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I am advised that they had been con-
sidered and approved by the previous
Government. the Tonkin Government, 12
months ago; therefore my Party has no
objections to the proposals contained
therein.

THE BON. 1W. MeALEER (Upper West)
[5.33 p.m.]: In supporting this Birn which
is really a tidying up arrangement,
I would like to make one or two com-
ments. I refer to the proposed amendment
to section 41 which provides that the
University of Western Australia may pre-
sent a report of its activities separate from
the Auditor- aeneral's report, which is
necessarily issued many months after the
end of the university year.

I believe that is the intention of the
university to present reports On its
activities quite soon after the end of the
academic year, because if they are not
presented at that stage there is a serious
loss of interest in such reports.

All members who have had experience
of reading reports of Government depart-
ments, boards, or local authorities which
are at least 12 months--and often up to
two years-out of date in some Parts will
appreciate the loss of interest. I would
like to commend the University of Western
Australia in making this special effort to
get its reports out at the earliest possible
moment.

THE HlON. D. J1. WORDSWORTH
(South) [5.34 P.M.]: I intended to com-
ment on the very point that has been
raised by the previous speaker. I was
rather horrified to learn that where pre-
viously the University of Western Australia
was given three months after the end of
the university year to present its reports,
it now seeks to have the time amended to
"as soon as practicable after". I agree
that three months after the end of the
university year might prove to be awkward.
as this period takes in the Christmas holi-
days and the staff might experience trouble
in preparing the report in time. However,
I think the wording "as soon as practicable
after" is too wide.

I suggest to the Minister that while we
should agree to the wording "as soon as
practicable after" the date should be set
at not later than the 30th June each year;
in other words, the Period should be ex-
tended by three or four months. I think
that deadlines should be adopted when it
comes to presenting reports to Parliament.
I would hate to think that the income tax
legislation contained a provision with the
words "as soon as practicable after". I
certainly think that guidelines should be
laid down for the university. Other than
that. I agree with the amendments In the
Bill.

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West--Minister for Education) [5.35 p.m.):
I thank members for their support of the
measure. I hope that the Bill will be
passed in its existing form. I do not know
why some People have taken it for granted
that the period will be longer than three
months; in fact, it is not. To some people
the minimum always seems to become the
maximum. The term "as soon as practic-
able after" means that the university will
be trying to get out its report within three
weeks of the end of the university year.
That is highly desirable and encourages
efficiency. The Bill ought to be left as it
is.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. N. MeNEILL (Lower West-
Minister for Justice) [5.38 P.M.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday, the 22nd April.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 5.39 p.m.

Tuesday, the 15th April, 1975

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

CANNING RIVER RECLAMATION
Relocation of Kwinana Freeway

Extension: Petition
MR A. Rt. TONKIN (Morley) [4.31 p.m.]:

1 Present the following petition relating to
the relocation and redesign of the Kwinana
Freeway extension-

To the Honourable the Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly
In Parliament assembled

We, the undersigned citizens of Aus-
trala do humbly petition the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia that It
might take such steps as may be neces-
sary to relocate and redesign the pro-
Posed extensions to the Kwinana
Freeway, so that no part of the Can-
ning River or Its foreshores may be
used for roadways. And Your Petition-
ers as In duty bounid will ever pray.

I have signed the petition to indicate that
it is In conformity with the rules of the
House. The petition contains 3 286 signa-
tures.
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The SPEAKER: I direct the Petition be 3. RAILWAYS
brought to the Table of the House.

The petition was tabled (see paper
No. 146).
QUESTIONS (41): ON NOTICE

1. LAMB
Grading by Colour

Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is it the intention of the Lamb

Marketing Board to colour strip
brand the various grades of lamb
sold in Western Australia?

(2) If so. when?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr McPHARLIN replied:
I am advised as follows by the West-
ern Australian Lamb Marketing
Board:
(1) and (2) Not at this stage.
(3) It is considered that any form of

consumer Identification of meat
should embrace all types and that
lamb should not be singled out as
a separate commodity In this
matter.
The board has considered strip
branding but believes that its
Implementation and supervision at
retail level needs detailed investi-
gation by all sectors of the in-
dustry.

2. RABBITS
Myxotnatosis

Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Could he advise the success of the

rabbit flea in spreading myxo-
inatosis?

(2) Has the flea spread beyond the
release areas?

(3) Is it the department's intention to
release the vector in other areas
of the State?

(4) If (3) is "Yes" where and when?
Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(1) and (2) lamn advised by the Agri-

culture Protection Board that re-
sults have been variable.
In the Cape Naturalists area,
where the flea was released in
1969, rabbit numbers were reduced
soon afterwards but within two
years built up in excess of the
original population.
In adjacent areas into which
fleas spread, longer lasting
suits have been obtained.

Road Buses: Charter Cost

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Trans-
port:
(1) Is it a fact that the Court Gov-

ernment has increased by 70%
the cost of chartering a WAGE
bus?

(2) When was the increase imposed?
(3) Is it a fact that the 20% conces-

slon to school groups who hire
WAGE buses has also been
withdrawn by the present Gov-
ernment?

(4) If (3) is "Yes", in view of the im-
portance attached to educational
excursions, will he consider a re-
view of this decision?

(5) How many WAGE buses have
been chartered from Perth for
each month since the increase was
announced?

Mr O'CONNOR repied:
(1) Railway bus hire charges were in-

creased In accordance with the
following scale, published in
Government Gazette No. 6 of 24th
January, 1975-

Road buses-Mondays to
Fridays inclusive-40c per
kilometre; $10 minimum.
Saturdays, Sundays and Pub-
lie Holldays-S5c per kilo-
metre; $10 minimum.

Waiting time, calculated from
tabled time of arrival to tabled
time of departure less 8 hours
when the driver is booked off duty,
shall be raised for road buses as
follows-

Mondays to Fridays inclusive
-$3.50 per hour; $42 (maxi-
mum) per 24 hours.
Saturdays, Sundays and
public holldays-$7 per hour:
$84 (maximum) per 24 hours.
Where the nature of the hire
requires two drivers, charges
for waiting time shall be In-
creased by 50%.

A flat percentage increase was not
applied and conditions of the hire
charges were also changed. This
could result in an increase of 70%
on some hires, but the actual in-
crease would depend on the cir-
cumstances of the Individual hire.

(2) 21st October, 1974.
(3) The concession was withdrawn by

administrative action of the Rail-
ways Department.

(4) Yes. The question is presently
under review.

the
re -

(3) Yes, when the board Is satisfied
that maximum advantage can be
gained.

(4) This Is dependent on current re-
search.
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buses
(5) 21st October to 31st Octo-

ber, 1974 1 ...... 30
November, 1974 *. . 60
December, 1974 ... 10
January, 1975 ... 27
February, 1975 .. 3
March, 1975 .. .. .. 19

4. ELECTION PROMISES
Industrial Commissioner: North-West

Mr BRYCE, to the Deputy Premier:
Zn respect of his election promise
to investigate the possibility of
having a resident industrial com-
missioner In the north, what pro-
gress has been made?

Mr McPHARLXhT replied:
The question of having a resident
Industrial Commissioner in the
north is under continuous study.
The Trades and Labor Council
and the Australian Workers'
Union are now utilising office
accommodation at Port Hedland
provided by this Government at
a nominal rental, and the effect
of this move is being carefully
evaluated.

5. ELECTION PROMISES
Trade Union Elections: Secret Ballots

Mr ERYCE, to the Deputy Premier:
What moves has he taken to im-
plement his election promise to
introduce scoret ballots in all
union elections?

Mr McPHARLTN replied:
Although the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act already provides extens-
ive provisions for ballots and
secret ballots in union elections,
the matter of application of secret
ballots in all elections is still
under consideration.

6. ELECTION PRODMISES
Housing Interest Rates

Mr BRYCE, to the Deputy Premier:
What steps has he taken to tIn-
plement his election promises to
propose long-term loans at man-
ageable interest rates to help
people buy their first home?

Mr
(1)

McPHARLIN replied:
The Government has been able to
persuade the Commonwealth to
vary the provisions of the Com-
monwealth-State H-ousing Agree-
ment to enable a higher Percent-
age of agreement funds to be
allocated to terminating building
societies. Loans from this source
are long-tierm and at a low In-
terest rate.

(2) The Government baa Prepared a
scheme for income-geared loans
designed to reduce instalment
repayments for a period of time
to bring them within the capacity
of relatively low income earners
to pay. The method of guaran-
teeing these loans Is currently
being examined by Treasury
officers.

7. ELECTION PROMISES
Implementation

Mr BRYCE, to the Deputy Premier:
In the light of the Premier's
revelation that-
(a) he made 275 election promises

to the people;
(b) 112 of his election promises

have been Implemented;
(c) 88 of his election promises are

in the process of being imple-
mented,

will the Deputy Premier indi-
cate-
(1) how many election promises

he made to the people;
(ii) how many of his election

promises have been imple-
mented;

(iii) how many of his promises are
in the process of being im-
plemented; and

(iv) will he list the promises re-
ferred to in 0Ii) and (1d)?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(a) to (c) In both his preface

and question, the Member has
referred to "election promis-
es".
In my party's policy speech of
13th March, 1974, no refer-
ence was made to "election
promises" but, rather, to
"policy objectives".
I1 make this point simply to
indicate the facts.
In answer to that part of the
Member's question QI) to (iv),
this information is still being
compiled and details will be
made available to the Mem-
ber 'when a report is finalised.

8. ELECTION PROMISES
Mining Cornpanp Shares: Emnploiee

Particpation&

Mr BRYCE, to the Deputy Premier:
in accordance with his election
promise what action has be taken
to encourage mining manage-
ments to make shares available to
employees as extra pay and inen-
tive?

797
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Mr McPHARLTN replied:
This matter has been discussed at
various times with a number of
mining companies. However, the
final decision rests with the par-
ticular companies concerned.
Because of Federal Government
policies, an atmosphere of un-
certainty exists in the mining
market. In view of this down-
turn, I do not consider the time
opportune to pursue this line of
action.

9. DEVELOPMENTAL PROGRAMMES
Premier's Radio Statement

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
Following his statement on the
Leslie Anderson radio show on the
8th April, 1975, ". . . and It Is
rather sad that we have got all
these wonderful programmes
ready to go, all lined up to go, and
we find ourselves in what appears
to be a socialist power struggle In
Canberra . . ." -wili he explain
precisely what all the wonderful
programmes are that he alleges
are all lined up and ready to go?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I have explained publicly on a
number of occasions, the type of
projects which are ready to be
implemented, if only we can get
rid of the frustration in Can-
berra.
The more obvious ones are-
(1) the harnessing of natural gas

from one of the fields which
have been proved, such as
North Rankin;

(2) bringing this gas ashore for
use In three broad ways, such
as-
(a) used for production In

Pilbara of metalised
agglomerates and greatly
expanded quantities of
high Quality pellets:

(b) production of caustic soda
and petro -chemicals in
Pilbara;

(c) piping some of the
natural gas to supplement
the fuel requirements in
the metropolitan area and
southern part of the
State.

There are many other projects
which would be at an advanced
planning stage, If It were not for
the frustration in Canberra, and
I refer to such things as the Scott
Reef and some of the other
natural gas fields, with all the
great industrial development they
entail.

10.

In spite of the Commonwealth
Government, we have been able
to press on with some very Im-
portant expansions of existing
iron-ore projects in Pilbara, and
without which the engineering
Industry would be in an even
worse position than it is today.
We are hopeful we wiUl be able to
proceed with a number of other
projects and get them off the
ground, in spite of the Common-
wealth Government, although
they will not be of the same mag-
nitude as those I have listed
above.
The Member should appreciate
that the Projects listed in (1) and
(2) above would involve a capital
investment of over $2 500 000 000.
to say nothing of the huge In-
frastructure investment which
would automatically follow and
bring even greater relief to unemn-
ploymnent, and impetus to the
economy.
I hope these answers will prompt
the Member to lend his weight to
the W.A. Government representa-
tions to try to get the Common-
wealth to at least let us get on
with the development of one of
the gas fields-even if It wants
to keep the rest undeveloped for
the time being, until Its object-
ives and Policies can be sorted out
in other ways.
I suggest to the honourable memn-
ber that when the Prime Minister
is here next Saturday that would
be a good time for him to start.

INDEPENDENT SCHOOLS
Premier's Radio Statement

Mr B3RYCE, to the Premier:
Will the Premier elaborate on his
statement on the Leslie Anderson
radio show of the 8th April, 1975,

We have also made great
progress In terms of our assistance
to independent schools . ..

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The answer to this question is very
long and with your approval, Mr
Speaker, I suggest I hand it in.
In the Liberal Party policy for
1974-1977 there are six items
dealing with Independent schools,
all of which have been Imple-
mented.
The first reads: "We will recog-
nise that the majority of parents
sending children to these schools
are people on ordinary Incomes,
without privilege, who wish to
exercise a preference for a differ-
erent quality of education."
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This first item is a fundamental
principle of Liberal philosophy,
and is the keystone of our policy
on independent schools.
The second Item says: "We will
gradually increase grants to pri-
vate schools raising them above
the present level of 20% of the
cost per head of education in
Government schools.",
The per capita grants to inde-
pendent schools from the Western
Australian Government is now
23% of the cost of educating
children in W.A. Government
schools. The previous level was
20 per cent of the Australian
average.
The current amounts are $42.50
per primary Pupil and $78 per
secondary pupil.
The next two items are inter-
connected and deal 'with the level
of the subsidy and the method of
payment.
They say: 'We will agree on the
amount payable for a school year
no later than the preceding 30th
September, to permit more accur-
ate school budgeting and the fix-
ing of fees" and "We will review
the amount payable and give re-
lief, where necessary, at least
half-yearly. In this way we will
recognise that Private schools
deserve as much consideration as
Government schools when heavy
wage and other cast increases
occur during a budget year,
beyond the control of schools,
creating serious financial prob-
lems."
These two items have been
achieved by paying the per capita
subsidy in two moieties.
The first payment is at the be-
ginning of the school year and Is
equal to one-half of the per capita
subsidy calculated on the esti-
mated expenditure by the Educa-
tion Department for the financial
year which ended on the previous
June 30.
The second payment Is claimed In
July and is one-half of the per
capita subsidy calculated on the
actual expenditure by the Educa-
tion Department during the finan-
cial year just ended, less adjust-
mnents for school stocks issued.
The next two Items are also com -
plementary: "We will extend in-
terest subsidies to classrooms as
well as residential accommodation
In schools, wherever these are not
granted by the Commonwealth"
and "We will tie the interest rate
to a firm percentage basis, such

as the Commonwealth Bond rate.
thereby shielding independent
schools from harmful effects of
Federal monetary policy."
Loans raised after 1st July, 1974,
in respect of approved resi-
dential and classrooms projects
are now eligible for a State sub-
sidy at the rate of '71 % on inter-
est accruing from 1st October,
1974, and at the previous rate of
5% prior to that date. It Is
intended that the subsidised in-
terest rate will be adjusted from
time to time In line with move-
ments in the long-term bond rate.
The scheme Provides for reimn-
bursement of interest paid by
schools up to 7j% per annum on
the reducing balances of loans, on
the basis of the principal sum
being reduced by at least 5 % per
annum.

11. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Premier's Radfo Statement

Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
In view of the fact that the
Premier twice made the state-
ment, during the Leslie Anderson
radio show on the 8th April, 1975,
that his Government had made
great progress In respect of
environmental protection, will he
specify the areas in which this is
so?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I am sony I had to hand in the
-last answer because it was very
interesting.

Mr Jamieson: We have plenty of time.

Sir CAkRLES COURT: I suggest that
honourable members read the
answer. The reply to question 11
is as follows--
Same examples are-
(1) All aspects of conservation

and environmental protec-
tion have been consolidated
under a -single Minister.

(2) There has been approval of
the creation of 12 new staff
positions, including very
senior positions in order that
the department will be able
to meet the many demands
on it.

(3) Cabinet has approved the
enlargement of the Environ-
mental Protection Council,
subject to Parliamentary ap-
proval, by the appointment of
a representative of tertiary
education and a representa-
tive nominated by the Min-
ister for Agriculture.
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(4) A report on a Heritage Com-
mission has been received,
and its implementation for
the preservation of history in
all its forms, Is currently be-
ing undertaken.

(5) Legislation relating to a pro-
posed Estuarine Authority is
being prepared,

(6) The Conservation through
Reserves Committee report
as to the necessary National
Parks and Nature Reserves in
the State, has been made
available for public comment
until 30th June, 1975.

(7) Liaison and co-opeation
with industry and resource
developers, and inter-depart-
mentally, have been greatly
improved.

(8) Liaison and co-operation
with the Commonwealth
Government and its depart-
ments has likewise been ad-
vanced and improved.

Mr Jamieson: Don't tell me you have
co-operated at last.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Well, your
Prime Minister would agree that
we have.

Mr Bertram: Very unusual.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Dr Moss Cass

would also agree. Members oppo-
site should ask them; we have bent
over backwards to co-operate.

Mr Jamieson: Bent over backwards!
Sir CHARLES COURT: So we have.
The SIPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: It would not

be aL bad idea If honourable nmem-
bers opposite investigated this
matter, They would get some
shocks. To complete the reply to
the question:
These are but a few of the ways
in which environmental Protec-
tion and conservation have been
progressed, and the way prepared
for further progress in the
future.

12. QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tabling of Answers

Mr BERTRAM, to the Speaker:
Will be give guidelines regarding
the acceptability and fairness of
the Government procedure which
is developing, of Ministers tabling
answers to questions instead of
reading or giving them audibly,
so that all members, gentlemen of
the Press, and the public, may be
able to know what the answers
are, and amongst other things the

current suggestion that the Gov-
ernment Is endeavouring to con-
ceal Its answers may also be
answered?

The SPEAKER replied:
Standing Order 110 gives a gen-
eral guide but there are no bard
and fast rules regarding Minis-
ters handing in or tabling
answers and in my experience of
25 years In this House, Ministers
In all Governments have Indulged
in the practice,
Generally speaking it has been
the custom to facilitate the busl-'
ness of the House by tabling
lengthy answers and by handing
in answers in tabular form or
those of a technical nature. There
may, of course, be other reasons.
As answers are given by reading,
tabling or by being handed in a
copy is made available to the
member asking the question and
a copy can be made available to
any interested member. In addi-
tion, copies of all answers are
delivered to the Press room with-
in a short period after questions
have been completed. Further-
more, answers that are read or
handed in are to be found in
handed in are to be found in the
Votes and Proceedings and in
Hansard.
It May be true that more
answers have been handed in re-
cently; however, more questions
have been asked.
I am sure that there is no inno-
vation or concealment in the way
questions are handed in or
tabled.

