-

An Urban Development and Town
Planning Department official is investigating
whether the Government knew of a bomb
risk when Warnbro was zoned for residential
purposes.

Of course, the Government did not reply; it has
never said what it found out. The next article I
wish to quote is from the same newspaper of
Wednesday, the 10th May, 1978. It is as
follows-

The Prime Minister, Malcolm Fraser, will
hold top-level talks with the Premier's
Department over Sir Charles Court's request
for the Army io clear bomb-suspect land at
Warnbro.

Thank you, Sir Charles; but that was the 10th
May, 1978. 1 wonder what action the Premier has
taken since then. A little further on the article
goes on to say-

As late as Friday, Defence Department
officials in Canberra told the Sound
Advertiser a reply from the Prime Minister
",may not be immediate, but it is possible
later this month."

I emphasise that was on Wednesday, the l0th
May, 1978. Another headline appeared in The
Sound Advertiser of Wednesday, the 8th
February, stating "Tiptoe, through the
bombilshells". The article stated-

"Tiptoe through the bombshells" might
well be the title for a swansong for anyone
wandering around Warnbro paddocks.

Another unexploded bomb has been found
in a stock paddock south of Warnbro and
another bomb disposal team was called to
detonate the shell.

Again in The Sound Advertiser of the 15th
March, 1978, we find the following-

The Prime Minister, Malcolm Fraser, has
been asked to arrange an Army sWeep Of
Warnbro where several live shells have been
unearthed.

Premier Sir Charles Court said at the
weekend he would ask the PM to arrange an
investigation of the area.

Did you forget it after that, Sir Charles? Another
headline stated, "Those bombs again", and the
article said-

A live shell discovered by a motorcyclist
near Walyungup Lake on Sunday was
detonated by Army ordnance experts.

It was the ninth bomb find south of
Rockingham in the past eight months.

I might tell the House about that incident. I live
some seven or eight kilometres from the western
boundary of the area in question, and that shell
was found within 400 metres of my house. The
following comment appeared in The West
Australian of the 5th May-

"Only a fortnight ago three boys were
killed in Ireland in similar circumstances
when they threw stones, at an unexploded
shell."

In the same article, a senior Army officer
estimated that more than 1 000 unexploded
projectiles would be in the area, and it was stated
they could lead to a fatal accident if they were not
defuised soon. I turn now to The Sound Advertiser
of the 23rd August in which it was stated that
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even more projectiles had been found, some as far
as three miles apart. The article went on to say-

Sir Charles Court said: "The Prime
Minister has been asked to give an urgent
practical response to the State Government's
request in order that the best possible results
can be achieved as quickly as possible."

Mr Barnett said he was pleased and
relieved that the Premier had indicated an
answer could be expected within two weeks.

I will not read any more Press articles, because I
have too many of them. I remind the House that
the bombs are big enough to blow up a house. As
I mentioned before tea, the biggest problem we
face is that there are two types of bomb, but both
are identical. One projectile is safe; it is a smoke
ejection shell which has landed, released a
cannister, and emptied itself of smoke. It is
identical in all respects with a complete,
unexploded, 25-pound, high explosive projectile.

So far 50 per cent of those projectiles found
have been smoke ejection shells, and the other 50
per cent have been high explosive shells. The
problem is that one day someone will take a risk
and pick up a shell to see whether it is a smoke
ejection shell or a high explosive projectile.

To date the Government's action has been that
on two or three occasions the Army has been sent
to the area to cleat very small parts of it,
consisting of only a few acres. To clear the area,
the Army has used World War 11 mine detection
equipment, which will indicate if a bottle top, a
can, or anything else is within 12 inches of the
surface. Mostly the Army has located cans and
bottle tops, but it has located also a few high
explosive projectiles and a few smoke ejection
shells. However, it has cleared the areas on which
it has worked only to a depth of 12 inches.

Subsequently the Army decided that was
inadequate, so the Federal Government purchased
from the United Kingdom a machine called a
differential fluxgate magnetometer. I have
investigated this machine, and I find it :is very
difficult to ascertain its price. However, I 'am
reliably informed by people within the trade that
such machines are not cheap and in fact the
minimum price would be some thousands of
dollars, while the top price probably would be in
the order of $30 000.

The Army took some months to test this
machine. I do not know that it even came to
Western Australia, because I could not find out.
However, the problem is that the machine is not
very effective. In fact, it will ind anything at all.
It sounds off if there is a piece of metal within
nine feet of the machine in any direction,

including horizontally and vertically. That means
that every time the machine indicates a piece of
metal is in the vicinity, an area of 18 feet by 18
feet must be dug over to a depth of nine feet. If
that is so, I suggest that in the time these people
have been wandering around the Warnbro area,
they would have had to dig up the whole place. Of
course, this device was round to be no goad.

Because it was found necessary to put a road
through the area, the next thing done was that the
Army brought along an armoured bulldozer. If
members have not seen an armou red bulldozer, a
funnier sight they never saw. It does not look like
a bulldozer; it looks more like a big tin box. The
Army cleared the area for a road over a period of
time. The Army personnel did find a number of
shells, if anybody is interested.

At the time the Army was working with the
armoured bulldozer, a friend of mine felt that
insufficient action was being taken by the Army
and by the State and Federal Governments. My
friend is a part-time prospector, and a part-time
seller of metal detectors. He had a Garratt metal
detector. In fact, I have the box from a Garratt
metal detector here. My friend showed his
Garratt metal detector to the Army officers. They
said, "Go away, son. We aren't interested." He
went to the police station and borrowed two
smoke ejector shells. He took the shells to an area
in front of where the officers were working, and
he buried the shells to a depth of four feet. Then
he said to the Army officers, "Come back and
have a look at this." The metal detector
pinpointed exactly the smoke ejector shells.

Of course, it was fortunate that they were
smoke ejector shells'. If they had been high
explosive shells, the situation would have been far
more serious. I believe these metal detectors cost
in the vicinity of $700.

Mr Crane: They cost $640.
Mr BARNETT': The sum of $640 is far

different from the minimum of $30 000 that has
been wasted to date. Metal detectors are available
freely in this country. Numerous people have
them.

All I want, and all the people who live in my
area want, is the Government to take responsible
action. I do not care who is responsible for
allowing development to take place in this area. I
want the Government to bring in the Army, grid
the area, and utilise metal detectors, because we
now know that the area can be cleared to a depth
of at least four feet.

To indicate to members what we have to put up
with at Warnbro, I desire to table tonight this
object-
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Mr Williams: Is that a smoke bomb?
Mr BARNETT: Members can guess about

that. Every day of the week, year in and year out,
we have to put up with these things in an area
where residential development has been allowed. I
would like to table this for the information of
members-I promise I will not drop it-and I
would like to table a map. I indicate to members
the corrosion on this object. I ask how many more
years will we have before a thing like this would
explode spontaneously. I am tabling also the map
I referred to earlier on in my speech.

The SPEAKER: The map to which you
referred has already been tabled.

Mr BARNETT: I have coloured this one to
make it easier for members to read.

The SPEAKER: I will give permission for the
paper to be laid on the Table of the House. It
appears inappropriate to lay that device on the
Table of the House. I would ask that it be
removed from the Chamber.

Mr BARNETT: Before you ask that it be
removed from the Chamber, Sir, I assume you do
so because you are concerned for the safety of the
members?

The SPEAKER: No, I am not at all.
Mr BARNETT; I indicate to you it is in fact a

smoke ejector shell which is completely harmless.
However, it is identical with the shells with which
we are faced. I again request that you allow it to
be placed on the Table of the House for the
information of members.

The SPEAKER: I said that the paper to which
the member referred may be laid on the table for
the information of members. I see no useful
Purpose in laying on the Table of the House the
other item.

Mr BARNETT: On several occasions members
have tabled all sorts of documents in this place as
well as chickens, loaves of bread, eggs, oats,
milk-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will
resume his seat.

I have stated that object is not to be laid on the
Table of the House. I see no useful purpose in it.

Point of Order

Mr B. T. BURKE: My point of order is that
there is no Standing Order which precludes the
placing of bombs on the Table of the House.

The SPEAKER: There is no point Of Order.
Debate Resumed

The SPEAKER: The question is that the Bill
be read a second time. The member for Moore.

Mr BARNETT: I had not finished my speech.
The SPEAKER: It is usual for members to ask

for things to be tabled at the conclusion of their
speeches. As you had resumed your seat after you
made your request, I assumed you had finished
your speech.

Mr BARNETT: I resumed my seat on one
occasion to allow you to speak. I did so on another
occasion to allow a member to take a point of
order. I now again request, for the information of
members, that this object be placed on the Table
of the House.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will
resume his seat.

I have already stated my position on the tabling
of the device. If the member has nothing to say
other than to repeat his request, I say to the
member that his time has expired.

Mr BARNETTl: Thank you.
The map was tabled for the information of

members.
MR CRANE (Moore) [7.52 p.m.J: I wish to

make my contribution to this debate on the
Budget. In making my comments, I would like to
refer to the contribution to the economy by the
agricultural industries, as usual.

It is a fact that money which is earned by the
agricultural industries is important to this
country. Unfortunately in the last few years the
agricultural industries have suffered a very severe
drought. The drought has caused us a great deal
of concern, and unfortunately it has caused a
great loss of revenue to Western Australia.

It would be fair to say that a drought in the
agricultural areas is borne by the people who have
the greatest resilience to withstand such
adversities. Their spirit can never be dampened.
They are wonderful people. Their resilience is so
great that they bounce back like india-rubber
balls. However, they cannot continually do that
without assistance from the Government.

I am thankful for the assistance which our
Government has given to those people, some of
whom have suffered four droughts in succession.

The drought committee, which was set up some
years ago by our Government, is always on the
ball. It is always making recommendations to the
Government for measures which can alleviate
some of the problems in drought-affected areas.
There is one problem, of course, and that is the
ever-increasing burden of interest.

I hope the Government will continue to
recognise this problem and that it will appreciate
how it affects the rural communities. I hope the
Government will be able to subsidise interest in

4378



[Tuesday, 6th November, 1979]137

some way so that the ever-increasing debt burden
is lessened for these unfortunate people.

I have been associated with agriculture for
many years. I remember clearing my own farm.
The topography of that farm was such that some
areas were more prone to wet conditions than
others. I may have been right or I may have been
wrong in my decisions; but I believe that a lot of
things have worked out to my benefit.

I recall the predictions of a person named Inigo
Jones.

Mr Bryce: Nostradamus!
Mr CRANE: Inigo Jones was a long-range

weather forecaster. His position has been taken by
Lennox Walker. Some of the older members in
the Chamber may remember Inigo Jones, and
may remember the accuracy of some of the long-

'range weather forecasts which he made for
Australia and, particularly, for Western Australia
because that was the State which affected us.

I wonder how accurate these forecasts have
proved to be against conditions which actually
happened. In my own instance, as I said, I had
quite a lot of flat country. In the years which
Inigo Jones predicted would be wet years, if I
cropped these areas, I put my crop in very early in
the year. or else I missed a crop completely on
this land. As I have said, broadly speaking these
predictions were remarkably accurate.

When Inigo Jones suggested that Lake Ey
would fill-and it had not filled for about 70
years, although I am not sure of that figure
exactly-it did in fact fill. That was an unusual
but accurate prediction.

My point is: how much research has been done
in relation to these predictions? I am not
suggesting that when the present long-range
weather forecaster, Mr Lennox Walker, says it
will rain on the 15th September that it will rain
that day; but I am suggesting that if long-range
forecasters say we will suffer a dry year in
Western Australia in the agricultural areas north
of Perth or north-east of Perth, it is surprising
how accurate the forecast can be. I am suggesting
that there be research on these forecasts. We
should plot their accuracy. It has been suggested
that Lennox Walker believes we have a few more
years of drought to go.

If this is so, I question the wisdom in the fringe
areas of putting in the large areas of crop which
farmers have put in over the last few years.' By
doing so, such people have made an effort to
regain their financial position. It may be better
for them to hold their position as it is. Perhaps
they should be given dole money and subsidies for
the interest on their overdrafts to hold the position

until the forecasts prove more favourable. I am
not suggesting that this will do so: I am merely
suggesting it is worthy of investigation.

Another aspect of the Budget is the phasing out
of probate. I am delighted that probate is being
phased out at last. It is one of the iniquitous
impositions on the farming community in
particular, but not necessarily the farming
community only. I am very happy to have been
associated with a Government which has seen the
wisdom of this move, even though it is a costly
venture and even though the money has to be
made up from other areas.

I congratulate the Government for having seen
the wisdom of phasing out probate because of the
hardship it caused to a small section of the
community.

Mr Bertram: It replaced the tobacco tax.
Mr CRANE: In the last six months we have

seen what is supposedly a fuel crisis. There are
many arguments whether there really is a fuel
shortage in the world and whether there is in fact
a fuel crisis. However, we know that a few years
ago the Arab countries warned us to the extent
they did not feel they could continue to supply the
fuel which was necessary for the world to use it at
the alarming rate at which it was being
consumed. As a result, we have seen the price of
fuel rising considerably. This has caused hardship
in some areas, and it has caused doubts about the
availability of supplies in the future.

It has been mentioned that we will ensure
supplies of fuel will be made available to the
farming community. However I point out that the
primary industries-and this includes the fishing
industry-require the same assurance.

The fishing industry is worth approximately
$80 million a year to Western Australia and is
worthy of the assurance that adequate fuel
supplies will be made available, especially during
the fishing season so that its members may bring
in their harvest.

The Premier has just indicated to me that he
has given this assurance. It is unfortunate that the
Press has mentioned only that the farmers will
receive this assurance of supply. However I notice
a member of the Press has given me the wink so I
hope that it will be remembered that there are
other industries besides farming in the
community. The Premier has indicated that the
fishing industry will not need to worry about the
fuel supply.

There has been some talk lately of our
producing power locally. There have been stories
that this has been done on a large scale in
America but when we investigated this we found
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that it has not been done on a large scale. Ethanol
could be produced from our farm products at the
Ord. There is perhaps a potential for this to be
produced not only from sugar vane but possibly
from tapioca or cassava-the generally known
term is tapioca. If this could be done it would be
of great advantage to Western Australia as well
as alleviating some of our fuel problems. But I
still believe there is nothing so economical as the
fuel we save. Pollution controls over the last few
years have caused us a loss of over $60 million. I
believe that these policies arc a waste of time and
have been the political moves of people who are
concerned about pushing their own barrows and
not so much concerned about the economics of the
country.

I am referring Of Course to the
environmentalists. I have here a car sticker which
I believe is most appropriate. The sticker reads-

Out of work and hungry, eat an
environmentalist.

I believe this car sticker tells the story most
adequately. How often do we hear and see people
in this House-and I will leave it for members to
guess where they are sitting-say, "Stop the
bauxite mining, stop this, stop that". Perhaps the
more appropriate sticker would be, "Don't do
anything". A more appropriate sticker may be,
"Don't do anything, and join the Labor Party", It
seems to me that, with the exception of the
member for Collie, who is always very keen to
mine Collie coal-and I support him
wholeheartedly-this is the case with the Labor
Party. The member for Collie is the only one on
whom we can rely at all times to say, "Go full
steam ahead with mining as long as it is coal."

Mr T. H. Jones: Are you for nuclear?
Mr CRANE: Of course, that is another red

herring which people draw across the trail.
Mr Bertram: Red stuff now.
Mr CRANE: I do not believe that civilisation

which has progressed to the stage it has today will
allow itself to fade and die. I do not believe people
will sit in the dark and shiver or rub two sticks
together. They would not be able to find two
sticks.

Mr Jamieson: You are cutting them down.
Mr CRANE: If we are not to sit in the dark

and shiver we will have to look at the alternatives,
and one is nuclear fycel.

Mr T. H. Jones. In what order will these things
happen?

Mr CRANE: This will be done, of course, after
the necessary safeguards have been taken.

There are many dangers in the world and I
remember very well that from 1939 until 1945
there were extreme dangers. I cannot mention
anything more dangerous than that time but we
faced that danger because we wanted to preserve
our civ ilisation. People are of sufficient character
to do the same thing again if necessary.

Mr B. T. Burke: Are you advocating nuclear
war?

Mr CRANE: I am not. If I were in the Chair I
would not allow people to interject when they
were not sitting in their seats.

Mr B. T. Burke: That is reflecting on the
Chair.

Mr CRANE: Perhaps I am, but I am just
reminding the House that it is not customary for
a member to speak from outside his allotted
place.

Mr B. T. Durke: It is not customary to advocate
nuclear war.

Mr CRANE: I am not talking about nuclear
war. One could not expect anything more from
the member for Balcatta and I am surprised his
vocabulary has not been reduced to "goo" and
..gaa"., The member has personally attacked me
on many occasions; as a matter of fact three
people have, and he is one of them.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I
remind the member for Balcatta that his
interjections are disorderly. The member for
Moore should direct his comments to the Chair.

Mr CRANE: Thank you for your direction Sir;
I appreciate your guidance.

Civilisation will not allow itself to die. It will
take whatever steps are nece-ssary and in a most
responsible manner, as this Government is doing,
and as indicated by the Premier's answer to a
question I asked in this House last week.

Mr Bryce; Do you have that sort of blind faith
in idi Amin?

Mr CRANE: A number of people in my
electorate and people in other parts of Western
Australia would like to see speed horse racing
introduced in Western Australia. When one goes
to a sports meeting one sees long distance races
and races over distances of 100 metres and 200
metres. The Act of Parliament which provides for
horse racing does not allow a meeting for less
than 800 metres.

.A great number of people from the country
areas believe that sprint racing, as long as it is
appropriately controlled, should be introduced in
this State. Sprint racing is an older form of racing
than the normal thoroughbred circuit racing. This
racing originated in the Americas in 1620 when
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the English people' there crossed their English
horses with the Spanish horses. This resulted in a
horse which could travel very quickly over a short
distance. There are other breeds of horses, such as
the Paints and the Appaloosas. The breeders
believe that sprint racing would be of great
advantage to Western Australia because it is not
necessary to have a turf track. In fact, tracks can
be made very easily and country meetings could
be a most enjoyable event. This would be a simple
and entertaining form of racing and perhaps the
Act which controls racing in Western
Australia-I think it goes back to 1917, 1 am not
sure-could be amended to allow speed racing
under 800 metres.

I hope the Government will look at this matter
because this type of racing could be of
tremendous advantage to country people. Many
people have asked me to bring this matter forward
and, I add, I am not encouraging gambling
because it is already there. It is an unfair
advantage that a private club such as the Western
Australian Turf Club controls racing in Western
Australia. I might add that it controls racing very
well, and I am not demeaning this club in any
way; in fact I commend it. However, I do not
believe it should have complete control of racing
in this State. The Turf Club could be part of a
body set up to control speed racing. I would like
to see the Western Australian Turf Club a part of
that body with other clubs as well. 1 hope this
Government will take positive steps to introduce
speed racing in Western Australia.

Wanneroo is an area where a race track could
be set up. It is close to the metropolitan area and
has quite a large population. Speed racing would
be well received in Wanneroo. I have received
approaches from people in Wanneroo and Moora
as well as from people throughout Western
Australia in this regard.

To the Minister for Education I would say that
Wanneroo is the fastest growing area in
Australia; it is certainly the fastest growing area
in Western Australia. The Shire of Wanneroo has
repeatedly approached me about the provision of
tertiary education facilities in the area. In the
past these facilities have been supplied in all other
directions, and I believe it is essential that they be
provided in the northern suburb of Wanneroo. I
hope the Minister will take note of what I have
said and consider the possibility of establishing
future tertiary education facilities in the
Wanneroo Shire, because that is where the
popu lation is growing fastest and 1 suggest it is
therefore where the next tertiary education
facilities should be provided.

Some years ago I raised in this House a matter
which received very little support. In fact, I do not
think it received any support from other members.
Since then a few members have made
representations on behalf of some of their
constituents with regard to the matter which has
caused a great deal of concern-far more concern
than will be admitted by many people. I refe, to
the filthy literature studied in schools.

A few people are now jumnping on the
bandwagon. The Deputy Speaker made reference
to this matter when he was speaking some months
ago and other members have read in this House
petitions from their constituents on this vexing
problem. I bring it to notice once more because it
is a matter which caused me concern then on
behalf of my constituents and causes me concern
now.

In the interests of propriety, I do not think I
should read passages from these books because,
although they are allowed to be studied in schools,
and in fact schools are instructed that they should
be studied, the passages would be regarded as
being unparliamentary and you would not allow
me to read them, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt).

However, I would like to make a couple of
points. I believe the combination of sex and satire
is a very corrosive poison, and this is what is
contained in a great deal of literature. When I
raised this matter a few years ago I was assured
the Government was concerned and I was given
an undertaking that the matter would be closely
investigated. But nothing seems to have improved.
I think we have all been hoodwinked into
believing that pollution does not pollute, but we
would be very naive if we believed that. However,
much of this literature is pollution. How can we,
as the elected members of Parliament, honestly
believe that pollution does not pollute? Does
poison poison?

Mr B. T. Burke: Yes.
Mr CRANE: Does pollution pollute?
Mr B. T. Burke: Yes, by definition.
Mr CRANE: For thre first time in

approximately six years, since I have been in this
place, I have a strong ally in the member for
B-alcatta.

Mr B. T. Burke: Probably the last, too.
Mr Bertram: You could not have a better one.
Mr CRANE: I asked some questions of the

Minister some months ago. As a matter of fact, in
answer to my question on the 28th August, the
Minister for Education indicated he would discuss
the matter with the appropriate authority. I will
not read the answer because it has already been
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recorded, but I am happy to say I have been
advised the promise has been carried out and the
appropriate committee is reviewing various
procedures by which the solution to this problem
may be obtained. The Minister has at last given
me an assurance this will be done.

I believe for the first time I have made a
breakthrough. I hope that the filth which is being
forced upon a young, immature, and captive
audience in the school room will be taken off the
compulsory list, and that in future the children
will be able to study the type of English we expect
them to experience in their own homes. I know
many of them do not experience it in their own
homes, but the vast majority of children should
not be subjected to the filth and degradation
which is being forced upon them now.

I hope those who have asked me to bring the
matter forward will also be happy that the
problem may be on the way to being solved. I ask
all other members of this place who are
sincere-and I can only believe they are all
sincere-to stand firmly on this particular issue
and insist that the problem be solved.

I have now been
approximately six years.
interesting part of
frustrating, sometimes
sometimes very tiring.

in
It
my

very

Parliament for
has been a most

life--sometimes
rewarding, and

Mr B. T. Burke: Is this a farewell speech?
Mr CRANE: No. Members will see me here

for many years to come. Before the last election I
received an assurance from all members opposite
that I would not be here the following year, but,
like a bad penny, I seemed to turn up again.
Apart from the Address-in-Reply debate, this is
the only opportunity we have to wander all over
the place, so to speak. I would like to offer my
thanks to the attendants in the House and to the
staff of Parliament who have been very obliging
and courteous. They must put up with many little
inconveniences. I am sure at times they must
think, "I would like to kick that so-and-so fair in
the backside", yet they are always polite. The
staff in the dining room are always polite.

Mr Jamieson: You got in on Labor Party
preferences last time.

Mr CRANE: I did not get in on Labor Party
preferences. I would have won my seat without
them. I was very few short of an absolute
majority, anyway, and next time I will have an
absolute majority. I recall that the member for
Welshpool, who was the Leader of the Opposition
at the time, made a promise that if I had an
absolute majority he would swim Lake Joondalup
in the nude. I saved him the indignity.

Mr Jarmieson: You did, too.
Mr CRANE: Would he now like to promise

that if I win the seat this time he will swim the
lake in the nude?

Mr Jamnieson: No, I will not make that promise.
Mr CRANE: I do not blame the honourable

member; he might become entangled in the weed.
Mr B. T. Burke: Would you class yourself as a

certainty?
MrT CRANE: I would like to continue my

thanks to the staff of this place. I congratulate
Mrs Bussola, who has been appointed as Deputy
Chief of Hansard. I believe she is one of the few
women in the world who has been appointed to
such a position, and it is worthy of mention. It
goes to show that women are given the
opportunity to take their place equally with men.
I offer my congratulations to those who are
successful in their careers and can take their
rightful place. Whatever happens in this world,
we should be judged on our ability, not on OUr sex
or colour. Ability is what counts most and she has
shown by her ability that she can take this
position. So, I offer her my congratulations.

I conclude by thanking all those who have been
kind and considerate during the time I have been
in Parliament. I look forward not only to another
six years, but perhaps to another 20 years in this
place. I believe I have made a contribution
through my electorate, from whom I have had
tremendous support.

Some members get up and speak just about
every 10 seconds, whenever they want to say
something. On the rare occasions I have spoken
during the time I have been in Parliament, I have
spoken when I felt I had something worthwhile to
say. There is a difference. I would not retract one
word I have uttered in the time I have been here.
I have spoken the truth at all times and I will
never retract one word I have said in this place.

Mr B. T Burke: God save the Queen!
MRt HARMAN (Maylands) [8.26 p.m.]: The

constituents of Moore are certainly in for a
fantastic time if their present member remains in
this Parliament. They will have not only a nuclear
reactor, but also fast horse racing and a university
where the books read by the students will be
determined by somebody else. That is a summary
of the member for Moore's speech.

Mr Jamieson: It sent the NP leader out.
Mr HARMAN: The part of the member for

Moore's speech which presented a problem to me
was his acceptance of a nuclear reactor in his
constituency. Everybody in Australia knows that
will not occur, because every thinking person in
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Australia knows we will not have a nuclear
reactor in Western Australia. I will explain that
in a moment.

The Premier went away, as he customarily
does, on a trip, which he is entitled to make; I am
not denying that. He should travel around the
world and make contact with the people who have
interests in Western Australia. The Premier did
that and, of course, when he came back he had
nothing to tell the people of Western Astralia. But
somebody had obviously been talking to him
about the need for nuclear reactors in Western
Australia, so right out of the blue, without any
warning or any suggestion that we needed a
nuclear reactor in Western Australia, the Premier
stepped off the plane and said, "Western
Australia will have a nuclear reactor, and within
six months I will tell you where it will be." Of
course, everyone was stunned.

Mr Bertram: In the electorate of the Premier.
Mr HARMAN: But the Premier had to see his

statement through. He forced the State Energy
Commission to get behind his new idea, this new
concept, and the commission came up with a
place where the nuclear reactor could be
positioned. What the Premier did not tell the
people of Western Australia is that there is
absolutely no need for a nuclear reactor. He did
not tell the people of Western Australia that we
have enormous deposits of coal on our doorstep
which we can use for years and years-

Mr Jamieson: There is a lot in his own
electorate.

Mr HARMAN:-andl which will provide much
cheaper fuel. On many occasions the Minister for
Industrial Development has tried to defend the
Premier, but unsuccessfully. So, if the member for
Moore does not know what all the other thinking
people of Australia are saying about nuclear
reactors, I am sorry for him. However, I think he
ought to do some reading, ask some questions,
and look at what is happening in America and
some other countries. People are walking away
from the idea of building more nuclear reactors.
They. are too expensive and they do not provide
the ultimate energy source that was expected.

Mr Bryce: They are shut down about 40 per
cent of the time.

Mr HARMAN: Above all, they are a
tremendous health hazard, and one only needs to
read what is happening throughout the world to
appreciate that point.

So if the member for Moore does remain a
member of the House, I think I can put up with
fast race horses, but I certainly will not be putting
up with the concept of a nuclear reactor in

Western Australia, and I believe the people will
determine that issue very precisely and concisely.

I wanted tonight to make a few observations
about the conduct of sonic of our Ministers of the
Crown. Firstly, I will refer to the Attorney
General, then to the Minister for Local
Government, although I know she is not in her
seat tonight-

Mr Jamieson: No, she is out representing the
Premier.

Mr HARMAN: -nd, of course, the third
Minister to whom I wish to refer is the Minister
for Health.

Mr Blaikie: I'll tell you what-we will pass
your complimentary remarks on to them.

Mr HARMAN: I am sure the honourable
member will do that.

First of all, I would like to refer to an incident
concerning the Attorney General and a decision
he made in connection with the Business Names
Act. This story is very amusing in one sense, but
not in another.

In 1977 one of my constituents registered the
business name of "City Carpet Service" for his
business which carries out carpet laying,
repairing, and so on. In 1977, after he had been in
business for some time, he received a letter from
the Deputy Commissioner for Corporate Affairs
telling him that another firm had sought to
register the business name of "Carpet City". I
want members to bear in mind that the name of
his firm is "Carpet City Service", and along
comes another entrepreneur who wants to register
the name of "Carpet City". My constituent was
told that the Corporate Affairs Office had refused
the registration of the business name of "Carpet
City".

Shortly after receiving the letter my constituent
was approached by the person who had sought to
register this business name and who had offered
him $200 for the name. My constituent said to
him, '1 amn not interested. I have my own
business; your application to register the name
has been refused, and I do not want anything to
do with it." Subsequently the entrepreneur
returned and offered him $600 for the name. My
constituent again refused.

Eventually the name "Carpet City" was
registered as a business name, and so my
constituent thought he ought to do something
about it. He wrote to the Attorney General, and
then visited him at his office to point out to him
the confusion that would occur because of the
registration of such a similar name. Apparently,
even though the department had refused to
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register the name, under the Act the Attorney
General has the power to register a name, and he
did so.

After my constituent had visited the Attorney
General to put his case forward, he received a
reply from the H-on. Ian Medcalf. This reply was
dated the 14th March, 1979, and I ask all
members of this Chamber to follow its wording
very closely. We all know how lawyers deal with
words and situations, but I would like to point out
that the writer of this letter is not only a lawyer,
but also the Attorney General.

The letter commences as follows-
I refer to my letter of February 28. 1979,

concerning the business names "Carpet City"
and "City Carpet Service".

When you called in to my office to discuss
the above business names you mentioned that
you had experienced some confusion between
the two names.

I believe that is fair enough. The letter
continues-

However, the legislation does not aim at
preventing the possibility of confusion but,
rather, addresses itself to the degree of
likelihood of confusion.

Mr Jamieson. That is a lot of gobbledygook.
Mr HIARMAN: That was the second

paragraph from the Attorney General, but there
is better to come. In the third paragraph he
says-

Further, the legislation is aimed. only at
the likelihood of confusion in the minds of
persons acting with reasonable care and
observation, taking into account the whole of
both names;, not careless or uninformed
members of the public

I would like you, Mr Speaker, to listen to the final
paragraph which commences-

Because of the degree of dissimilarity that
does exist between the two names, I was
obliged to grant the application for
registration of the name "Carpet City"!--

Now I ask members to point out the degree of
dissimilarity between the names "Carpet City"
and "City Carpet Service"! I am of the opinion,
Sir, that there is a great degrefe of similarity
between them. The Attorney General continues-

-despite your letter of August 8, 1977
setting out the grounds upon which you
objected to the registration. The Proprietors
of the name "Carpet City" would, of course,
have to run the risk of any passing-off

proceedings that you may care to issue
against them because of the registration.

So that is how this Government, through the
Attorney General, deals with a constituent, a
person who had operated a business for a
considerable period of time under the name or
"City -Carpet Service". Along came another
pe .rson who wanted a name very similar; he even
offered my constituent firstly $200 and then $600
for the name, and finally the Attorney General
approves of the second name which must confuse,
and which certainly must be similar; and yet in
his letter the Attorney General says-

Because of ;he degree of dissimilarity that
does exist in the two names, I was obliged to
grant the application for registration of the
name "Carpet City".

I leave it to the House to determine whether in
view of all the aspects of the case, the Attorney
General, acting for the Government, made a
proper decision.

I would like to spend a few moments dealing
with some of the actions of the Minister for Local
Government. I see she is still not here but perhaps
she may answer my remarks on another occasion.

Mr Mclver: Did she know you were going to
speak?

Mr HARM AN: I would like to refer to a letter
to the Editor of The West Australian which
appeared in the edition of the 1Ith May of this
year. It is written by a Frederick McCardell of
Outram Street, West Perth, and under the
heading of "Glass in Houses", the author had this
to say-

Your front-page story (May 10) on a near-
fatality when two boys went through a glass
door, highlights a criminal deficiency in the
uniform building by-laws.

There have been many such accidents over
the past 20 years but they can be prevented
by means of safety glass or at least, by the
marking of non-safety glass to indicate its
presence in doors or sidelights.

However, the by-laws exempt domestic
buildings from such requirements in spite of
repeated pleas from the National Safety
Council and others for many years.

The grounds for this exemption are based
on purely economic calculations-the cost of
safety glass versus the cost of injury or death.

it is time the responsible authority, the
Department of Local Government, took a
more humane view of the matter.

A few days later, on the 19th May, the Minister
for Local Government entered the fray by
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replying in The West Australian in the following
terms-

Frederick McCardell (Letters, May 15)
maligns the Local Government Department
and its building advisory committee when he
suggests that economics are the only reason
for exempting private dwellings from various
bylaws, including those relating to glass.

Their reasons are far more profound, and
as Minister for Local Government I support
their attitude.

So that members are aware of what will happen
next, I should indicate that on or about the 14th
September, the Government gazetted regulations
pertaining to the use of safety glass in houses.

The Minister's letter continues-
Our view is that the privacy of an

individual's home, or a family's borne, must
be respected as far as possible.

We legislate for health and safety
standards where people cannot reasonably be
expected to know what is required or to be
able individually to meet those standards.

We do not legislate to cover scores of
minor safety matters in homes where
common sense and normal parental
responsibility can be expected to provide all
the protection that can reasonably be
required.

Mr McCardell suggests that the
department should take "a more humane
view," but he reveals little understanding of
humanity.

In a much deeper sense, it is inhumane to
destroy individual responsibility by over-
legislating to remove all opportunity for the
exercise of that responsibility.

So, in May the Minister for Local Government
was saying, "Our Government is not going to
have anything to do with the making of
regulations dealing with the use of safety glass in
houses" while on the 14th September her
Government was saying exactly the opposite. The
argument of the Minister for Local Government
is that legislating in this field is not a
responsibility of the Government; rather, it is up
to the individual home owner.

On the 14th September, 1979, under the
heading, "New standards for glass doors" , the
following article appeared in The WeCst
AustraiAn-

New safety standards will be enforced for
the use of glass in home shower enclosures,
some glass doors and side lights.

The Commissioner for Consumer Affairs,
Mr N. Fletcher, said yesterday that a
mandatory code for safety glass only in these
areas had been adopted.

Hei said that the code was in line with the
Australian Standards specifications, which
permitted only safety glass to be used in
shower screens and enclosures, some glass
doors and side lights wbich might be
mistaken for doors.

The code had been adopted after many
submissions in its favour had been received,
including one from the National Safety
Council of WA.

Mr Fletcher said that the code would
increase safety in the home while making
little difference to the cost of the average
new home.

How does the Minister for Local Government
reconcile her position with the action
subsequently taken by the Government within a
few months after her statement in the Press that
the Government did not intend to legislate for. the
protection of persons in their own homes by the
use of safety glass?

In view of this attitude of the Minister for
Local Government, one wonders how many other
submissions are lying on her table or, indreed, on
the table of the Government, from the National
Safety Council of Western Australia dealing with
the protection of persons in their homes and with
the application of standards and the use of
materials in houses. One wonders whether the
attitude expressed by the Minister in her letter to
the Press is the attitude of the Government. I
have given the Minister for Local Government
plenty of scope to reply; certainly, I will give her a
nudge during the Estimates debate so that she
may clearly indicate her attitude, and whether she
goes along with her statement". or accepts the
position adopted by the Government.

The other points I wish to raise relate to the
Minister for Health and the Government. I accept
that the Minister for Health has not been
responsible for that portfolio for very long
although, as I will point out, he has had a close
association with some of the matters I will raise.

When one discusses the present health care
situation, one must do so against the background
of certain things which have occurred in Australia
in recent years. These changes were brought
about principally due to the concern of the
Australian Labor Government during the 1972-
1975 period about the shoddy health system
which then operated in Australia. The Labor
Government was determined to do something
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about the situation, determined to give every
person in Australia equal access to health care.
By and large, despite the great number of hurdles
placed in its way, the Labor Government achieved
its objective.

We must realise that, firstly, the proportion of
gross domestic product spent on health has risen
from 5 per cent in 1963-64 to 7.7 per cent in
1975-76 and, secondly, the proportion of total
health expenditure financed by State and
Commonwealth Governments has increased from
50 per cent in 1963-64 to 77 per cent in 1975-76.
A substantial proportion of health services has
been provided by private practitioners,
remunerated on a fee-for-service basis; an
uncompromising, free enterprise, anti-
Government approach has been adopted to health
care and delivery, and is financed by this section
of the community.

The Australian Labor Party believes the best
interests of its members will be served by the
promotion and provision of medical and hospital
services outside the market place and outside the
profit incentive. We know there has been a much
closer involvement by Governments in all aspects
of health care in the past five or six years. There
has been a revolution in health insurance from the
pre-1972 system of voluntary contributions, to the
Medibank system of the 1972-1975 era of the
Labor Government, to the now confused and
costly insurance scheme. More and more evidence
is coming to hand that preventive medicine does
work, and greater public acceptance can be
anticipated.

In the last five or six years, Commonwealth
Government expenditure on hospitals has
travelled almost a full circle with initially a great
deal of funding and now, funding for capital
purposes absolutely cut, with funding for
operating purposes cut substantially.

As I have just pointed out, since 1976 there has
been a reduction in the supply of capital funds for
hospitals in the States. Certainly that applies in
Western Australia. There has been a cut in
community health spending. I will illustrate that
in a few moments. Medibank, as we knew it in
1975, has been abolished. The dental services
funding has been cut. The funds for hospital
development have disappeared. There has been a
cut in funds for the operating costs of our
hospitals.

One has only to look at the Federal policy of
the Liberal Party to know why there has been a
downturn in the provision of funds to the States.
One of the main points of the Liberal Party policy
is that the States should be responsible for the

delivery of health care. That is not my
imagination; that is spelt out quite clearly in the
Liberal Party policy and platform. Further to
that, the Federal policy is that the States should
pick up the tab for their own health care systems.

When one hears the Premier and the Minister
for Health complaining about the reduction in the
funds for health care from the Commonwealth,
one must appreciate also that they make those
complaints with their tongues in their cheeks.
They well know what is the Federal policy of the
Liberal Party.

Let us touch on the funding for the community
health programme. I think this illustrates the
whole business of the new federalism. I remember
driving to work one - morning when the new
federalism policy was first announced. I can still
hear the words of the Premier ringing in my ears
when he said, "This is a monumental decision by
the Fraser Government." A monumental decision!
Let us consider how this monumental decision
affected Western Australia. Let us forget about
the roads and all the other capital funding which
has been cut. Let us look just at the Community
health programme.

Mr Bryce: lHe backed off as fast as he could
until after the next election.

Mr HARMAN: In 1976-77 Western Australia
was allocated 55.2 million on the basis of the
State or the voluntary body contributing 10c for
each 90c from Canberra. In the-next year, 1977-
78, the amount allocated was $6.3 million, but the
ratio was changed so that the State Government
or voluntary body had to contribute 25c for each
75c from Canberra. In 1978-79 the really big bite
came when, in a moment of philanthropy, Mr
Fraser reduced the funding to $4.4 million and at
the same time compelled the State Government to
find 50c for each 50c from Canberra. In 1979-80
the funding was $4.4 million again, on the same
ratio of 50c provided by the State for each 50c
from Canberra. Members can see that since 1976
the Australian Liberal Government has decreased
the annual allocation from S5.5 million to 54.4
million and has changed the method of funding
from the States substantially, from 10c for 90c to
50c for 50c from Canberra, That is an illustration
of how the new federalism works. They are not
figures 1 have plucked out of the air. They are
figures available from the Budget papers in the
Parliamentary Library.

That is the monumental decision of which the
Premier Was SO proud. That is what it means to
Western Australia. It means our funding has been
reduced, and we have to provide more for almost
the same amount allocated to us. We have to find
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the extra money from our own revenue in
Western Australia.

To return to the point I made previously, this is
all in line with the policy of the Federal Liberal
Party. It wants to see a return to the shoddy
health care system that existed prior to 1972, The
way to achieve that is to allow the States to carry
out health care without any or with very little
funding from the Commoh'wealth. The Federal
Liberal Party wants to return to that situation.
That is what the people of Western Australia will
experience if they allow the Federal Liberal
Government to stay, and if they allow this
Government to stay. This Government does not
seem to make any complaint against its Federal
counterpart. If those Governments are allowed to
remain, the people will see a decrease in health
p:are. They will see a return to the shoddy health
care system that we had prior to 1972.

Mr Young: Can you give an example of the
shoddiness?

Mr HARMAN: I will come to that. The people
will see a return to the time when only those
people who can afford to pay for health care will
be able to receive it. The persons who are not able
to afford health care will not receive it. Many
people could not afford to have a consultation
because it would cost them money. We would
return to the times when we did not have any
preventive medicine schemes such as the ones. we
have now as a result of the Whitlam Government.

I will deal with the point made by the Minister
in a few moments. Having seen what the Federal
Liberals are doing about the funding of the health
care system in Western Australia, and having
seen what they have done with the funding of the
community health programme since 1976, let us
look at what they have done to health insurance in
Western Australia and every other State of the
Commonwealth.

Members should bear in mind that when Fraser
was elected as the Prime Minister he gv
public undertaking that he would not touch
Medibank.

Mr Bertram: Did anybody believe him?
Mr H-ARMAN: As we have seen, Medibank is

history. It is a thing of the past. We can all see
what Fraser's words meant, and how much notice
we should take of them.

Let us consider what the Federal Liberals have
done, supported obviously by the State Liberals
because we have not heard any cries of protest
from them- Members will recall that in July,
1975, after a great deal of effort and overcoming
a large number of hurdles, the Australian Labor
Government was able to introduce the Medibank

system which provided an 85 per- cent rebate for
medical services. There was no insurance
premium. We wanted to have one, but the Senate
refused to pass the legislation we required. In
October, 1975, Medibank was extended to cover
hospital treatment in a standard ward free of
charge. Again, there was no insurance premium.

In December, 1975, Fraser became the Prime
Minister. After that, Medibank was dismantled
slowly. In October, 1976, people were forced to
take out private health insurance for both medical
and hospital treatment, or they had to pay the
Medibank levy. In July, 1978, the 85 per cent
medical benefit approved in 1975 was reduced to
75 per cent. In November, 1978, the Medibank
levy was abolished, and the Australian
Government introduced the 40 per cent
Commonwealth medical benefit. Insurance
became voluntary. There was provision for bulk
billing for pensioners and for disadvantaged
persons to remain. In 1979-not long after the
previous move-the 40 per cent Commonwealth
medical benefit was abolished. A new concept
whereby the Commonwealth would pay anything
over the first $20 of medical fees was introduced.

So we have this highly confusing and chaotic
situation today which means a person can go to a
public hospital and be treated free if he is
uninsured. He can have a standard bed in a
hospital such as Royal Perth, which probably has
the best specialists in Western Australia, receive
the very best service and pay nothing for it. But
that person has to elect to go into a standard ward
and have doctors and specialists provided by the
hospital.

The alternative is for a person to be insured
and, provided he can find a scheme which suits
him, he could be paying premiumrs of at least $8
or $9 a week to have the opportunity to go to a
private doctor and have his fees paid by the
insurance fund. He can go to a public hospital
and be accommodated in a private or shared ward
and have either a private or shared room in a
private hospital.

They are the two alternatives. It is no wonder a
great number of people did not join an insurance
fund after all this up and down seesawing that
went on after 1976. It is no wonder that today
quite a number of people are deciding the
insurance schemes are not only costly but also
confusing. People are deciding either to remain in
a scheme if they have the money or to take a
chance, if they do have to visit a doctor three or
four times a year, to pay the $9 or so involved.
They are prepared, if it is necessary to go to a
hospital, to go to a public hospital and be placed
in a public ward and receive free treatment.
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H-ow long this can continue I do not know; but
certainly the funds will find themselves in the
position of dealing only with people who are
chronically ill. This will mean the funds will be
paying out large sums of money.

Further, people will begin to wonder why they
should pay $8 or $9 a week for health insurance
when, in a large number of cases, they do not
have to resort to a doctor or a hospital.

Because there has been involvement by
Governments in the health care system over the
past few years, it has become a political issue in
Australia. It is certainly a political issue in
Western Australia and one which my party is
prepared to face. I am not too sure what the
attitude of the State Liberals is. I know the
attitude of the Minister for Health, because he
revealed it in a Press statement the other day. It
was a statement I found to be quite confusing and
its timing was interesting, although he has said
similar things previously. The Minister said on
the 19th September-

The State Government is seeking the right
to charge all patients at public hospitals,
whether they are insured or not.

So despite the fact we have a hospitals agreement
and we have the Commonwealth funding Western
Australia on a cost-sharing basis, the Liberal
Party Minister for Health in Western Australia is
not satisfied. He wants Western Australians to
start paying. Already people are paying through
their taxes; but he wants them to start paying for

-the service they get at public hospitals.
He knows as well as I do that what he is

endeavouring to achieve is just not on; he knows it
is not possible for the Commonwealth
Government to make separate deals and separate
arrangements with each State.

The Minister knows as well as I do that
Queensland has had a system of free hospitals for
years. There is a similar situation in Tasmania.
The Minister wants the Australian Government to
work some sort of deal so that Western
Australians pay for their own hospitalisation. The
people in Queensland do not do this. This is a
wrong step to take, because it is not possible to
achieve and I will list some of the reasons in a
moment.

I was concerned that the Minister, knowing it
was not possible to achieve this overnight, made
the statement anyway. I believe he did so to
encourage and force people into membership of
health insurance funds, because the funds at the
lime were advertising for participants and they
wanted to encourage as many people as they
could to join their funds in view of the changeover

in the Commonwealth system. The Minister's
statement was deliberately saying to the people of
Western Australia, "You had better join the
funds, because I am going to ensure from here on
that you are going to pay for whatever you get at
a public hospital." Unfortunately, I do not have
time to carry on with the rest of the arguments as
to why it is not possible to make this sort of deal.
If any member wants to read up on this matter I
suggest he read the report, "Rational isation of
Hospital Facilities and Services and on Proposed
New Charges--a Discussion Paper". It is a
publication put out by the Australian Government
Publishing Service. It is all there in pages 33 to
36.

What was of vital concern to me at the time the
Minister made his statement was that in asking
the people to start paying for public hospital
charges he was asking them to pay a price far
higher than that charged in any other State. In
other words, the public of Western Australia were
being forced into picking up the tab for the waste
and inefficiency which has occured in our hospital
system.

The gross operating costs per occupied bed in
each State as reported by the States in 1977-78
was, for Western Australia, $165.27. The nearest
State to us was South Australia, where the cost
was £146.94. The Australian average was
$134.18. The Minister did not say what he was
going to do about waste and inefficiency; but he
ought to know something about that because he
was once Chairman of the Public Accounts
Committee. What the Daily News has been
saying for the past four & five days is only
something we have been saying for quite a few
years; it is something both the member for
Subiaco and I have been saying for some time.
Even the present Minister for Health agreed with
us in 1975 when he was Chairman of the Public
Accounts Committee.

Mr Young: The Leader of the Opposition came
out and supported me.

Mr HARMAN: In the Public Accounts
Committee report No. 11I we find the following-

In passing and in support of jthis opinion
we find it remarkable that in reading the
financial statements of a large teaching
hospital we are able to ascertain the exact
expenditure on items such as fish, meat and
other single items of provisions but are
unable to ascertain the investment on items
of sophisticated medical equipment running
into millions of dollars. We are unable by
reading the financial statements of hospitals
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to find the amount of debts written off as
irrecoverable.

Further on the report states-
All witnesses, except three, were of the

opinion that a body separate from the
Medical Department should be responsible
for the overall planning of hospitals'
expenditure priorities.

If the person who wrote those stories in the Daily
News refers to this report he will see the
statement I have made appears in black and
white.