13. KWIhANA FREEWAY
EXTENSION AND NARROWS

BRIDGE

Traffic Plow
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:

With reference to question 45 of
the 26th March, 1975. and the
stated traffic flow growth rate of
8% per annum, how can this be
reconciled with the growth rate
for the Narrows Bridge of 12%
as quoted in the Main Roads De-
partment booklet of May 1974,
figure 2.17

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The 12% quoted in the MRD re-
port is based on the growth rate
experienced since the Narrows
Bridge was opened, whereas the
8% used in reply to Question 45
is a forecast rate beyond the year
1979.
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14. ELECTION PROMISES

Housing, and Rubbish Conversion

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
In view of his election promises,
what has the Premier done to im-
plement the following-
(a) has the Government yet In-

vestigated the possibility of
providing rester assistance
towards the cost of north-
west housing;

(b) when does the Government
intend to implement its
special plan for low Income
earners enunciated by the
Premier in his election
speech;

(c) what steps has the Govern-
ment taken to lower the cost
of building homes in 5110
areas by awarding long-term
contracts and by investigating
the potential of local ma-
terials:

(d) (i) has the Government yet
held an Investigation into
the re-use of waste;

(1i) if "No" when does It in-
tend to do so;, and

(iii) if "Yes" what were the
findings;

(e) has a small team of specialist
Investigators been sent abroad
to study new trends in waste
conversion; and

(f) has the Government taken
action to set up a waste re-
search station in the Govern-
ment Chemical Laboratories?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(a) The housing study group

established by the Minister
for Housing is studying all
possible ways and means of
improving designs, materials,
etc., and reducing the costs
of housing within the various
regions north of the 26th
parallel. Through meetings
at Wyndham, Kununurra,
Halls Creek, Carnarvon, and
)Exmouth, there has been
good public participation in
these studies. Further meet-
ings are being held at Derby
and Broome on 21st and
22nd April, and in the Pi1-
bars centres in May.
The group has been compre-
hensively assessing houses,
housing components and sys-
tems, which appear to have
potential for both large and
small scale construction in
the north. Consultation
with the Building Research

Division, CSIEC), Is continu-
ing and omfcers Inspected
Darwin soon after cyclone
Tracy.
In addition, the Minister for
North-West has established
an inter-departmental com-
mittee to determine practical
potential of local materials
for production of housing
materials.
Both groups aim to complete
their reports toward the end
of July.

(b) A scheme has been prepared
and is now being finalised in
respect of guarantees.

(c) In the metropolitan arca the
H~ousing Commission Is do-
ing the major part of its con-
struction under contracts in
which builders are working
to their own designs, speci-
fications and material choice.
The initial contracts were
awarded as a result of pub-
lic open tendering and fur-
they contracts are awarded
on a negotiated basis subject
to time, performance, and
quality.
Discussions are currently in
hand for similar arrange-
mnents with builders to oper-
ate in country districts.

(d) to (f) The replies to these
parts of the question will have
to be deferred. The questions
are dealt with by another de-
partment and I was not able
to obtain the necessary in-
formation. I will supply it as
soon as It is available.

15. TOWN PLANNING
Shwpplng Centre: Melv~lUe Glades
Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:

In view of a petition I presented
to him on the 12th March, 1975,
signed by 380 people from the Mel-
ville Glades area, concerning a
".stalemate" between his depart-
ment, the Melville Town Council
and the developers of Melville
Glades, regarding a shopping cen-
tre at the corner of Benning-
field Road and South Street,
Melville Glades, what action has
been taken by his department to
break this stalemate In order to
bring about a solution satisfactory
to all concerned?

Mr EUSHTON replied:
No stalemate exists in respect of
the department. Approval to
develop a shopping centre has
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been given by the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority and
a subdivision has been approved
by the Town Planning Board.
Conditions relating to the latter
have yet to be met.

16. POLICE
Recruitment

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) Was the Press statement of Thre

West Australian dated the 13th
March, 1975, correct where it was
announced "Recruiting of Police
stopped"?

(2) If "No" would he outline the re-
cruiting programme?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) No.
(2) Applications to join the Police

Force are being continually re-
ceived and processed in antici-
pation of an allocation in the
Budget.
Recruitment last Year was a re-
cord increase of 236 and there
is no reason to doubt that the
funds for recruitment would be
less than last Year.

17. MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT
Opinion Poll at Royal Show;

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:-
(1) Was a Main Roads Department

survey or opinion poll carried out
at the Royal Show?

(2) If so, what steps were taken to
ensure that random sampling
occurred?

(3) What experts In opinion sampl-
iag were consulted by the Main
Roads Department?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) An opportunity was provided for

members of the public attending
the 1974 Royal Show to express
an opinion on the Main Roads
Department's proposal for the
southern extension of the Ewi-
nana Freeway.

(2) members of the pubio were not
specifically requested to fill In
any questionnaire. However, a
form was freely available which
was used by 622 to express a fav-
ourable opinion.

(3) The Main Roads Department is
aware of the inherent dangers
involved In opinion sampling and
the results of the above were for-
warded to the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority 'Without
placing any great weight upon
them.

18. PASTORAL LEASES AND LAND
EROSION

West Kiberley: Survey
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Lands;
(1) Was a survey of the pastoral

range condition and erosion
status of the West Kimberley
region commenced In Apr11 1972
and completed later in that same
year by the Soil Conservation
Service, rangeland management
and botany branches of the De-
partment of Agriculture and the
Lands and Surveys Department?

(2) What were the details of the
findings of the survey referred to
in (1) ?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Preliminary photo interpretation

work in the West Kimberley re-
gion commenced in February,
1972 followed by three weeks field
reconnaissance in April. 1972.
and the main field survey from
9th June to 1.4th October. 1972.

(2) Details of the findings of the sur-
vey are contained in a report sub-
mitted to me but it is not in-
tended that this report be re-
leased until each station in the
survey area has been examined by
an inspection committee, the f or-
mation of which was explained
in my reply to the Member's
question on 9th April last.

19. PASTORAL LEASES
West Kimberley: Soil Erosion

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Conservation and Environment:
(1) Is it a. fact that In excess of one-

third of the land being used for
grazing in the West Kimberley
region is suffering serious effects
from over-grazing and to prevent
further denigration should be
withdrawn from razing use?

(2) Is it also a fact that the findings
of the Pastoral Appraisement
Board in the report received by
the Minister for Lands verifies the
degraded state of the West Kim-
berley grazing leases has reached
an alarming stage?

(3) Does the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority propose to take
any action regarding soil erosion
in the Kinberley created by the
razing Industry and, if so, what

action, and, if not, why not?
Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) It is considered more appropriate

that these questions should be
directed towards by colleague the
Minister for Lands.
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(2) Answered by (1).
(3) The Environmental Protection

Authority at this time does not
propose to take any such action
because the matter is still the
direct concern of the Pastoral
Appraisement Board which, I
understand, has commissioned an
extensive report and is in the
process of proceeding through to
a detailed examination of the
area. The Member can rest as-
sured that the Environmental
Protection Authority will main-
tain close liaison with appropri-
ate authorities.

20. PASTORAL LEASES
West Kimberey: Appraisement Board

Report
Mr H. D. EVANS. to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) When was the report of the Pas-

toral Appraisement Board on the
West K~imberley grazing areas
completed by the board?

(2) When was this report received by
the Government?

(3) What areas of the region studied
suffer from severe erosion, and
what areas are in fair and good
range condition?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) The Pastoral Appraisement Board

considered the final report at
meetings on 27th March, 1974
and again on the 12th June, 1974.

(2) The final report was submitted
to me on 26th September, 1974.

(3) The report has classified the sur-
vey area into three groups, I.e.
bad range condition, with mnoder-
ate and severe erosion, lair
range condition and good range
condition. it is not intended
that details of the report be re-
leased until each station con-
cerned has been examined by an
inspection committee of three
which will include the pastoral
lessee.

21. TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
Effect of lapllgkt Saving

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) Was any assessment made of the

effect of daylight saving on road
traffic accidents?

(2) if so, what 'was the result?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) No.

22. SEWERAGE
Swan Electorate

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) What areas within the electorate

of Swan are programmed for the
extension of the deep sewerage
system in the years 1975-1976?

(2) Will all the areas programmed be
completed?

(3) If not, what areas will be com-
pleted?

(4) What will be the cost involved of
the works envisaged in (1), area
by area?

(5) How will the works be funded,
and what amount, if any, will be
funded by the Australian Govern-
ment of the total amount?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) to (5) I regret that answers can-

not be given to any of the ques-
tions as the works referred to are
dependent upon the 1975-76
capital works programme which
has yet to be finalised.

23. M=LAND ABATTOIR
Obnoxious Odour

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) In view of the fact that the

"atbattoir smell" has again been
In evidence In the Midland area
on the evenings of the 4th, 5th
and 9th April, will he undertake
to-
(a) have a thorough and search-

Ing investigation made into
the treatment system at the
Midland abattoir that is sub-
ject to repeated failures, thus
causing air pollution of the
worst kind In the Midland
area, and advise this House
accordingly;

(b) send an officer to the other
Australian States or even
overseas, to investigate the
manner in which other abat-
toirs have overcome this smell
problem?

(2) If the Minister considers the
actions Proposed In (1) are not
warranted, will he-
(a) advise the Precise nature of

the cause of the smell on the
dates aforementioned; and

(b) ensure that action Is taken
that will Prevent a recurrence
of this smell problem?
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Mr McPHLARL~I replied:
I am advised as follows by the
management of Midland abat-
toir:
(1) (a) There were no failures in

the waste treatment
plant at Midland
abattoir on the dates
mentioned.

(b) The system was designed
by consultant engineers
who brought to Australia
qualified experts in this
field from the United
States of America and the
United Kingdom to assist
In the design work.
Investigations on effluent
disposal methods in other
States have shown that
those systems are basic-
ally of the aerobic and
anaerobic pondage sys-
tems similar to the old
Midland system which
created air pollution.
The design of the Mid-
land plant is being copied
for installation at the
new Brisbane Abattoir to
replace the emptying of
raw effluent into the
Brisbane River.
The system is basically
an extended aeration and
activated sludge system
similar to a packaged
sewerage plant and is
considered to be the beat
system in the world for
the handling of abattoir
effluent.

(2) (a) The cause of the smells
has not yet been deter-
mined.

(b) Investigations with regu-
lar nightly patrols are
being made and where
complaints are received
these will be Investigated
In relation to the abat-
toir and other potential
offensive smell areas in
the district.

24. MIDLAND ABA77OIR
Obnoxious Odour

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Will the Minister again have the

matter of the "abattoir smell" in
the Midland area Investigated in
view of the fact that complaints
have been made to me that on-
(a) the Mt April, at 6.40 pm..

an obnoxious smell was In
evidence at the corner of
Sayers Street and Railway
Parade;

(b) the 5th April, at 9.20 pm., a
similar smnell was in evidence
In the same area; and

(c) the 4th April. an extremely
bad smell was evident In the
area surrounding the Midland
railway station that persisted
from 7.30 pm., to 9.30 p.m.?

(2) If the abattoir is at fault, will
the Minister take action and
prosecute the board?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) This would depend upon the re-

sults of the investigation.

25. HOUSING
Swan Electorate: Redevelopment and

Maintenance
Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What areas are being considered

for demolition and re-development
In the Swan electorate?

(2) For how long has the subject
matter been under consideration
by the State Housing Commis-
sion?

(3) if the work envisaged is not to
be proceeded with this year, will
he undertake to have the neces-
sary maintenance on the homes
carried out to at least a standard
that will make the homes habit-
able?

(4) if such maintenance is not to be
done, will he give an assurance
that he will provide adequate and
suitable accommodation Immedi-
ately to people living in the said
homes commensurate with the
high rents they now are paying
for housing?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) North Midland-area bounded by

John, Margaret, George and
Charles Streets, abutting The
Crescent.

(2) Early this year the commission
decided this area would be subject
to future redevelopment.

(3) Yes.
(4) Answered by (3).

26. BYFVRD REHABILITATION CENTRE
Future Roale

Mr DAVIES, to the Chief Secretary:
(1) With reference to question 40,

25th March, 1975, has a decision
been made regarding the future
of the Byford rehabilitation cen-
tre?

(2) If so, what is the outcome?
(3) What Is the future of present

staff if any change is proposed?
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Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Byford Rehabilitation Centre will

be transferred fromn the Depart-
mnent of Corrections to the Drug
and Alcohol Authority as from
1st June, 1975.

(3) Staff have been given the chance
of remaining with the Depart-
ment of Corrections or applying
for transfer to the Drug and Al-
cohol Authority.

27. NOISE ABATEMENT
Complaint$

Mr SIBSON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Further to question 3 of the 10th

April, 1975, what number of com-
plaints have been received by the
noise abatement authority?

(2) What were the results of investi-
gation of these complaints, and
what subsequent action was
taken?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Three.

(2) The complaints were referred to
the appropriate local authorities
for action under the Noise Abate-
ment Act. In. one instance the
local authority banned this type
of entertainment at the centre
concerned and in the other two
instances advised the arganisers
on the best means of abating any
nuisance. The problem of noise
nuisances within and around
entertainment areas Is to be
studied by the Noise and Vibra-
tion Control Council.

28. HEALTH
Fish: Heavy Metals Containation
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What are the results of the test-

ing of fish caught in Western Aus-
tralian waters with respect to-
(a) arsenic:
(b) cadmium; and
(c) zinc,
for the years 1974. and to date In
1975?

(2) What are the internationally
tolerated limits for human con-
surnwtlon of the heavy metals re-
ferred to In (1) above?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) July 1974-Cockburn Sound:

As. m
Fisthentl ... S9 Lees than 0-03 in

0.3 all samples
5-2
0.8
0-2
1.8

S10all Flsthepa 2-1
2.2
1:5
0 a
886
3-9

whiting .
2-2
3S()
1.8
2.0

Less than 0-03 In
all samples

less than 0-03 in
all samples

*No zinc estimations carried out
In 1974-75.

(2) The Joint FAQ/WHO Expert
Committee has proposed a provi-
sional tolerable weekly intake of
cadmium of 0.4 to 0.5 mg per per-
son, but has indicated that this
estimate should be revised when
more precise data and better evi-
dence become available.
The corresponding figure for
arsenic has been tentatively
placed by the committee at about
25 mg per person.
The committee has not recom-
mended a figure for zinc for lack
of specific data, but has com-
mented that there appears to be
a very wide margin of safety be-
tween the levels of zinc in ordi-
nary diets and those that could
induce cumulative toxic effects.
The committee has also pointed
out that zinc is a natural con-
stituent of human foods and is
an essential element for living
organisms.

29. PARLIA2MENTARY STANDING
COMMIT=E SYSTEM

Establishment
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) Does he support the Leader of the

Federal Opposition, Mr Malcolm
Fraser, and in particular his call
of 10th April, for the develop-
ment of an effective system of
standing committees In Parlia-
ment so as to make that Institu-
tion more efficient, and to give
the back-bencher a meaningful
role?

(2) As the Premier has used the argu-
ment that this 'House has too few
numbers for an effective commit-
tee system, how does he explain
the existence of a satisfactory
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committee system in shire coun-
cils, some of whom have as few
as ten councillors?

(3) What action is being taken by the
Premier to provide a full and
meaningful role in the legislative
process by back-benchers on the
Government side?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes.

So far as his suggestion of a sys-
tem of standing committees in
Parliament is concerned, I do not
think It is comparable to try to
relate the situation in Canberra
in a Federal Parliament to a
State Parliament such as this
one.
It does not need an elaborate
system of standing conunittees in
Parliament to give the back-
bench members a meaningful
role.

(2) Here again, I do not think the
system which operates within a
shire council has necessarily any
relevance to the position in our
own State Parliament.
Shire councils have usually only
one full meeting monthly; hence
the system of committees which
meet in between.
Shire councils have no executive
branch or Cabinet, as in State
Parliament.

(3) The procedures followed by the
Government, In respect of its
back-bench members, is Its own
affair.
The Member can be assured that
the calibre of members on the
Government's side of Parliament
is such that they are meaning-
fully and effectively employed In
attending to the affairs of their
electorates, as well as their share
of the overall business of the
Government and Parliament in
which they should properly be
involved.

30. CORPORATIONS AND
SECURITIES INDUSTRY BIL
Dliscussions with Commnonwealth

Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
(1) What direct approaches have

been made to the Australian Gov-
ernment to discuss the Corpora-
tions and Securities Industry Bill?

(2) In what way did the Australian
Government respond?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) (a) On the 12th July, 1974 a

telegram was sent to the
Prime Minister requesting his

early advice of details of
proposals and opportunity
for State and industries
examnination before legisla-
tion was to be passed through
both Houses of the Common-
wealth Parliament, particu-
larly on matters currently
the responsibility of the
State Governments.

(b) In response to a letter from
Senator Lionel Murphy, the
then Attorney-General, re-
questing a meeting of State
officers to discuss the pro-
posed Bill, advice was given
that the Parliamentary
Counsel was nominated to
attend their proposed meet-
ig.

(c) On the 8th April, 1975, a
telex was sent to the Federal
Attorney-General, Mr En-
derby, expressing the willing-
ness of the Western Austra-
lian Government to meet with
him and explore ways by
which Commonwealth-States
agreement could be reached
and earnestly requesting the
Commonwealth Government
to co-operate in this matter.

(2) (a) On the 5th September, 1974
the Prime Minister replied by
way of telex referring to the
Senate Select Committee's
finding on securities and
exchange and advised that
it was the wish of the Com-
monwealth Government that
the transition of control in
this field from the State Gov-
ernment to the Common-
wealth Government be
achieved with the minimum
of inconvenience to the pub-
lic and to the State Govern-
ment departments con-
cerned. He mentioned that
the Commonwealth Attor-
ney-General would at an
appropriate stage facilitate
discussions between those
State officers and his.

(b) The proposed meeting which
was to he arranged was not
proceeded with for reasons
which were not conveyed to
US.

(c) To date there has been no
reply to the telex.

31. MUrrON AND BEEF
Exports

Mr BATEMAN, to the Premier:
In view of the over production of
meat in Western Australia and
the unsatisfactory answer given
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by the Minister for Agriculture to
my question 37 on Wednesday, the
9th April, 1975, where he ad-
vised "Information concerning ex-
porters and what export capacity
we have In Western Australia" is
not known to his department, will
he advise what export capacity
have we In Western Australia to
export beef and mutton to south-
east Asian countries?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The reply given to the Member's
question 37 was an accurate and
precise statement of the inform-
ation sought.
The reply did not state that in-
formation concerning export
capacity was not known to the
Department of Agriculture.
I am Pleased to advise the Mem-
ber that the Meat Industry Advis-
ory Committee has indicated that
export establishments in the
agricultural area are estimated to
have a potential annual capacity
of around 700 000 cattle and 7.64
million sheep and lambs. However,
actual annual capacity is likely to
be somewhat less than the poten-
tial capacity because of the sea-
sonal pattern In deliveries of
livestock, and other factors, such
as the availability of suitable
labour when throughput Is at a
high level.
Slaughterings of cattle and calves
at export establishments in the
agricultural area in 1974 repre-
sented only 43% utilisation of
potential capacity and slaughter-
ings of sheep and lambs only 41%
utilisation of capacity.
It may be seen, therefore, that
the lack of abattoir capacity is not
a constraint on the export of beef
and mutton to south-east Asian
countries. The importation of
meat into these countries is gov-
erned by the purchasing power of
the countries concerned, by Gov-
ernment policy on Imports, e.g.
the present temporary virtual ban
of beef imports into Japan, and by
the traditional food consunption
patterns In these countries.
Austraian Meat Board statistics
indicate that in 1973-74 55.4% of
93 200 tonnes of beef and velI
produced In Western Australia
was exported, as was 64.6% of
50 700 tonnes of mutton produced,
and 31.8% of 18 400 tonnes of
lamb produced.