In 1975 the Government was told empire
building was occurring in the public hospital
system. It was told rivalry was involved and no
checks were made on the amount of Government
finance spent on hospitals. In 1979, four years
later, the Government is still being told, this time
by the Daily News. The person who told the
Government about this matter in 1975 was the
Cbairman of the Public Accounts Committee who
is now the Minister for Health. The Minister for
Health and the Government have known about
the situation for years; therefore, there is no need
for them to start crying about it now. Something
should have been done about the matter years
ago. However, nothing was done and the situation
is in a terrible mess now. The taxpayers of
Western Australia have been forced to pay for
gross inefficiency and waste of which all members
opposite were aware in 1975.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [9.11 p.m.]: In
addressing myself to the Budget debate I should
like to take the opportunity to refer to a few
matters which affect my electorate. Firstly, I
should like to say that recently I read a
parliamentary newsletter and was pleased to
notice that a meeting had been organised by the~
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association of
members of Commonwealth Parliaments in
London. This meeting was designed to consider
the effectiveness of Parliament in the field of
public finance. Possibly when one reviews the
Budget and the figures presented with it, it can be
seen that few members in this Chamber have a
clear understanding of what is actually going on.
We do not have any say in the technical control of
finance either.

I look forward with interest to the report which
will be brought down by the committee of the
CPA. When that report is available I hope we in
this Parliament will study it with a view to
making some changes in the system here.

Mr Bertram: Are any members of this
Parliament going to the meeting of that
committee?

Mr STEPHENS: I am not aware that any
members of this Parliament will attend the
meeting, but the CPA covers a wide-ranging area.
1 do not feel we should necessarily be represented
on the committee. However, I will certainly look
forward with interest to the report of the
committee.

I have been a member of this Parliament for
nine years. Therefore, I am sure members are
aware that I represent an area which is basically a
mixed farming region. I am happy to relate that
we have had a good season generally within my
electorate. As a result, the sympathies of the
farmers in my area are with the people who have
been suffering because of the drought,
particularly those who have experienced their
third and fourth successive droughts.

Of course, it is difficult enough to make a living
out of farming without having the added
disadvantage of the forces of nature working
against one. The farming community in my area
feels for the people who have been affected by the
drought. Our season has been rather good. Prices
have been reasonable. Therefore there is an air of
confidence; but, of course, everything is not
exactly as we would like it to be. Costs continue
to escalate and this is a matter which we will have
to watch very closely.

Another aspect to which I would- like to refer
and one to which I have referred previously is the
need for research. Earlier this evening the
member for Roe referred also to this subject. At
one stage I thought he may have seen my speech
notes; but 1 do not believe he had.

Mr Grewar: I do not have eyes in the back of
my head.

Mr STEPHENS: 1 am aware of that. It simply
goes to show that a Liberal Party member can
have the same thoughts as a member of the
National Party.

Mr Mclver: What is the difference?
Mr STEPHENS: There is a big difference

between the Liberal Party and the National
Party. I thought the member would realise that.

In the south-western area of this State clover is
an important aspect of agriculture. I am not
denying it is an important aspect of agriculture in
Australia generally, but I certainly believe it is
particularly important in the higher rainfall areas.
I am not underestimating its importance in the
wheatbelt areas where the fixation of nitrogen -
brought about by clover has a tremendous
advantage and to some extent removes the
necessity for the application of nitrogenous
fertiliser.
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On making inquiries I was particularly pleased
to learn that Western Australia is the only State
which maintains a clover breeding research unit.
This is conducted conjointly by the Department of
Agriculture and the University of Western
Australia. I do not want to criticise what is being
done; but I feel that perhaps research is being
inhibited by lack of funds.

Approximately six years ago clover scorch and
wilt showed up. This has had a tremendous effect
on the carrying capacity and productivity of the
region I represent. A great deal of work went into
the development of new strains and the
department was successful in the development of
strains such as Trikkala and Lorissa. I do not
suggest these are the complete answer. We need
to go further and possibly we need to get new
material from overseas as a result or which our
plant breeders may improve the strains and
overcome the problems of clover scorch and wilt.

I realise that funding could be a problem for
the clover breeding research unit and I shall come
back to that later.

Also in the southern coastal strip of the State
which I have the pleasure to represent there is the
matter of oats production. I have mentioned this
subject previously in relation to west oats, which,
because of its natural colour, is not particularly
attractive to Overseas buyers. Additionally it has
now developed rust in my area and the situation is
such that farmers are reluctant to use it at all.

Recently further problems were caused because
of the current conflict between the Department of
Agriculture and the Grain Pool. The department
has developed some varieties of oats and barley
which are not readily acceptable to the Grain
Pool. My sympathy in this matter is with the
Grain Pool. After all, it is charged with the task
of selling the product and it is not for Australia Or
any resident of it to dictate to buyers what they
should buy. It is the prerogative of the purchaser
to demand the product he wants and I believe we
should produce what is required.

Therefore, it is with some concern that I note
the conflict to which I have referred.
Approximately 12 months ago I mentioned the
difficulties in relation to west oats and was
criticised to the extent that perhaps I had caused
some of the difficulties in regard to marketing
because I drew attention to the colour and
possible staining of the product. I rejected that
criticism then, but at the same time if the Grain
Pool feels these new varieties are not suitable for
the market, consideration should be given to its
wishes and the plant breeders should get out and
produce the type of oats which we can sell.

As I understand the set-up at the mometnt,
plant breeding with regard to oats is not carried
out specifically for a particular area. The oats are
developed and then tried in various areas. It is a
hit-and-miss operation. No specific plant or
variety of oats is being bred, for the southern
region of this State. It is a hit-and-miss operation
when one endeavours to find an acceptable type of
oats. I do not think that is good enough,
particularly when one bears in mind the area of
land involved and the potential productivity of it.

There is a problem also in regard to rye grass
toxicity. I am the first to admit this is a very
complex problem. Possibly it is a matter which
affects the Gnowangerup Shire more than any
other area, but other regions are affected also.
The latest information I have is that more than
170 properties are affected either wholly or in
part. This covers approximately 170 000 hectares
of country. Because of that area, the reduction in
productivity is quite serious in total and is also
serious for the individuals concerned.

I am aware that stock losses have been
substantially reduced, but my understanding of
the situation is that this is not so much because of
the farmers' ability to control rye grass toxicity,
but because of the measures they have taken to
overcome their problems. The reduced stocking
rates have been restricting the productivity of the
areas. Once again, whilst the scientists are doing
excellent work within the bounds of the finance
available, I believe more finance is desirable.

The Budget has shown an increase of 13 per
cent in the allocation for agriculture but when we
look at the income thai Western Australia
receives from agriculture-according to the
Budget papers agriculture brings in something
like SI1300 million; that is for 1978-79 on
preliminary figures-we find it is a large amount.
The forests industry brought in something over
$30 million and fishing something like $96
million. Then, if we look at the departmental
expenditure in those areas we find $28 million
allocated to agriculture. I make the preface to my
comments that it is very difficult to be specific
because of the lack of information in the Budget
papers. It appears that plant research will receive
$406 000 and the salaries for the research division
accounts for $I1480 000. So in round terms, there
is something like S2 million being spent on
research in agriculture, whereas the agricultural
industry brings into the economy something like
$1 300 million.

Forestry research and other services account for
$1 456 000 of a total departmental expenditure of
$16 million. So in relative terms I think we can all
agree that forestry does very well. I cannot help
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but recall that last year when I asked a question
with regard to the relativity of forestry operations,
compared with payments received for
woodohipping and logging I was given figures
which indicated that the returns barely equated
with the direct cost of forestry operations. When
we have regard for all those factors and the
question of whether agriculture is receiving
adequate funding we have to bear in mind the
contribution it makes to the State's economy. If
we compare it with the fishing industry which
contributes something like $96 million to our
economy, we find that the departmental
expenditure not just for fisheries, but for fisheries
and wildlife, is only $5 million with $530 000
spent on research. It is fair to say that there could
be an increased grant to research for the
agricultural areas. Some of the problems I have
mentioned, such as clover research, oats, barley
and rye grass toxicity, may be rapidly overcome if
additional funding were provided. This would be
perfectly justified if the importance of agriculture
to our economy were considered.

Mr H. D. Evans: Federal funds allocated to
agriculture make the situation look even worse.

Mr STEPHENS: I make it perfectly clear that
these are only preliminary figures because it is
difficult to get a specific amount out of the
figures shown in the Budget. However, I think I
have given an idea of the general trend.

The fishing industry is very- important to the
town of Albany and the region generally. With
many other people, I was very disappointed that
the attempt to promote the Southern Ocean
trawlers and the Southern Ocean Fish Processors
factory failed. I do not believe the Government or
anyone else is to blame.

Mr Skidmore: It was doomed to fail from the
word go.

Mr STEPHENS: That is probably true.
However, it was attempted and it was proven that
big trawlers were not the answer for maximising
the potential in the south coastal waters.

Mr Blaikie: It was very disappointing.
Mr Skidmore: I share the member's sentiments.
Mr STEPHENS: However, the exercise proved

that the trawlers were too big for the area to
operate successfully.

I was very pleased to read in the paper recently
that Hunts Canning Company has successfully
purchased the Southern Ocean Fish Processors
Pty. Ltd. factory. I believe that Hunts is a very
substantial 'company and it is a rather ironical
twist to the situation because at one stage it
thought it would have to close. This situation led

to the Government carrying out the socialistic
measure of directing the fishermen in Albany as
to whom they should sell their catch. I think this
indicates that the canning factory was not as close
to the wall as one may have imagined, and
certainly not as close as the then Minister for
fisheries and Wildlife was led to believe. Whilst
standing on the steps of an aircraft the Minister
at that time said to me that the Government
would have to carry out this socialistic measure or
the company in Albany would go down the drain.

The fact that we had a voice down that way
might have helped the fishermen and it did lead
to the cosmetic approach by the Government with
the instigation of the South Coast Fisheries
Study. This study turned out to be a very worth-
while exercise and it also convinced members of
this House of the need for a committee approach
to many of our problems. This is something we in
the National Party are certainly pursuing and, of
course, after the next election we will be in a
position to see that our views arc heard more
adequately.

Mr Blaikie: The committee was successful
because of the co-operation of members working
in harmony.

Mr STEPHENS: I am more inclined to think it
shows the benefit of a committee system whereby
members can make their judgments on the facts
rather than on their political affiliations. It was a
very desirable approach and it is an essential
method if this Parliament is to continue to fulfil
its proper role in society.

We heard a question asked earlier this evening
in relation to the 200-mile limit and the fact that
Albany will be a port for the joint venture
operation with the squid boats. I fully support
that proposal. In 1975 a measure passed through
Cabinet providing for Albany to be a port of entry
for tuna boats-but this never came about. Rather
belatedly, Albany has now been given its rightful
place as a port of entry for these boats.

The additional finance which will come to the
area will be very welcome. With the introduction
of the 200-mile limit it is essential to protect the
interests of the local fishermen. The fishermen
from Albany are apprehensive of the effect of the
200-mile limit and it is essential that their
interests be protected. They are the local
fishermen who have developed the industry, and
they can handle adequately all the fish which are
available there. I trust the Minister will watch the
position to see that the established fishermen's
interests are adequately protected.

That leads me to the next point which is the
need for fishing boat harbour facilities. I am

4391



4392 ASSEMBLY]

aware a decision was made, virtually, to construct
fishing boat facilities in Albany when the
Southern Ocean fish trawlers started to operate
there. I do not condemn the Government for
sitting back and waiting to see the outcome of
that enterprise. Naturally, if it had been
successful the facilities may have been
substantially different from those which would be
required for smaller boat operators. That position
has resolved itself, but there is considerable
congestion at Emu Point which is a very popular
tourist area in the Albany district.

For the benefit of those members who are not
aware of the fact, Emnu Point is one of the
choicest tourist areas in Western Australia.
However, it is overcrowded as a result of the
requirements of the fishermen and the tourists
who have to use the very limited available
facilities. It is essential that an immediate start be
made on the construction of a fishing boat
harbour in the Port of Albany. That is even more
important now that Hunts Canning Company has
taken over the processing works of the Southern
Ocean Fish Processors. It is essential for adequate
facilities to be provided. It is my understanding
that the facilities will require the expenditure of
$2.5 million to $3 million.

Mr Watt: A news item tonight was to the effect
that the member for Albany said just that.

Mr STEPHENS: I am pleased the member for
Albany agrees with me.

Mr Watt: You are agreeing with me.
Mr STEPHENS: Well, I do not know about

that. I did not hear the news item. I heard the
relevant question asked, but everyone has known
about the matter for a period of four weeks. We
will see how effective the member for Albany is,
in government, if he can arrange for the provision
of the facilities straightaway. They are required
now, not in two or three years' time as was
suggested by the Minister.

I believe finance is available to provide those
facilities now by means of the Suspense Account.
I understand the sum of money involved in the
Suspense Account was approximately $44 million,
and I appreciate that some of that money was
used to balance the Budget. However, I also
appreciate that sonic $7 million or $8 million has
not been allocated. A sum of $3 million could be
taken from the Suspense Account and still leave a
surplus; we do not need to be greedy. It is
essential td construct the facilities because they
are needed now.

Mr Watt: I started with the fishing boat
facilities committee.

Mr STEPHENS: I ani pleased the member for
Albany started with someone. I am starting with
the Government. I am aware of the activities of
the fishing boat committee because when I was a
Minister I was involved with it.

I believe the money is available to construct the
facilities now, and it is essential that a start be
made. It is all very well to say that the funds are
not available, but I am saying that the funds
could be made available out of that $7 million or
$8 million which the Government has available in
the Suspense Account, and we should start now
with some of that money. That is my point.

I may not be a member of the Government at
this stage but certainly the Government will know
that I am around and perhaps it will appreciate
me. The member for Albany suggested he was
"on the ball" first, but I do not think he was
trying to suggest he was the first with the idea.

Mr Blaikie: I thought he was.
Mr Watt: No, I was not.
Mr STEPHENS: I think the member for

Albany was trying to indicate he was attempting
to do his duty.

I hope the Government has got the message.
The fishermen at Albany want the work done
now, not in 1980, 1981 or 1982. 1 am certain that
Hunts Canning Company would like to see the
facilities provided at an earlier date than that
currently envisaged by the Government.

I will now leave the fishing industry and come
back to the lamb board. This has been given an
airing lately. There are always problems
associated with statistics, and as Churchill once
said, "There are lies, damned lies, and statistics."
The current situation is that there are a lot of
"damned lies." I do not intend to traverse what
has already been said, but I am cognisant of the
fact that some members and farmers have not
accepted the adequacy of the lamb board. I have
no argument with the lamb board. I have a
comprehensive knowledge of my own electorate
where an overwhelming number of farmers
support the lamb board.

Recently I was successful in having the lamb
board hold three meetings in the Albany area.
Something like 100 farmers attended the three
meetings. It is true that at one meeting two or
three farmers raised somp objections, and were
not satisfied with the answers they received.
However, at the other two meetings of some 60
farmers they were well satisfied.

Referring back to the first meeting, where some
farmers were not satisfied, there was objection to
the creation of the lamb board in the first
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instance, and there has been abjection ever since.
1 am aware that some farmers organised a
meeting in Katanning last Saturday with the
Minister, and attended by Mr Malcolm
McSporran. 1 understand that nothing was to be
said about that meeting, and I do not intend Co
breach any confidences. Kowever, I do know that
some of the members who attended the meeting
were antagonistic towards the board.

Mr Old interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: If the Minister for

Agriculture wants to interject I ask him to raise
his voice so that I can hear him.

Mr Old: I said you should not know what
occurred.

Mr STEPHENS: The Minister mumbles his
interjections. We are perfectly aware that he
makes his interjections just loud enough for
Hansard to bear them, but never loud enough for
us to hear them.

Mr Tonkin: He is not prepared to give an
answer.

Mr Skidmore: You will have to look at
Hansard to see what he said.

Mr STEPHENS: The only time I am aware of
his interjections is when I read them in Hansard.
The Minister makes certain we cannot hear them.

Mr Tonkin: He leqrnt that from his master.
Mr Skidmore: I think the Minister challenged

the veracity of the member for Stirling.
Mr Old: What veracity?
Mr STEPHENS: I would not take any notice

of his interjections anyway. The Minister is
probably worried about the rustle of portfolios
when he sleeps.

Mr Tonkin: Or the jingling of the 10 pieces of
silver!

Mr STEPHENS: I will come back to the lamb
board. I do not intend to traverse the various
problems associated with it, but I have indicated
that the community I represent supports the
board. I can understand that support because of
the tremendous job the board does. I will mention
one matter and I would like those people who
want to see the board destroyed to bear this point
in mind.

A farmer in my electorate runs a small flock of
sheep which he mates to Dorset Horn rams. Less
than 400 sheep are involved in this exercise-his
cull ewes actually. He sent 102 lambs to one of
the works in Perth. They averaged just over 15
kilograms and the skin value was $5.45. Ten days
later he sent 72 lambs to the Lamb Marketing
Board through Thomas Borthwick & Sons in

Albany. They averaged just over 16 kilograms in
weight and the price of the skins was $4.28.
Natural' ly the farmer was rather surprised at the
difference of $1.17 on the skins., so he inquired of
the Lamb Marketing Board what was the
problem and was told there were I5 per cent
black points in the skins. That means there was
black wool in the skins. This was disputed, of
course, because on the law of averages one would
not expect one lot of 102 lambs to have no black
points and the next lot a couple of weeks later to
have IS per cent black points.

Because of his experience with Borthwicks, the
farmer stipulated that he would not send lambs to
Borthwicks again, notwithstanding that he lives
12 miles from the works. He said, "in no way am
I going to be ripped -off." So he sent another 126
lambs to Perth, which averaged 17
kilograms-getting heavier each time. This was
only a week ago, about six weeks after he sent the
first lot of lambs, and the skin value was S4,90. I
understand in the interim skin values have
dropped marginally, but the important point is
that when he inquired about those 126 skins he
was told there was not one black point.

The first lot of lambs had no black points. The
second lot sent 10 days later had 15 per cent
black points and the skin value was down $1.17,
and the third lot of 126 lambs had no black points
at all and the skin value was $4.90. Here is a firm
in Albany, Thomas Borthwick & Sons, which is
apparently prepared to rip off the farmers,
notwithstanding that it has the Lamb Marketing
Board looking over its shoulder. This is the free
enterprise firm. Some people who want to get rid
of the Lamb Marketing Board will say, "Give us
a fair go on our lambs." I know those facts to be
correct because they happened to be lambs from
my own farm.

I have made inquiries in the area and I am
disturbed. I know a number of farmers in the
Albany area who refuse to send their lambs to
Thomas Borthwick & Sons. It is a tragedy
because the firm provides local employment. How
can we have confidenice in free enterprise giving
us a fair go on our lambs when the firm cannot
give us a fair go on our skins with the Lamb
Marketing Board looking over its shoulder?

I ask those who seek the destruction of the
Lamb Marketing Board to bear that in mind. The
agricultural papers have been full of informoat ion
about the board, but I doubt that any of them will
make reference to my comments in this House
tonight. It is peculiar but that is the way it seems
to happen.
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Finally on the farming scene, I noticed recently
in the National Farmer of the 19th July-Sth
August period that the Government livestock
inquiry in New South Wales found buyer
collusion. The article says-

A NSW Government Committee has
found evidence of ripoffs, collusion and
malpractices in livestoclcauctidn saleyards in
that state, and there are indications of
similar offences Australia-wide.

Further on the article says-
The committee also laid a lot of the onus

on the NSW Council of Auctioneers and
Agents to tighten up saleyard practice all
round and try to eliminate ripoffs.

It reminds me of the situation which existed in
Western Australia back about l970--certainly
before I came into this Parliament-when a series
of incidents and court cases resulted in about
three people going to gaol and three others being
fined. Exactly the same type of situation existed
in Western Australia at that time. I am proud to
say that was the first time I made contact with
Inspector Daniels--subsequently to be
Superintendent Daniels-who had a great deal to
do with bringing to justice those who were taking
advantage of the system and the farming
community generally;

I would, like to draw the attention of the
Government to the fact that in the last 12 months
or so I have heard many suggestions that the
same types of malpractices are continuing in
Western Australia. They have been brought to my
notice. Regrettably, I have not any specific
details, but where there are murmurings and
whisperings I feel sure there are some facts to
substantiate them, and I suggest the Government
look very closely at what is going on. I certainly
knew about these malpractices in the 1970s,
having been involved in bringing to justice some
of those who were involved on that occasion. I
hope the Government will look into the matter.

I am pleased to notice in the newspaper that the
Government intends to set up a farm machinery
and liaison research unit at Merredin, costing
some $72 000 in the first year. This is a step in
the right direction, but perhaps it would be
desirable to make some amendments to the
consumer protection legislation to enable farmers
to come under the umbrella of consumer affairs.

I noticed in an article in the Farmers Weekly
that the Farmers' Union machinery committee is
currently making a thorough examination of the
Queensland Grain Growers Association
machinery committee which inquired into this
area some time ago and submitted a report. It is a

matter the Government should look at with a view
to implementing the necessary legislation.

The proposal involves forming a State farm
machinery board comprising a director, a
distributor, a manufacturer, an independent
agricultural engineer, and four farmers. The
director would be permanent staff, supported by
two inspectors and a secretary. The cost of the
board would be borne by the Consolidated
Revenue Fund in the same way that consumer
protection is financed at the moment. I do not
intend to go into the matter in any detail but I
think it is an area to which the Government
should give attention. It seems Strange to me that
when farmers go to buy anything they are
regarded as consumers at the end of the line, but
when it comes to protection under legislation they
are regarded as manufacturers; so they miss out
both ways. In my opinion they should be brought
within the ambit of the consumer protection
legislation in some way.

I noticed in The West Australian of the 25th
October that Mr Oliver Dixon made a speech to
the municipal conference. I would like to pay
tribute to Mr Oliver Dixon, who was the first
parliamentary ombudsman. I believe he made a
tremendous contribution to that office. Being the
first occupant of a new office, it was essential that
it be successful, and this Parliament and all the
people of Western Australia can be very proud of
and pleased with the work done by Mr Oliver
Dixon.

Mr Watt: I will support you in that.
Mr STEPHENS: I think everybody who knows

the man and what he has done will support those
comments. He said-

The cost
passing out
middle-class
ombudsman,
yesterday.

of going to law was rapidly
of the reach of the ordinary.

citizen, the retiring State
Mr Oliver Dixon said

That is quite true. I was approached recently by
one of my constituents who had been prosecuted
for a driving offence and issued with a $30
infringement notice. This man claimed that he
was innocent of the charge, and he fought the
Road Traffic Authority. He had to go to
Narrogin to defend the case, and he won.
However, he finished uj $85 out of pocket, and
members will recall that the original infringement
notice was for $30. Where is the justice in that
situation?

Mr Skidmore: He was lucky.
Mr STEPHENS: Yes, I realise he was lucky;

he could have lost a great deal more money. This
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is one of the reasons that many people take the
line of least resistance and pay up whether or not
they are guilty. It is the cheapest way out, and
that is a sad reflection on society in this day and
age.

The Government should look at this matter
closely. An RTA officer has nothing to lose when
he issues an infringement notice, but the
individual charged has everything to lose. Even a
person who successfully defends a case can be out
of pocket over it.

Another instance reported to me by one of my
constituents illustrates a more serious situation.
My constituent was leaving a club in my
electorate and he was jumped by a man who said,
"You are under arrest". Like any other normal
man, my constituent reacted immediately and
threw the mantagainst the wall. It turned out that
this man was a policeman in civilian clothing.
However, he had not identified himself to my
constituent.

My constituent is a shearer and it was very
important for him to be at work the next day
when there was to be a cut out. So without legal
advice lie appeared before two justices of the
peace the next morning. He pleaded guilty, and I
admit that this was a mistake. He explained to
the JPs that the policeman had not identified
himself and that he was not aware that he was a
policeman. In those circumstances I question
whether he was actually guilty, and I suggest that
the JPs should .have advised him to change his
plea. However, he was found guilty of resisting
arrest.

I took this matter up with the Attorney General
who told me that as the time for appeal had not
run out he could not intervene. I. passed this
information on to my constituent who then
discussed the matter with his solicitor. The advice
he received was that as three policemen were
involved, he had only a 50-50 chance of winlning,
and that if he lost the case, it would cost him over
$1 000.

I have mentioned these two incidents to support
the comments made by Mr Dixon. We should
look at this area closely and we should endeavour
to ensure that justice is available to everybody,
not only those with money.

As usual, Mr Speaker, I seem to be running out
of time. I would like to make a brief comment on
some recent Press articles referring to the
coalition rift in other States and at Federal level:
I know that the subject of the rift is not really any
concern of this Parliament, but I believe it is
important to record some comments about it in

Hansard as this particular period of our history is
of interest to political students.

The present trouble in Queensland. Victoria,
and the Federal sphere relates to the position of
the coalition partners at elections. Possibly most
people have noticed that there is no such conflict
in Western Australia. It is very easy to explain
this because in 1975 the National Country Party
and the Liberal Party virtually merged. This was
the effect of the sell-out which took place when
the member for Mt. Marshall and I decided that
we would stand firm on Country Party policy.

It is important to bear in mind that our stand
had the unanimous support of all parliamentary
members of the Country Party, but having taken
that stand, some of those parliamentary members
had second thoughts. It may be that these second
thoughts were caused by speculation as to where
they could finish up themselves.

The member-for Mt. Marshall and I stood firm
and resigned from our portfolios, but the other
Country Party members acquiesced with the
Liberal Party and ever since the Country Party in
this State has been submerged completely by the
Liberal Party, So it is not surprising that there is
no conflict in Western Australia.

Mr Skidmore: They have blended in so well
that you would not recognise that they were ever
Country Party members.

Mr STEPHENS: So the Country Party in this
State gives its preferences to the Liberal Party.
Simply because of the merger with the Liberal
Party, a Country Party member said to me, "We
would sooner put a Liberal in Parliament than put
in a National Party member." It is important to
bear this in mind. We have noticed also that the
Country Party is spending money as though it
were going out of fashion.

The SPEAKER: The member's time has
expired.

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [9.56 p.mi.]: The
debate on the Estimates enables a member to
cover a broad range, and of course he is allowed
to roam and to bring up points relating to his
electorate, to the State, and to anywhere else.
Again the Treasurer has presented us with a very
good Budget, particularly in view of the fact that
the last four or li ve Budgets have been prepared
in very difficult times. At no time has the
Government ever said that a Budget was easy to
Prepare. The Government has never said that
everything was peaches and cream. We realise
that right throughout the world the economy is
tight at the moment, but 1 am pleased to see that
Western Australia is far better off than any other
State of Australia.
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In this year's Budget there are many matters of
significant importance to my electorate and to all
other electorates throughout the State.
Expenditure has been increased in many areas
and that should stimulate the economy as we
move into the new year. Education is always an
important and emotive part of the Budget. The
education spending from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund has risen over 94 per cent from the
1974-75 year. This demonstrates the
Government's continuing concern in this field.

I repeat that the Government has never said
that the Budget was easy to prepare. Throughout
this debate we have heard nothing from the
Opposition that we could recognise as
constructive criticism of the Government's
performance. Certainly the Opposition has
knocked us-the. public have nicknamed the
Leader of the Opposition, "Knocker Davies".

Mr Bryce: You cannot remember "Knocker
Court" when he was Leader of the Opposition? Is
your memory that short? I suggest that you go
through a few newspapers of that period.

Mr NANOVICH: I have looked at these
newspapers.

Mr Bryce: Look at the years 1971 to 1974.
Mr NANOVICH: We have heard nothing

from the Opposition as to how it would set things
right if it became the Government. We have never
heard anything from the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition as to how he would improve the
economy in Western Australia should he happen
to become a member of the Government after the
next election.

Mr Bryce: I spent my entire speech explaining
why we should be encouraging an electronics
industry.

Mr NANOVICH: I wish to quote a few
extracts from a book titled, The Witless Men. It
gives a number of reasons that Australia is facing
the crisis before it today; it gives reasons that
things have not been easy over the last four or five
years, and evidence that it will take a little more
time to make things right again. The economy
will be put right only under a Liberal
Government, because socialist policies will
continue to ruin the economy of Western
Australia and Australia if socialists are put into
Government again. I would like to quote some
extracts from the book.

Mr Bryce: What is the name of it?
Mr NANOVICH: It is The Witless Men, and

the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is mentioned
in it.

Mr Bryce: Are you not going to quote that
section?

Mr NANOVICH: I quote as follows-
Impatient of the delays inseparable from

the need for a Caucus to elect a Ministry,
Whitlam had himself and his deputy,
Barnard, sworn in as a stop-gap Ministry to
operate until decisions were reached in the
borderline seats that were making
composition of the Caucus uncertain. They
rushed through an impressive but frightening
list of decisions-impressive because no
ministry in history had achieved so much in
such a short time, frightening because the
Australian electorate had never been so
jolted by a government that cut through red
tape, like a five eighth with winged heels.
This two-man Ministry freed draft resisters,
abolished national military service, removed
sales tax on contraceptives, abandoned the
Imperial honours system, stopped the
granting of mining leases on Aboriginal
reserves, blocked the takeover of a Victorian
company by one from Great Britain,
arranged a meeting of premiers to initiate
discussion on the promised Albury-Wodonga
scheme, and made manly other drastic
changes in the national lire.

What about the Salvado move? Secretive
meetings were held by the then Federal Minister
for Urban Development (Mr Uren) with State
Government departments. We clearly remember
that the Labor Government was going to take
people's land away from them.

Mr Bateman: Don't go on with so much
garbage! It is just so much bloody rot.

Mr NANOVICH: Has the member for
Canning woken up? The truth hurts, does it not?
We are suffering today as a result of the erratic,
irresponsible policies of the Whitlam Government.

Mr Bateman: Absolute garbage! Tell us about
some of the good things they did.

Mr Bryce: You are the biggest whinger in the
place.

Mr NANOVICH: I continue to quote as
follows-

These ~decisions in the Government's early
days presaged a new and vigorous approach
to Australian affairs, with the emphasis
heavily on innovation and reform and a new
visionary nationalism that threatened to rock
conservative elements and institutions in the
country to their foundations.

MrT Bateman: That is hypocrisy or the highest
order.
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Mr NANOVICH-: To continue-
The First, tremors of the impending

earthquake came with the announcement
that the new Government would recognise
Peking as the Government of China and
would withdraw recognition from Taiwan.

Mr Bateman: You crawled all over the top of
them.

Mr NANOVICH: I am not a worm. The
member for Canning is a worm.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bateman: Absolute garbage!
Mr NANOVICH: The member is absolutely

biased,
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Whitford will resume his seat, and the member
fnr Canning will cease interjecting-particularly
when I rise to try to restore order, I suggest to the
member for Whitford that he desist from reading
the document from which he has been reading for
some time, and get on with his speech.

Mr Bateman: Hear, hear!
Mr NANOVICH: I apologise for not resuming

my seat when you called for order, Mr Speaker. I
do request that I be permitted to read a further
small portion of the extract, because the following
few paragraphs will give the House a clear
indication of the meaning of my statement that
the economy is still suffering the effects of the
policies of the Whitlam Government.

Mr B~teman: My godfather! We can't have this
rubbish.

Mr NANOVICH: I quote as follows-
In the first two or three years of office

there were many examples of this
impatience, this determfination to erect an
edifice that could not be demolished by a
succeeding government, this ruthless
intolerance of lesser Then. The rush to pass
legislation through the Parliament led to
much of it being ill-planned, ill-considered
and often poorly drafted.

I will miss one paragraph. The book then says-
This frenetic zeal damaged the

Government in many ways, but in none so
grievously as economic management. The
Whitlamn vigour was such that mountains had
to be demolished overnight. The social
reforms that were the basis of his and Labor
policy were rushed through in order that they
could take shape and substance before the
enemies of Labor could regain power. So free
tertiary education; a more equitable system
of grants to schools; a national health

scheme;, national insurance; higher pensions
and similar social services; urban and
regional development involving the creation
of new cities, national pipelines and mineral
development-

Mr Bateman: Do you know where you are up
to? Is there a comma, a semicolon, a full stop, or
an exclamation mark?

Mr NANOVICH: I continue to quote as
follows-

-subsidies for film makers, writers, artists,
the theatre and television; housing schemes
and organisations to administer and finance
them;, money for Aborigines, for sport and
recreation, for tourismn-all were rushed into
being at a breath-taking pace.

Mr Bryce: What is wrong with encouraging
Australian talent?

Mr NANOVICH: To continu-
From a humanitarian point of view, it was

laudable: from the aspect of simple
economics, it was madness. The Government
blamed world conditions for its economic
problems, and undoubtedly these
contributed, but no government could pour
the millions of dollars into unproductive
enterprises.

I will conclud--
Mr Bateman: Thank God!
Mr NANQV ICH-: -by quoting the following

portion-
By early 1975 the Government was faced

with the bitter prospect of having to slow
down or even halt some of the ideological
castles in the air it had been building in its
twenty-three years in Opposition. It was
learning the hard way that Rome, much less
Utopia, could not be built in a day.

Those are the reasons our economy is still being
strangled; it is a result of the erratic, irresponsible
policies of that Government.

Mr Bryce: Gee, you are weak.
Mr Bateman interjected.
Mr NANOVICH: The member for Canning

absolutely amazes me. He knows that if he has a
pccketful of money which he spends today, he will
not be worried about it today; be will worry about
it in two or three days' time when he needs more
money. That is when the impact is felt.

Mr Bryce: What about your Government's
petrol rip-off of $2.5 million?

Mr Bateman: Talk sense, for God's sake!
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Mr NANOVICH: The Opposition espouses
socialist policies which will never work in Western
Australia. The only way to straighten out the
economy-and it will take a little more time-is
to continue with a Liberal Government, because
our policies work. The policies of members
opposite fail, and that has been proven.

Mr Bryce: Stand up and face the music. There
is no place in the world for whingers.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr NANOVICH: Labor policies will continue

to fail, as I have painted out. Let us hear some of
the other things the Leader of the Opposition has
said, apart from knocking. An article appeared in
The West Australian of the 22nd October under
the heading, "Taxation pledge by Lab. leader"

Mr Bateman: How many years ago was that?
Mr NANOVICH: It appeared on the 22nd

October, 1979. The Leader of the Opposition
said-

The next State Labor Government would
press the Federal Government-

Does the Opposition not know the Premier is
already pressing the Federal Government?

Mr Bryce: He is pressing that Government to
impose a second income tax. That is his pigeon,
his creation.

Mr NANOVICH: What is the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition talking about? The article
continues-

-to review and improve the taxation zone
allowances for people in WA's North, the
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Davies, said
yesterday.

However, the Leader of the Opposition will not
tell us how that should be done. When our leader
gives an explanation, he says how things will be
done; but the Opposition says nothing of that.
Our Premier is pushing more than any other
Premier ever did, and he is getting better results
than any other man.

Mr Bryce: He wants a second income tax.
Mr Bateman: I can remember when the

Premier sat on this side and he said, "Move over,
I will put the State right in six months."

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr NANOVICI-: Mr Speaker, I seem to have

trodden on the corns of the member for Canning;
he is getting a little obstreperous.

Mr Jamieson: The Premier said that inflation
could be cured on a State-by-State basis.

Mr Clarko: It has been, except in New South
Wales.

Mr NANOVICH: The Government has never
bragged it could cure unemployment overnight.

Mr Bryce: The Premier said he could cure it
within six months of gaining office.

Mr Jamieson: He has had six years.
Mr NANOVICH: Our record is superior to

that of any other State. The Minister for Labour
and 'industry has quoted figures to prove it. He
has issued Press releases and made statements in
Parliament on the matter.

In its aim to create more employment
opportunities and additional trained and skilled
personnel, the Government recently announced a
plan to train 1 100 workers in preparation for the
North-West Shelf Project. Yet immediately the
unions came out and knocked the system, making
irresponsible statements about what they were
going to do to stop the scheme.

Mr H. D. Evans: They made suggestions, and
the Minister accepted them. Is that so bad?

Mr Bateman: The Sunday Times will look after
you.

Mr NANOVICH: Just listen to the statements
of Mr Bastow and Mr Marks-

However, the AMWSU's State secretary,
Mr F. W. Bastow, indicated yesterday that
he was not happy with the scheme and the
lack of consultation with the union
movement.

The union's assistant secretary, Mr Jack
Marks, was more outspoken.

He described the scheme as an
unscrupulous cosmetic operation to repair the
Liberal Party's tarnished image by promising
1 100 "pressure-cooker tradesmen."

What a statement to make!
Mr O'Connor: That was a pretty stupid

statement.
Mr NANOVICH: It Certainly was stupid.
Mr Bateman: Who said that?
Mr NANOVICH: Mr Marks. The scheme,

which incorporates training for young and mature
age workers will continue for about three years.
Mr Marks continued-

The Court government was trying to hang
on to office with pipe dreams associated with
the North-West Shelf gas and oil, an
alumina refinery and other mining projects
as solutions to the economic crisis.

It had come up with the scheme to provide
"pressure-cooker tradesmen" who were
preferably not unionists.
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The Government is trying to create jobs, yet we
have union leaders knocking the Government and
trying to destroy the whole scheme.

Mr Bryce: Is it not coincidental that you wait
until the eve of an election to create 1 100 of the
100 000 jobs you promised?

Mr NANOVICH: The scheme will proceed
and it will be successful, and the Government will
get credit for its initiative.

1 refer now to 'a Film which has been circulating
the metropolitan area called "Now the chips are
down". I should like to read a statement made by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. The
circular accompanying the film states that "a
discussion to follow the film will be led by Mal
Bryce, MLA, Deputy Leader of the Opposition".
I have heard the type of questions asked at these
film evenings, and the answers given.

I understand this film gives the impression of
the machine taking over from the human being.

Mr Bryce: Have you seen the film?
Mr NANOVICH: It depicts the computers

demonstrating what they do, in preference to the
human being.

Mr Bryce: Have you seen the film?
Mr NANOVICH: The theme is the complete

elimination of the human being from future
industry and employment.

Mr Bryce: Let the record show the member has
not even seen the film he is criticising.-

Mr NANOVICI-: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition is preaching a complete untruth to the
public.

Mr Bryce: How can you possibly criticise a film
you have not even seen? You would have to be
completely ignorant to talk about a film in such a
manner when you have not even seen it.

Mr NANOVICH: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition should not get red in the face. He has
said one thing here, yet he completely
contradicted himself in the newspaper. The article
appears in the Daily News of Friday, the 19th
October, under the heading, "Local industry
needs a spark" and states as follows-

The State government needs to encourage
the development of a local electronics
indeistry, according to the deputy leader of
the Opposition, Mr Mai Bryce.

Mr Bryce said that both the federal and
State governments had refused to recognise
the significance and importance of an
Austral ian-based industry.

The computor market in Australia was
unique because there were overseas
companies competing for contracts.

The article goes on to say-
He said: "I am sick of people scoffing at

the importance of this issue. Neither the
federal nor State government has lifted a
finger to develop the electronics industry in
this country."

Mr Bryce: Thai is right. You talk to the
members of the industry and hear what they have
to tell you.

Mr Clarko: The more you develop the
electronics industry, the more people you put out
of work.

Mr NANOVICH: That is exactly right.
Mr Bryce: That is a very superficial attitude.
The SPEAKER: Order! The debate would get

along a lot better if we did not have a cross.
Chamber conversation between the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Karrinyup, who sits alongside the member who is
trying to speak. I ask for fewer interjections.

Mr NANOVICH: Although I have no personal
grudge against the member for Avon, I wish to
refute some of the statements he has made
regarding the Government's decision to cease
operations on the Perth-Fremantle railway line.
Recently, I asked a question of the Minister for
Transport about the amount of money spent on
our rail system, and he advised me that since
1974 over $100 million had been spent in
upgrading the railway system in Western
Australia.

A great deal of fiery debate in this place
accompanied the Government's decision to close
this line. The member for Avon criticised the
Government, accusing it of making a classic ass of
itself in closing the line. He based his argument
on one day of the year; namely, football grand
final day.

Mr Jamieson: And Royal Show day.
Mr NANOVICH: Governments do not

establish transport systems to cater for only one
day of the year; they are responsible for the
provision of services 365 days of the year. While
the Government continues to make decisions of
that sort, I am sure that the means of transport
will be improved and made more favourable to
the electorates represented by Opposition
members. Naturally the transport System will be
improved.

I am sure the member for Welshpool would
agree that, when he was a member of the
Government and in Cabinet, he was faced with
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the problem of making similar fairly firm
decisions in his various portfolios.

When any of my electors have queried me
about the matter I have said, "Do you wish the
Government to provide better transport facilities
in the Whitford electorate?" People have said,
"Toio right, I do." I have said, "Well, while the
Government continues to eliminate the areas that
are costing it more money and are not servicing
the people as they should be, it will pour the funds
into other areas which are More needy."

Mr Jamnieson: You might tell us any part of the
world where the railway service between the two
main cities of the State has been
discontinued-anywhere in the world.

Mr NANOVICH: Does the member for
Welshpool think honestly that the Fremantle-
Perth railway should be kept open?

Mr Jamieson: It should be kept open for many
obvious reasons, including those given by the
experts throughout the world.

Mr NANOVICH: I have perused Hansard,
and I have found evidence of a Sill that was
introduced into the Parliament to eliminate the-

Mr Janieson: That is years ago. Many things
occurred since. Only two years ago your Premier
said it was going to be kept open.

Mr Clarko: But you were going to close it six
years ago.

Mr Jamieson: Of course; but circumstances are
quite different.

Mr Clarko: They are worse.
Mr NANOVICH: Let us deal with the current

hot potato. It is* a great pity the member for
Fremantle is not here at the moment. I felt sorry
for him on Wednesday, the 3 Is, October, because
I thought he was used by the Opposition. It was a
case of his own team using him. It was quite
noticeable that before he asked the question the
Leader of the Opposition was sitting with him for
about 10 or 15 minutes. Of course, it was a real
cooked-up question to the Premier. It deserved the
answer the Premier gave.

Mr Bryce: You have a fertile imagination.
Mr NANOVICH: The situation continued the

next day. Those types of circus events will not
bring the Opposition back into Government. If
members of the Opposition believe that it will, I
feel sorry for them. It will do them no good.

The incident was dealt with every day in the
media. Of course, that is what the media likes.
They grab hold of the situation purely to highlight
it.

The Leader of the Opposition was caught in Lhe
position ofthrowing a disc, making out that the
Premier had never seen one.

Mr Bertram: He did not throw it at all. Do you
know what happened?

Mr O'Connor: He threw a book one day, and it
hit one of the Clerks on the head.

Mr NANOVICH: This was all part of a
gimmick to obtain publicity. That was to gain an
advantage over the Government because a person
would not pay her water charges. She was not
experiencing any difficulty or any hardship. The
commissioner of the board stated that. Mr Jim
Glover stated the situation clearly.

These are the thidigs the Opposition continues
to throw at the Government. I can see no
advantage for the Opposition in that. I am sure
when we go to the polls the people will realise
that.

I listened to the member for
his speech the other evening. I
If he makes a good point, I
listened to him with care-

Welshpool making
am not a knocker.
will support it. I

Mr Bateman: You could fool me.
Mr NANOVICH: He made mention of the

Kimberley and of the northern areas, and what
we can produce there. I believe that the Ord will
prove to be of tremendous benefit to Western
Australia. I hope the member for Canning noticed
that comment.

*Mr Bateman: I did, I did!
Mr NANOVICH: That is the area where there

is water. Where there is water, one can produce
practically anything. I know there is a problem at
the moment, because the produce being grown is
not bringing in any great revenue.

Mr Jamieson: What is being produced at
present?

Mr NANOVICH: Sunflower-
Mr Jamieson: I am glad you have the Minister

to prompt you.
Mr NANOVICH: -sorghum, sugar cane, rice,

soya beans, bananas, melons and many other
items. There is a great deal of it. I had a very
good look at the research station, and I know the
area will provide a great benefit for the State, but
we have to be a little more patient. I am sure good
results wvill be produced in the not-too-distant
future.

Mr B. T. Burke: How many years would you
say?

Mr NANOVICH: I believe there will be a
significant improvement every year.
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Mr Bertram: What evidence have you to
support that statement?

Mr NANOVICH: 1 believe bananas will be a
winner.

Mr Bertram: Why?
Mr NANOVICH: Has the member for Mt.

Hawthorn ever eaten a banana?
Mr Bertram: I am not discussing whether I

have eaten a banana. I am asking why you say
that.

Mr NANOVICH: Immediately after the
winter there is a drop-off period between the
production of first-class bananas in Carnarvon
and those in Queensland. The Carnarvon bananas
start to deteriorate and break down, and they do
not have the same quality as those produced in
Queensland. In that drop-off period, one can
produce the first-class bananas in the Kununurra
area.

Mr Bertram: Why have they not done that
before this?

Mr NANOVICH: If the member had read the
paper, he would have seen the statement which
indicated that the Perth shop owners are going
out of their way to obtain the bananas from
Kununurra. They are perfect bananas. I am sure
the production of bananas in the Ord will be a
great Success.

While the North-West Shelf gas pipeline is
being constructed, the opportunity exists for the
construction of a water main, because I
understand that the gas and water mains can go
together, as has been done successfully in some
parts of the world. The construction of the gas
pipeline would provide an opportunity to build the
two mains together. The work force and the
machinery would be on the site. I do not Profess
to be an engineering expert, but I believe
consideration should be given to this aspect
because it may be a very wise move in the
ultimate.

Mr Bryce: You realise the gas is only half way
up to the Ord, don't you?

Mr NANOVICH: I know where it is.
Mr Bryce: It is not a question of building a

parallel pipeline at all.
Mr NANOVICH: I believe the opportunity is

available.
Mr Bertram: Tell us why you believe it. Don't

just spout it; give us the facts.
Mr NANOVICH: I have no time to speak to

the member for Mt. Hawthorn. He just sits in his
seat and lazes. I am too busy working. He is
"Nicotine Fred" from Mt. Hawthorn.

If parallel gas and water pipelines were to be
considered, they might provide a wonderful
opportunity for US in Western Australia. We
could ascertain whether for our future water
supplies a water main could be constructed in
conj unction with a gas main.

I shall mention now a few points relating to my
own electorate. I extend my appreciation to the
Mrr for having recently provided a new bus
service to the Kingsley area. The people in that
area accept and appreciate the service and
undoubtedly will patronise it well. I am sure as
the region requires further services the MTT will
give consideration to the area's needs in a very
practical manner.

There is an urgent need for a continuation of
the Mitchell Freeway into the northern suburbs. I
realise the necessary finance is enormous and that
our friends in Canberra have put something of a
stranglehold on those funds which should be
drifting to our State. We are not receiving as
much as we are entitled to. Too much emphasis
has been given to the Southern part of the freeway
while the northern part is being somewhat
neglected. However, I trust the Government will
take every opportunity to see that the freeway
continues to expand into the northern suburbs at a
much faster rate. If this does not happen we 4'ill
find a strangulation of the traffic in the northern
areas which will cause great problems.

Mr B. T. Burke: The northern suburbs are
growing the fastest.

Mr NANOVICH: Yes; that is why I have
made my request.There is an urgent need for a
technical college within the area of Wanneroo arid
Whitford, an area of around 82 000 people. The
member for Moore also indicated this need. It is
policy that tertiary colleges are not provided
unless they serve an area of 60 000 people. I
realise there is a college in Carine and another in
the Balga and Nollamara areas. Certainly there is
a real need for a technical education facility in
the Warneroo Shire.

Mr B. T. Burke: I am interested to know
wlfether you are quite happy with the reservation
of an area north of your electorate for a nuclear
power station.

Mr NANOVICH: Where is that?
Mr B. T. Burke: North of Ledge Point.
Mr NANOVICH: That is not in my electorate.