At this time beef/veal and mut-
ton is available for export to any
remunerative market.

32. LAPORTE TITANIUM
Industrial Effluent, and ilrnenlte

Processing
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) What volume of effluent has been

discharged from the La Porte Ti-
tanlumn Plant at Australind for
each of the Years 1970, 1911, 1972,
1973 and 1974?

(2) How many tonnes of ferrous sull-
phate and how many tonnes of
free sulphuric acid, does the above
volume of effluent contain?

(3) What percentage of the effluent
referred to in (1) above consists
of ferrous sulphate and of free
sulphuric acid, respectively?

(4) How many tonnes of ilmenite did
the plant process for each of the
years 1970, 1971, 1972, 1973 and
1974?

(5) What is the ilmenite throughput
of the Plant estimated to be for
1974, 1975 and 1976?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Because of the competitive nature

of its business, the company is not
Prepared to release precise annmal
production figures. Between 1970
and 1974 inclusive the company's
output varied over the following
ranges--

Ilmenite processed-O 000 to
42 000 tonnes per year.

Effluent Produced-1.3 to 1.5
million gallons per day-

Ferrous Sulphate-78 to 110
tonnes per day.

Ferrous Sulphate percentage-
1.3 to 1.7% of effluent.

Sulphuric Acid-70 to 106
tonnes per day.

Sulphuric acid percentage-i .25
to 1.6% of effluent.

(2) to (4) Answered by (1).
(5) Since 1974 there has been a de-

cline in demand for pigment and
it Is likely that ilmenite processed
In 1975 will lie at the lower level
of the range quoted for 19 70-74.
Figures for 1976 cannot be pre-
dicted.

33. VERMIN AND NOXIOUS WEEDS
Murray Electorate: Incidence

Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:,

How many cases of-
(a) vermin;
(b) noxious weeds,
were reported by officers of the
Agriculture Protection Board on
privately owned rural properties
in the Shires of-
(I) Mandurah;

(it) Murray;
(Wi) Waroona,
in the years 1972, 1973, 1974?
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Mr MOPHARLIN replied: 35. ELECTION PROhflS
(a) and (b)-

(1) Ilandurah.... Vermin . 1971/72- Nil
1072/73- Nil
1073/74- Nil

Nwoos weeds 1971/72 8
1972/73 7
1973/74 8

01I) Murray Vennin 1971/72 170
1972/73 107
1973/74 158

Noxious weeds 1071/72 78
1972/73 78
1973/74 79

(I11) Waro.... Vermin .. 1971/72 103
1072/73 105
1973/74 95

Noxiou weeds 1071/72 50
1972/73 80
1973/74 71

* No Inspections were made by Agriculture
Protection Board officers during this
period.

34. ELECTION PROMISES
Rail Transport

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Deputy
Premier:

When does he intend to imple-
ment his election promises to-
(a) re-assess the role of the State

railway system;
(b) make a comprehensive rail

plan for the central city;
(c) extend and electrify the

suburban railways?

Mr McPHARLflq replied:

(a) The Government has agreed
that the Commissioner for
Railways and Director-
General of Transport, with
the assistance of other Inter-
ested departments, jointly
undertake a transportation
study In the southern part of
the State with the objectives
of determining whether or
not there are more advan-
tageous transport policies
other than that applicable at
present, and to clearly set out
all of the consequences of any
further policies considered
necessary. It Is hoped that
this will commence in July
this year.

(b,) and (c) The Perth Regional
Transport Co-ordinating
Committee is currently, under
Instruction from the Govern-
ment, reviewing the results of
the Neilson & Wilbur Smith
studies and Is expected to
make a recommendation to
the Government shortly on
the future arrangements for
public transport in Perth.

Transport Co-ordination
Mr T. H. JONES. to the Deputy
Premier:

When is it proposed to re-organise
the State Transport Commission
to co-ordinate all forms of trans-
port as promised by him in his
policy speech for the 1974 State
elections?

Mr MePHARLIN replied:
This question has been answered
in part by question 34, with which
I have just dealt.
In the event of a more advan-
tageous transport policy being
identified and adopted by the
Government, it might follow that
the scope and conditions of the
Transport Commission Act would
need changing.

36. ElECTION PROMISES
Motor Vehicle Drivers: Checks

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Deputy
Premier:

What progress has been achieved
in instituting a system of regular
checks on drivers, as promised In
his policy speech?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
A research programme was in-
plemented by the Department of
Motor Vehicles regarding a sy's-
tern of regular checks on drivers.
and valuable Information has been
gathered. As the research pro-
ject is not yet complete, no posi-
tive decisions have been made.
In the meantime, conviction re-
cords of those holding motor
drivers' licenses have been
thoroughly checked and 280 per-
sons have been refused the re-
Issue of a driver's license. This
system has also revealed some who
are medically unfit to drive and
action has been taken accord-
ingly.

37. ELECTION PROMISES

Geological Surveys

Mr MAY, to the Deputy Premier:
What assistance has been given
to geological surveys. Preliminary
exploration and research, as
promised by him in his policy
speech for the 1974 elections?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
The Geological Surveys activities
are planned in advance and then
financed through the Budget In
the usual manner. The survey
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has continued to provide a frame-
work for active mineral explora-
tion by the production of regional
geological maps and the prepara-
tion of geological bulletins, etc.

38. ELECTION PROMISES
Solar Energy Research

Mr MAY, to the Deputy Premier:
What action has been taken to
provide Government subsidies for
companies doing research and de-
velopment on the use of solar
energy, as promised by him in his
election speech?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
As a member of the Government,
I have been well pleased with
actions taken by my colleague,
the Minister for Fuel and
Energy, to foster solar progress.
He has informed moe that several
specific proposals are under
active consideration at the mo-
ment, which should place solar
research on a sound long-term
footing in Western Australia.
When these matters have been
finalised, appropriate announce-
ments will be made.

39. ROCK PHOSPHATE

Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) What is the f.o.b. price of rock

phosphate at-
(a) Nauru;
(b) Ocean Island?

(2) What is the rock phosphate ci.
price Fremantle?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
The following information was
obtained from the Department of
the Special Minister of State:
(1) The f.o.b. price of rock phos-

phate at-
(a) Nauru: and
(b) Ocean Island,
is the same-$A41.53 per
tonne.
The f.o.b. price of rock phos-
phate at Christmas island is
$A7.00 per tonne.

(2) The c.iif. cost of Christmas
Island rock phosphate at
Melbourne Is $Al5u78 per
tonne and would be less at
Fremantle.
No other c.l.f. coats are avail-
able and the price charged to
manufacturers is regarded as
confidential.

40 and 41. These questions wer~e pot-
poned.

QUESTIONS (8): WITHOUT NOTICE

1. MIDLAND JUNCTION
ABATTOIR

Obnoxious Odour
Mr SKID)MORE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

I refer to the Minister's answer to
question 23 on today's notice paper
where he said, "where complaints
are received these will be Investi-
gated". Will the Minister-
(a) advise to whom the com-

plaints should be referred:
and,

(b) ensure that such complaints
can be readily made by resi-
dents concerned by supplying
the telephone number of the
person to whom complaints
should be directed?

Mr McPHARLIN replied:
(a) and Cb) Such complaints

should be directed to the
Manager of the Midland
Junction Abattoir Board. The
assistant manager rang me
this morning and undertook
to supply me with more de-
tails of what Is being done.
The board Is very conscious
of the smells which emanate
from the abattoir and It is
endeavouring to take every
possible action to get rid of
them.

Mr Skidmnore: it is too late to make
a complaint the next morning
when the smell has gone.

Mr McPHARLIN: I have Informed
the honourable member that reg-
ular nightly patrols are being
made to Investigate the smells.
The board is doing everything
possible to correct the situation.
If the people concerned contact
the manager of the Midland Junc-
tion Abattoir Board, he Will have
their complaints examined.

2. VIETNAMESE AID) FUND
State Contribution

Mr J. T. TONKINT, to the Premier:
Although I say this question is
without notice, a copy of the
question was actually provided to
the Premier last week. The ques-
tion is-

Does the State Government
intend to follow the lead given
by other States and the Fed-
eral Government in granting
aid to the Vietnamese people?

809
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I am appreciative of the ample
notice given by the honourable
member. The answer is as fol-
lows--

The intention is to donate
$10000 to the appeal being
conducted by the Disaster Em-
ergfencies Conunittee of the
Australian Council for Over-
seas Aid. The Prime Minister
has announced a donation of
$50 000 from the Common-
wealth Government, and the
Premier of Victoria $20 009
from his Government. We have,
of course, been co-operating
in other ways about the recep-
tion of refugees, etc.

3. STATE ELECTRICITY COMMISSION
Reorganisation: Legislation

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Elec-
tricity:

Could the Minister give the House
some Indication as to when leg-
islation will be Introduced in this
House regarding the proposed re-
organisation of the State Elec-
tricity Commission?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
It Is intended that legislation
will be introduced during this
session of Parliament.

4. KWINANqA FR.EEWAY EXTENSION
Summoning of Witnesses

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) Will he allow Parliament to make

a genuine assessment of various
alternatives to the preferred
scheme of the southern extension
of the Kwinana Freeway by
agreeing to a motion that wit-
nesses be called to the bar of the
House, pursuant to Standing
Order 386 and section 4 of the
Parliamentary Privileges Act?

(2) Further, will he facilitate this
course of action by not Proceed-
ing with the motion today so
that a notice of motion and other
related machinery matters pur-
suant to the above course of ac-
tion have time to proceed?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The member for Morley sent no-
tice of his question to my office
only a few minutes before the
House assembled this afternoon
and I received it only as I was
coming into the House. How-
ever, the weekend Press fore-
shadowed that he was going to
take action along the lines indi-
cated In his question. I had an
opportunity to discuss the matter
with my colleagues In anticipa-

tion either that he would move
a, motion or raise the matter by
way of question. The answer to
his question is as follows-

(1) We take exception to a sug-
gestion that there would be
anything but a genuine as-
sessment of the various al-
tern atives to the preferred
scheme of the southern ex-
tension of the Swinana, Free-
way; to suggest there would
be anything but a genuine
assesment is a reflection on
the honourable member and
on other members of the
House. Also, I do not agree
that the procedures laid
down In Standing order 388
and section 4 of the Parlia-
mentary Privileges Act are
appropriate for an occasion
of this particular nature. If
we introduced this procedure
for this case, we would have
a situation where the Par-
liament Would finish up In
an absolute shambles; also,
of course, It would cause
considerable embarrassment
to some People who would be
called before the House to
be cross-examined by a pol-
itically oriented assembly. I
remind the honourable mem-
ber that he has a responsi-
bility, together with all of
us. to equip himself with the
necessary Information to
undertake a debate of this
kind-a debate of which
there has been a lot of no-
tice, In respect not only of
specific detail but also of the
broad project. It Is not a
new one.

(2) It is proposed to proceed
with order of the day No. 3
in the order shown on the
notice paper.

5. NORTH KALCIOORLIE SCHOOL

Parents and Citizens' Association:
Minister's Comments

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Was the Minister for Education

correctly quoted in today's issue
of The West Australian news-
paper (page 13) whilst referring
to the North Kalgoorlie School
Parents and Citizens' Association
as saying that the "chain of
events over the past few days
certainly gives some substance" to
the allegation that the Parents
and Citizens' Association was
motivated by politics?
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(2) If "Yes", would he substantiate
this serious allegation by furnish-
ing particulars of the "chain of
events over the past few days" to
which he referred?

(3) If he is not Prepared to do so,
will he withdraw the allegation?

(4) Apropos his answer to question 21
on the 18th March, 1975, would
he please list the "other schools
with deficiencies similar to those
outlined at North Kalgoorlie"
where such schools are compar-
able In size 'with North Kal-
goorlie School?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
On behalf of the Minister for
Education, I thank the honour-
able member for notice of this
question, the answer to which is
as follows-
(1) Yes.
(2) The chain of events over the

past few days was that the
President of the North Kal-
goorlie Primary School Par-
ents and Citizens' Association
made allegations of accomn-
modation deficiencies at the
school and these were pub-
lished in the Weekend News
of the 12th April and The
West Australian of the 14th
April. It was not until the
morning of the 14th April.
that the headmaster of the
school received a letter from
the parents and citizens'
association regarding the
alleged deficiencies in accom-
modation.
A report from the headmaster
on Monday, the 14th April.
showed that neither a con-
demned pavilion nor a store-
room was being used as a
classroom. Both of these facts
could have been obtained by
the parents and citizens' as-
sociation, either by speaking
to the headmaster or from Its
own observation. inquiries by
the parents and citizens, as-
sociation would also have
ascertained that tenders had
been called for renovating the
school, and a tender of $34 000
has, in fact, been accepted.
The parents and citizens' as-
sociation took none of these
obvious steps to obtain In-
formation which had such a
vital bearing on the matter.
In the light of this it sPins
reasonable to presume that
the matter was raised to em-
barrass the Government and,
as such, has a Political basis.

(3) No.

(4) Schools comparable In enrol-
mnents where some works have
been carried out in recent
years are-

Beckenham, Carlisle, Kale-
munda, Katanning.

Schools of comparable size
where works are still await-
ing finance are as follow--

Carey Park, Highgate,
North Beach, Rossmoyne,
Safety Bay,

6. SWINANA FREEWAY
EXTENSION

Alternative Proposals; Feasibility
Studies

Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Premier:
Although this question is without
notice, it is related to a question
asked by the member for Morley.
in view of the fact that the Com-
missioner of Main Roads advised
a meeting of the Press last week
that no engineering feasibility
study or proper costing had been
undertaken in relation to the al-
ternatives of tunnelling or lower-
ing the freeway along the fore-
shore, does the Premier still main-
tain that proper consideration has
been given to those alternatives?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Knowing the professional capa-
city and integrity of the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads, I would say
he has given ample consideration
to the alternatives.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: He said he had not.
Mr T. J, Burke: He said he had not,

at the meeting.
Mr O'Connor: He did not say he had

not given consideration to them.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Members op-

posite are changing their round
by interjection; that was not the
question asked at all.
I have sufficient faith In the pro-
fessional capacity and integrity of
the Commissioner of Main Roads
to feel that he would proceed, as
far as would be necessary, to de-
termine what are the desirable
alternatives and the practicalities
of them, and if the honourable
member-

Mr A. R, Tonkin: But it is too late!
You will force the resolution
through tonight.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course the
honourable member would love to
have the Commissioner of Main
Roads here so that he could carry
on with one of his Interrogation
ceremonies and sessions, would he
not? He would Just love to do this
to public servants who have trem-
endous responsibilities.
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I just want to say that if the
honourable member is not satis-
fied with the information given
to him, I suggest he places
the specific matter on the notice
paper and then the Minister him-
self will answer it.

7. SWINANA FREEWAY EXTENSION
Alternative Proposals: Feasibility Studies

Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Minister for
Transport:

This is a supplementary question
directed to the Minister for Trans-
port. As the Minister for Trans-
port was present at the meeting
held last week when a question
was put to the Comnnissioner of
Main Roads as to whether en-
gineering feasibility studies and
Proper costing had been under-
taken in relation to the alterna-
tives of tunnelling or lowering the
freeway-
(I) Did the Minister hear the

Commissioner of Main Roads
indicate that no engineering
feasibility studies or proper
costing of the alternatives had
been undertaken?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "Yes",
does he maintain, in view of
this, that Proper consideration
has been given to the alter-
native proposals?

MY O'CONNOR replied;.
(1) and (2) The understanding I

had was that the commis-
sioner felt sufficient work
had been done to indicate that
the present arrangement was
the better one. If the hon-
ourable member wants further
information I suggest also that
he places his question on the
notice Paper.

8. SOUTH AFRICA

Colour Problem: Investigation
Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Premier:

What steps has he taken to in-
plemient his decision, as announced
in September, 1972, that when he
became Premier he would send
someone to South Africa to learn
something of the success that
country had achieved In dealing
with the colour problem?

Si CHARLES COURT replied:
I cannot recall the exact nature of
the comment I made at that time,
but I can say that no-one has
been sent specifically to undertake
such an investigation in the mean-
time. Nevertheless, It does not
rule out the possibility.

MARKETING OF EGGS ACT
AMENDMENT BIELL

Second Reading

MR MePHABLIN (Mt. Marshall-Min-
ister for Agriculture) (5.18 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

The Marketing of Eggs Act was enacted
in 1945 to stabilise the egg industry in
Western Australia and since that date has
been amended as necessary to facilitate
the continued orderly marketing of eggs.
The most comprehensive amendment was
enacted in 1970 to allow for the licensing
of egg producers and to introduce the con-
cept of supply/demand/management of
eggs. The amendments submitted to Par-
liament in this Bill result from an in-
dependent inquiry into the industry by
Mr N. D1. McDonald and the subsequent
consideration of his report. In addition,
continued experience with supply/manage-
ment has resulted in specific amendments
being requested by the board.

The major provisions of the Bill relate
to the supply/management responsibilities
of the board.

Clause 12 provides that the maximum
number of fowls which a producer is
entitled to hold can be reduced during the
course of a licensing year should higher
production or reduced sales warrant this
action. The importance of this power is
illustrated by the current position in which
the board finds itself. It is unable to reduce
licenses and yet, due to high production
Per bird, some two dozen above the esti-
mated level of Production, and higher
stocking levels, a surplus of some 2.5
million dozen eggs is being produced during
this licensing year.

The result is a dramatic fall in returns
to producers per dozen because of the very
low prices of egg pulp on the export market
and the Impact of this surplus on net
returns through the equalisation of returns
between export and home consumption
prices. The result is precisely that which
the legislation for supply/management was
aimed at avoiding and It Is obviously ne-
cessary for the board to have this power
to reduce licenses. The surplus problem
was forecast early this year and had this
power been available, appropriate action
could have been taken by the board at
that time.

Clauses 7 to 9 provide for alteration of
the licensing year to commence on the
1st January of each year In lieu of the
1st July. Experience has Indicated that
it Is mare appropriate for the licensing
year to be on a calendar, rather than a
financial year basis. There is also provi-
sion under these clauses for conditions or
restrictions to be imposed on licenses at
the direction of the Minister or by the
board with the approval of the minister.
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This is an important amendment, be-
cause-

It may be used also to impose con-
ditions on new licenses issued after
the full entitlement of the Industry,
based on production and commitment
during the specified qualifying period,
has been reinstated.