With those remarks I support the measure before
the House and offer my congratulations to the
Treasurer for presenting another fine Budget. I
am sure the State will benefit immensely from the
policies to be implemented. The Premier, and all
of us on this side of the House, have always been
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positive in our announcements, unlike the
Opposition, members of which have earned the
name of being professional knockers; they never
offer alternatives or solutions to the problems
facing the State. It is a great State with plenty of
potential. All it wants is a continuation by the
Liberal Government of its present policies and
the implementation of the programmes set out in
the Budget. If this is done, the State in its entirety
will benefit. I support the Bill.

MR WILSON (Dianella) [10.34 p.m.): The
debate on the Budget is the time when members
have the opportunity to comment on the sorts of
priorities the Government is setting for the
coming months. Of course, when we talk about
priorities of Government it is not possible to talk
about those priorities unless we take into account
the priorities established both by the Federal
Government and the State Government. So in
looking at the priorities set by the State
Government we have to bear Very much in mind
those priorities which have been set by its Federal
counterpart, because inevitably the State is tied
by the priorities set by the Federal Government.

The Budget papers which accompanied the
Federal Budget were quite specific about the
implementation of that Budget. They are
priorities to which the State priorities and the
State Budget are tied. The Federal Budget
predictions were that inflation over the current
year would be over 10 per cent.

Mr Clarko: How much over 10 per cent?
Mr WILSON: The document simply says "over

10 per cent".
Mr Clarko: It was something like 10.2 per cent.

Mr WILSON: The Federal Government
prediction was that inflation for the current year
would be over 10 per cent. Average earnings
would rise by nearly the same amount and
unemployment would not fall; indeed, it could
even rise. Real gross domestic products would
grow by a meagre 2 per cent to 2.5 per cent. The
total size of the public sector would be 38.3 per
cent of the gross domestic product, marginally
lower than last year. The Budget papers said it
would be greater than in the Whitlamn years when,
in the words of the Fraser Government in 1976, it
was "bloated out of belief". Of course, alongside
this there is no commitment at all on interest
rates, which is interesting to note.

Those are the priorities that have been set
nationally for Australia idf the coming year; those
are the priorities which have been outlined in the
Federal Budget papers. As I have said before, to a

large degree they are priorities into which the
State in its priorities and planning is locked.

Mr Clarko: You use the word "priority" quite
inaccurately . You cannot talk about plus-IG per
cent inflation as a priority unless inflation is at 20
per cent.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order?
Mr WILSON: One of the important aspects of

this list of priorities is that which concerns
unemployment. In the Budget papers the Federal
Government anticipates that unemployment will
grow by approximately 50 000 during the coming
year: On the other hand, it makes provision in its
Budget for unemployment benefits for only
19 000 people. Obviously there is some hope that
either the other 30 000 people will simply
disappear or perhaps more likely join the ranks of
what are becoming known as the hidden
unemployed.

It was interesting to read a recent article in the
Press which resulted from some research which
indicated this aspect of hidden unemployment is
in fact a very significant-aspect. It is one that is
not fully taken into account in the ABS figures,
because the ABS figures allow for the
employment figures to include people who have
worked for only two hours per week in the week
leading up to the finalisation of those figures. In
fact research has shown that up to 50 000 people
may not be accounted for in those terms.

Mr Clarko: Of course, there was an error of
60 000 or 80 000 the other way.

Mr WILSON: I am not aware of any research
in that regard; that is obviously the member's
personal belief.

Mr Clarko: There was an article in the paper
recently saying there was an error of up to 80 000
the other way.

Mr WILSON: Although the Government's
policies will lead to a slowing down of economic
growth and an increase in unemployment next
year, spending on job training programmes has
been cut heavily. One of the cuts which has been
imposed is that on the community youth support
scheme. It is understood that, as a result of these
cuts, the CYSS centres throughout Australia will
be reduced in number by 5S1. I have heard that the
number of CYSS centres in Western Australia is
to be reduced in total by 12. 1 am aware that the
funds of a number of centres have been cut
already. One of them is in fact in may electorate,
The cut in funds to this particular CYSS project
is very tragic. This CYSS project has been
operating in Girrawheen from the community
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recreation centre. The committee of that project,
of which I am a member, was notified last week
that the funds would be cut and that the people
working there would be dismissed as from this
Friday.

Apparently the guidelines for cutting the funds
to these centres include the fact that certain
cntres have not been able to ensure a sufficient
number Of Young people attending them find
work. This particular centre which has catered
for, on average, a total of 40 young people week
by week has now experienced a cut in funds and
the young people concerned are expected to find
their way into neighbouring centres in Balsa or
Wanneroo.

The young people are mainly in the 15 to 19
years age group and are largely early school
leavens who have the worst prospects of
employment, because they were not successful at
school. In some cases they have been encouraged
to leave school early. I will not say they have been
forced to leave, but certainly on occasions they
have been encouraged strongly to leave school at
an early age because they were proving to be
problems.

These young people have been thrust onto the
community and the labour market with very little,
if any, prospect of being able to find work. At
least at the centre they had a place to meet and
they could be directed into creative and useful
recreational and other activities in which they
could obtain basic work skills to improve their
prospects of employment and of being able to
conduct themselves in a better manner and in a
way which would render them more likely to be
selected for jobs which might become available.

The particularly tragic circumstance
surrounding the closure of this centre is that the
reason for it was based on the fact that the centre
had been unsuccessful in getting more of the
young people into the work force. The
interesting-I would say again "tragic"-feature
of that is it was only about a year ago that the
Commonwealth Employment Service issued a
Press statement saying that the Girrawhecen area
was the Worst in the whole of Australia in terms
of the number of job opportunities available for
the number of people seeking work.

At that stage it was stated over 800 people were
available for each job opportunity that existed in
the area. The reason for that is explained easily.
It is largely a suburban residential area. There is
a shopping centre, but few job opportunities are
available. There are other disadvantages when
one lives in such an area and tries to find work.
Public transport is not as good as it could be.

If one depends on public transport in this area
when one is looking for work, one's chances of
obtaining a job ahead of others seeking
employment also are very slim indeed. One has a
long way to travel and the places where work is
available are not those to which one can get easily
by making one bus trip only. At least public
transport is available in the area; but I might say
that people in outlying parts of the metropolitan
area, although serviced by public transport, are
not particularly well served and in terms of their
ability to find work in places where it is likely to
be available, they are at a distinct disadvantage.

I imagine the members of the State committee
who administer these CYSS schemes, when
comparing the success of young people in
Girrawheen in finding jobs with that of young
people in Bayswater. feel that the people in
Bayswater are more successful. It is obvious they
will be more successful, because the people in
Bayswater are fortunate enough to be living close
to areas of industrial development, where there
are factories and large shopping centres, and
where job opportunities are available.

This scheme has been operating for a couple of
years and to some extent it has been successful in
providing opportunities for young people, who
have little hope of finding work, to get together
and occupy their time usefully at a place where a
sympathetic response is available. The way in
which these centres are now being closed as a
result of Federal policy, through the 'Federal
Budget, is particularly tragic and shows a great
lack of sympathy for the difficulties this section of
the unemployed is facing.

The work of Professor Henderson is widely
respected. Heworked on the poverty commission
in the early 1970s. When he was asked to
comment on the Budget he said he found the cuts
inexplicable and went on to say, "I can only think
the Government believes there are never going to
be enough jobs."

Mr Bertram: It is not very wordied about it,
either.

Mr WILSON: We have to proceed from there
and admit the fact that the unemployment
benefits for all these people are below the poverty
line set by Professor Henderson. People in the
under 18-years-of-age group have not received an
increase in their benefits since 1975. They still
receive $36 a wick, an amount which is well
below the poverty line of $59.60 for a single
person which is the updated figure calculated by
Professor Henderson. The figure for the under 18-
years-of-age group, although to be increased by
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$4 within the next few months, will remain $15
below the poverty line.

If we look at the other aspects of those benefits
we find that age pensioners are still well and truly
below the poverty line. They will receive a small
increase in the comning weeks, but they are
expected to live on a benefit which is many dollars
below the poverty line set by Professor
Henderson.

It is understandable I suppose, on the one hand,
that Governments when asked to be accountable
for unemployment become very defensive about
their policies and about the effects their policies
have in terms of the hardships they may be
imposing on the umemployed and the recipients of
welfare payments. We must come to the
resolution that to be fair to the unemployed and
those who are the recipients of or dependent on
welfare payments, we have to try to reach a
situation where Governments become less
defensive and where the critics of Governments
perhaps pay more attention to a careful analytical
assessment of the economic situation.

We have to become more aware of the effects
and the structural changes in the economy that
have taken place in recent decades. For instance,
we have to be aware of factors such as the
significant decline that has taken place in the
proportion of unskilled jobs available, Unskilled
work is being replaced with work requiring high
skills and work associated with the operation of.
complex capital equipment. Several members on
both sides of the House have indicated during the
Budget debate that we are at the beginning of thi's
sort of change and can only expect that this
change will cover itself in the 1980s.

Another feature of the structural change that
we need to be aware of is the actual full-time
work opportunities for young people. Between
1965 and 1972 full-time employment increased at
the rate of 100 000 jobs per annum. Between
1972 and 1978 the rate had reduced to 26 000
jobs per annum.

Mr Sodeman: That is a significant period.
Mr WILSON: I repeat: the rate of job creation

from 100 000 jobs per annum. between 1965 and
1972 has reduced to 26 000 per annum between
the period 1972 to 1978. Another interesting
factor in this period is the increase in part-time
employment. Between the years 1965 and 1972
the increase in part-time jobs per annum. was in
the order of 22 000, whilst between 1972 anid
1978 the increase in part-Lime employment jobs
per annum was to the order of 60 000. There has
been a marked shift in the composition of the
part-time work force from adults and young

people who had left school to young people at
school.

In other words there are a lot of school-aged
young people-young people still at school-who
are also taking on part-time employment. I am
not saying there is anything wrong with that but
it is a very important factor because it means that
part-time employment is not available to those
who have left school.

I believe the unemployment benefit system has
a great deal to do with this trend. However, it is
very encouraging to see that the Federal
Government is now considering a proposition to
increase the amount that those who are on
unemployment benefits are allowed to earn. This
amount has increased from $6 to $20 per week.
That is an encouraging development and one of
which everyone in this House would approve. It
will give some measure of relief to those who are
unemployed in terms of their ability to take part
in part-time work opportunities.

There has been a decline in the overall
employment opportunities for young people in the
15 to 19-year-old age group. Full-time
employment opportunities peaked in 1966 and the
figure has been declining ever since. Since 1966
the number of 15 to 19-year-olds in full-time
employment has declined by over 20 per cent. The
greater persistence of young people at school has
to some extent disguised the reduction in the
labour market participation; at least until 1972 to
1973.' In 1972 the labour market participation by
boys started to level off, and although this factor
began to operate at that stage, it was hidden by a
greater number of girls staying longer at school.

Consequently it is only in the last few years
when there has been a general levelling off that
the decline in the number of 15 to 19-year-olds in
full-time employment has become so noticeable
and according to the latest study of the OECD
countries this is a factor likely to deteriorate
further in the 1980s.

The latest OECD report indicates that
Australia's youth unemployment situation is the
third worst amongst the OECD nations. The full
measure of this factor is indicated in the following
quote from the report-

Through 1978 Australia's youth
unemployment (unemployed aged between
15 and 24 as a per cent of the total labour
force between those ages) ran between 11.1
per cent and 15.2 per cent.

In the first quarter of 1979 the rate was
14.3 per cent compared to 12.4 per cent in
the US, 9.7 per cent in the UK, 13.9 per cent
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in Canada, 16.8 per cent in Finland and 19.6
per cent in Spain.

The depth of Australia's youth
unemployment problem really came into its
own, however, in figures on duration of
unemployment among the young.

For unemployed people under 20 in
Australia the average period between jobs
was 20.9 weeks during 1978 against 7.9 and
5.5 in the US and UK respectively, 10.1 in
Sweden, 6.2 in Belgium and 18 in Finland.

For those unemployed Australians between
20 and 24 the average duration was 22.7
weeks, again well ahead of the other eight
countries it was grouped with.

So, whatever we might say about the fact that we
all hope that job creation initiatives by the private
sector and the job creation programmes by the
public sector may have on youth unemployment,
these structural changes in the situation affect
youth unemployment in Australia. This points to
the fact that this will be a residual problem and
will not be salved in the near future. It will not be
solved by big promises of massive job creation or
by whatever job projects we can think of.

It is a residual problem and one to which we
will have to give more attention in terms of
careful analysis and in terms of equipping our
education system to cope with this niew and
frightening factor which lies ahead for our young
people.

I am pleased also to note the statement which
came out of the Australian Education Council
meeting and, to some extent, the proposals that
have been put forward by the Federal and State
Ministers for Education, and by the Federal
Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs. At
this stage the proposals for the scheme for the
transition-of young people from school to work
are still very vague, and the threat is tbat many
young people will be thrust back onto their
parents for support. This is not something which
anybody on this side of the House would want.

Associated with the unemployment aspect, and
the problems faced by those people who are
forced to subsist on welfare payments, is the
inevitable pressure which has been brought to
bear. One sector of the community which has
been forced to take the brunt of this pressure is
that which covers the private welfare agencies.

One of the commitments of the Federal
Government, in 1977, was that it would make
available to voluntary welfare agencies $500 000
for disbursement to subsidise emergency relief
programmes. Although that announcement was
made in 1977, and although it is appreciated that

commitment has been fulfilled, it is rather sad
that it has only just been announced that the
$500 000 is now to be made available. I
understand the welfare agencies must go through
quite a rigmarole before they can receive any
money, as is often the case with this bureaucratic
type of control. There will be umupteen forms to be
filled in, and umpteen months to wait for the cash
flow.

A useful survey was completed by the
Department of Social Security and the Australian
Council of Social Service covering the State
councils of Victoria, Queensland, and South
Australia. The findings of the survey of
emergency relief measures throughout Australia
in recent times has been published.

Following the survey it was announced that a
conservative estimate of the value of emergency
relief provided by welfare agencies in Australia
was to the value of $11 million. That was just an
estimate,' but perhaps it is a fair measure of the
amount of money which has to be found by
voluntary bodies to meet the emergency needs of
people urgently requiring assistance.

Some of the information which came out of the
survey should have been more widely publicised
through the Press and the media generally. For
instance, in the information which has become
available is an assessment of thos'e who are the
most frequent users of emergency relief. Of those
who are not employed, up to 96 per cent are users
of emergency relief. Recipients or, or applicants
for statutory income security payments, including
State welfare payments, involve up to 91 per cent
of clients; those below Henderson's poverty line,
at the time of application, up to 89 per cent of
clients; Department of Social Security pensioners
or beneficiaries, up to 75 per cent of clients; one-
parent families, up to 43 per cent of clients; and
one and two-child families, up to 35 per cent of
clients. The survey then goes on to refer to the
investigation into those which were the most
vulnerable groups seeking emergency relief.

They include: Separated persons, up to 11.5
times the proportion found in the State population
Over IS years; single adults without dependants,
up to 7.8 times the proportion found in the
Australian population; recipients of Department
of Social Security benefits, up to 7.3 times the
proportion found in the Australian population
over 15 years; one-parent families with children,
up to 6.7 times the proportion found in the
Australian population; persons not currently
employed, up to 2.3 times the proportion found in
the State population over 15 years.
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Another interesting piece of information which
came out of the survey was the break-up of the
proportion of funds found for emergency relief
programmes by non-Government and statutory
agencies. Although figures from Western
Australia were not included in the survey, the
figures from the other States are quite revealing.
For instance, in Victoria the non-Government
agencies found 77 per cent of the money made
available for emergency relief compared with 23
per cent contributed by statutory bodies. In New
South Wales non-Government agencies found 84
per cent of the funds, as against 16 per cent
provided by statutory bodies.

It is also interesting to note the information
which was provided about the types of agencies
which are involved. For instance, in Victoria, the
St. Vincent de Paul agency provided $362 000,
and the Salvation Army provided $251 000 for
emergency relief.

We do have some information about the way in
which the economic situation is bearing down on
voluntary agencies which supply emergency relief
in Western Australia.

The Director of Christian Welfare (Maurie
Ashworth) has said there can be no doubt that
unemployment has exacerbated many of the evils
in our society. He said that drug and alcohol
addiction, broken families, and child abuse are all
on the increase and much of the increase can be
related directly to unemployment.

In July, 1978, Mr Ashworth's Centre attended
to the needs of 901 people. Each month since then
the number has steadily increased and in July of
this year the Centre had 1 370 customers who
were seeking some sort of emergency relief. The
Centre provides food and clothing and support for
lone parents, and tries to help people to manage
better their very limited budgets.

Last year the Centre employed a full-time social
worker, paid by a grant from the Department of
Ethnic Affairs, to handle the problems of
migrants, but this year the grant is unlikely to be
renewed. The Citizens Advice Bureau, while not a
true relief agency, is in a similar situation. Its
administrative budget has not increased, and a
State grant of 529 000 per year for the Distressed
Persons Relief Fund, which the bureau
administers, has not been increased since 1973.

In 1973, when the fund was, set up, it was
allocated $29 000. In this year's Budget, the
allocation for that fund is still at $29 000. This is
in spite of a plea from the administrators of that
fund for an increase.

In fact, in the last annual report the
administrators indicated there were two

alternatives open to them: either an increase in
the annual grant to a projection of its 1973 value,
or a restriction in the trust guidelines to cover
certain types of distress only; that is, where
accident or illness has threatened basic shelter.
The trustees indicated it was their opinion that
any restriction in the guidelines to a certain type
of distress would depart from the spirit of the Act
and they strongly recommended an increase in the
annual amount in line with the Consumer Price
Index. But their pleas for an increase fell on deaf
ears, it appears, and they were handed out in the
current Budget the same amount of $29 000
which they had received each year since 1973.

Statistics have been compiled for each year
since the trust was inaugurated and they indicate
how there has been a forced deterioration in the
effectiveness of the trust. In 1974 there were 149
applications, 120 cases were accepted, and the
average grant of aid was 3192. In 1978 the
number of applications had increased to 520 and
cases accepted to 470, and the average amount
approved for assistance had decreased from 5192
to Sf06 per person seeking assistance. In other
words, although there has been a rapid
deterioration in the economic circumstances of
those at the bottom of the socio-economic scale,
the trust's ability to make assistance available has
been savagely cut by the refusal of the
Government to increase its allocation of funds.

It is interesting to note that most of the
agencies referring people for assistance are State
Government agencies. People seeking relief for
SEC and Metropolitan Water Board accounts
and people whom the Department for Community
Welfare cannot assist are referred to the trust
which has been set up by the Government to
provide emergency relief but which has been
restricted in its capacity to grant relief. One of
the local administrators of the St. Vincent de Paul
Society in my electorate indicated to me that 75
per cent of the society's referrals came from State
Government departments and comprised people
who were not able to meet their payments to State
Government authorities, including of course the
SEC and the Metropolitan Water Board.

The Situation regarding emergency, relief has
reached a very serious stage in Western Australia,
and it is a situation which the Government should
recognise before any of these voluntary agencies
are forced to go out of business. I was told by the
Uniting Church, for instance, that its social
welfare department had been forced to incur a
deficit of $30 000 because of requests made to -it
by people seeking emergency relief-people on
unemployment benefits who could not pay their
SEC bills or water bills, who could not make car
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payments, who could not maintain other
payments, who were in despair, and who had
nowhere else to turn.

I believe the State Government should take the
initiative to convene a meeting of all agencies
providing emergency relief. I am sure the agencies
would welcome such an initiative from the
Government and a statement as to its policy and
attitude towards the administration of emergency
relief in times of economic distress. No-one can
deny this is a time of economic distress for up to
18 per cent of the Australian population. I make a
plea to the Treasurer and the Minister for
Community Welfare to consider having some
talks with representatives of the agencies
providing emergency relief in order to see what
can be done both to bolster the funds made
available to the Distressed Persons' Relief Fund
and to give more aid to the other agencies which
are, after all, picking up the tab for increases i n
Government charges which the Government itself
is not prepared to pick up.

If Government policies are responsible for
economic difficulties, I believe the moral onus is
on the Government to provide some measure of
short-term relief for those on whom the burden of
those policies falls most heavily. Any humane
Government which had any degree of compassion
should be aware of the situation which is at
present confronting many people in the
community and should be taking some initiative
to bring together the people in voluntary agencies
who are very seriously concerned about the
present situation.

I believe also that the Government should give
some consideration to a scheme of rebates, similar
to that which Operates in the Housing
Commission, in other areas where people are
experiencing difficulties, including the payment of
electricity and water accounts. I know that some
people leave it until it is too late before trying to
make arrangements, but I believe many of those
people do so because they are scared they will
never be able to get out of the mess into which
they have perhaps got themselves Or in which they
may find themselves through no fault of their
own.

We need better structures and better ways to
aid people in situations of real distress in our
affluent community, where politicians, judges,
and senior public servants receive comfortable
salary increases and can live in comfort, virtually
unaware of the stringencies experienced by the 18
per cent who have to struggle and spend most of
their life in despair of ever being able to obtain a
fair measure of concern and relief from their
difficulties.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [11.18 p.m.]:
Reference has been made to the remarkable
achievement of the Government in presenting a
balanced Budget for the fifth consecutive year. I
really do not see anything remarkable about it.
The advantage of being able to increase taxes and
charges for essential services separately, and to
maintain in an account separate from the Budget
papers something like $44 million, makes the
presentation of the Budget nothing more than a
pleasant balancing exercise which perhaps has
more value politically than as a monetary policy.

By far the most unpalatable measure in the
policy of any Government is an increase in taxes
and charges for essential services. These increases
were made on the 1st July and they enable the
unpopular decisions in Government monetary
policy to be taken long before the Budget is
presented to the House. With a Treasury
Suspense Account which is not included anywhere
in the Budget papers, it is very easy for the
Government of the day to fund any deficit which
may be incurred during the financial year.

I am conscious of the fact that monetary
constraints have been imposed upon this State by
the Federal Government, and yet estimated
revenue for Western Australia will increase by
something like $175 million or 11.7 per cent.
State taxation revenue is estimated to be $313
million, an increase of $20 million on last year. It
is very difficult to reconcile those increases with
the comments made by the Treasurer when he
said-

The Government has endeavoured to
progressively reduce the burden of taxation
on the community.

Despite an increase in revenue of 11.7 per cent I
believe it could be stated quite fairly that in real
terms taxes have not been increased. They may
not have been increased, but certainly State taxes
have not been decreased.

I see a definite need for a reduction in taxation,
and also, I see a very definite need for a reduction
in the charges for some essential services. I would
like to deal with these charges, and I will refer
firstly to pay-roll tax.

As a party we commend the decision of the
Treasurer to introduce a higher ceiling for
exemption of the payment of this tax. The ceiling
will increase from $60 000 to $72 000. This
change will enable approximately 800 small
businesses to claim exemption from pay-roll tax.
However, if we look at pay-roll tax overall, we see
that the payments to the State by way of this
iniquitous tax have increased by $11.3 million. If
the Government were genuine in its effort to see
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that some incentives were offered to the private
sector to increase employment, then something
would be done to abolish pay-roll tax. It is
nothing mnore titan an impediment to small
businesses which employ people. When we bear in
mind the percentage of employment attributable
to these small businesses, any effort by the
Government, not only to increase the exemption
figures but also to reduce the rate of tax, would
be most welcome indeed by the private sector. I
am quite certain that we would see some
generation in employment as a result of such an
effort.

So while I commend the Government on the
steps it has taken, I request that it look very
closely next year at the possibility of reducing the
rate of the tax.

I would now like to deal with charges, and
firstly I will refer to the charges of the State
Energy Commission. I am not quite so concerned
with the tariff charged by the commission as I am
about a particular capital charge imposed on
country people who apply for connection to the
grid system or to an isolated generator plant
under the CES. For members who are not
familiar with that term, it is the contributory
extension scheme.

In 1977 the charges under the CES were
increased by 100 per cent. Over the period that
the SEC has been trying to connect farm
subscribers in my own shire, the charge for this
connection has risen from $3 000 per connection,
to an intermediate step of $5 000 per connection,
and now the charge has escalated to just under
$10 000. 1 ask members of the House who
represent metropolitan electorates to consider
what would happen to them if their constituents
had to pay $10 000 to be connected to the SEC.

Some years ago-and I admit with some shame
that I was involved in the passage of the
legislation I am about to refer to-the
Government introduced a Bill which allowed it to
tax the SEC 3 per Cent of the revenue it earned in
any one year. I understand that the Government
estimates it will take approximately 56.5 million
from the SEC under this provision this year. The
amount of money involved in -contributory
extension scheme connections is nothing like the
$6.5 million that the Government will take from
the SEC by way of this 3 per cent tax on revenue.

It is about time the Government examined its
policy and ensured that people who wish to be
connected to the SEC are charged a realistic fee
for connection, whether they live in the
metropolitan area or in rural areas. I do not think
that a $10 000 fee per connection is realistic. I am
quite sure that some change could be brought

about if we could use some of the money collected
by way of this 3 per cent levy to compensate for
connections under the contributory extension
scheme.

Mr O'Connor: It cost me about $4 500 to be
connected.

Mr COWAN. Then the Minister is $5 500
ahead of some of my constituents.

Mr O'Connor; I am speaking of eight years
ago.

Mr COWAN: I am speaking of the present
time. If it cost the Minister $4 500 for a
connection eight years ago, I suggest to him that
some loud noises should have been made then to
try to introduce a more equitable costing system.
Certainly the connection fee should not have
increased as it has done.

I believe that it costs approximately $20 for a
connectionf in the metropolitan area. With Some
compensating factor from the levy on total
earnings I have referred to, and perhaps an
increased charge for connections in the
metropolitan area, there must be some way to
reduce this rural connection fee of $ 10 000.

I would like to refer now to transport charges in
Western Australia, and also, I would like to deal
with the Government's transport policy, although
I am not quite sure just what that is. At the
moment it seems to be a wait-and-see policy. The
SWATS report was finalised nearly 18 months
ago, but with one major exception, none of its*
recommendations have been implemented. The
one exception is that the transport of controlled
temperature goods has been handed over to
private enterprise on a franchise basis and the
cost to the country consumer is double that which
it once was.

Mr Rushton: Inaccurate, of course.
Mr COWAN: I do not think country people are

very grateful for that change.
Mr Rushton: They have a new freight policy.

The charges have not doubled; they have gone
down.

Mr COWAN: I would like the Minister to give
me proof of that. Certainly in my area the
charges have not gone down, and I Will refer
specifically to my area.

One point of Government policy which worries
me a great deal is the matter of the transportation
of wool and mohair, which are the Only two
commodities produced by farmers which farmers
may not transport in their own vehicles.

Mr Rushton: You are wrong again.
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Mr COWAN: Would the Minister kindly tell
me, by way of interjection, the other commodities
a farmer may not cart?

Mr Rushton: Chaff is the other one.
Mr COWAN: A farmer can transport his own

chaff.
Mr Rushton: No he can't.
Mr COWAN: He can in the area where chaff

is grown, which is Northam, because it has a
completely free transport system. I can see no
reason at all that farmers should not be given
immediate freedom to transport their own wool.

Mr Rushton: You don't want to retain a strong
railway system.

Mr COWAN: Of course I advocate a strong
system, and the Minister knows I do. If he looks
at some of the questions I have asked he will find
the entire wool clip is nowhere near equivalent to
the amount of wheat transported by farmers in
their own trucks. If the Minister accuses me of
advocating a degeneration of our railway system,
perhaps he had better look at the freight structure
for wheat to see whether he can attract farmers to
put their grain on rail rather than be in a position
where they can claim, whether rightly or wrongly,
they can transport wheat to port far cheaper than
Westrail can do it. If the Minister is not aware
that Westrail's grain freight is a little exorbitant,
I remind him of a question I asked relating to the
transport of three bulk commodities: wheat, iron
ore and bauxite. The transport of iron ore from
Koolyanobbing to Kwinana works out at roughly
$7.55 a tonne. It costs something like $13.80 a
tonne to transport wheat from Southern
Cross-which is 50 kilometres closer to Kwinana.

Mr Rushton: And you should know why.
Mr COWAN: I am afraid I do not, and I am

hoping the Minister will tell me one day.
Mr Rushton: It is about time you knew.
Mr COWAN: Perhaps the Minister would tell

me by way of interjection.
Mr Rushton: It is because we have fixed

contracts and fixed performances.
Mr COWAN: Why cannot we have that in

respect of grain?
Mr Rushton: Because grain comes at different

times and in different quantities.
Mr COWAN: For the Minister's information,

grain certainly comes in different quantities, but
it comes in quantities far larger than the
quantities of iron or~e from Koolyanobbing; also it
comes during the entire season because the
harvest nowadays is so large. This year's wheat
harvest will be even larger than the total amount

of iron ore transported from Koolyanobbing to
Kwinana.

I suggest the Minister had better look'at his
SWATS policy, and see it is implemented. I do
not think any of Westrail's senior officers are
afraid of a little competition. They would be quite
happy to go to CBH and offer to transport grain
on a contract basis. I am sure the Minister would
find that if Westrail could do that it would be
able to recapture some of the 650 000 tonnes of
grain currently being transported to port
terminals by growers. I am sure not all of that
wheat is grown within an 80-kilometre radius of
the ports.

The transport policies of any
Government-regardless of whether it be the
present Government or the future Government
after the next State election-are vital to rural
people. I do see it will take some years to
implement a rationalised transport policy, but I
hope the Minister will take up the matter of the
issuing of permits to operators to cart specific
goods to which Westrail once had sole rights.
Many local carriers in small rural communities
find it extremely difficult to obtain work outside
their normal activities; that is, the transport of
livestock and second-hand furniture.

Those are the only goods local carriers can
transport without a permit. They find it extremely
difficult to obtain permits to carry any other
category of goods.

Mr Rushton: Why is that if not to protect the
railways?

Mr COWAN: Right; yet every time I travel on
the roads in my electorate I see operators from
Perth transporting goods which are the exclusive
province of Westrail-U refer to timber and other
commodities. Such goods are transported by Airms
which operate out of Perth. If the Minister can
offer those goods to Perth-based companies
through the Transport Commission, why cannot
permits be offered to local carriers in rural towns?

Mr Rushton: They can.
Mr COWAN: If that is so, I would certainly

hope a direction is given to the Transport
Commission to start issuing permits.

Mr Rushton: The main thing is to retain a
strong railway system, and you should be
supporting that.

Mr COWAN: I am quite certain the amount of
extra work this would mean to local rural carriers
would not make a dent in the amount of work
given to metropolitan-based carriers who are
taking specialist goods into the country. What is
made available to one group of transporters
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should be made available also to another group. I
am sure if Westrail were given autonomy and
were able to stand on its own feet, it would
compete successfully.

Mr Rushton: You know that is the basis of
change.

Mr COWAN: Yes, of course it is the basis of
change, but we want to see some change and not
more procrastination for a further five years.

Mr Rushton: If it was up to you it would never
be introduced.

Mr COWAN: The issues to which I have
referred so far relate specifically to areas in which
I would like to see a decrease in revenue to the
Government; that is, in respect of pay-roll tax,
State Electricity Commission connections, and
rail transport. I have asked that more money be
allocated to enable people in rural areas to be
connected to electricity. All these areas involve
the withdrawal of revenue from the Government.

Perhaps that should be compensated by seeing
some accountability given to the two biggest
spenders of the State's money. I refer now to
hospitals and education. Currently a local
newspaper is printing a series concerning the
mismanagement and bad planning of Western
Australia's hospitals. The member for Subiaco
has found himself in a lot of hot water in past
years purely and simply because he has
maintained ever since I have been in this place
that a great deal of our money is being wasted on
bad hospital planning, and particularly in respect
of those hospitals which provide medical beds. I
refer to our teaching hospitals.

Last year I drew the attention of the
Government to the fact that something like 0.5
per cent of the total works programme allocated
to hospitals was spent on country hospitals. I am
very pleased to see the Government took note of
my comment, and this year the allocation has
risen to 5 per cent. However, this is really still not
enough.

I am convinced there should be some
accountability in respect of the money spent on
hospitals-in fact in respect of the money spent
on our total health programme. The amount this
year is $352 million, and I really do not think any
Government gains any kudos by saying
expenditure on hospitals and health services has
increased by $35.3 million, and that it believes the
money is well spent.

Finance is a highly prized and limited resource,
and every cent spent in any area should be
accounted for completely. I do not think anybody
in the Medical Department could ever tell us

exactly where all that $352 million has been
spent, and claim that none of it has been wasted.

I say the same thing about education, which
takes even more of the State Budget-something
like $370 million. There is a need for
accountability in the Education Department. I
have had a very limited experience with the
Education Department but my knowledge of it is
that a great deal of the funds are directed by the
department to programmes which are innovative.
I do not think the department has ever stopped to
see where it is going. It says, "As long as it is new
and innovative, let us go for it."

To some extent, that is a reasonable attitude,
and is expected of a department like the
Education Department. If we are to have change,
it will be within education. However, when we see
the education system turning a complete circle
over a period of years. it is time we stopped and
asked just where our leading educationists are
takcing us.

Some years ago, there was a great outcry that
small, one-teacher schools were of no value. Now
we discover that one-teacher schools are to be
permitted as much as possible. I am a great
advocate of one-teacher schools because I am a
product of one. I could have told the Education
Department they have a great deal of value for
children in their primary years.

Mr Clarko: They have some weaknesses too,
don't you think?

Mr COWAN: Yes, but their advantages far
outweigh their weaknesses.

Mr Clarko: It is very difficult to say. You will
find people who argue each way. Of course, part
of the problem relates to the quality of the
teachers.

Mr COWAN: A great deal depends on the
teachers. What I am trying to say is that the
Education Department should not be allocating so
much of its funds purely for the sake of innovative
changes to the education system-most of which
are unproven and are later abandoned. We often
see the Education Department dropping one of its
new practices and reverting to the old system. I
wonder how much money is being wasted within
our education system.

I turn now to the question of probate. As
probate is to be abolished in 1980, this will be the
last chance any member in this House will have to
speak on this matter. I commend the Government
and the Premier on their fulfilling their
obligations in this regard. The abolition of
probate was a condition of coalition back in 1977,
when the terms for coalition were being discussed
between the Liberal Party and the National
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Country Party. Of all the conditions placed on
coalition, only two were not surrendered; namely,
the portfolio of Agriculture, and the abolition of
probate.

I am pleased to say I was a member of the
party committee which set out the ground rules
under which probate would be abolished within
the life of the new Parliament; I am going back
now to 1976. 1 am glad the Premier has honoured
his promise to abolish probate. It certainly was a
most iniquitous tax for people living in rural
areas. It is the only matter for which the Country
Party can take credit.

The abolition of probate was not a concession
granted because of the access of the Country
Party to Government or the fact it was in
Government; it was one of the requirements laid
down before the coalition was even agreed to.

Having started on the Country Party, I should
like to finish on that note. A great number Of
words have been said against the National Party
and its formation, and most of them have come
from the Government side of the House. I would
like to leave the Liberal Party and the National
Country Party as they are; they can argue their
policies. However, I take strenuous objection to
the kind of statements being made which have no
basis in fact by spokesmen of the Liberal Party
and the National Country Party, or by members
of the Government-and I use that term in its
proper sense-or by the back-bench members who
support the Government.

I am particularly disappointed that the
National Country Party has seen fit to use these
tactics and is spending most of the money it
acquired from the sale of Latham House in an
endeavour to destroy the National Party.

Certainty, we have philosophical differences,
but I do not see why the National Country Party
should adopt a scorched earth policy, because in
attempting to destroy us it will cause its own
destruction and there will be nothing left for
anybody. Its attitude has disappointed me. I
would have thought that as a political
Organisation, the National Country Party would
be prepared to stand on its past performances.

Mr Stephens: It has nothing to stand on.
Mr COWAN: With that, I support the Bill.
MRt CARR (Geraldton) [11.47 p.m.]: lust as

the member for Merredin finished with a brief
reference to the internal problems of the National
Party and the National Country Party, so I
should like to make a brief reference to the same
subject before I proceed to discuss the Budget.
The member for Merredin said that if the two
parties continued to squabble, they would soon be

of little consequence and that little would be left.
I suggest that stage already has been reached,
because both the so-called National Party and the
so-called National Country Party are of little
consequence.

I use the term "so-called" quite advisedly. In
the case of the National Party, I can give
members two reasons that its name is
inappropriate. Firstly, it is not "national" in any
sense in its outlook or policy; and, secondly, I do
not think it qualifies as a party because my
understanding is that in this House, a minimum
of seven members is needed before a party can be
recognised.

If the National Party has two reasons for being
wrongly named, the National Country Party has
three reasons. It also has no national outlook or
policy; it also is not a party in the sense that it
comprises less than seven parliamentary members
in this place; and, the word "country" is quite
inappropriate because it has shown no interest in
or inclination to do very much for the country
people of the State for as long as I can remember.

Mr Stephens: The "C" stands for
"compromise"; they have compromised all their
past principles.

Mr CARR: So the struggle goes on.
I turn now to discuss the Budget. I wish to

discuss firstly the continuing problem of
unemployment in Geraldton and, secondly, the
Government's non-performance in the field of
decentralisation and regional development.

The unemployment situation in Geraldton has
been serious for a number of years and is
continuing at a level well above the State and
national average.

The figures available for September this year
indicated that in the town council area of
Geraldton there are 552 males and 212 females
who are unemployed. That is a total of 764
unemployed people out of a work force estimated
by the Commonwealth Employment Service at
7 375. That means the percentage of
unemployment in the town of Geraldton is
approximately I 1h per cent. That is not the Worst
it has been because in the peak time of January
and February in each of the last couple of years
we have seen the unemployment level rise to the
vicinity of 14 or I5 per cent. I suppose we have to
accept the realistic probability that in the
January-February period before us we will see
that sort of unemployment level as school leavers
seek to take their places in the work force. In fact,
the level will probably exceed the figures recorded
previously.
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I recognise three main causes of the
unemployment problem in Geraldton. Two of
them are major causes, and one is a
supplementary cause. Of the two major causes,
the first is the disastrous economic policies of the
Federal Government, and the second is the
localised economic problems. In particular, they
are the drought and problems encountered in the
mineral sands industry with the closure of
Jennings Mining Ltd. They are two causes which
this House and this Government cannot do very
flinch about. The supplementary cause, of course,
is the reluctance of the State Government to help.
That is something about which I am very
concerned. It is a problem about which this House
and this Government should do something.

Let us take the first cause; that is, the Federal
Government's policies. The Federal Government
has adopted the policy of fighting inflation before
and above all other considerations. That has
caused a terrible amount of unemployment
throughout the nation; and it is a policy that is
failing at present. The inflation rate has
recommenced to rise, as shown by the last
quarter's Consumer Price Index. We have seen
the Federal Government pursuing a tight
monetary policy which has made it very difficult
for people to make the investments to lead to
further expenditure.

We have seen a reduction in the amount of
money made available by the Federal
Government to the States for their works
programmes. The Federal Government seems to
have the belief that it can crush the unions if
there is a considerable number of unemployed
people around. Therefore, we have the policy of
the Federal Government to create deliberately a
problem of unemployment. This concerns not only
Geraldton but also the whole of Australia. The
whole of Australia is suffering; but it is my
electorate about which I am most concerned at
the moment.

The second cause is the local problem with the
climate. I refer in particular to the four droughts
over the last four years. This year has not seen the
worst of those four droughts. There are some
areas, particularly on the coast, which have had a
very good season. However, the inland areas are
facing a disastrous season.

I know the member for Greenough is following
me in this debate. He will have more to say about
that problem.

The serious problem faced by the rural industry
has highlighted once again the interdependence
between the town and the region. The town needs
the region in order to prosper, and the region

needs the town in order to prosper. At the present
time, the region has a serious drought, and the
town is suffering also. There is a tendency to
regard the unemployment problem created by the
drought as a localised problem in the rural shires
concerned. That is not true. There is a very
considerable flow-on through the economy; and it
is the business sector of Geraldton which is
suffering as badly as any of the rural shires.

In spite of the short-term difficulties, the long-
term future for the town of Geraldton looks very
bright. Firstly, the drought will cease in due
course. The member for Moore was quoting
tonight the long-range weather forecasters. I am
aware that a long-range weather forecaster has
said that next year we will have the worst drought
of the five years, but that a number of good years
will follow after the drought. I certainly hope the
forecaster is wrong about next year, but right
about the years following.

Geraldton can expect bright prospects in the
future because of the North-West Shelf project.
Obviously we will not obtain the very big
contracts, but there will be a spin-off with same of
the smaller contracts going to Geraldton,
particularly to the Geraldton Building Co. which
has a very good reputation for its work in the
Pilbara. The Geraldton Building Co. can expect
reasonably to obtain a. considerable amount of
Work, which will bring great benefit to the town of
Geraldton.

We look forward with bright hopes to the
introduction, by a future Government, of a
genuine and workable decentralisation and
regional development policy. Geraldton is one of
the regional centres which has a pleasant lifestyle
and is located in a coastal situation which is
attractive to many people. Geraldton will prosper
if a vital decentralisation and regional
development policy is introduced at some time in
the future.

I would suggest that if tourism were promoted
to the point where it achieved something like its
full potential, the town of Geraldton would
prosper from that development. There is
considerable optimism about the future of the
town. This is shown by the fact that, even in the
present difficult economic circumstances, there is
considerable building development taking place in
the housing and business sectors.

The point I want to make this evening is that,
given the bright future that Geraldton has, we
cannot afford to lose the work force which is
presently there and which is presently
unemployed. We cannot afford to lose the skilled
work force, which could conceivably move
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elsewhere seeking work. I will quote some figures.
In the month of September there were 59 skilled
building and construction workers who were
unemployed in the Geraldton region. I am quoting
figures for the Geraldton CES office region. As
well as those 59 skilled building and construction
workers, there were 57 skilled metal and electrical
trades workers, 18 other skilled workers, and 241
semi-skilled workers. We are not talking of
unemployed people as being layabouts or
unemployable; we are talking about skilled people
who are unable to obtain work because of the
economic situation.

We are talking about long-term residents with
deep roots in the town-people whose families
have lived in the town for a number of
generations. They are the people who give the
town stability and a sense of community which
distinguishes its industrial record from the
industrial record of places like the Pilbara. They
give the town security and a feeling of
community.

In talking about long-term residents of the
town, I can quote a recent job which was
advertised for a school gardener. There were 50
applicants for the job, and nearly all of them were
middle-aged family men who had fairly long
histories of residence in the town. Those are the
sorts of people who need to have jobs provided for
them so that we can keep the fabric of the town
intact and so that we can take full advantage of
the future prospects.

We must look after the young people in our
work force. They are the people who are suffering
most from the unemployment problem. I am
quoting again the September figures for the
Geraldton CES office region. Of the 1 358 people
who were unemployed, in the region,
468-approximately one-third-were young
people under the age of 21. 1 make the point we
are now talking about a smaller region, because
the Carnarvon area has been taken out of the
Geraldton CES office region with the opening of
its own CES office.

These young people are suffering badly because
of the unemployment problem. They are
disillusioned that the community has not been
able to fulfil their expectations. I am sure most
members of this House would realise that, when a
young person leaves school and takes his place in
the work force, that is an enormous transition. He
has to deal with different hours, different
conditions, and different people with whom he is
in contact. It is a totally different situation . Many
young people find difficulty in adjusting; that is,
if they obtain a job. If they do not obtain a job,
the situation is much worse.

These people are not being helped by the
Government. The Federal Government has
schemes which are largely cosmetic. We have
heard mention tonight of the Community Youth
Support Scheme, which has some value in that it
helps to prepare young people to compete for the
jobs that do exist. Of course, it does nothing to
create jobs. This leads to a feeling of rejection by
the young people who are unable to find
themselves jobs. They consider themselves
failures. Many of them have to leave town against
their own and their families' wishes. Often they
find they are still unable to obtain a job after
that.

The State Government should step in now and
do something to help keep the town secure until
better times come, as I am quite sure they will.
The Government should be providing sufficient
funds to create jobs. I noticed in the Budget there
was no allocation of funds for the relief of
unemployment. In Budgets of a couple of years
back I recall there were allocations for this
purpose, although not very large. I know that on a
previous occasion funds were made available to
provide jobs for the unemployed in the Kalgoorlie
region. Never have such funds been provided for
the unemployed in the Geraldton area.

Sir Charles Court: That is not correct.
Mr CARR: I was about to refer to drought

relief.
Sir Charles Court: What about the special

arrangements and special preferences given by the
Government for the Leonora Hospital to be built
in Geraldton?

Mr CARR: It could well have been built there
anyway.

Sir Charles Court: Special preference was
given. It was a deliberate action on the part of the
Government.

Mr CARR: I am talking about special
allocations of funds for employment-creating
projects. The Treasurer is suggesting the hospital
would not have been built there otherwise.

Sir Charles Court: it would not have been built
in Geraldton, had we not intervened. It could have
been built much cheaper elsewhere.

Mr CARR: I accept that point. However, I was
talking about a specific allocation of funds for
employment-creating projects-funds to create
jobs that would not otherwise have been available
in the community.

Sir Charles Court: You cannot have read the
Budget speech or studied the figures. There is $30
million to help employment.
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Mr CARR: That is the whale works
programme, good heavens above!

The Treasurer has allocated drought relief
incentives and this is most welcome. I will not
enter the ongoing argument in The Geraldron
Guardian as to whether this money was provided
following the promptings of either the National
Party or the National Country Party.
Nevertheless, 68 farm workers will have some
work as a result.

My criticism is that the allocation is only for
rural shires whereas much of' the unemployment is
found in the town of Geraldton. There is no relief
in sight for the town. The building workers I
mentioned earlier are just as much in need of help
in the town as are the farm workers in the rural
shires.

In the Budget, there was no drought relief for
small businesses. After the Leader of the
Opposition and I raised this matter a drought
relief scheme was made available for small
businesses; but it was not included in the initial
presentation of the Budget.

Another thing the Government should do as
well as creating funds specifically for employment
is to orient its works programmes towards areas
where there is a high level of unemployment. The
Geraldton region should have received more from
the General boan Fund. A comparison with
allocations over the past three years indicates
there has been a steady decline. In 1977-78
approximately 58.2 million was allocated to the
Geraldton region. That amount dropped to 56.1
million last year and the allocation this year in
the 1979-80 Budget is only $3.1 million.

I should allow for the cultural centre, which is
not in the works programme. I believe $830 000 is
to be allocated for this project.

Mr Blaikie: I sincerely hope you will give the
Government some credit for that.

Mr CARR: It took a lot of prompting for the
Government to accept this idea. It was an
initiative put forward by the Leader of the
Opposition and myself as something we promised
for several country areas. I am delighted we are
getting the first such cultural centre in Geraldton.

Mr Blaikie: It is a very important innovative
programme for Western Australia.

Mr CARR: We are looking at a possible
expenditure of 54 million in the Geraldton area.
Allowing for inflation of 8 per cent or 9 per cent
over the last couple of years, this expenditure is
do~'n by 60 per cent on the funds previously
received. I realise we cannot have exactly the

same loan funds every year; but it is disappointing
to see such a drop in this year's Budget.

Mr Blaikie: What works should have been
done?

Mr CARR: We need a new school at tUtakarra
and a hospital at Dongara. The member for
Greenough will be able to tell the member of
areas within 100 miles of Geraldton which need
help to assist with the unemployment situation,
which I believe -generally is a relatively short-term
problem. The Government has failed in many
areas and one of the worst has been its inability to
find jobs for unemployed people. That problem
has been felt more in my area than in most.

I turn to the performance of the Government in
decentralisation and regional development. The
Government has failed to adopt a viable and
cohesive policy in this area. The Government's
performance is one of ad hoe actions. Its policy is
based on sporadic mineral development; it seems
to hope for some new mineral development to take
place somewhere so that new towns will be
established in those areas.