It could be used to impose condi-
tions on excesses to meet the specific
needs of a particular part of' the
State; for example, in certain isolated
areas.

Members will recall that the original
licenses issued by the board were based on
the maximum number of hens declared by
the producer during the qualifying period
which was the year ended the 31st March,
1970. In addition, allowance was made
where Producers had made a firm com-
mitment to expansion during that period
and before any announcement of the in-
troduction of licensing was made. Sub-
sequently it was necessary to reduce these
licenses by 23 per cent and, following a
subsequent 17 per cent expansion of
licenses, it is now necessary for them to
be reduced again by 12 per cent. The Act
provides, however, that when the total
number of hens licensed under the original
Provisions are insufficient to meet demand,
the board may issue additional licenses,
of which '15 per cent will go to existing
producers and 25 per cent will be available
to new Producers.

Negotiability of quotas in the industry
has resulted In quotas having a commer-
cial value which has been rising and Is
reported to be of the order of $5 a bird.
The issue of a, quota to an individual with-
out restriction on its resale, could be un-
desirable, and it is appropriate that power
exist In the legislation to Impose condi-
tions on licenses of this type.

Similarly It could be desirable for
licenses to be issued for egg produc-
tion in particular districts. If this waLs
desirable a license could be issued on te
basis that It could not he transferredou
of that district. There Is evidence of li-
censes being moved from country areas
to the metropolitan area at the present
time.

Clause 13 provides for transfer of part
of a license. The present legislation pro-
vides only for the transfer of the total
license and, in some cases, this has pre-
sented problems either through a farmer
not being able to sell part of his license to
each of two potential buyers when he is
leaving the industry, or not being able to
reduce his license when he sought to
carry out production at a lower level.

Section 14 provides for the surrender
of part or whole of a license to the board.
This is a necessary power in the event of
a decision being taken that a Particular
category of licenses will be surrendered to
the board. There is provision in the clause
for compensation to the producer at a
rate to be determined by the agreement

or, If necessary, arbitration. There is also
provision for the hoard to reissue the li-
cense to another person licensed under
the Act.

Clause 10 provides for the setting of a
maximum number of fowls which a Par-
ticular individual, or group of persons in
association or partnership, are able to
hold. The present board Policy is to res-
trict the number of birds held by any
group or individual to 30000 which rep-
resents 3 Per cent of all birds licensed
In Western Australia, This policy Is aimed
at protecting the Interests of the major-
ity of producers anqd providing a brake
on the complete domination of the in-
dustry by three or four major groups, The
purpose of the clause is to Provide legis-
lative backing for the board's policy.

Clause 16 provides for hatcheries to
keep records of sales of day-old chicks
and pullets and for commercial producers
to keep records of bird purchases. Such
records are considered to be essential for
proper planning and reasonable projec-
tion of future egg production.

Clauses 1.5, 17, and 18 provide for In-
creased penalties for breaches of the Act.
The old Penalties under the Act were set
many years ago and are unrealistic in re-
lation to the present value of the product
and money. The new penalties are not
considered to be excessive.

The remaining sections of the Act re-
late to the financial management of the
board.

Clause 5 gives authority to the hoard
to lease it.% properties In addition to the
power to buy and sell property as at pre-
sent, and clarifies the board's lending
powers. It also makes provision for the
establishment of superannuation pirovi-
slons and, as required, loans to facilitate
the purchase of vehicles to he utilised on
the business of the board.

Clause 6 provides for price variations
during the year by deletion of reference
to annual pools.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Mr Jamnieson. Jolly good stuff! Some

more socialism!
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mrt

H. D. Evans.

AGENT GENERAL ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [5.27 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

The Purpose of this B3I Is to make provi-
sion to enable the Governor to determine,
from time to time, the amount of salary
and allowances which shallbe payable to
the Agent General.

This will. overcome delays occasioned
by the existing legislation, which requires
any alteration to the salary of the Agent
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General to be effected by way of amend-
Ig legislation, and will facilitate giving

effect to reviews of such salary.
In this Period of inflation it is neces-

sary to review salaries and allowances
more frequently than in the past.

It will be obvious to members that the
present salary of £ 3 500 English per an-
num, which was fixed by amendment to
the principal Act In 1989, is now Inade-
quate.

Furthermore, because of the inflation-
ary spiral, any salary now fixed will need
to be reviewed regularly.

Provision Is Included In the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates--DIvisIon 12,
London Agency-for the payment of an
allowance to the Agent General for enter-
tainment expenses. The amount of this
allowance, which is tax free1 has, by past
practice, been closely allied to the amount
of the salary paid to the Agent General.
This Bill therefore proposes that the
amount of this allowance, to be known In
the future as a "Representation and Enter-
tainment Allowance", shall also be deter-
mined by the Governor.

It Is the Government's intention to re-
view the salary and representation allow-
ance payable to the Agent General more
frequently than In the past, taking into
account the level of salaries and allowances
payable from time to time to the Agenits
General of the other States, and to recom-
mend to the Governor-In-Council, adjust-
ments to such salary and representation
allowance, whenever determined, to be
warranted.

The rate of salrny -ayable to the Agent
General was last amended in 1969 and the
rates of the allowances payable to him to
meet his housing and entertainment ex-
penses were last adjusted as from the 1st
July, 1972.

It Is the Intention of our Government to
recommend to the Governor-in-council
that the rates of salary and allowances be
updated and be payable to the new Agent
General as from the 24th March, 1975, the
date of Mr Richards' appointment to that
office.

To enable these proposed Increased rates
to be mnade payable from the date of Ur
Richards' appointment, provision Is con-
tained In the Bill deeming it to have come
Into operation as from the 1st march, 1975.

Mr Davies: What figure have you In
mind?

Sir CHARLES COURT: By the time the
second reading debate is resumed I will
advise the House of the exact figure, but
the salary and other allowances are In the
process of being finalised between the new
appointee and the Treasury. The broad
Principles of the saary and allowances
were agreed to before the new appointee
accepted the position.

Mr Davies: I hope it is fairly substan-
tial, because the previous Agent General
had to support himself from his own funds.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is my in-
tention to convey to the Opposition, before
the debate Is resumed, the figure that has
been finalised following the current negoti-
ations both as to salary and allowances.

Mr Jamnieson: Should not this be one of
those positions the salary of which should
be adjusted every year by the salaries and
allowances tribunal?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I doubt whether
this is such a one because the conditions
are quite different and the types of people
it would be considering-that is, liarlIa-
mentarians, judges, the top echelon of the
Public Service-would hardly be in keep-
ing with a special type of appointment
such as this. I feel it is not a bad thing
for it to be under the control of the
Government because, in my opinion, the
duties of the office could vary considerably
from appointee to appointee and from time
to time. Consequently I believe a degree
of flexibility is required and the Agent
General should not come under the terms
of the other legislation because he could
hardly be dealt with as a judge, for whom
we will have to put through a Bill every
year to give effect to a recommendation.
on the other hand, I would not like him
to be subject to determination by an out-
side tribunal as for others covered by the
tribunal legislation. I believe there should
be flexibility in the hands of the Govein-
ment of the day.

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

J. T. Tonkin (Leader of the Opposition).

CANNING RIVER
Reclamation., Motion

Debate resumed, from the 26th March.
on the following motion by Mr O'Connor
(minister for Transport) -

That this House do resolve-
(1) to approve, pursuant to sub-

section (1) of section twenty-
two A of the Swan River Con-
servation Act, 1958-1966, the
reclamation of two areas of
the Canning River as fol-
lows--

(a) an area of about 1.7
hectares on the east-
ern side of the Can-
ning River Just South
of the Canning
Bridge;, and

(b) an area of about 4.18
hectares on the east-
ern side of the Can-
nling River north of
Mount Henry,

which areas are shown stip-
pled in the plan deposited In
the Main Roads Department
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and marked MRfl Map Draw-
ing No. 7421-89 and as so
shown in the copy of that
Plan laid on the Table of the
House; and

(2) that the Legislative Council be
requested to so resolve.

MR A. R. TONKIN (Morley) [5.31 p.mn.):
At the outset I would like to refer to
the 1972 report of the Director-General
of Transport. On page 13 he indicated,
quite correctly, I believe, that one cannot
discuss transport unless one discusses the
region in which people live. The need
to get from place to place depends on the
type of region, the population, and the
kind of zoning involved. Therefore when
discussing this topic I intend to speak not
only about five kilometres of freeway, but
also about all the matters relevant to a
decision on the motion.

I believe it is rather foolish for us to be
debating the motion at this time and dis-
cussing the problem of getting people from
the southern suburbs to Perth when the
Narrows Bridge will have reached Its
theoretical capacity before its extensions
are even opened.

Mr Sibson: That is its theoretical capac-
ity; what is its practical capacity?

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: Its theoretical
capacity is In excess of the practical cap-
acity so the honourable member has
helped my argument. I can always rely
on the member for Bunbury to give me
some assistance!

The Narrows Bridge will break down
and will be unable to cater for the traffic
involved even before the extensions are
opened and so the Goverrnent will spend
$25 million-It is more likely to be $30
million-on shifting a traffic jam five kilo-
metres away. That will be the result. The
problem will be removed from one district
-Melville and adjacent areas-to the
Narrows Bridge because It has been said
that the Narrows Bridge will not be dupli-
cated. The answers the Minister gave in-
dicate this. Therefore I believe that this
solution is no solution at all.

I am very concerned also about the sop
the Minister threw us when introducing
the legislation. He stated that the Bill
provides for the reclamation of two small
or insignificant portions of the Canning
River. He did not reveal that this will
inevitably lead to reclamation of the
Swan River. In actual fact the develop-
ment the Government is seeking to em-
bark upon will create problems at the
Narrows Bridge which, In turn, will ne-
cessitate the establishment of another
bridge. If that is done the roads catering
for the traffic off the Narrows Bridge will
have to be vastly enlarged and as a result
reclamation of and interference with the
Swan River will occur.

Consequently it is not good enough for
the Government to say to the People In
1975, "Relax; it is only a few hectares of
the Canning River", because in five to
eight years' time a few more hectares of
the Swan will be required, and so on.

At the beginning of Parliament each
Year after the opening, the Premier, by
tradition, moves the introduction and first
reading of a Privilege Bill which, It is
claimed, asserts the rights of Parliament
over the Executive. In his Speech the
Governor indicates what he would like
done and the Privilege Bill is a means
by which Parliament can assert its rights
in connection with the introduction of a
Bill not mentioned by the Governor. In
this way it is indicated that Parliament
has a right to legislate Irrespective of the
Executive.

This is a quaint tradition which origin-
ally had a great deal of significance be-
cause the House of Commons in those days
really believed it had a right to introduce
measures not demanded by the Sovereign.
Instead of our following this quaint tradi-
tion in a meaningless, mindless kind of
way, I would like Parliament to really
legislate and assert Its rights and privi-
leges, but it cannot do this unless It has
knowledge, which it does not have. The
Premier has stated that it is up to all of
us to make ourselves knowledgeable so that
we can discharge our duties, but if we are
constantly obstructed by a Government
which is not prepared to part with the
knowledge-and I will prove this by quot-
ing answers to questions--what we are
doing here is farcical because we do not
have the necessary knowledge.

So many questions on this problem re-
main unanswered and if Parliament is
ever to become a meaningful forum for
debate and decision-making, we must have
the necessary knowledge in order that we
might discharge our responsibilities. At the
moment, because the Government knows It
has the numbers and knows it has the
back-benchers,,-back-benchers who are
very lucky and glad we do not have a
committee system because without it
they can sit like so many carrots and
when the time comer, walk to the correct
side of the Chamber-the situation is
farcical, and will remain so until this
Parliament has a committee system under
which all the facts will be ascertained
and by which officers of Government de-
partments can be cross-examined. The
Premier said that he would love to have
Mr Aitken, the Commissioner of Main
Roads, interrogated by me! No doubt the
commissioner would tremble at the knees!
What nonsense!

We have requested that various Main
Roads Department personnel be present
in order that we might consult with them
during the debate.

Mr O'Connor: Have you asked?
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Mr A. R. TONKIN: I am stating that
we do not have the opportunity for such
consultation at this time. Do we have this
opportunity as we would have under a
committee system? Under such a system
we would have the opportunity to put for-
ward a point of view and the commissioner,
from his knowledge, would be able to say
to me, "No, that is not correct, Mr Tonkin,
for these reasons."

Mr O'Connor: Couldn't you have done
that before?

Mr A. Rt. TONKCIN: I am doing it all the
time. I hope the Minister is not implying
that I have been lazy and have done no
research.

Mr O'Connor: No, I am not.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: I have spent the

whole weekend as well as a lot of other
time--more time than usual-on this sub-
ject which is one about which I know
nothing; that is, transport problems. This
will be revealed during the debate. Never-
theless even though I have done my home-
work and put a great deal of time into
It, this has not been sufficient. I speak
first to one so-called expert and then an-
other, but If we had the opportunity to
listen to these experts in Public we would
gain the knowledge we require. If in those
circumstances I asked a question of an
expert, the Minister would be able to tell
mue, perhaps, that I was not asking the
question in the correct way. However,
when secret inquiries are held like that
held by the MRPA, or when I sit in some-
one's office for an hour and discuss things
which I am not permitted to repeat, and
on which I cannot cross-examine the per-
son involved, no knowledge is gained. It
has been proved right throughout the
world that knowlcdr- has a. dynamic of
its own and when we consider the House
of Representatives Select Committee on
road safety and Its Select Committee on
the environment, and see what they have
done-

Mr O'Connor: You assume you would
be on it?

Mr A. R_. TONKIN: No I do not, but I
believe that every member should be on
a committee so he can inform himself on
various areas.

Sir Charles Court: On one point of in-
formation, if this system you advocate
were adopted, would you abolish the La-
bor Caucus which Is your supreme body?

Mr May: No, of course not.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: it may seem a good

question to back-benchers on the Gov-
ernment side, but It is certainly not a good
question. There is still a place for deci-
sion-making in the party room. The
Premier refers to a Labor Caucus as
though a Liberal Caucus does not exist.

Sir Charles Court: We do not have a
Caucus.

Mrt Jamieson: You do. You don't know
the meaning of the word if you say that.

Mr A. Rt. TONKINT: The Liberal Party
does not have party meetings?

Sir Charles Court: We have party meet-
ings, but not a Caucus.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Morley.

Mr May: That's the same thing.
Sir Charles Court: Our rules are

slightly diff erent.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Morley.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: Thank you, Mr

Speaker.
Sir Charles Court: We do not shoot our

people at dawn.
Mr A. R,. TONK=: If the Country

Party and the Liberal Party do not have
party meetings, I will see the House Com-
mittee tomorrow and have their party
rooms taken from them because they are
being wasted and we need the room I

In The Sunday Times of the 23rd
March. 1975, Sir Charles Court said that
Parliament and the public would have
plenty of time in which to make known
their reactions to the proposal.

I am suggesting there has not been
plenty of time to consider the matter
since the MEPA report was tabled a couple
of weeks ago-perhaps it was three weeks.
if that is plenty of time to consider such
a complex matter as this then, obviously,
the Government does not want parlia-
mentary members to make up their own
minds from a position of knowledge. We
have not had plenty of time.

Mr O'Connor: I thought the honourable
member would be realistic in tis matter.

Mr A. R. TONKIN:, What does the Min-
ister mean?

Mr O'Connor: I will tell the honourable
member when I speak. In the meantime
I will listen to what he has to say.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: If the Minister be-
lieves his proposition is realistic, I do not.
A secret hearing was conducted and the
documents were received three weeks ago.
We have to make up our minds on a
matter which will affect Perth in the year
2000-a very complex matter. I do not
pretend to have such God-like qualities
to be able to make up my mind on the
amount of information which has been
made available, because it is not nearly
enough. Certainly, we have not had
enough time to be able to examine the
project and there has been insufficient
time to question the many people we would
like to speak to about it.

I will refer to an article which appeared
in The West Australian of the 30th April,
1974. Perhaps the Premider will deny what
was said and claim that he has been mis-
quoted. However, In the Press article the
Premier was quoted as saying that no
further action would be taken while the
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documents were tabled in Parliament. He
said the documents would be tabled for
21 days.

Mr O'Connor: The documents were
tabled for 12 sitting days.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Obviously, the Press
has it wrong and I hope those in the Press
Gallery at the present time will not forget
that. The documents were tabled for 12
sitting days, The Premier was quoted as
saying there would be no further action
while the documents were tabled. I ask
the Premier whether his statement was
correct.

Sir Charles Court: The member for
Morley Is talking about the proposal to
amend the Metropolitan Region Town
Planning Scheme Act.

Mr A. R. TONINf: I am speaking about
the fact that it was stated there would
be no further action on the question of
the southern extension of the freeway for
those 12 sitting days.

Sir Charles Court: There cannot be any
action while the matter is before the
House.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: There Is action.
Sir Charles Court: The present action

is to allow the matter to be discussed
publicly. It is not a decision on the over-
all question.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: So the Premier does
not Intend to insist on a decision tonight?

Sir Charles Court: We will insist on a
decision on the resolution, but the mem-
ber should not distort the fact that there
is another statutory matter quite In-
dependent of this before the House.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: it is not independent
because the freeway cannot be extended
unless all three proposals are agreed to.

Sir Charles Court: A decision can be
reached without affecting statutory re-
quirements.

Mr A. H. TONKIN: According to what
the Premier has said, if we make a decision
on this matter tonight Parliament will be
denied sufficient time to debate it publicly.
What is the use of this resolution if that
Is to be the position?

Sir Charles Court: We have arranged
for the matter to be debated in public.
You tell the public your objection to the
present preferred route. That is the pur-
pose of the motion. Let the public hear
about it.

Mr A. R. TONKIN. It is not lust a ques-
tion of objections to the present preferred
route; It Is consideration of other alter-
natives. It is not good enough to say that
the preferred route Is no good. I have
Indicated what will happen to the Narrows
Bridge in years to come if no0 solution to
the problem is found.

map

Mr O'Connor: You do not think the
Main Roads Department put forward a
number of these proposals while the pre-
vious Government was in office?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I was waiting for
that interjection, I do not know whether
the Minister considers he ha scored a
point, but a decision on whether or not to
proceed with this matter was not arrived
at. It did not come from the Tonkin Gov-
ernment.

Mr O'Connor: Why be secretive; why not
bring It out in the open?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Did a decision come
from the previous Cabinet?

Mr O'Connor: You had better ask the
former Premier.

Mr A. R, TONKIN: I understand the
matter did not come before the Tonkin
Cabinet.

Mr O'Connor: Well, why keep it under
the table for months?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: If the previous Gov-
ernment had made a decision to proceed
I believe It would have allowed the public
to discuss the matter.

Mr O'Connor: Why did It not?
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Morley.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: As I was not a

member of the previous Cabinet I cannot
say.

Sir Charles Court: I would take one
guess.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The previous Gay-
ermnent did not bring it forward. Cabinet
did not approve of It; certainly not In
that hateful thing known as Caucus. The
SPLP certainly did not approve of It.

Mr Jamieson: Nor did the Government.
Mr O'Connor, The previous Government

was secretive and kept it away from the
public.

Mr May: You started it. What about the
secrecy of your Government?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Morley.

Mr Skidmnore: The Minister Is being
stupid.

Mr O'Connor: I am not nearly as stupid
as the member for Swan.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I believe if the

Tonkcin Government had been returned to
office we would now have a system of
standing committees in this Parliament.
Members opposite will be aware that the
then Premier supported my motion for a
Select Conmnittee to inquire Into a com-
mittee system. He spoke In favour of the
motion which was brought to Parliament
only two months before Parliament ad-
journed. There was not sufficient time to
proceed with the decision of the Select
Committee. In fact, many Bill could not

817



818 ASSEMBLY.]

be proceeded with because In 1973 we set
records with the number of hours during
which Parliament sat, and the number of
Bills which were Passed.

I firmly believe that had the Tonkin
Government been returned to office in 1974
a standing committee system would have
been established-the Government would
have accepted the committee's recom-
mendation for a standing committee
system-and we could have been consider-
Ing this matter as a Parliament over many
months and we could have called many
witnesses; so that we would be better
informed.

I will be very Interested to hear the
comments of members opposite during the
debate. one of the problems of the pre-
sent system Is that the Main Roads De-
partment, and the MRPA, are sitting In
judgment on their own work. It is an
appeal from Caesar to Caesar. This is
a weakness in the Act and It Is provided
for legislatively. When the Main Roads
Department presents a preferred route It
is hard to ask that department what it
thinks of its own handiwork. However,
that is what the Government is doing.
it is not surprising that the Main Roads
Department considers its preferred route
Is good; most of us would say the same
thing if placed In a similar position. Not
many people would be Intellectually honest
enough to say they could see shortcomings
in their own proposal, and that they would
prefer an alternative.

This is a very difficult matter and I
raised it, in brief, last week. I think that
brief reference was useful. If the Minis-
ter for Urban Development and Town
Planning, or the Minister for Traffic,
considers a two-hour brief to members of
Parliament to be sufficient time for them
to make up their minds, I do not think
they have any idea of the complexities of
the whole problem.

Mr O'Connor: You could have had more
time if you wanted it.

Mr Rushton: You have had at least a
year.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Of speaking to the
amendments to the Metropolitan Region
Town Planning Scheme Act?

Mr May: They were not made available
until three weeks ago. I will be interested
to hear the comments of the Minister.

Mr Rushton: The 7th April, 1974.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: This matter of

standing committees was rejected by the
Premier last year. He does not want this
Parliament to be well informed.

Mr Laurance: You have canvassed that
issue before. What about getting onto the
matter now before us?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Main Roads De-
partment is sitting in judgment on its own
work, and this is the principal weakness
of the whole rcherne. It was stated oni a

number of occasions last week that Par-
liament would really decide the issue. It
was stated that we have ultimate control
In granting parliamentary sanction, and
if we wanted to change the scheme Parlia-
ment could do It.

Parliament cannot do it, except in theo-
ry. In the way this Parliament is organ-
ised, Parliament can do only what the
Government will let it do. There is no op-
portunity for a meaningful decision to be
made by Parliament unless members can
come up with knowledgeable comments,
and that we cannot do.

I quote from the editorial in The West
Australian of the 2nd May, 1974-

Parliamentary approval is the ulti-
mate safeguard.

The MRD draws up a plan, and gives it to
the Minister; the Minister is very busy and
does not know very much about traffic
problems, so he agrees to the department's
plan; he goes to the Cabinet and says,
"The people of Melville are screaming
for a solution, and I agree there must
be a solution; the Commissioner of Main
Roads is the most competent man In
Western Australia, and who are we to
dl-agree?" So the plan is brought here
and passed by the sheer weight of parlia-
mentary numbers.

Whose is the sanction? It is the sanction
of Mr Aitken and his department. Theo-
retically Parliament has the Power but in
actual fact there is no safeguard through
the Parliament because we do not have a
committee system under which we can get
to the facts. I can say things to Mr
Aitken and he cannot answer me. With a
committee system we could sit down-not
in a hole-in -the -corner style-and have a
discussion. In this absurd situation we
have experts sitting there who are not
allowed to help us with their wisdom and
expertise.

The editorial in The West Australian of
the 2nd May, 1974, goes on to say-

It has been all too easy in Perth for
engineers to fill in bits of the river
system for highways. The policy of
siting multi-lane freeways along our
foreshores s:hould end with the exten-
sion of Ewinana Freeway.

it will not end because if we increase the
input we must increase the capacity of the
output, and it will ultimately lead to
duplication or widening of the Narrows
Bridge, which will mean further attacks
upon the Swan River.

We believe a public inquiry should be
held. We know the attitude of the Pre-
mier towards the public; a few years ago
he referred to them as "Joe Blows". When
he went on his jaunt to the United States
and was safely far away, he spoke very
disparagingly of "Joe Blows".

Sir Charles Court: I spoke affection-
ately of "Joe Blows". I am one of them.
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Mr A. R. TONKIN: Last year, when I
asked that certain documents be tabled,
the Premier used those five magic words,
"This is a public place." I have asked that
under Standing Order 386 the experts be
brought to the bar of the House because
I 'Want more information, which can per-
haps be shared by other members, but the
Premier said it would turn the place into
a shambles. That is what he thinks of the
MED experts.

Mr O'Connor: Could 1 ask you this?
Mr May: That is what he thinks of the

Speaker, too.
Mr O'Connor: Have you spoken to any

or all of those experts already?
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I have spoken to

many experts.
Mr O'Connor: Those to whom you re-

ferred today?
Mr A. S.. TONKIN: I have spoken to

some of those on the list, not all of them.
I ask that this matter be adjourned. If I
had another week, I would speak to more
of the experts, but there has not been
enough time to do that.

Mr Rushton: You have had 12 months-
12 years.

Mr A. R.. 'TONKIN: The Minister tabled
documents three weeks ago, and it is those
documents I wish to question. With your
guidance, Mr Speaker, I do not believe
this place would be turned into a shambles
If the experts were brought to the bar of
the House. If we had an open inquiry, we
could speak to these people.

When we compare the figures on pages
20 and 51 of the Main Roads Department's
booklet on the proposed freeway, and add
up the projected figures for 1979, we find
that If the southern extension of the free-
way is constructed fewer people will be
coming onto the freeway at about the
Narrows Bridge. The reason for that is the
Bickley Street ramp will be taken away.
What will happen to the 6 000 cars a day
which at present enter at the Bicley
Street ramp? Presumably they travel to
Perth over the Narrows Bridge at the pre-
sent time, but If the Bickley Street ramp
is removed they will filter through the
streets of South Perth, and according to
the booklets It is the quiet little resid-
ential suburb of South Perth which will
be saved by the southern extension. Yet
we will get rid of the Bickley Street ramp,
and Presumably the cars will percolate
through the streets of South Perth and
Comno until they reach the Judd Street
crossing.

11 believe those figures are incorrect be-
cause they show the 6 000 cars which will
not enter the freeway at Bickley Street
as disappearing into thin air. I think it
is assumed they will use the Causeway.
Perhaps some of them will but we have
no knowledge how many will, and how
many will go through the quiet streets of
South Perth. The extension is a rescue

operation for South Perth, yet we will
prevent people getting onto the freeway
at Bickley Street.

This is a very serious matter. I agee
the Bickley Street ingress is unsatisfactory
and very dangerous with the traffic having
to race across the gaps to get into the
Perth-bound lanes. On the other hand,
just saying cars wll no longer enter at
that spot does not mean anything. So I
believe the actual figures will be greater
than those we have been given because
6 000 cars which do not enter on the flick-
icy Street ramp will enter somewhere else
and go to Perth over the Narrows Bridge.

When we look at the cost-benefit analy-
sis on page 61 of the MED booklet we find
some problems. Added up, these figures
look very scientific, but that is not enough
for us. I have the greatest respect for Mr
Aitken and his department. We are told
they are the greatest experts on the sub-
ject In Western Australia and we have to
take their word for granted. In that ease,
we may as well go home and let them do
what they think should be done; but,
theoretically, we are supposed to be legis-
lating and making up our minds. How can
we do that unless we discuss these mat-
ters and have the answers given in public?
Something that is said to me, personally,
may be slightly different from what is said
to someone else. Not only must Informa-
tion be given but it must also be given
publicly so that it can be challenged. This
is the whole point In a public inquiry; the
Information can be challenged, and the
very fact that the Inquiry is open to the
public will, of course, lift the standard of
the replies given.

I am very concerned that what purports
to be a cost-benefit analysis does not give
all the details. It does not, for example,
deal with the Buckley Street problem. It
says there will be benefits because of free-
flowing traffic, but the free-flowing traffic
will pile up at the Narrows Bridge even
before the extensions are opened.

The case for the freeway is presented
quite well in this booklet, although I would
still like to ask many questions about
some of the comments made. However,
where is the case against the freeway?
Where is the case against the preferred
route? I am supposed to give that, but 1
am not an expert in these matters. Where
is a case against the Preferred route given?
This is why we need a public inquiry, so
that we can call not only the people
who decided on the preferred route, but
also those who did not like the preferred
route.

Mr O'Connor: Do You not get a Preferred
route by eliminating the others?

Mr A. R.. TONTKIN: In the opinion of
the people who prepared the booklet, that
is so, but if the decision is to be based on
the opinion of these people, what are we
doing here? Why do we make the decision?
If we are to make the decision, let us
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hear the alternative views. We are kidding
ourselves when we say we are doing an
important social service, and I do not
think the people are receiving their
money's worth from our representation if
this is the case. If we are to kid ourselves
that we are legislators, we should have the
information on which to base an opinion.
I know there is a great deal of resistance
to the idea of a public inquiry, especially
from those on the Government back
benches If we hold an inquiry, these
members would have to do some work;
they would have to sit on committees, and
this is what they are opposed to. To make
decisions, we have to hear both sides.

I would like to refer to the report of
the House of Representatives Select Com-
mittee on road safety. Now It may be
that this document Is not very good; It
probably Is very poor because, after all,
it was prepared by a group of politicians.
Certainly It was not prepared by a group
of experts like those employed by the Main
Roads Department. However, this Select
Committee could call experts to give evi-
dence; something we are not allowed to
do In this Parliament. The Premier will
not allow us to call experts; he does not
want us to be Informed. The Eassendean
Shire Council and the Blayswater Shire
Council operate with a genuine committee
system. The House of Representatives
Select Committee had this to say-

Upgrading by spot improvements of
arterials might reduce accidents to
the same extent as freeways and at
much lower cost.

Z do not know whether that statement Is
correct, but how are we to check it? Do
we need a freeway? Is this proposition
before us the best solution to the problem.
or should the arterial roads be upgraded?
of course, one of the main problems with
arterial roads and suburban streets Is the
intersections; the waiting at traffc lights.
Various suggestions have been made to
solve this problem. Members will have
heard of the Olivero system, although I
suspect some members may not have heard
of it until last Wednesday. One of the
gentlemen at that meeting dismissed the
Olivero system by holding it up and com-
mienting, "Isn't it a nightmare? You
would need a traffic guide to get out of
it." and as far as he was concerned that
was the end of the Olivero system.

Mft O'Connor: Where has it been used
satisfactorily?

Mr A. R TONKIN: I do not know, and
that is why I would like a public inquiry
into the whole proposition. It Is helpful
to know about matters like this'. All we
had was the flippant comment, "Look at
It-isn't it a nightmare. It Is terrible to
look at, and you would need a guide to
get Into it and out of it." Surely the
system merits more discussion. if it is
being discussed throughout the world, it

must have some benefits, otherwise It
would have been laughed out of court right
from the start.

it may be that the Olivero system is
not the answer and that other means of
vertical separation of traffic will solve the
problem. However, I am not convinced
that a freeway is the answer.

Many Labor Party members have said
to me, "Do not go on too long about this
matter; the people want a freeway." I
said to them, "Just a minute, do they want
a freeway or do they want a solution to
the traffic problem?" Of course, what
they want is a solution to the traffic
problem. They do not necessarily want a
freeway.

I do not know the best solution to the
problem, but I believe it is up to us to
investigate the matter fully. We are be-
ing asked to approve an amendment to a
regional scheme; we are being asked to
pass a Bill; and we are being asked to
agree to this resolution. We do not even
know whether the freeway is the answer
or whether there Is another answer. We
know that throughout the world the idea
of freeways as the best possible method of
solving traffic problems is being questioned
Increasingly. It Is our job, as responsible
members of Parliament, to question this
matter, but we are not allowed to do that
because the Premier is afraid that if a
committee system Is ever instituted in this
Parliament we will know more than he
does; we will know as much as the Gov-
ermnent.

In their booklets, the MEPA and the
MW- seem to be in conflict with the find-
ings of the House of Representatives Select
Committee. However, these booklets do
not tell us what Is wrong with the Ideas
of the Select Committee. We do not find
an examination of these ideas. That is
what we want to see.

The report of the House of Representa-
tives Select Committee is a significant
document, and remember that this was an
all-party Select Committee of the House
of Representatives. If the whole docu-
ment is rubbish then It should be demol-
ished In proper debate. As far as we know,
members of the Main Roads Department
may have studied the report very thor-
oughly and taken cognisance of it. if
this is so, surely there should be a section
in the booklet put out by the MRD saying
that the department does not agree with
the recommendations contained in the
Select Committee's report, and then set
out the reasons for this opinion. It is for
this reason that I say there is insufficient
Information in the booklet prepared by
the MRD.

I refer again to the hearings of objectors.
In the UPA secret hearings when en-
virounental matters were mentioned the
comment was made, "We don't know the
answer to that; the EPA report on this
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Is not available." In that manner com-
ments were brushed aside. This is the
trouble with secret hearings. That may
not be a correct interpretation of what
occurred; but, of course, when we have
secret hearings we will get distorted ver-
sions.

Another problem of secret hearings is
that when a Parameter is set up and
someone tries to satisfy It the parameter
may then be changed. To use an example,
the geometry of the tunnel was considered
to be unsatisfactory and the Main Roads
Department said, "We need changes to be
made to satisfy us with regard to the
tunnel." When the changes were made
to satisfy the MRD's parameter, the de-
partment made other demands; other
parameters were set up which all had to
be satisfied. Again, that is one version
of what occurred: if it Is not true I would
like to be corrected. But how can I
be corrected when we have secret in-
quiries? We do not know what went on
in the exchange between the people in
favour of the tunnel and the Main Roads
Department and the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority.

We do not have all the facts, so if I
have stated the situation in an inaccurate
way I apologise to all concerned: but I
point out that this kind of allegation would
not be possible if open inquiries were held.

With regard to public participation, the
MRD held a poll of its own at the Royal
Show. I asked a question of the Minister
for Transport today. Part (2) of the
question was as follows-

If so, what steps were taken to ensure
that random sampling occurred?

We are all aware that if a half-dozen
People are asked for their opinion we can
ensure that we get the answer we want
by asking the right question of the right
people. Considerable technique Is avail-
able to ensure that sampling is random and
that answers will not be predetermined
by the kind of question asked; or, if they
are predetermined, they will be predeter-
mined in a proper manner. The Minister
made no attempt to answer my question.
He said-

Members of the public were not
specifically requested to fill in any
questionnaire. However, a form was
freely available which was used by
822 to express an available opinion.

I then asked the Minister what experts
in opinion sampling were consulted by
the main Roads Department, -and the
Minister replied that the results were
forwarded to the MRPA without placing
any great weight upon them.

However, a Press release was issued in
respect of the poll. An article appeared
in the newspaper and stated that most
people were In favour of the freeway.
What was that calculated to do, other
than to make one think that most people

are in favour of the freeway? As I said
before, I will bet they were not necessarily
In favour of the freeway, but were in
favour of some solution to the Intolerable
traffic Jams that occur. No attempt was
made to see that random sampling oc-
curred, and according to the Minister no
rest weight was placed upon the results.
However, great weight was placed upon
them because propaganda was used to
ensure that most people accepted the re-
sults. This was a case of the MRPA sit-
ting in judgment on Its own plan and
hearing objections before conducting an
opinion poll which was quite unscientific;
and the people of Western Australia were
told via the Press that most people wanted
the freeway, anyway. So the average per-
son would say. "That is fair enough;, they
must know what they are talking about."
I suggest that is most undesirable.

objectors were unable to examine the
report of the Snowy Mountains Engineer-
ing Corporation, and there is reason to
doubt the accuracy of some of the facts and
figures presented to the SMEC. For
example, allegations have been made that
the geology reports were quite unsatis-
factory. Do not members opposite want to
know whether or not they were unsatis-
factory?

Mr O'Connor: Who said they were un-
satisfactory?

Mr A. R, TON=f': I will not mention
the name of the person.

Mr O'Connor: Fair enough.
Mr A. R. TON=I: I am sure the Min-

ister knows who he is, and he can prob-
ably guess why I will not mention his name.
The person concerned obtained the opinion
from a very competent geologist, whom I
would like to appear before the bar of
the House for questioning. I 'would prefer
the person concerned to say through his
own lips that the reports were inaccurate.
I do not know whether or not they were
inaccurate, but I would like to find out.
I would like to be able to ask the people
concerned and to test themn. It is not
good enough to leave the matter as It is
because every person working in a profes-
sional area well knows that disagreements
occur between professional people. We
need a systemn In which statements and
Information can be challenged.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Recently, the Daily
News published the results of a Gallup poll
which, I might mention, observed the
problems of obtaining random sampling
which the inquiries carried out by the
Main Rnads Department and the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority-worth.
less exercises as they were-did not. The
results of the Gallup Poll were published
on the 26th September, 1974. and indicated
that Western Australia was the only state
in the Commonwealth where more people
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said, "No wore freeways" than were in
favour of more freeways; 50 Per cent of
Western Australians polled said, "No more
freeways in Western Australia", 41 per cent
of those interviewed said that they wanted
more freeways, and 9 per cent said that
they did not know. I believe that result
to he highly significant, and If the Gov-
ernmnent is interested in opinion polls,
scientifically determined, it should look at
that one.

Mr O'Connor: Do you know the questions
asked at the poll?

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: No, I do not, I do not
have a cutting of the newspaper article
with me. However, I believe that the ques-
tion was simply, "Do you believe there
should be more freeways?"

I refer members to question 57 asked
on the 27th March, 1975, by my excellent
colleague, the member for Rockingham.
The first part of the honourable member's
question was as follows--

Were those who Provided detailed
submission on alternative proposals to
the Main Roads Department preferred
plan given copies of official reports on
their proposals submitted to the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority

The answer was, "o" The second part
of the question asked-

Were such reports provided in time
to enable the proposers to comment to
the MRPA before it reported to Par-
liament?