The Government has built its whole record on
its performance in the Pilbara. While I
acknowledge that many very commendable things
were done in that region in the 1960s, it is worth
noting the most significant reason the Liberal-
National Country Party Government performed
those things in the Pilbara at that time was that it
was fortunate to be in the right place at the right
time. Prior to 1959 the Hawke Government was
attempting to promote the same type of iron ore
development. It would have achieved the same
development but for the fact the Menzies Federal
Government maintained an embargo on the
export of iron ore until after the 1959 State
election which was won by the Liberals. If it had
not been for the Menzies Government it would
have been the Labor Party which would have
developed the Pilbara in just the same way. It
would have been done by men such as Bert
Hawke, John Tonkin, and Herb Graham.

Mr Coyne: You were screaming about an
overseas quarry.

Several members interjected.
Mr CARR: I shall examine the record of the

Liberal Party ini regard to decentralisation. In
terms of new towns it is true to say the
Government has created towns, most of them
mining towns. Some of them are closing down or
are likely to close down in the not-too-distant
future. I cite towns such as Goldsworthy and
Shay Gap.

If we consider living conditions in country areas
and ask, "Has the Government improved living
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conditions for country people in this State?" the
answer would be either, "Doubtful" or perhaps,
"Marginally, in some places." If we then asked
the most important question, "Has the
Government Provided new options for people to
choose in terms of places to live?!" the answer, of
course, would be, "No." People can choose to live
in a city of perhaps 900 000 or~a town of 25 000
or 20 000 or less; they are the only two optionsavailable. This Government has done nothing to
open up new options.

Mr Clarko: What would you do?
Mr CARR: We have been through that before.

We would take Government action to increase
incentives to accelerate the development in a
couple of the centres which have a reasonable
growth factor.

Mr Clarko: We have done that. There is no
State in Australia that effectively has been able to
create new towns in the interior.

MT CARR: I am talking about places which
have a steady growth factor, and that normally
Means Coastal towns, because people like to live
near the coast.

Mr Clarko: They have tried the others and
failed.

Mr CARR: The Albury-Wodonga scheme is
quite successful.

Mr Clarko: But not because of the plan. The
Whitlamn scheme was a complete flop. What
about Monarto?

Mr CARR: The original plan for Albury-
Wodonga was too grandiose. Those responsible
wanted it to grow too quickly; but, nevertheless,
with more modified plans it has had a
considerable growth factor. It is quite a successful
development in general terms.

Mr Clarko: But there were two established
towns there.

Mr CARR: 'it had certain advantages and it
had a growth rate. Particular Government actions
were taken which greatly accelerated that growth
factor and resulted in a considerably larger town.
I do not want to engage in a long dialogue with
the member for Karrinyup.

I have mentioned quite a few options and the
next point on which we can judge the
performance of this Government in terms of
serving country people is the question of prices.
The situation there is considerably worse. There
are four tests: the Government has set up new
towns in some areas; it has improved living
conditions marginally in some places; it has
provided no new options; and the situation in

relation to prices is worse. The Government
cannot boast that that is a good record.

This Government is not concerned about the
drift of people to the city.

Mr Blaikie: What are you going to do about
prices?

Mr CARR: I will come to that matter in a
moment. The Government is happy to view the
drift of people to the city as being inevitable.
Centralisation on Perth is increasing. Over 70 per
cent of the population is located in Perth and that
percentage is increasing. As I said earlier, Perth
has a populatlion of over 900 000 growing at the
rate of 30 000 a year. In three or four years' time
it will have a population of one million and
approximately 10 years' after, when we are about
to enter the 21st century, we will be looking at a
population of two million.

Perth is already feeling the problems
experienced by large cities. No-one can deny that
there are problems with regard to water supplies.
Perth is feeling the problem of lack of sewerage
facilities; it is encountering traffic problems; there
are increasing pollution problems; the crime rate
is increasing; and problems in relation to health
are being experienced, particularly illnesses
involving stress. That is the situation in a city
with a population of 900 000 people. What wifl
the problems be like in a city of two million
people?

We must then look at the situation in cities
with a population of two million or more, such as
Melbourne and Sydney. There the problems are
much worse, but action is being taken to
overcome them. Perth still has the time-

Mr Blaikie: What actions are being taken in
Sydney?

Mr CARR: I shall deal with the situation in
New South Wales in more detail in a moment.
Perth is still a pretty city and one with good living
conditions. It is still a city of which most people
would be proud and in which they would be
pleased to live; but it will not always be like that.
Problems are increasing and the standard of living
will deteriorate.

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr CARR: I wish the member for Karrinyup

were in the Chair, then he would not be able to
interject. H-e does not like anyone else
interjecting, but he is the worst interjector in the
House.

Perth will not always have pleasant living
conditions, because they are deteriorating at a
rapid rate. The Government is quite happy with
the situation. The present and previous Ministers
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,for Urban Development and Town Planning are
happy to put their heads in the sand and say,
"The corridors will solve the problem."

The Minister believes that, because we have a
corridor scheme, we have no problems. She
believes the corridor scheme can handle a
population of two million people. In reality, that is
not true. The corridor scheme is only partly
successful, because only one of its two aims has
been fulfilled. The aims of the corridor scheme
were to provide dormitory areas in which
employment and residential accommodation
would be created. Residential accommodation has
been provided in the corridors, but insufficient
employment has been made available. Instead or
a situation in which people would be living closer
to their employment in loondalup, Armadale, or
wherever, we now find many people have to drive
further to work than previously and very little
action has been taken to increase the availability
of employment in the corridors.

The Government could take action. In
particular, it could locate Government offices in
the corridors. We have the example of the
Education Department which was moved from
Parliament Place to a new location just north of
the centre of the city. I suggest that building
could well have been located in ioondalup, for
example, and with the provision of easier transfer
arrangements for public servants from one
department to another, the Government could
have encouraged public servants living in the
Joondalup area to transfer to the Education
Department, and those living elsewhere to
transfer away from it.

The Government has simply failed even to try
to come to grips with the problem. It has certainly
failed to create alternative cities to Perth. Surveys
have been conducted into the ideal size of a
community. The most general answer received is
that people always prefer to live in a small city
with a population of between 50 000 to 100 000,
which has the services expected in a city, but does
not have the hassles of large-scale urbanisation.

The Government talks about the existing
growth rate in regional centres in terms or
percentages. There is a 3 per cent growth rate in
Geraldton, and a 9 per cent growth rate in
Greenough. However, when the Government talks
in such terms, it is talking in local authority terms
only and frequently the base population on which
the percentage growth rate is based is rather
small. It is misleading, because it tends to
camouflage the fact that Perth is growing by
more than one Bunbury or more than one
Geraldton each year. The'refore, a 3 per cent
growth rate in Bunbury or Geraldton does not

solve the problem. We need an accelerated growth
rate in one, or some, of our regional centres.

The Government has taken very little action in
terms of its own work force. It has been reluctant
to establish new branches of departments such as
the Department of Labour and Industry and the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs, which could well be
set up in many country locations. The
Government will not even consider the possibility
of locating departmental offices in regional
centres. I am sure all members could think of
examples of departments which could be located
in country areas. The Forests Department or
Lands Department could be located in an
appropriate regional centre, such as Bunbury.

This Government gives very little assistance to
decenitralised businesses. In fact, it gives the
lowest level of assistance to that area of all
mainland States of Australia. Frequently in this
House I have compared the level of assistance
given by the Department of Industrial
Development in this State with that of the
appropriate department in New South Wales. The
figures suggest that in Western Australia we are
allocating approximately $2.2 million in this
year's Budget for assistance to decentralised
businesses. The relevant figures in New South
Wales and Victoria are $26 million and $25
million respectively, as against a figure of $2.2
million in this State. New South Wales and
Victoria have real decentralisation policies and
are bringing relief to country people.

The ALP emphasises the use of incentives. A
great deal of criticism has been levelled by the
present and previous Ministers for Urban
Development and Town Planning who have a
stock answer whenever we raise the subject of
decentralisation. They suggest the ALP wants to
put a fence around Perth and not allow anybody
through the gate until somebody has died or
moved through the gate at the other end of the
city. That is nonsense.

Mr Tonkin: It is half-witted!
Mr CARR: I agree with the member who has

just interjected. We are determined to act on the
basis of using incentives. We believe the
Government's work force should be decentralised
and greater assistance should be given to industry
by the Government. We are determined to create
new options and not to be restricted.

When referring to new options, it is important
to understand what is meant by the words
"freedonm of choice". It is no goad saying that
people are free to move where they like and live
where they like if alternatives do not exist.
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Freedom of choice must involve the existence of a
real choice, as well as a freedom to choose.

In the last 14 minutes at my disposal, I would
like to refer to the issue of country prices. The
question of country prices highlights the
difference between the Government and the ALP.
Between 1971 and 1974 the Tonkin Government
attempted to pass legislation to deal with the
excessive prices charged for some commodities in
country areas.

Since 1974 this Government has not taken any
action to deal with country prices. I should like to
refer firstly to the rural affairs inquiry. Members
will recall a motion was moved in this House in
1975 for a Royal Commission to be set up to
inquire into country prices. The motion was
amended by the Government so that services
would be referred to the Bureau of Consumer
Affairs.

When that rural affairs inquiry took place the
subject of prices was specifically excluded. At the
hearing I attended some people raised the subject
of prices and were told that the inquiry had no
power to do anything about prices. Nevertheless,
having not been prepared to take submissions on
the subject of prices, when it reported, that
inquiry included one paragraph which said as
follows-

The biggest problem brought forward by
country people was the problem of high
country prices.

Since that report was tabled in 1977 the
Government has taken no action at all; no action,
that is, beyond referring copies of it to
departmental heads and asking for regional
summaries to be prepared. This is totally
inadequate in view of the extent of the problem in
country areas.

The only action the Government can claim to
have taken in this regard is the recent token
studies in the Pilbara area. The Minister for
Consumer Affairs was doorknocking in the
Pilbara trying to ascertain how the strikes were
going and how the people were responding. This is
how he found out about the country prices
problem. In 1979 the Minister for Consumer
Affairs found out about the country prices
problem!

Either the Minister has not bean listening when
this matter has been discussed in this House or
perhaps the members who represent the north did
not make him aware of the high country prices in
the Pilbara. This may be the fact or he has not
taken any notice.

Two surveys were taken in this area, but it was
indicated that they could not be validly compared

with each other because different samples of
foodstuffs had been used. As a result of the
surveys the Minister then said prices had fallen in
Dampier and Karratha.

Let us look at the result to see how true that
statement is. In Dampier the prices were down by
approximately 6 per cent; in Karratha the prices
were down by approximately I per cent; and in
Port Hedland-listen to this-the prices were up
by approximately 12 per cent. So in the First two
towns the prices were down by 6 per cent and I
per cent, and up by 12 per cent in the third town.

Surely, we cannot take this sort of result
scriously. The Government should use the same
sample of goods when taking these surveys and
should conduct the surveys in a much wider area.
The present area is far too restricted; the survey
has been conducted in five towns in one region. I
would suggest that the Government is failing by
not extending that sort of monitoring to all
regions of the State on a regular basis. The
Government should get its samples straight as
well as ensure that sample technicalities are
statistically sound. It should also extend the
survey to the whole State.

The extent of the country prices problem of
course is demonstrated if one takes out figures
from the ABS for retail prices of food. One would
find the gap has grown during the life of this
Government. The ABS conducts a survey on the
15th March each year and so the price of the
sample of food in each town in relation to the
average of the six State capitals--they are
indicated at 100 per cet-and country prices are
shown.

Between 1974 and 1979 the gap has grown by
an average of 6 per cent. The margin by which
country prices exceed the average of the six State
capitals has grown by an average of 6 per cent
during the life of this Government. From the 15th
March, 1974 to the 15th March, 1979 this has
been the situation. What is more worrying is that
this situation will become worse because of the ill-
advised fuel parity pricing policy of the Federal
Government. This will force up freight rates all
over Australia and because of the distances
involved we will have to face that problem to a
greater extent than will other parts of Australia.
It is not only food we are talking about, but a
whole range of items and services as well. Of
course one could think of the high level of air
fares within Western Australia and look at the
way the Government is feather-bedding MMA by
niot allowing TAA to offer the public a
considerably reduced fare.
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Sir Charles Court: How many ports does TAA
service?

Mr CARR: The Government is not only
reducing competition on that level, but also
reducing competition from other airline
commuters such as Avior in Geralton which is
keen to extend its service and offer discount fares.
These fares are discounted more than the discount
MMA can offer.

Sir Charles Court: Are you going to tell the
people of Geralton you want more TAA services
between Darwin, Port Hedland, and Perth? You
can kiss goodbye to the F28s then.

Mr CARR: Many people in Geraldton would
have appreciated the beneflt of a concession fare
as was proposed by Avior. However, the
Government prevented this.

Sir Charles Court: Are you suggesting that we
get rid of the F2Ss and have the other services?
Are you going to tell the people of Cveraldton
this?

Mr CARR: I amnot trying to get rid of F28s.
However, when MMA has an F27 allocated in
Western Australia there are more services to
Geraldton than otherwise.

The Government should take much stronger
action in regard to prices generally, throughout
Australia, but it is frightened of offending its
supporters. The ALP is committed to act. Our
policy shows we appreciate the reality of the
situation. The ALP knows there are cost problems
with freight and with the carrying of a range of
goods. It is very widely believed that there are
excessive mark-ups. I will quote one example of
an excessive mark-up that occurred to me
recently. I ordered some bumper stickers for the
coming election from a Geraldton firm and was
quoted $483 including sales tax. I obtained a
quote from a firm iii Perth and received a quote
of $358.80 including sales tax. This is a difference
of 34.7 per cent: that is, it is 34.7 per cent dearer
in Geraldton for that particular item. Some
people told me I am still paying too much and
even cheaper prices are available in Perth.

Mr Clarko: You are not supporting the
Geraldton company?

Mr CARR: In this particular case, no.
Mr Sodeman: How many quotes have you

received from the metropolitan area?
Mr CARR: One.
Mr Sodeman: If you had taken several

could have received the same price as the one
received in Geraldton.

you
you

Mr CARR: The honourable member is
suggesting I could have got them even cheaper by
getting more quotes.

There should be a country prices watchdog to
monitor prices regularly throughout the State.

Mr Sodeman: Suffocate private enterprise.
Mr CARR: That is nonsense! What an inane

comment! A country prices watchdog would
inquire into complaints, especially in regard to
excessive mark-ups, and report to the public so
using the power of public exposure. If this does
not happen then we will be prepared to take
stronger action in terms of legislation to deal with
excessive mark-ups.

I will conclude on the interesting reaction to
ALP rural initiatives whenever they have been
explained. The reaction from members opposite,
during the last few minutes, is an example. I
accept that in the past some sections of the ALP
policy have not always been country oriented to
the extent I would have liked. However, I point
out that the party is now committed to some
positive action in order to help country people.
The ALP now has a comprehensive policy-not
an ad hoc or piecemeal policy. We are preparing a
co-ordinated and comprehensive policy document
which is to be released in the near future.

We have received two types of reaction; one is
from the general community in the country areas,
and one from the Government and our
parliamentary opponents. We have been well
received by the general public and those who have
listened to us in the country. Our policies have
been reported widely in the country, and they
appear to have been reasonably well understood,
even by active Liberal Party supporters, National
Country Party supporters, and National Party
supporters. Those people have recognised the
merit of our policy.

I will mention the Narrogin seminar, where
there was an exchange of views and ideas between
people from the CWA, the Farmers' Union, and
the Chamber of Commerce. People from those
organisations listened to our views and there was
a general recognition of our policy.

Our parliamentary opponents are very sensitive
and touchy because they have been used to
dominating country areas. When we have made
statements that we would help country people, our
parliamentary opponents have made emotional
and rhetoric statements.

The reaction from three Ministers after the
Narrogin conference was to refer to the Whitlam
Government; which went out of office four years
ago. All I can say is that we arc delighted that
country people are taking us seriously. We are
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also delighted that our opponents are so touchy on
this subject, which shows -they are taking us
seriously. I assure members that we will continue
to be constructive in our approach to country
issues.

MR TUBBY (Greenough) [12.32 a.m.): I thank
you, Mr Speaker, for the opportunity to take part
in this Budget debate. It is regrettable the hour is
so late, but the later the hour the better the deed.

It is gratifying on this occasion to follow the
member for Geraldton because I will be able to
comment on some of his remarks. In the past-I
do not know whether it has been as a result of
coincidence or good management-the member
for Geraldton has followed me and has been able
to comment on points which I have raised during
my speech.

I would first of all congratulate the Premier on
the Budget he has presented, which sets out a very
satisfactory situation. Again we have a balanced
Budget and I think that is a tremendous
achievement; five balanced Budgets in five years.
That indicates sound management by the
Treasurer (Sir Charles Court) and the
Government.

Mr Jamieson: That is a sick start to your
speech.

Mr TUBBY: There are some very important
items in the Budget which are of tremendous
interest to country people, and to farmers in
particular. A matter which has been referred to
by almost every-country member who has spoken
during the Budget debate is the abolition of death
duties. This most detestable and iniquitous tax,
which was the worst tax ever introduced, will be
phased out completely on the 1st January next
year. That is most gratifying.

It is natural that when something happens
which is very popular somebody always wants to
get on the bandwagon and claim he was
responsible for' placing pressure on the
Government for it to happen-in this case it was
the abolition of death duty. I would indicate that
prior to the 1977 election a considerable amount
of pressure was brought to bear on the Premier by
Liberal Party country members. I am sure that
the preparation for the abolition of death duty
was well under way and investigations were
carried out at that time. No doubt the final
arrangements were made during the term of the
coalition Government which kept the matter well
in hand.

Mr Bertram: Not if the Liberals had another
seat, you know.

Mr TUBBY: During the Budget debate, and as
a result of questions which have been asked since

the presentation of the Budget, the lack of
understanding by the Leader of the Opposition
with regard to the handling of the finances of the
State has become very obvious.

Mr Bertram: In what regard?
Mr TUBBY: There is no doubt that the result

of a poll announced recently indicates that the
Leader of the Opposition was suffering an
identity problem. It is gratifying to see that his
identity problem has been overcome to a ]arge
degree as a result of replies to questions, and the
debate which has taken place since that time.
However, the Leader of the Opposition certainly
identified himself as having a lack of
understanding of the handling of the finances of
the State.

Mr Bertram: That is nonsense.
Mr TUBBY: It is a very frightening thought,

indeed, that if there is a change of Government
the present Leader of the Opposition would be the
leader of that Government, and possibly he would
be responsible for the Treasury.

Mr Bertram: He would be quite capable of
handling it.

Mr B. T. Burke: He would be an excellent
Premier.

Mr Jamieson: The member for Greenough
should read some of the speeches made by one of
his predecessors.

Mr TUBBY: The attack on the Treasurer by
the Leader of the Opposition certainly backfired.
In attempting -to embarrass the Premier, the
Leader of the Opposition embarrassed only
himself and his party.

Government members: Hear, heart
Mr TUBBY: I can assure members that many

country people are not very pleased with the
comments of the Leader of the Opposition when
he referred to the abolition of death duties as
being of benefit only to the elite.

1 want to indicate that country people, and
farmers in particular, are hard workers. If the
productivity of other workers throughout the
State was as high as that of the farming
community, I can assure members we would have
a greater Western Australia. Productivity in the
farming community is tremendously high.
Farmers work long hours and in no way do they
consider themselves to be the elite. I think the
remark by the Leader of the Opposition, when he
indicated that only the elite would receive benefit
from the abolition of probate duty, was an
unnecessary slur on those people.

Most farms in my electorate are owner-
operated, and because the owners cannot afford to
pay the very high wages which are demanded, and
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because of the very serious drought situation, they
have to work excessively long hours under Very
difficult and distressing conditions.

The Labor Party--especially the member for
Geraldton-has indicated a significant change in
its thinking with regard to its outlook towards
country and rural people. I will quote from an
article which I think adds insult to injury. It
reads-

"THE country areas get a raw deal"-The
ALP view . . claims that the ALP is
genuinely concerned about rural people.

When the ALP was in office ... rural
people were subjected to the most vicious
treatment in every sphere of their existence.

We have not forgotten the savage Policies
which all but wiped out the mining, cattle
and other rural industries, and the heartless
comments that "you've never had it so good".

Mr B. T. Burke: Where is that cutting from?
Mr TUBBY: All members would realise who

made that comment. To continue-
We also remember well how the Whitlam

Government brought isolation and hardship
to rural people particularly, by their
monstrous increases in communications
charges.

Under the ALP, which now seeks to woo
the rural vote, postal charges rose
astronomically-letters from seven cents to
eighteen cents-in just three short years.

Telephones, so necessary for business and
for a "mantle of safety" for country people,
were priced out of the reach of many under
ALP government.

Telephone installation charges, free to city
people, had been free up to 12 kilometres
before the ALP took office, when they
quickly reduced the free distance to eight
kilometres.

Rural people appreciate the benefits of
having a Liberal/National government which
increased the free distance not back to what
it was before the ALP slashed it, but to
16 km.

The Liberal/National Government has
been steadily reducing STD charges
particularly at off-peak times, and
Community Access 80 will allow rural people
local call charges to the nearest business
centre.

The Federal Health's Isolate4 .Patients'
Travel and Accommodation Assistance
Scheme is just one of the many initiativesft

designed to assist rural people, yet cause the
least possible expense to taxpayers.

In office, the ALP sought to make rural
people "peasant farmers" and to drive them
from their lands.

In opposition, they seek to add insult to
injury by claiming that they care about rural
people. Just who do they think they're
fooling?

Mr B. T. Burke: Where is the cutting from?
Mr TUBBY: That very clearly indicates the

real thoughts of the Labor Party as far as the
rural community is concerned.

Point of Order
Mr JIAMIESON: On a point of order, Mr

Deputy Speaker, as the honourable member has
quoted that, could we have it tabled at the end of
his speech? I understand we are entitled to ask for
that.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Apart from that
particular point of order, if the honourable
member has not come to the end of it I think he
should do so forthwith because it is of great
length. In regard to the tabling of the paper, it is
for the honourable member to indicate if it is not
part of his own genera! notes; and if it is not, I
agree the paper should be tabled. However,.as it
has been read to us, I do not know what that
would achieve.

Mr Bertram: It would establish its authenticity.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I assumed he was

going to do that at the end of his reading.
Mr B. T. Burke: What is the authority?
Mr TUBBY: I am quite happy to table this. It

was photostated and handed to me and there is no
indication what paper it is from.

Several members interjected.

Debate Resumed

Mr TUBBY: What I have read out is
authentic.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is a fabrication. It was never
printed in any newspaper. You have dummied up
your own copy.

Mr TUBBY: Another very clear indication of
the support the Labor Party has for country
people-and one which I notice has been very
obviously omitted during recent debates in this
I-ouse since the Labor Party has started to woo
the rural people for their vote-is the one-vote-
one-value issue. Members of the Labor Party talk
about decentralisation, but I think if this matter
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were to be publicised as it was somne lime ago, it
would give a clear indication to rural people that
the Labor Party is not genuinely interested in
decentralisation. What greater centralist move
could we have than one-vote-one-value, where
country people will be deprived of the just
representation they deserve?

Mr Jamieson: They have had it since federation
in the Federal sphere and you have not done too
badly out of it.

Mr TUBBY: It all boils down to the fact that
rural people do not trust a Labor Government.
Only recently when I visited the museum at
Perenjori a paper was thrown open, because they
happened to know I would be there, and it
reported on a drought back in 1936, when
applications were made for drought assistance. A
Labor Government was in office at the time, and
the Wheatgrowers' Union, which later became the
Farmers' Union. was applying to the Government
which was most unsympathetic to the farmers'
problems. The Wheatgrowers' Union came out
very loud and strong indicating that the Labor
Government was niot living up to its rural policies.

Mr Bryce: Who established the R & I Bank
about that time?

Mr TUBBY: The R & I Bank was established
after the war.

Mr Jamieson: It was the Agricultural Bank at
that time.

Mr Bryce: I thought the member for
Greenough said 1946.

Mr TUBBY: During the Budget debate
members speak on Matters of concern within their
electorates. This is a subject about which I have
spoken almost every time I have risen in a debate
such as this. Drought has been seriously plaguing
a section of my electorate for four years. I can
assure members it is teaching very serious
proportions as far as many farmers are concerned,
particularly in the Shires of Perenjori, Morawa,
and Mullewa.

Although the member for Geraldton said that
perhaps the drought was not as bad in the area as
a whole as it had been in other years, in Morawa,
Perenjori, and Mullewa this year is by far the
worst of the four years' drought we have had. I
realise that within 40 miles of the coast there are
some quite reasonable crops and in some instances
really outstanding crops. No doubt they help to
balance the economy of Geraldton, and perhaps
the impact of the drought is not being felt there as
much as was anticipated.

It has been very gratifying to see the immediate
response of the Premier and the Minister for

Agriculture in indicating the type of assistance to
be given. Generally, the matter would not have
come up until February or March, when the
normal carry-on period for the following year is
arranged. But this year it was very clearly
indicated in July or August that the season was
beyond being retrieved, and that no matter how
much rain we received a very serious situation
would exist. The crops were dying and the feed
was non-existent.

I have spoken of this matter before, but a great
deal of lobbying has gone on about who represents
the drought area to which assistance has been
given. I notice that a good many claims have been
made. I believe the Treasurer and the Minister for
Agriculture will support my statement that a
great deal of the representation about this area
came from me. Members of the National
Party and the National Country Party have
attempted to take credit for the benefits given but
I would like to indicate quite clearly that I have
been very strong in my representation of that
area. At one time I was farming right in the
middle of this area, and I assure members that I
know what is facing these farmers.

Mr Old: That is correct.
Mr TUBBY: There has been a gradual build-

up of debts over the years, and in some case the
amount of money owing is quite frightening. The
member for Mt. Marshall referred to the
Farmers' Debts Adjustment Act which was
introduced in the late 1930s. Under the provisions
of that legislation, farmers' debts were adjusted
back to the amount it was thought a particular
farming operation could service reasonably.
However. I hope that today's problems can be
overcome in a more satisfactory way than by
recourse to such legislation.

Although I was a lad of only 13 or 14 years of
age at that time, I can remember the
implementation of that Act. We were greatly
involved in farming in those days; all the family
worked on the farm, and so we were interested in
the financial aspects of it. Although the Farmers'
Debts Adjustment Act was of great benefit to
some people, as always some very deserving cases
just missed out.

The legislation caused a great deal or dissension
within the community because it was felt that
those who organised the financial structure of
their properties well did not receive any benefits,
whilst those who had spent up big and enjoyed life
while money had been available reaped the full
benefits of the legislation. Also, for many years
creditors were cautious of the area, so although
the legislation sounded very good, it was not
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favourably received throughout the community as
a whole.

When we consider the productivity of this area
and its long-term history, we realise the assistance
given by the Government is well and truly
warranted. Since about 1910 the area has earned
the State a large sum of export income for grain,
stock, and wool. I have here some figures which
indicate the effect of the drought on the
production of wheat. The Morawa Shire Council
provided me with the figures, and with your
approval, Mr Deputy Speaker, I would like to
read them to the House, as they illustrate the
productivity of the area and the debt owing by
way of drought loans. This debt is in excess of the
normal bank overdraft and mortgage
arrangements. The statistics supplied are as
follows-

Shire and Grownr Surnmnary
Total holdings in shirt ............... 3
*Toal holdings of farmers used for 14

submiussion...........................
Average seis.ar, holding in Shift.... 2 476 Ha
Averge size form holding or (-) ...... 2 782 Ha
Total arm leaned for grain

= usdfor submissionr ..... 375 Ha
As.a percentage of total fan,.............. 49.5%

Amonte therefore total grain
Coductio in shire planned for 1979

ya yso%orttal fan.,, c2 476 H.... 1233 Ha
averagejield of I tonme per Ha - 170 844 tonne total grain

a3 l 29.It one. ...........
haseed and fodheld back ......... 44tWant

162 00 toue to pool

So that is 162 000 tonnes first advance. The
payment will be considerably higher this year, but
on the figure of $62.20 net a tonne, it would mean
an income to the Morawa district alone of $10.1
million, had there been a normal season.
However, the present expectation is that the yield
will be worth $0.5 million. Those figures will give
members some idea of the potential of the area
and the amount of money the farmers will lose
through the drought.

The assistance offered to the shires in this area
has been for the employment of people displaced
because of-the drought. This is an endeavour to
keep people in the area, particularly farmers who
have been unable to work their Properties because
of a complete lack of finance. Keeping these
people gainfully employed in the town has
instilled great confidence in the people of the
area. The developments that have continued will
bring long-term benefits to the towns. One only
has to drive through Perenjori, Mullewa, and
Morawa, to see these developments. Certainly
they add to the attractiveness of the towns, and no
doubt when the seasons improve, the tourists will
again be attracted to these towns. The people take
great pride in their towns, and they are very keen
to attract the tourists as they did in the past.

Recently I brought to the attention of this
House the operation of Focal International. This
matter was brought to my notice when I received
a complaint from a mother who was concerned
about the effect of treatment by this organisation
on her daughter. I believe that on the 28th
September and on the 1st October Channel 9
referred to this organisation in a current affairs
programme. Unfortunately I did not see the
interviews, but I believe accusations were mide
by a person who was completely dissatisfied with
the operation of this company. This person wished
to have the Operation of the company terminated
because he believed it was a rip-off and that he
obtained no benefit whatever from the treatment.

I contacted Channel 9 and spoke to someone
there about the programme. As a result, I asked
several questions in the House. Firstly, I asked the
Minister for Health whether he was aware of the
previous activities of a group by this name. He
replied that he was.

I then asked the Minister whether his
department knew how many people had been
committed to mental institutions following such
courses. The Minister replied that there were
three such patients of whom he was awlire. I then
asked the following question-

Is it a fact that many marriages and
families have been broken after members of
these families took Focal International
courses?

The Minister replied that there was no record of
any such instances. I then asked whether this
treatment was available through the normal
Mental Health Services, and the Minister replied
as follows-

Mental Health Services does not offer
equivalent courses. Treatment methods
employed by Mental Health Services are in
accord with accepted standards of sound
professional medical and psychological
practice. No charge is levied for treatment.

Almost within hours of my putting those
questions on notice, I was invaded by phone calls
from people in the metropolitan area and
Morawa; and my colleague, the member for Roe,
received a number of calls from people in
Esperance. The callers were concerned that
questions.were to be asked in the House; they
were concerned about the type of questions to be
asked, and about accusations made against the
company on Channel 9. 1 have received a number
of letters from people -in my electorate whom I
know very well. With your permission, Sir, I
would like to read some of those letters because I
think they are of interest to the House. They are
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reasonably long, but it is important that they be
read.

Mr Bertram: Can't you summarise them?
Mr TUBBY: Perhaps I will read only one,

because they are all similar. I have a letter
addressed to me, which reads as follows-

My Testimonial
Twelve months ago 1 suffered the

following:-
(a) a ruined marriage;
(b) three years of drug taking for nerves and

constant headaches;
(c) uncontrollable, angry and spiteful

children;
(d) ihistrusted everyone;
(e) lack of con fidence.

These reasons inspired me to participate in
a "Greatness In You" course and the
following weekend I did a "Sensuous
Women" course. Since then and with the
help of the instructors and other graduates I
have completely changed my outlook on life.
I am so much closer to my husband and
family, and love, respect and trust them
totally.

After years of condemning and criticising
my parents, I now look at them with love,
devotion and understanding. Never have I
felt so close to my brother and his family.

I have a much happier social life and have
stopped criticising, mistrusting and
gossipping. People can sense these feelings
and when they (the feelings) are non-existent
they are friendlier toward me.

Housework, farm work etc, is so easy to
manage (and enjoyable) 1 find I have heaps
of spare time:- time to devote to the
children, my husband and myself.

I feel so peaceful, carefree and happy
everyday, it is just unbelievable. And I think
it a crying shame for other people to be
denied their share.

I have a number of other letters along lines
similar to these. I have only two cases of criticism
of the operations of Focal International. The first
concerns the person who was interviewed on
Channel 9 and who, as I said previously, was most
critical of the operations of the company.- The
second is a country woman whom I was asked not
to interview as a result of the severe effects she
suffered from the course. It was pointed out to me
that to a large degree the detrimental changes
were her own fault. Apparently people are asked
to fill in an application form and a card. It is
clearly indicated that if they have suffered any

nervous or psychiatric trouble it should be
declared, and an assessment will be made as to
whether they are fit to undertake the course.
Apparently the woman concerned did not declare
her problems, and she suffered severe
consequences as a result of the course,

Much has been said about the operation of
Focal International, and a number of questions
have been asked in the House. I believe in fairness
to all concerned an inquiry should be held. I
would like to indicate to the Minister for
Health-

Mr Bertram: Who is fast asleep.
Mr TUBBY: -that it appears there are some

elements of doubt about the courses, and in
fairniess to the company an inquiry should be held
so that it can answer the questions which have
been asked. The company has clearly indicated it
is prepared to co-operate in any way in such an
inquiry. I call upon the Minister for Health, and
the Government, to carry out a thorough
investigation of the Focal company in the interests
of the health of the people of Western Australia.

My main concern is that it appears the
company has a considerable number of local
groups throughout Western
Austral ia-Espe rance, Kalgoorlie, and Morawa
have such groups. I was particularly concerned at
the operation of the company in Morawa because
I felt it was endeavouring to capitalise on the
unfortunate circumstances which exist in the area
as a result of the drought. I felt the company was
taking advantage of people.

However, I believe that is not the case because
people are not approached by the company.
Persons who notice the change in others who have
undergone the course make inquiries which lead
to an interview with company officials.
Consequently, many of those persons undergo
cou rses.

Apparently during the course tape recordings
are played and the patient is placed in the right
setting and in a situation in which he can make a
thorough assessment of himself. In the next stage
of the course the patient is able to shed his fears,
even though he may have had them for many
years . Then the person is virtually rebuilt.

Mr Tonkin: Do they speak in tongues?
Mr TUBBY: The change which occurs in

people who undergo the course is simply amazing.
Some people whom I have known personally for
many years have undergone an outstanding
change. There is no doubt that if the course has a
long-term benefit, it will be most beneficial to
many people. People who have completed the
course and who previously suffered quite serious
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medical problems have since been able to fortify
themselves and overcome their problems.

Mr Tonkin: Are you saved?
Mr TUBBY: No, I am not. Before I went to

interview some people, some of my friends shook
me by the hand and said, "Goodbye, Reg. See you
when you get back; but you won't be the same."

Mr Skidmore: They were spot on.
Mr TUBBY: The people whom I interviewed

were sincere and clearly indicated the tremendous
benefits they received from the course. Great
concern was expressed regarding the cost, which
is $1 000 for four days.

I asked one of the chaps whether he thought
the spending of so much money on that type of
thing was wise, in view of the very serious
financial difficulties being experienced in the area
and he said, "if I went bankrupt tomorrow I
would still consider the $1 000 1 spent on this
course the best investment I have ever made."

I conclude on that note. I urge that a thorough
inquiry by carried out into the operations of this
company because I believe it would be of benefit
not only to the community, but also to the
company itself.

I support the Bill.

Point of Order

Mr JAMIESON: Mr Speaker, I raised with
your deputy the matter of the member for
Greenough tabling the document from which he
has extensively quoted, and he said he would ask
him to table the document if the member did not
indicate its source. I ask you now to request the
member for Greenough to table the document.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for
Greenough to place on the Table of the House for

the information of members the paper from which
he quoted. I assume it was a separate document,
and not his speech notes.

The document was tabled for the information
of members.

Debate Resumed
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

PLANT DISEASES ACT?
AMENDMENT BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council without

amendment.

STATE FORESTS
Revocation of Dedication: Council's Resolution

Message from the Council received and read
requesting the Assembly's concurrence in the
following resolution-

That the proposal for the partial
revocation of State Forests Nos. 4, 27, 28
and 70 laid on the Table of the Legislative
Council by command of His Excellency the
Governor on the 24th October, 1979, be
carried out.

BILLS (l) MESSAGES
Appropriations

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

1. Metropolitan Region Town Planning
Scheme Act Amendment Bill (No. 2).

2. Superannuation and Family Benefits Act-
Amendment Bill.

House adjourned at 1. 14 a.m. (Wednesday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINING: COAL

Nataraliste Fault Area

2066. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Mines:

Would he indicate applications received
for-
(a) oil and gas;
(b) coal,

exploration tenements and those which
have already been approved, with
conditions imposed, in the Naturaliste
fault area?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr MENSAROS)
replied:

By "Naturaliste fault area" it is
presumed that the member is referring
to the southern part of the Perth basin,
in the vicinity of the Dunsborough fault.
On this assumption the following
information is supplied-
(a) Eight applications for two

petroleum exploration areas were
received; of which two were
granted-EP 130, granted on the
23rd August, 1979 to a consortium
consisting of Mesa Australia Ltd.,
Western Mining Corporation Ltd.,
Offshore Oil NL, Monarch
Petroleum NL,and Whicher Oil NL:
and EP 112, granted on the 30th
April, 1979, to Weaver Australian
Oil and Gas Corporation. Both
permits were granted subject to
normal conditions of the Petroleum
Act and to the standard condition
that-

lIn carrying out its operations
in the permit area, the
permittee shall take adequate
measures for the protection of
the environment and shall
comply with all directions of
the Minister for Mines in
relation thereto.

(b) Dampier Mining Co. Ltd. holds
three coalmining leases in the area
and has lodged applications for 173
additional leases. N. R. McAllister
has applied for 10 coalmining
leases.

CML's 70/1758 to 70/1760
granted to Dampier Mining Co.
Ltd. are subject to-

(1) Survey.
(2) No excavation excepting shafts

approaching closer to the
boundary of any road reserve
than a distance equal to twice
the depth of the excavation and
mining on roads being confined
to below a depth of 15 metres
from the natural surface.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Danmpier Archipelago

2067. Mr SKID MORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(1) Further to the Environmental Protection
Authority recommendations that were
endorsed by Cabinet on the 9th
February, 1976, what action has been
taken to implement 'those endorsed
recommendations concerning the
Dampier archipelago?

(2) What action has been taken to include
the whole of Dales Gorge in the
Hamersley Range national park, as
approved by Cabinet over three years
ago?

(3) What action has been taken to declare
the Ningaloo Reef tract an aquatic
national park to be vested in the
National Parks Authority?

(4) What action has been taken to declare
the Mt. Manning Range area a nature
resente vested in the WA Wildlife
Authority?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The EPA recommendations have been
slightly modified after an agreement
reached between mysclf and the
Minister for Mines and subsequently
endorsed by Cabinet, whereby-

(a) Enderby Island to be art "A" class
reserve for the, protection of flora
and fauna, provided that existing
applications for mineral leases by
Hamersley Iron -Pty. Ltd. shall be
granted prior to the resente being
created.
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(b) Rosemary Island to be an "A" class
reserve for the protection of flora
and fauna apart from a small
portion to be set aside for
recreation.

(c) Goodwin, Malus, West Lewis, East
Lewis, Angel, Gidley, North
Gidley, Keast, IHauy and Delambre
Islands to be "C" class reserves for
the protection of flora and fauna,
with areas to be set aside for
recreation.
Subsequently, areas on Rosemary,
Angel, Malus. West Lewis, East
Lewis and Delambre Islands have
been determined for the purpose of
recreation. The Lands Department
has been requested to implement
this resolution.

(2) 1 refer the member to the answer to
question t902. For the reasons set out in
that answer, it is not proposed to include
Dales Gorge in the Hamersley Range
national park, at this time.

(3) A working group has been examining
aspects involved in proceeding to have
the Ningaloo Reef tract declared an
aquatic national park. When the
working group has completed its
investigations, an explanatory document
will be made available to the public for
review and comment. After
consideration of this comment, the
matter will be placed before the
Government.

(4) The member's attention is drawn to the
proclamation of Reserve No. 36208 at
Mt. Manning, published in the
Govt nmcnt Gazette on the 28th
September, 1978.

MINING
Hatters Hill, Lake Cronin, and Mt. Holland

2068. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Further to the Environmental Protection
Authority recommendations that were
endorsed by Cabinet on the 9th
February, 1976, what conditions have
been imposed to protect the environment
involving mining tenements in the-
(a) Hatters Hill;
(b) Mt. Holland, north, south and

middle ironcap areas?

(2) Similarly, what conditions have been
imposed in relation to mining tenements
in the Lake Cronin area?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr MENSAROS)
replied:
(1) and (2) No existing mining tenements

have been granted in these areas since
the 9th February, 1976.

MINISTER FOR TOURISM

Overseas Tour

2069. Mr BARNETT, to the Premier:

Further to his answer to my question
t693 of -1978 is he now in a position to
advise details of the $ 18 000 spent on
the trip by the Hon. Graham
MacKinnon, details of which had not
been finalised at the time of the said
question?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The expenditure estimated in the answer
to question 2069 of 1978 as $18 000,
amounted to $22 472.17 when all
accounts were received.

Hereunder is a summary of these
expenses as incurred by the promotional
group, additional to those previously
itemised.

(1) Accommodation. meals,
telephone arid Iee..........

(2) Vehicle hime. inIudio
tranoport of audio &a o
display equipment ........

(3) Displays .......................
(4) F1~gt including multi 6nuge

audiot visual eupet
wesien Australian foodstuffs
fr prom~otion P1JrNSdisplay equipment, . rcur
etc................................

(5) Promotional functions.
(6) Multi imiage audio visual

Production......................
(7) Sundry small aquipment and

$pare part purchases, etc ....

8076.15

1 584.13
1 742.95

7 375.70
3653.16

li-36

28,64

522 472.1L7

The net cost of the promotions was
$77 037.65.
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TRANSPORT: BUSES
Commonwealth Allocations

2070. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(I) What financial allocations have been

sought by the State Government from
the Federal Government for runds under
the States Grants (Urban Public
Transport) Act in each of the past three
yea rs ?

(2) How much has been allocated in each of
those years?

(3) How much has been allocated in each of
those years for-
(a) rail improvements, including car

parks at stations;
(b) purchase of railcars and rolling

stock;
(c) purchase or lease of buses;
(d) equipment or improvements

associated with the bus network?
Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Progrmme submittod
Commonweath proportion two-ibirds

(2) Commonwealth two-thirds allocaton
(3) Commonwecatth two-thirds alloction

(a)
(b)

(d)

1 977-78
5 million
61913
C.612
0.3010

1978.79 197940
3 Million S million
10.890 9.7"9
7.260 6.533
2.000 2.000

Nil NiJ 0.465
Ni] Nil Nil

0.300 1.093 0.868
Nil 0.907 0.667

Other additional funding arrangements
from State sources are not included.

ANIMALS
Carts

2071. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Is there any legislation in any way
covering domestic cats?

(2) If "Yes", would she advise?
(3) Has the RSPCA any obligations with

respect to receiving domestic cats?
(4) What actions can a householder take,

and with whom, with respect to cats
and/or kittens found living on or
causing nuisance on private property?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I)
(3)

(4)

and (2) Not as far as I am aware.
Not in respect of legislation within the
scope of my portfolio.
I do not know.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Nature Reserves and Nullarbor Caves

2072. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(1) Further to the Environmental Protection
Authority recommendations that were
endorsed by Cabinet on the 9th
February, 1976, has the Environmental
Protection Authority informed the Main
Roads Department of the conservation
interest in the Mt. Phire, Radi Hills and
Sarnphire Marsh areas, in view of the
major roadworks being undertaken
between Port Hedland and Broomue?

(2) What -progress has been made in
designating nature reseres in the
Gibson Desert area, Mungilli claypan
and Baker Lake?

(3) What stage has been reached in
recommended liaison with the
Environmental Protection Authority
concerning Reserve No. 17614 and what
has been the outcome to date?

(4) What stage has been reached concerning
recommendations to the Environmental
Protection Authority on the
classification Qf the Nullarbor caves?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The Main Roads Department is aware
of the EPA's recommendations and has
taken themn into account in its forward
planning. Liaison will be maintained
between that department and the
Department of Conservation and
Environment.

(2) Reserves in the Gibson Desert and
Mungilli claypan have been declared as
set out in the Government Gazette of
the 22nd April) 1977.
In regard to the Baker Lake area,
discussions are taking place between
officers of the Departments of Fisheries
and Wildlife, Conservation and
Environment, the Aboriginal Lands
Trust and the Registrar of Aboriginal
Sites.

(3) Discussions of a general nature at officer
level have taken place to implement the
recommendation to the satisfaction of
all concerned. The interests of the
indigenous people of the area have been
represented by the Aboriginal Lands
Trust.
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(4) A comprehensive report has been
prepared and circulated to interested
groups for comment, after which it will
be considered by the EPA.

LAND: RESERVES
Barrow Island and Nos. 24869 and 30885

2073. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) Further to the recommendations by the

Environmental Protection Authority
that were endorsed by Cabinet on the
9th February, 1976-
(a) has the Barrow Island nature

reserve yet been extended to the low
water mark, vested in the WA
Wildlife Authority and enlarged to
include Boodie, Middle and Double
Islands;

(b) if not, why not?
(2) What is the present status of the Monte

etio Islands?
(3) Has Reserve No. 24869 yet been

extended to the low water mark?
(4) Has Reserve No. 30885 been extended

above the high water mark and vested in
the WA Wildlife Authority?

Mrs
(1)

(2)
(3)

CRAIG replied:
(a) No.
(b) The area is subject to mining and

petroleum tenements.
Vacant Crown Land.
No. Implementation will be effected in
the Reserves Bill next year as the
reserve is Class "A".

(4) No.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
ENERGY: GAS

North-West Shelf- Contracts

1. Dr TROY, to the Premier:

Some time ago in preface to remarks
made in relation to the North-West
Shelf gas project certain public
statements seemed to indicate there was
some hope that contracts would be
signed with Japan and South Korea.
Does the Premier see the political
instability in both those countries as
being likely to have any impact on those

contracts-either in the nature of delays
or otherwise-being signed? When does
the Premier anticipate the contracts
might be signed?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
If the honourable member is referring to
Japan and South Korea, as I understood
him to say, so far as Japan is concerned
I do not regard that country as being
politically unstable. On the contrary, in
the light of events during the last few
days is seems Japan has considerable
political stability and, above all, is a
democracy.
So far as South Korea is concerned, I do
not regard that country-ven in the
light of events of recent days so far as
the former President is concerned-as
being unstable. With regard to the
timing of the contracts, I am not
prepared to suggest the dates when they
will be completed. I do not regard the
events of recent days as being, in any
way, an inhibition to the successful
conclusion of the North-West Shelf
development.

FISHERIES
Albany: Japanese Vessels

2. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

In view of the joint venture planned for
squid fishing off Albany between Hunts
Foods Pty. Ltd. of Albany and Japanese
interests, can the Minister say when
Albany will be declared a service port
for Japanese fishing vessels?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question. The reply is as follows-

Albany is one of the approved ports
of entry under the recently
coficluded agreement between
Australia and Japan concerning
tuna long-line fishing.
The licence covering the squid
vessels to be used by Hunts Foods
Pty. Ltd. will specify Albany as one
of the approved ports of entry.
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EDUCATION
Birt Committee

3. Mr H-ODGE, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Minister yet received the flirt
report about the Murdoch University? If
so, when did he receive it?

(2) Does the Minister intend to make the
report public?

(3) If he has not received the report, when
does he anticipate it will be available?

Mr P. V. JON ES replied:

(1) to (3) No, I have not yet received the
report but I understand it is now in final
draft form. My advice is that Professor
Hlirt will be in this State probably next
week, following which he will transmit
the report to me.
The report will be made public in due
course, as I have indicated already in
reply to a previous question.

HOSPITALS
Special Purposes Funds

4. Mr HARMAN to the Minister for Health:

During September 1 asked the Minister
a question regarding the funds held by
some hospitals in connection with travel
and research. On that occasion the
Minister said he did niot know the details
of the funds but he would write to
various hospitals and ascertain the
position.

I now ask the Minister: Is he in a
position to provide members with that
information?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I will check out the matter. I am not in a
position to give the information across
the Chamber but I will communicate
with the member direct.
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