Once again, the answer was, "No." We
have there an indication that the people
who had made comments in good faith
to the MUPA and the MRD were not given
replies to their proposals, with which they
could have taken issue, in time for the
MRPA report.

The West Australian, with whose
editorials I do not always agree, on the
9th November last year, opposed the secret
MRPA hearings. In this case, I would
agree with The West Australian that the
secret hearings were quite wrong, for
reasons I gave before the suspension of
the sitting for tea, when I indicated what
was wrong with secret hearings and how
information must be promulgated publicly
so that It can stand up to the rigours of
intellectual questioning.

Mr O'Connor: Do you disagree with the
secret hearings?

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: Yes.
Mr O'Connor: Yet you ran them your-

self, as a Government.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I do not know that

I ran them; it might be that the previous
Government ran them. It is true that we
have a long tradition of secrecy-the con-
cept probably dates from the convict days,
-where the Government knows best and
where people are expected to bow and
scrape and accept crumbs from the table.
I do not agree with that.

However, I do believe the previous Gov-
ernment Introduced openness to a remark-
able extent, as indicated by the appoint-
ment of the ombudsman, for which the
present Leader of the Opposition fought
for so long, and the guarantee that certain
injustices would be done away with. It is
no secret that Governments, by and large,
are not keen on openness, They tend to
like secrecy because they are frightened of
what might be revealed.

I believe this to be largely a reflex
action. It is not necessarily true that
Governments would be adversely affected
by openness. I believe we are In an evolu-
tionary period at the moment, where open-
ness will develop, and I certainly would
like to help in that development. We must
develop along the lines that the people
are sovereign and have a right to informa-
tion. Unless there is a very goad reason-
somnetimnes there may be good reasons that
the public should not be so informed-!
cannot see why the siting of a freeway
.should be the subject of secret Inquiry.

I was very Interested in report No. 138
which was, Produced in the United States
in 1973 by several agencies; namely, the
Highway Research Board, the National Re-
search Council, the National Academy of
Science, and the National Academy of En-
gineering. The report is titled, "Environ-
mental Considerations in Planning, Design
anid Construction"' and states-

It is no longer regarded as accept-
able to leave planning decisions to ex-
perts. The function of experts is to
clarify and advise. The decision must
be left to the people. Evaluation of
planning process should occur periodi-
cally throughout the course of studies
and should guide a process by suggest-
Ing priorities for subsequent activities.
Interaction between the technical team
and the potentially affected commun-
ities-

Here I interpolate to emphasise that It is
not just the people In the vicinity of the
freeway who are affected; the entire popu-
lation of the metropolitan region, present
and future, will also be affected by such
decisions. The report continues-

-should occur at all planning levels.
The process at which decision is
reached should provide opportunity for
neg otiation amnong the affected In-
terested groups.

I think that report once again sums up
the plea the Opposition is making for an
olpen inquiry. We believe in open inquiry.

I have given notice of a motion I intend
to move tomorrow to call before the bar
of this House people who are experts,
peorle we will want to listen to; so, we are
asking for more information. We are not
being bigoted or saying that the preferred
route is the wrong one or that the concept
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of the freeway is the Wrong one: we are
saying that certain questions need to be
asked and, if we are to be responsible
legislators, we should have more informa-
tion.

I am very critical of the part played In
this matter by the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority. if members look at its
report, they will see it is a very flimsy
document, hardly worthyr of the weighty
title of its author, the Environmental Pro-
tection Authority. I maintain that the
three-ma-n EPA Is falling down on its job
because it will not Invoke the Environ-
mental Protection Act-an excellent Act
which I believe to be very good in many
ways.

From memory, section 35 and following
sections4 of that Act p~oxsde that the EPA
can come up wilth nolicy suggestions re-
lating to such ciovel janentS and can cause
an open commaittee, cf inquiry to be held.
The entire prccedure has been very care-
fully wLr, sd oc:;; I think it Is one of the
acri: venients of the Tonkin Government
that it prodn_,cd -1, ete llent docu-
ne1~i. as the Act, xiilh is such an excel-
lent instr JMt±F 'tmaena protec-
tion.

it has the authority, bitt I do not know
whe-ther it is too scared of the Premier;
that is possible, because he is quite f or-
midable and will not have anything to do
with open government

Sir Charles Court: That is why we had
this debate ju, public at the timne you imade
some comment.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Environmental
Protection Authority will not Invoke the
Act, and it will not prepare an environ-
mental impact statement. I thought per-
haps its standards were a little lower than
some people would desire so I asked a ques-
tion about a document that had been pro-
duced and the Minister was good enough
to tell me that It was not intended to be
an environmental Impact statement, So
we had that admission on the part of the
EPA that It has not produced an environ-
mental impact statement, and yet we
have the Premier telling me, with the use
of some quite rude words, that this was
incorrect. So when I asked him, "Will the
Government still maintain its opposition
to environmental impact statements?", he
replied, "We are not opposed to environ-
mental impact statements." I then drew
the Premier's attention to the comments
the Minister made during the debate last
year, and once again he said I was mis-
jeading the House, or words to that effect.
The suggestion was that, in fact, I was
reading the commnents, out of context and
that the Government was not opposed to
environmental impact statements.

If the Government Is not opposed to
environmental impact statements, why
will it not produce one, or Is there nothing

of environmental Importance happening
in Western Australia? Does this one
million square miles of territory have no
environmental problems? I am extremely
critical of the EPA, because it has this
magnificent Instrument before it, Pro-
duced during the regime of the Tonkin
Labor Government to enable it to have an
open public inquiry, but it has no desire
to do so and is involved in secrecy. it has
produced this flimsy document to indicate
that it does not take the report very
seriously at all,

I would point out that the equivalent of
our Main Roads Department in the
United Kingdom is the Highways Commis-
sion of the Department of the Environ-
ment. I think that is relevant. The EPA
report was issued on the 10th January,
1975, and the MRPA objectors were heard
by the MRPA from the 5th November,
1974, to the 20th December, 1974. So there
was no Possibility of an objector being
able to say to the EPA that he considered
that its solution to the problem was un-
satisfactory. So, once again, we see the
effects of secrecy. How can an ordinary
citizen stand up against the Main Roads
Department, the MRPA, and all the other
Government Instrumentalities?

We, on this side of the House, had hoped
that the EPA would not be just another
Government department under the Min-
ister, but would be an environmental
watchdog with teeth of its own. Those
words were ridiculed by the Premier. He
ridiculed the idea by saying, "You are
using a sledgehammer to crack a peanut."
We do not believe that. The Environ-
mental Protection Authority needs teeth
and should be a watchdog. It has these
teeth, but it will not use them, because
this report was not ielhased. Those citi-
zens who do not have the facilities behind
them, as do the Government departments
which have all the advantages of ex-
pertise and "back-up" information, were
denied this opportunity by the very auth-
ority that was appointed to safeguard the
environment of ordinary people.

Some of the most experienced ecologists
in the State were not consulted in regard
to this proposal. Environmental experts
with a worldwide reputation were not con-
sulted. The techniques which have been
well developed overseas relating to mini-
mum damage based on the assessment of
environmental problems were not used.
As I have said, the reclamation of the
Canning River will eventually lead, with-
out question, to the reclamation of the
Swan River. The Canning River was not
recognised as being unique to Perth.

The Environmental Protection Authority
was not asked to comment on alternative
proposals which were raised at the MRPA
hearing. Here I would like to quote from
question 31 of the 26th March, 1975, asked
by the member for Clontarf (Mr May).
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One part of his question reads as follows--
(2) Was the Department of Environ-

mental Protection asked to com-
ment on any of the alternative
proposals raised at the MRPA
hearings?

The answer to that question was "No."
The next part of the question asked by
the member for Clontarf was--

(3) What alternatives other than
those involving bridges along
the Main Roads Department pre-
ferred route and the Parliament
approved route has the Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection
considered?

The answer to that question was as
follows--

(3) The only proposal not requiring a
bridge along the routes mentioned
would be one that involved the
construction of a tunnel.

I believe that question was not properly
answered, because the question was:, What
alternatives other than those involving
bridges along the Main Roads Department
Preferred route-? Other routes were sug-
gested which did not involve bridges along
the preferred route and these should have
been considered by the EPA. Therefore
the Minister has not properly answered
that question. The next part of the ques-
tion asked by the member for Clontarf
Was--

(4) Has the Department of Environ-
mental Protection been asked for
Its opinion on sections 109 and
110, the comments by Mr Jay on
the design of freeways, and alter-
native methods of road design des-
cribed in the Second Report of
the Australian House of Repre-
sentatives Select Committee on
Road Safety?

I have referred earlier to the report men-
tioned in that part of the question. The
answer to that question was -'No.'

So the EPA has not considered the re-
port of the Australian House of Repre-
sentatives Select Committee on road safety
dealing with this particular subject which
has come up with suggestions that free-
ways may not be the answer to the traffic
congestion problem. So we see here a very
narrow interpretation in this respect by the
EPA. In its report it has Interpreted the
environment to mean only paperbark trees.
frogs, and the like.

in answer to a question asked in this
House, the following was stated-

The Environmental Protection
Authority, except in matters of
grave importance to human life,
feels obligated to meet agreements
which have been arrived at in
good faith in periods prior to the
establishment of the Environ-
mental Protection Authority.

So the EPA does not believe that the con-
struction of this freeway-I keep Call-
ing it a speedway-is a matter of grave
Importance to human life. The whole en-
vironment of the metropolitan region is
being affected. We will be obliged to
duplicate the Narrows Bridge in the near
future and make further reclamation of
the Swan. River; yet the EPA states that
it does not believe that this is of grave
importance to human life. If this is not
affecting the environment, what do we
mean by the word? Does the EPA consider
that environment means the saving of a
few paperbark trees? Is that its narrow
conception of the meaning of "environ-
ment"? It certainly seems to be according
to the answer given by the Minister for
Conservation and Environment on Thurs-
day, the 10th April, which I have quoted.
So this is a very narrow interpretation of
"environment".

I am very concerned at the lack of
enthusiasm shown by the authority to-
wards this task, and the fact that It will
not question previous decisions arrived at
in good faith. What is the point of the
authority if it will not do that? We can
accept that there are many agreements and
decisions reached and arrived at in good
f aith.

I am not saying one should believe that
what has been done in the past has not
been arrived at in good faith; but It does
not mean what has been arrived at is right.
of course we do not want to create a
toothless puppy dog in the form of the
Environmental Protection Authority; we
want a dog with real teeth, and a good
watchdog. I do not believe this has come
about, and I am very concerned.

Even if the Environmental Protection
Authority does not have the answers, it
has the mechanism under which this whole
question can be made public under sec-
tion 35 and the following sections of the
Act. However, a decision was made not to
Invoke the Act, so we only have an extra
Government department which looks at a
few fies in secrecy and writes to the Min-
ister in these terms, "We have no ob-
jection. Everything seems to be fine." That
Is different from the kind of authority we
want, and which many Giovernments of the
world consider to be important.

The cost-benefit analysis of the Main
Roads Department leaves much to be
desired. For example, it does not Include
the cost of duplicating the Narrows Bridge.
It has claimed a cost-benefit ratio of 3.2.
it is well known in schools of mathematics
that one serious form of error Is to ar-
rive at a figure which one could not have
accurately obtained, and which Pretends
to be reached with accuracy and exact-
itude that cannot possibly exist. We have
this kind of error when we see the cost-
benefit ratio of 3.2.

As I have said before, the cost analysis
does not allow for a duplication of the
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Narrows Bridge. We are told that this ex-
tension of the Mitchell Freeway will be
paid for in six years or some period like
that. The assessment is based on free
flowing traffic, in spite of the fact that
the Narrows Bridge will be clogged up with
traffic before the extension of the freeway
is open to traffic.

In fact, it was admitted on Wednesday
of last week by the Main Roads Depart-
ment that freeways are not built to cater
for traffic in a peak period; they cannot
be so built, because to do so would be too
costly. So, we will not find the extension
being based on free flowing traffic. Much
of the argument that has gone into the
cost-benefit analysis is specious. It makes
a Pretence of exactitude, and it is set out
in a form, in which one would not expect it
to be set out, as though it has been arrived
at accurately. I believe there are mistakes
ap~pearing in the analysis relating to the
traffic flow data. I believe we should have
the opportunity to cross-examine and ask
questions of people to determine whether
what I have just said is correct.

The argument in the analysis is that,
without the freeway extension, mini-free-
ways will be established in Melville, Ap-
plecross, and South Perth, but no attempt
has been made to set out the benefits to
the community of the development of
public transport. There has been no cost-
benefit analysis made in terms of traffic
accidents, distance travelled, time saved.
and whether some of the expenditure In-
volved should be channeled into the devel-
opment of public transport. Of course, a
problem arises in that the Main Roads
Department is not responsible for trans-
port.

Mr O'Connor: But the Minister is.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I shall mention this

problem later on. If it is the same Min-
ister in charge, then we are given some
heart, but I suggest the Minister has been
railroaded by the Main Roads Depart-
ment In this respect. That department is
not really responsible for public transport,
and this shows there is a need for the
authority responsible for highways to be
responsible for traffic also. I understand
that one report has recommended the ex-
tension of the powers of the authority
that is responsible for public transport.

Dealing with the Narrows Bridge section,
I would like to give the Minister the bene-
fit of some figures I have worked out. It
may be suggested if I am called before
the bar of the House to be examined, that
I have made some errors. At the end of
1973 there were 72 000 vehicles per day
using the Narrows Bridge. I am working
on a growth factor of 8 per cent per
annum, and this Is the figure given by the
Minister In answer to a question although
the booklet issued by the Main Roads
Department suggests that the growth fac-
tor is higher than 8 per cent.

When we come to the end of 1975 It
seems possible there will be something

like 83 000 vehicles per day using the
Narrows Bridge. I might mention that
85 000 vehicles per day is considered as
the maximum for the rural mnotorways in
Britain, so that at the end of 1975 the
traffic flow over the Narrows Bridge per
day would reach the maximum for the
rural highways of six lanes in Britain. It
might be argued that the Narrows Bridge
is not a rural motorway. I suggest it is and
not the highest form of expressway, which
the figure of 120 000 vehicles per day as
used by the Main Roads Department
seems to suggest.

When we come to the 1976 year we find
a figure of something like 90 000 vehicles
per day using the Narrows Bridge. I would
Point out that the highest figure ever
reached on the Golden Gate Bridge which
has six lanes was 88 000 vehicles per day;
that is the highest figure ever, and that
figure was arrived at not under normal
conditions, or the kind of conditions that
can be expected day after day. That figure
was arrived at on a perfect day, when
there were no minor accidents, when there
was, no lack of visibility, when the roads,
were not slippery, and when other hazards
did not exist. That was the highest figure
ever reached in a day; and the traffic. over
the Narrows Bridge will reach that figure
next year.

in 1977 the figure will row to 97 000
vehicles per day, and in 1978 it will row to
105 000 vehicles per day. I would point cut
that the figures I shall now give relate to
the Oakland Bay Bridge in San Francisco,
which has 10 lanes of traffic with five
lanes built on top of the other five lanes.
In this respect there is a marvellous
separation of the traffic, as compared
with the Narrows Bridge with Poor separa-
tion because there is no median strip. I
mention the median strips, because they
have an effect on the capacity of bridges,
and they bring about greater safety and
confidence on the part of the drivers of
vehicles.

The highest figures ever recorded on the
Oakland Bay Bridge-and this figure was
reached only once, and cannot be expected
to be encountered day after day-was
169 000 vehicles per day. When we relate
that 10-lane bridge to the six-lane Nar-
rows Bridge we reach a figure of 104 000
vehicles per day; so we see a tremendous
difference. The separation of traffic on the
Oakland Bay Bridge is tremendous, be-
cause the cars going one way travel on top
of the roadway carrying cars going in the
opposite direction.

The point is there Is no median strip
on the Narrows Bridge, and this reduces
its efficiency. If we take into account the
highest figure ever reached for the Oak-
land Bay Bridge we find that the traffic
flow on the Narrows Bridge will reach
105 000 vehicles by 1978. We should bear in
mind that the freeway extension will not
be open to traffic by then. By 1979 the
traffic flow over the Narrows Bridge Is
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expected to be 115 000 vehicles per day;
and by 1980 with the elimination of the
Bickley Street outlet the figure will reach
117 000 vehicles per day, I suggest that a
lot of the traffic using the Bickley Street
outlet will use the Narrows Bridge, because
the traffic normally using Bickley Street
outlet will be using the Judd Street inter-
change, and the figure will be 121 000
vehicles per day which is well above the
claimed figure of 97 000 vehicles.

I think the figures for the Golden Gate
Bridge show that we will never get any-
where near 120 000. As a matter of fact,
that figure is based on 10 times the peak-
hour flow, whereas figures in Britain sug-
gest that nine times such a flaw is a far
more realistic figure.

I would be happy to have my figures
proved wrong because I would not like
all this Public money to be wasted and the
Narrows Bridge to be choked up so quickly.
However, if those figures are anywhere
near right what we are doing, because of
the tremendous build-up of traffic in the
Melville, Applecross, and South Perth
areas, is spending $23 million or more to
shift a traffic jam a few kilomnetres away.

In answer to question 46 asked on the
26th March we were told there is no Pro-
posal for a duplication of the Narrows
Bridge. So, what will we do? On my fig-
ures the Narrows Bridge will be clogged up
before the extensions are even opened.

Mr May: It is now.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: Supposing I am

wrong, if we take the department's own
8 per cent figure, based on its wildly
unrealistic and optimistic estimate of
120 000 vehicles a day, the Narrows Bridge
would be clogged up by about 1980, the
year after the extensions are expected to
be opened. So we have a very serious prob-
lem. What will the Government do about
the Narrows Bridge?

Mr May: Quiet!
Mr Harman: Silence!

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: It has been sug-
gested that the Narrows Bridge could be
widened, and if seven lanes were e~tab-
lished the standard would be lowered even
more because of less side clearance.

Reversible lanes have been suggested,
and this is a possibility, but I doubt
whether even reversible lanes would
greatly influence the capacity of the bridge
because the capacity we are talking about
is a two-way capacity over 24 hours. The
figures indicate that by 1990 the bridge
will be 60 000 to 70 000 over capacity, but
no duplication is to be made until perhaps
1995.

The figure of 120 000 optimistically sug-
gested by the MRD is for a high-grade
motorway and maybe the figures are based
on British figures. If t-o-and the British
figures are something like that-I paint
out that such a high-grade motorway as-
sumes that there are no interchanges

within three kilometres, and that does not
apply to the Narrows. The figures a
bridge can handle must be reduced if there
are no interchanges or median strips, or
if the side clearances are inadequate. Also
they must be reduced if there are no
breakdown lanes or if there are steep
gradients. We are talking about the kind
of unfair criticism which has been levelled
at alternative proposals.

Once again I say that if people can
Prove me wrong this can be done in only
one place; that is, a public forum.

Let us consider the demands for a tun-
nel and for gradients, which I will men-
tion later. It has been said that traffic
must be reduced by a certain amount If
there is a particular gradient because
heavy trucks, which will comprise 5 per
cent of the traffic, will slow it down, and
so on. However, this kind of strict test
has not been applied to the Narrows. So
on a tunnel the MRD is placing very
stringent demands which are unrealistic
in comparison with those placed an tun-
nels overseas, such as the tunnel under the
Elbe River, while, on the other hand, It
does not insist upon the same strict test
being applied to the Narrows Bridge. To
prove its point the department has re-
laxed its very high standards, If I am
wrong and It is not true that there has
been a double standard here, a public in-
quiry would reveal this and I would be
happy to apologise. I suggest that the
Narrows Bridge is more like the rural
motorway which has 3 600 to 4 800 vehi-
cles per hour.

Mr O'Connor: Per lane.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: Yes. This was the

kind of standard applied to the tunnel.
It was stated that, because of the gradients
involved, the heavy traffic, estimated to be
5 per cent of the total, would slow down
the flow. I suggest the same drawback
applies to the Narrows.

I have already indicated that the Min-
ister's estimate of the daily flow is based
on 10 times the peak-hour flow, whereas
British figures suggest that, in Ideal con-
ditions, it should be nine times; and, of
course, we do not have ideal conditions
here.

In 1973 the average flow in the less
popular direction at peak periods was bare-
ly half that of the flow in the more popu-
lar direction. There is a big variation.
The bigger the difference between the flow
in the popular direction and the flow in
the less popular direction, the less efficient
the bridge and the lower the figure would
have to be for the estimated daily flow.
Also the peaks here are relatively high in
proportion to the total traffic, and the
higher the peaks then, of course, the less
efficient is the use of the bridge over a 24-
hour period.

if we talk about a seven-lane bridge,
and this has been suggested by the MRFD
as a solution, in a 16-hour period we have
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something like 100 000 vehicles a day, and
If we add another 5 000 for the slack
period between 10.00 p.m. and 0.00 a.m.,
we have a total of 105 000 vehicles per day.
If we refer back to the table we find this
figure would be reached in 1978, before the
extensions were opened. So. even allowing
for a seven-lane bridge, it would still be
clogged up before the extensions were
opened. Although this suggestion is a
palliative, it Is not a solution, and we come
again and again to the Inescapable con-
clusion that the Narrows Bridge will have
to be duplicated, and if that is so, what will
be the cost? How does it fit into the cost-
benefit analysis? That should be included.
Also, If the bridge is to be duplicated, how
will the roads cater for the traffic on and
off the bridge on the city side? How will
this be done? It will be done by reclama-
tion of the Swan River.

It Is no good looking at this problem In
a. Piecemeal fashion and dealing only with
the reclamation of the Canning River and
forgetting about the necessary reclamation
of the Swan River in five years' time.

On page 1.11 of the PESTS report it is
stated that the Narrows Bridge will be
duplicated before 1989. Who is right-the
Minister who says there Is no proposal to
duplicate It, or the PESTS report? How
can the Premier deny that we need more
Information when there is an obvious dis-
agreement between the Minister and the
PERT$ report? One says there is no need
to duplicate the Narrows, and the other
says It has to be done before 1959, while
my figures suggest It will be much sooner.

We should have more information be-
fore we have to make a meaningful de-
cision. On the 27th March this year the
member for Rockinghanm asked a question
as follow--

What is the expected mean speed for
traffic on the Kwinana Freeway and
at the Narrows Bridge in 1982 and
1989?

The Premier has said that we have had
plenty of time to ask questions. The
answer to that question was that under
free-flowing conditions the speed will
be 80 km/h. The question asked what
the mean speed would be and the Minister
replied that If there were not too many
cars about the speed would be 80 km/h.
What a meaningless answer.

We have been told that we have had a
chance to ask questions; that we have had
the answers; and we can now make up
our minds and decide whether or not the
proposal is feasible. If I have not made
out a case for more Information I am not
able to make out a case for anything-
and there is no need for members to agree
with that! I think I have dealt with that
question and I can now leave the Narrows
Bridge, poor thing that it Is.

I will now deal with the matter in Its
relation to traffic. On the 26th March

this Year the member for Clontarf asked a
question, part (2) of which was as fel-
lows--

(2) What percentage of the vehicles
using the Swinana Freeway come
from-
(a) south of Leach Highway and

east of Bull Creek;
(b) south of Leach Highway and

west of Bull Creek?
The answer was-_

(2) (a) and (b) No traffic survey has
been carried out to enable
this Information to be pro-
vided.

So we find that the Main Roads Depart-
mnent, and the Government, are to go
ahead with the suggested solution. They
intend to cure a disease not yet diagnosed.
We have here an example of the inability
to answer plain, simple questions which
could have been answered through the
use of some simple traffic-counting
mechanism.

I will not go into the question of earth-
quakes. First of all, they make me ner-
vous and, secondly, it is a very technical
area. I have done a lot of work on the
question of earthquakes but the point of
bridges versus tunnels Indicates that the
members of this House need expert and
detailed information because the answers
given to us are not satisfactory.

Mr O'Connor: Do you suggest there
have been earthquake problems with other
bridges constructed by the Main Roads
Dcpartmcnt?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: No, I am not say-
ing there is a particular earthquake prob-
lem related to this bridge. However, I
believe the Main Roads Department has
been unfair in predicating the earthquake
problems associated with tunnels. It has
knocked the idea of a tunnel by putting
forward the bogey of the effects of an
earthquake. I do not believe the depart-
ment got the best advice.

Mr O'Connor: Do you support a tunnel?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I do not know any-
thing about a tunnel; that Is why we need
more information.

Mr May: The area was affected by the
last Meckering earthquake. Its effects
were felt along that area.

Mr O'Connor: So was the rest of Perth
affected.

Mr May: The freeway actually sunk.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Morley.
Mr A. S. TONKIN: In referring to the

whole question of the freeway we need to
look at the need for public transport. That
has not been dealt with and perhaps there
is a weakness in the fact that the Main
Roadls Department Plan was drawn up on
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a technical basis not concerned with public
transport to the same extent as a traffic
authority would be.

Some remarkable figures have come to
light. During the last few years Perth
is the only city which has increased its
use of public transport. The opposite
trend has occurred throughout the rest of
Australia. The House of Representatives
Select Committee on road safety, to which
I referred earlier, stated that radial free-
ways encourage a greater use of private
transport. There is an example of Parkin-
son's law in relation to freeways.

I remember saying last year, when
speaking about the need for a planning
authority for Perth, that if people could
travel to Perth from a distance of 60 miles
in the same time as it used to take them
to travel 40 miles they would do so. So.
rather than solving problems freeways en-
courage people to go further out from the
cities and, Indeed, to use private transport
to a much greater extent.

Private transport is expensive in terms of
individual costs, pollution, and congestion
when compared with the modern transit
system. As I said previously, no attempt
was made in the cost analysis to see what
would happen to the streets of Perth.
South Perth, and Melville, and so on, if
public transport was further developed.

Co-ordination is needed. We saw re-cently a remarkable example where the
City of Perth was talking about increasing
the cost of day parking but no good will
come of that decision being taken in isola-
tion. Such a decision Will affect the use
of freeways, and will affect congestion so
we need co-ordination. The amount
charged for a commuter to park his car
all day will have an effect on the whole
question.

It has been suggested that perhaps there
should be a bus lane on the freeway and
I believe this proposal should be seriously
considered and introduced straightaway.
The traffic flow and speed to the Melville
area have been compared with and with-
out freeway extension, but not compared
with and without public transport develop-
ment. This Is a serious factor which has
been omitted from the equation. Peak-
hour motorists pay only a fraction of the
costs they cause. The bill for the con-
gestion caused is borne by other taxpayers.
Air pollution occurs when engines rev at
low speeds. The costs involved with this
factor, and the costs of multi-storied car
Parks, and freeways, are borne by the
taxpayers. The comparison of using the
freeway does not include those costs.

The FEaTS report of 1970 recommended
that a percentage of Parking revenue
should be allocated to a metropolitan
region transport authority, which the re-
Port recommended should be established.
So a public transport authority could be
developed with the use of parking funds.

The 1973 Commonwealth Bureau of
Roads report, at paragraph 6.26 states
that the 1972 choice of travel mode will
probably be retained in 1979 if fares are
reduced by 40 per cent on 1972 prices, or
there is a surcharge of 30c on all-day park-
lng, or if car operating costs are increased
by 50 per cent above the trend level. In
other words, to do less than that will en-
sure that the use of public transport will
decrease. To do more than that will en-
sure that public transport utilisation will
increase. So, there we have a suggested
bench mark which would cause the pre-
sent travel mode to be retained.

That suggested strategy for the future
gives those three types of actions; namely,
reduction of fares, a surcharge on parking,
and Increased costs of private motor travel.
All those methods can be used to deal
with this problem of freeway and traffic
congestion.

The problem of public transport is very
clearly delineated on page 12 of the
Director-General of Transport's annual
report for 1971. The annual growth rate
for the years 1989 to 1971 is given in these
figures: bus passengers 2.4 per cent; rail
passengers 3.9 per cent; the population
of the Perth Statistical Division 4.4 per
cent; and vehicles In the Perth Statistical
Division, consisting of cars, station wagons,
and motor cycles, 13.9 per cent. We see
the disproportionate increase in private
vehicles In comparison with passengers on
public transport and the population of the
region. This Indicates the trend which is
occurring. If this trend continues, the
Narrows Bridge and the freeway will be-
come choked up almost before the exten-
sions are opened. Governments must look
at this problem in total rather than just
looking at the need to build a road in a
certain place.

I refer briefly to some very interesting
experiments in relation to public transport
which are in progress in Hamburg and
Stockholm. I will not weany the House
with details but it appears the investiga-
tors have some Interesting strategies for
increasing public transport. In 1974 the
Commonwealth Bureau of Roads also
came out on the side of the development
of Public transport as an answer to the
problems in our cities.

I would like to refer to the scheme
known as the Tilly scheme, which has been
rejected and almost laughed out of court
by the MRPA. I say briefly that this House
could benefit by listening to Mr Tilly, who
is a consulting engineer. He Is not a fool.
although he has been made to look a fool
by some of the comments which have
been made. His suggestions are worth
listening to. He has come up with more
of a bypass system than is the Kwlnana
Freeway system, which Is alleged to be a
bypass system but aims straight at the
heart of Perth. More consideration should
be given to Mr L. A. Tilly's Ideas than was
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given in the document. As I said before,
we must expect the Main Roads Depart-
ment when Judging its own handiwork to
be bent on proving It is right and its op-
pontents are wrong, but had it spent Its
energy and time considering the best of
the alternatives rather than trying to show
how worthless the alternatives are, we
might have got somewhere.

Without going into detail, I suggest to
the House there are alternatives to free-
ways which are being increasingly can-
vassed throughout the world. It is up to
us to "get with it" because freeways are
being increasingly questioned, especially
in the home of the freeway-the United
States--where they have turned out to be
not very good at all. One alternative to
the freeway which should be developed is
the ring road. I believe public debate
should take place on the question of ring
roads versus the radial or near radil
freeway, so that we can learn about some
of the alternatives and people can decide
the kind of city they want f or the future.

The problem Is we are locked into de-
cisions taken years ago. The Kwmnana
Freeway was developed years ago and we
are now being asked to add to it. I have
already Indicated that we 'will soon be
asked to find the money for duplication
of the Narrows Bridge and development of
the city side of the Narrows Bridge.

It Is so easy to go along the river. There
will always be the argument that it Is a
question of houses versus rivers, and It is
better to knock down only 50 houses and
use a bit of the river, providing a couple
of boat ramps, than to knock down 450
houses with all the distress and expense
which that entails. I suggest the policy
towards the river has been one of snip,
snip, snip. We have taken away from the
river and very rarely, if ever, have we
added to it. If this policy continues under
present trends into the next century, the
river will gradually disappear or become
useless because it will have along its banks
great roaring freeways which are not con-
ducive to peaceful pursuits.

We must look at the long term. It may
well be that many of the houses which are
being saved today will be pulled down to
make way for high-rise fiats and so on
in the next 20 to 30 years. I know It Is
not easy for a Government to make itself
electorally unpopular by saying to the
People, "We will take your houses", but
looking ahead 50 or 100 years, it Is likely
that the houses we are carefully skirting
now will be demolished anyway to make
way for flats and highways.

The river, however, will be here for
thousands of years If we look after it. Are
we taking this easy line merely to save
houses which will not be in existence in a.
few years' time, anyhow, and using the
river which Is a priceless heritage and will
exist for centuries to come? We must ask
ourselves: Which do we save-a river which

is irreplaceable or houses which are re-
placeable and will be replaced, not neces-
sarily by a freeway but by some other kind
of development? This is a very difficult
problem to wrestle with in this country but
I think we must consider it. The West Aus-
tralian said this should be the last bit of
river that is reclaimed; this and no more.
Many Western Australians probably said
that a few years ago; and in five years'
time they will say, "You can have this
last little bit and no more." We have not
looked, as the House of Representatives has
done, at the question of upgrading arterial
roads, That question has not been con-
sidered at all In this State.

The alternatives to freeways include
railways, bus lanes, greatly increased bus
services with, for example, the reduction
of bus fares, disincentives to use private
vehicles, working hour arrangements to
favour buses instead of private vehicles,
Incentives to live near Place of work, and
so on.

I refer to a paper delivered by Dr Rah-
mann at the 1973 ANZUS conference in
Perth. He agrees with the comment I made
last year, although I did not have an op-
portunity to look at the paper last year. He
said if we build freeways going out further
and further, people will live further and
further out, use the freeways, and travel
twice the distance because it will take
less time to get to work; that is, if the
freeway works as it Is meant to work, but
in actual fact, I do not think It will work
that way, because of the Narrows Bridge.
I might add that the freeway concept
seems to be very suitable for long dis-
tance travel where cars can travel at high
speeds of, say, 80 klometres per hour.
Freeways can be big time savers when one
has to travel many miles. However, if one
is travelling at only 10 or 15 kilometres
per hour, as most of the people using these
freeways do, the saving In time is very
small indeed. The other day I saw a table
showing the times saved for various dis-
tances. It was very interesting, and it In-
dicated that the amount of time saved was
iifinitesimal Therefore, the argument that
cars may travel at high speed on the free-
ways and thus save time Is really not able
to be sustained.

I have already referred to the ring-road
system, and I believe this system needs to
be examined to a much greater extent than
it has been.

I do not know that I can add a great
deal to what I have said. I believe we must
look at the population of the metropolitan
region. Indeed, I raised this matter in my
speech on the Address-In -Reply last year.
I would like to quote very briefly from my
speech then to indicate what I am getting
at. I talked about the need to plan for the
eventual size of the metropolitan region be-
cause the traffic problem will become Worse
and worse until our city is like Chicago
or some of the other big cities in the
United States. We will really have arrived
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when our city is that big. I referred to the
need to limit the size of the metropolitan
region and to plan to this end. The Min-
ister for Urban Development and Town
Planning interjected and said-

You are aware there is a study of
the Perth central district and of
the City of Perth's plan in another
major direction?

I then said-
I am aware of that but I am think-

Ing of the area being larger and cover-
ing the whole metropolitan complex,
not what is built now, but as we can
envisage it will grow beyond the
central business district of the Perth
City Council.

Then later on in the speech, the tenacious
Minister for Urban Development and Town
Planning came back and said-

You do not think the MRPA has any
relation to this question? You do not
think the MRPA is adequate for what
you propose?

I replied that I did not think so. I men-
tion this because the MRPA has since
agreed with my comment. In its report
on the objections, volume 1, page 38, para-
graph 148, it said that the question of the
eventual size of the metropolitan area is
beyond the competence and responsibility
of the MRPA, and it is a question for Gov-
ernments. That is what the MRPA said
in the reports tabled a few weeks ago by
the Minister. In other words, the MRPA
will not say how much the metropolitan
region will grow-that is a question for
Governments.

When will we question the whole matter
of the metropolitan region? I believe the
metropolitan region is big enough; I do not
believe in more growth for Perth. It is
about time people began to say these things
so that the question may be properly de-
bated. We do not have a study on the
matter such as that instituted by the South
Australian Government. The very progres-
sive Dunstan Government brought in
experts from the other States, and people
such as Professor Martyn Webb. The
South Australian Government is attempt-
Ing to plan for Adelaide. Are we going to
plan for Perth, or will we go on endlessly
building freeways, muining rivers, Increas-
Ing smog, and creating more disadvan-
tages? The worst disadvantages are the
social ones; criminality increases with the
Population, and we have the alienation of
certain sections of the community.

Mr Harman: What about the Salvado
project?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: That is far too close
to the city. We have to consider towns
such as Sunbury, otherwise we will have
a conurbation like the massing together of
two sores. It is not good enough to say that
when there are a few more cars we will
build more freeways. We have a tre-
mendous city here, and we must start to
think seriously about preserving it. Most

People come to Perth because It is different
from cities overseas. They do not settle
here because it is like England, like Europe,
or like the United States--they settle here
because it is different. What is different
about it? We have space, a leisurely style
of life, and so on. I believe we will destroy
these advantages with the continual growth
of Perth, so we must examine the problem.

The rivers of Perth are one of our
greatest assets, and they must not be
destroyed. When the Main Roads Depart-
ment wants to put in another road, we
must not say to it, "You can have another
piece of the river." If we agree to the
proposal before us, the MRD will ask for
another reclamation of the river in a few
years' time.

As members of Parliament we should
seriously get down to our Job, accept our
responsibilities, and set up a study now
so that we can inform ourselves and, be-
cause the debate would be public, inform
the community of some of the issues. Let
the public take part in the decision-mak-
ing process.

I disagree quite strongly with the com-
ments made by the Commissioner of Town
Planning the other day at the briefing. I
believe in public participation in the deci-
sion-making process-not just that certain
members of the public make a few vague
noises, but that the public should actually
make their comments and take part in the
decisions. Eventually public opinion shows
up in the ballot box. The public can decide
whether to vote for a party in favour of
growth, or one not in favour of It. The
Liberal Party may say it favours. more and
more growth, and we may say we are
against it-although I do not say this
would be the case. The people may then
vote for the party they choose, and they
would then have what they want. The
whole question should be debated and a
study group set up so that the size of the
metropolitan region is considered fully.
Tonight we are not just considering the
freeway extension; we are considering the
future of the whole metropolitan region.

Members will be pleased to know that
I will sit down in a minute. However,
before doing so, I desire to move an amend-
ment to the Motion moved by the Minister
for Transport.

Amendment to Motion
I propose to move an amendment to

add after the words in line 1 'That this
H-ouse do resolve", the words "that no
decision be made"; and to add after the
words in line 2 "(1) to approve", the words
"or disapprove": and to add after the
words in line 23, "Table of the House",
the words "until a full, open and Public
inquiry is held and a report made to Par-
liament". I now move an amendment-

Insert after the word 'resolve" in the
first line the words "that no deci-
sion be made".
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AS My foreshadowed amendment is almost
impossible to follow, I will now explain
how the amended motion would read. It
would commence-

That this House do resolve that no
decision be made-

(1) to approve or disapprove..
Then would follow the body of the motion
with the addition of the words at the end
of paragraph (1), "until a full, open and
public inquiry is held and a report made
to Parliament".

I believe in open government; I believe
that the People should hear the various
arguments put forward by the experts
from the Main Roads Department and
from other areas. We do not have enough
information. We have asked questions,
and the answers given have been most
unsatisfactory.

The people have a right to the informa-
tion, even if the Opposition has not. They
have a right to know that the era of open
government is here, and that they will not
have to put up with secret Inquiries by the
MEPA behind closed doors when it is
deciding the fate of Perth for the next de-
cades. The people of Western Australia
have a right to participate fully in this.
Therefore, the Opposition needs and de-
mands more information. We must have
more information before we can discharge
our responsibilities seriously as legislators,
for wvhich purpose we have been sent to
this place.

Mr O'Connor: Can we have a copy of
the amendment?

The SPEAKER: Ts there a seconder to
the amendment?

Mr BARNETT: I formally second the
amendment.

The SPEAKER: The question is that
the amendment moved by the member for
Morley be agreed to. I point out to mnem-
bers this debate will be in the nature of
a discussion on the first part of the amend-
ment, resolving itself into covering all
three sections of the amendment.

Adjournment of Debate

MR T. J. BURKE (Perth) (8.42 p.m.]:
I move-

That the debate be adjourned.
motion (adjournment of debate) Put

and a division taken with the following
result-

Mr Barnlett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Canl
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Pletcher
Mr Harman

Ayes- 19
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Moller

(Teller)

Mr Blendse
Sir David Brand
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr' Grayden
Mr Orewar
Mr P. V. Jonei
Mr LAurance

Ayes
Mr Bateman
Mr Bryce
Mr Haflrey

Noos-25
Mr McPharlifl
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanoviob
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Gibson
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Soderman

pairs
Noes

Mr Young
Mr Thompson
Mr O'Neil

(Tell"r)

Motion thus negatived.

Debate (an amendment to motion)
Resumed

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister
for Transport) [8.47 p.m.]: As we have
only just received notice of the amend-
ment, I will read it out. It is to add after
the words. "That this House resolve" in
line 1 the words "that no decision be
made": to add after the passage "(1) to
approve" in line 2 the words "or disap-
Prove"; and to add after the words "Table
of the House" in line 23, the words "until
a full, open and public inquiry is held
and a report made to Parliament".

I listened with great interest to the
member for Morley as he weaved his way
through the details of this motion.
Frankly, I thought he did not put up
much of a case at all. When one con-
siders the work which has been done in
connection with the proposed extension of
the Ewinana Freeway one realises that if
the member for Morley still does not know
anything about the matter it is because he
has not tried to find out.

I would like briefly to comment on some
of the happenings in connection with the
project in order to show that the Main
Roads Department and the Government
have done the necessary work and have
made known to the public, generally, what
is happening.

Between 1953 and 1955 the Stephenson-
Hepburn study was carried out, and If
members look through the report they will
find it showed a new bridge over the Swan
River at the Narrows. That bridge has
now been completed. The plan also showed
a major regional highway along the Swan
River foreshore to the Canning Bridge,
extending south along the Canning River
and crossing that river at Mt. Henry. I
point out that is the preferred plan at
this stage.

So if we go back to 1955, when that
report was completed, we find that mem-
bers of the Public knew this was the
recommended plan.

Mr May: To cross the river at what
point?

Mr O'CONNOR: At Mt. Henry.
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Mr May: In what year was that?
Mr O'CONNOR: In 1955.
Mr May: You are wrong.
Mr O'CONNOR: The member may check

this.
Mr May: It was proposed to cross the

river at Deep Water Point.
Mr O'CONNOR: If the member for Clan-

tarf studies the matter he will find he Is
wrong, because alterations were made later
when his leader was a member of the study
group.

Mr May: Yes, but you said it was in
1953.

Mr O'CONNOR: I said It was In 1955.
Between 1955 and 1959 an all-party par-
liamentary committee, chaired by the Hon.
J. T. Tonkin-the present Leader of the
Opposition-made further studies, result-
ing in further recommendations to Parlia-
ment.

Mr A, Rt. Tonkin: And there have been
nio advances in ideas since then.

Mr O'CONNOR: I did not interject very
much when the member for Morley was
speaking, and I hope he will do the same.
I am merely giving some details of what
occurred during the planning stages. This
showed the major development in the
region. In 1959-60, the metropolitan region
town planning scheme was Proclaimed and
the MRPA formed to prepare and ad-
minister the Narrows Bridge and Kwinana
Freeway, and the bridge was opened In
1959.

Later, the metropolitan region plan was
tabled in Parliament and approved. These
things were done back in 1963. Discussions
were held with the Melville and South
Perth City Councils, which initially had
expressed concern regarding the exten-
sions. The councils asked for alternative,
inland routes to be looked at; however,
the Main Roads Department could not
come up with a. proposal which was more
satisfactory than the one it was then con-
sidering. Agreement was reached regarding
the project with both councils and in
January. 1970, It was recommended in the
PERTS report that the Ewinania Freeway
extension be built by 1979.

So, since 1953, reports have been com-
piled and recommendations made regard-
Ing the extension of the freeway. I find
It rather amazing to hear an honourable
member say we need more time for the
public to be informed. I do not think the
Public has been as well informed on any
other proposal as it has been on the pro-
Posed extension to the Kwinana Freeway.

in 1972, a Select Committee, which later
became an Honorary Royal Commission,
made Its report approving the Corridor
Plan, part of which involved the extension
of the freeway. ]in 1973, the Cabinet en-
dorsed the Corridor Plan and in June,

1973, the Minister for Works agreed to the
establishment of an advisory committee
under the chairmanship of the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads to investigate the
proposed Kwinana Freeway extension.

in April, 1974, one of the first things
the Main Roads Department brought to
my notice was the fact that the plan to
extend the freeway had been completed
for some time. We felt the Public was en-
titled to see the plan and immediately we
were elected Government we released It to
the public.

Mr Laurance. Open government!
Mr O'CONNOR: We released It so that

the public would know what 'was happen-
Ing In this regard. I believe that some
16000 Pamphlets were distributed; home
owners In the area were advised so that
they would know what was happening;
public hearings were held, including a
meeting at the Town Hall; a model of the
Proposed extension was displayed at the
Royal Show, the Melville City Council
offices, and various other places,

However, members opposite now are say-
Ing that the proposed extension was not
Publicly displayed enough, and that the
Public has not had an adequate opportun-
ity to study It. I can understand the con-
cern felt by people in the areas involved;
those whose homes are affected. I sympa-
thise with their concern; I imagine that
I would feel the same concern if my home
were In the area.

However, we must also take into consid-
eration that unless something Is done to
Improve the traffic flow In this area, the
people In the southern suburbs will have
extreme difficulty In getting into the city
In the next few years. In fact, they are
experiencing somne difficulty at the mo-
ment, as members will see if they are in
the vicinity of Canning Bridge early in the
morning or late In the afternoon.

But to say that the public have not been
advised of the proposed extension and
that we need more time for public debate
leaves me almost speechless; the public
have been advised all the way through. We
have kept the public properly advised-I
believe rightfuliy so--so that they would
know what the position was and would
understand the situation, and I hope, would
appreciate the necessity for this particular
project.

Mr Barnett: What changes have been
made as a result of people objecting to the
proposal?

iUr O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-
ber will have every opportunity to stand
dnd tell us: I presume we will hear from
him shortly. I will be quite Interested to
hear what he has to say. I couid even tell
him how many cars travel on a two-lane
freeway in London, if he wants me to.

Mr Barnett: It took you long enough to
find the answer.
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Mr O'CONNOR: Well, It took the hon-
curable member long enough to frame his
question properly so that I could provide
an adequate answer. On the 29th May,
1974. the MRPA resolved to amend the
metropolitan region scheme; on the 23rd
June. the Royal Australian Planning Insti-
tute Seminar was held at the Melville City
Council offices; on the 7th August a public
meeting was held at the Perth Town Hall;
in September, the MRD proposals were ex-
hibited at the Royal Show and, on the 2nd
October, the MRtFA resolved to proceed
with the amendment.

Mr Skidmore: There was a substantial
amendment to the original scheme, I take
It?

Mr O'CONNOR: Of course-
Mr Skidmore: of course.
Mr O'CONNOR: Well, let the honour-

able member answer himself: he does not
seem to want to let me answer. I will not
worry about answering any honourable
member who interjects all the time. I
am quite prepared to reply to someone who
Is Prepared to ask a question and then
listen to what I have to say.

Mr Harman: Do not get too upset!
Calm down.

Mr O'CONNOR: As I say, many claims
have been made under the guise of
academic Impartiality regarding this pro-
ject stating that this should be done, that
should be done and that things have not
been looked at properly by the Main Roads
Department. in the Main Roads Depart-
ment we have engineers second to none.
The Main Roads Department in this State
has given us a, road system as good as any
in Australia, and probably in the world,
with the funds available.

Mr Skidmore: Nobody Is accusing them
of doing otherwise.

Mr O'CONNOR: Not at all! Members
opposite are calling everybody involved in
formulating the plan Incompetent and
claim that information from overseas Indi-
cates that a tunnel could be built at a cost
far less than that estimated by the Main
Roads Department. However, from the
latest figures available overseas relating to
the costs Per foot per lane for the con-
struction of tunnels, we can see how
ridiculous some of these statements are.
The cost Per foot-lane has been estimated
at $1 520; the cost Per six-lane-foot has
been estimated at around $10 000. As
some 15 000 feet are Involved, members
can see that, according to the lowest
available overseas estimates, it would cost
$150 million to construct a tunnel.

When the Snowy Mountains Engineer-
ing Corporation examined this alterna-
tive, the lowest figure It could arrive at
was about $62 million. That Is a lot of
money for the taxpayer of this State to
pay over and above the estimated cost of
$25 million to build a surface freeway.

Once again the member for Morley has
said, "Let us have more time, more time,
and still more time." If we did this with
every project, we would never get anything
finished; we would never complete the
work that is so vital to people on the
south side of the river and, Indeed to all
people in the metropolitan area.

Again, I say it Is fairly urgent that we
proceed with this project. It is not some-
thing that is new; it has been known for
many years, and people must be aware
of the position.

Mr May: The Legislative Council did
not seem to think It was too urgent.

Mr O'CONNOR: Most of the objections
I have seen to the proposal have been
based on the competency of the engineer-
ing ability of the Main Roads Department;
however, they have been made by people
who are not engineers themselves. One
objection was made by a radio technician
and one by a Professor in another field.

Mr May: Earlier you said that enough
Information has been given to the public.
Has the public ever been told that there
will be greater congestion when, or before,
the extension is completed than there Is
now?

Mr O'CONNOR: No.
Mr May: I know it has not; that is what

we are trying to tell you.
Mr O'CONNOR: The congestion the

honourable member is suggesting will
occur will not be present.

Mr May: Your own officers told us the
other day that this would be so.

Mr O'CONNOR: The congestion the
honourable member Is referring to will not
occur. When the Judd Street Interchange
Is completed, a couple of extra lanes will
be available. Thle Main Roads Depart-
ment intends to operate a system whereby
there will be more lanes available for
morning traffic to the city and the reverse
in the evening. In other words, there will
be a four-two lane arrangement Instead of
a three-three arrangement, so that con-
gestion will be considerably eased. I agree
that somne ring roads will be constructed
in the future; provision has been made
for them.

People criticising our proposal have
spoken about the environment. I cannot
think of anything more environmentally
unsatisfactory than a tunnel. Quite
frankly, as far as I am concerned, a tunnel
is the worst thing I have travelled in in
my life; they are the greatest polluters.
From my own point of view, I would much
rather travel across a surface freeway or
the Stirling Bridge or something of a
pleasant nature than get down in a tun-
nel and drive through that.

Mr May: The Opposition has not advo-
cated the building of tunnels; it has only
asked whether you had had a look at
tunnels.
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Mr O'CONNOR: Surely I am allowed to
speak about tunnels, because they have
been mentioned.

Mr May: You are saying that the op-
position has been asking for tunnels, and
that is not correct.

Mr O'CONNOR: What does the Opposi-
tion want? Does it want tunnels construc-
ted?

Mr May: No, I am not keen on tunnels.
Mr O'CONNOR: Well, what does the

Opposition want? Does it want anything?
Mr May: Yes, we want a system that

will be suitable to the public generally,
and this present proposal is not.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Clan-
tar! does not know what he wants. He
says, "We want a system." But what sys-
tern? The honourable member just does
not know. We know what we want be-
cause the department has done a tremen-
dous amount of work on this project over
a long period. It even invited the Snowy
Mountains engineering authority to study
the question of tunnels and other like
matters, and the information that came
back as a result of that Investigation sub-
stantiated the views held by the depart-
ment in this regard.

The SPEAKER: The Minister has five
minutes.

Mr O'CONNOR: I think I have covered
mast of the ground at this stage but. If
necessary, I can elaborate further during
a later part of the debate. I see no point
in delaying this project. If it Is, delayed
now it could be delayed virtually forever,
because every time someone says it should
be delayed for this, that, or the other
reason and those requests are agreed to,
it would virtually mean that the project
would never be started. A suggestion
has been made that officers of the
Main Roads Department should be brought
before the bar of the Rouse. Such sugges-
tions come only from one side of the
argument. Yet the honourable member who
made this suggestion did complain that he
had insufficient information from the Main
Roads Department.

Never at any stage did representatives
of the ALP approach me for the purpose
of speaking with officers of the Main
Roads Department. If such approaches
had been made to me I certainly would
hove made those officers available. At this
stage I would just mention that we invited
members of Parliament to attend a meet-
ing in Parliament House so that they
would have an opportunity to study this
proposal and to ask any questions of of-
ficers of the department. When we realise
that this is an open Inquiry-

Mr T. H. Jones: The meeting was very
quickly convened and coincided with the
commencement of the Labor Party Caucus
meeting.

Mr O'CONNOR: I was pleased to see
members of the Labor Party postpone
their Caucus meeting for the purpose of
attending the meeting to study this pro-
posal. I was not aware that a Caucus
meeting was to be held at the same time
at which this meeting was arranged until
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition ap-
proached me and asked we to defer the
commencement of the meeting for a while,
and I co-operated.

We have heard members on the other
side of the Chamber complaining- about
this proposal but they have never visited
the main Roads Department to see the
plan.

Mr May: That is incorrect.
Mr O'CONNOR; I am sorry; they did

visit the department on one occasion, but
they have never approached me with a
view to visiting the Main Roads Depart-
ment to study the plan.

Mr May: We wanted to get some know-
ledge.

Mr O'CONNqOR: Had those members ap-
proached the Main Roads Department, the
officers would have made the plans and
information available to them. Despite
this, members on the other side of the
House have complained they did not have
enough time with the officers of the de-
partment.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: We are not complain-
ing about that; we want an open inquiry.

Sir Charles Court: Yes, you want to
stall and stall.

Mr O'CONNOR: I believe that ample
time has been granted to study this pro-
ject. If we take our minds back to 19713,
it will be recalled that studies were com-
menced then and conducted right up until
now, and yet the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and most other People agreed to the
proposition for the extension of the free-
way. However immediately we became the
Government and released this report-
which the previous Government, although
it had the report in its possession, did not
do-this proposal was queried. I believe
we have done everything correctly right
through and I Oppose the motion.

MR T, J. BURKE (Perth) [9.04 P.m.J:
The Minister has gone to great lengths to
outline the history of this proposal. He
said that in April, 1974, his Government
exposed it to the public in many ways, but
what he failed to mention was that as
sroon as there was some adverse reaction
from the public he called a secret MRPA
inquiry.

Mr O'Connor: I did nothing of the sort.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr O'CONNOR: On a point of order,

Ir Speaker, I ask the member for Perth
to withdraw that remark because I did
nothing of the kind.
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The SPEAKER: The Minister requests
the member for Perth to withdraw the re-
mark that is off ensive to him.

Mr T. J. BURKE: What are the words
that are offensive to the Minister, Mr
Speaker?

Mr O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-
ber said that I immediately called for a
secret inquiry and I did nothing of the
sort.

Mr T. J. BURKE: If those words are of -
fensive to the Minister, I withdraw them.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr T. J, BURKE: Nevertheless, I make
the point that as soon as there was some
adverse reaction from the public the res-
ponsible body convened a secret inquiry
through the MRPA.

Sir Charles Court: It did not convene
any inquiry.

Mr O'Connor: You had better make some
further studies.

Mr T. J. BURKE: That inquiry heard
objections from members of the public
against this Proposal in regard to which
the Minister has gone to great lengths to
outline its 20-year history.

Mr Rushton: Have you read the trans-
cript that has been tabled?

Mr T. J. BURKE: He maintains the
public has had Plenty of time to consider
this proposal. However, as soon as he re-
ceived somne objections that had been
raised by members of the public we find
that they were the subject of a secret
inquiry.

Mr~ O'Connor: The same as your Gov-
ernment held in 1973.

Mr T. J. BURKE: The people who were
raising objections to this proposal wrote
to the Press and to the Government ask-
ing why the inquiry could not be made
public, and what was the reason for keep-
ing it secret. But of course there was no
response to those queries. The history of
this Government and of previous Govern-
ments of the same Political colour is that
the intention is to maintain this secrecy
and to hold the public In contempt. This
Government could not give a damn for the
desires of the public.

Mr O'Connor: Did Your Government do
that on the northern corridor in 1973?

Mr T. J. BURKE: In considering this
particular problem we must have regard
not only for the people who live along the
foreshore and on the other side of the
Canning River, but also for the present
and future generations of Western Aus-
tralians who have been endowed with this
beautiful river and who have every right
to have easy access to it. Therefore there
is a responsibility on this Parliament--the
representatives of the people-to hold an

open inquiry into all the alternatives and
the Possible repercussions of this preferred
route.

The Minister also stated-and I did not
object to anything he maid in this regard-
that the officers of the Main Roads De-
partment, and other departments involved
in this project, are highly qualified. I think
he said they are second to none and 'I
would be inclined to agree with him, but
possibly I am not in a position to judge.

Yet the Minister well knows-and this
is tantamount to holding members of this
'House in contempt-that he was present
at a meeting last week when the Coinmis-
sioner of Main Roads (Mr Aitken) was
asked whether an engineering feasibility
study and proper costing had been under-
taken In regard to two of the alternatives:,
they were the lowering of the freeway, and
the tunnelling. Mr Aitken replied that no
feasibility study had been undertaken. I
pursued the question by asking, "How
much would it cost?" and he replied, "In
relation to the tunnel, which would take
a year or a little longer, the cost would be
about $250 000." Again I Pursued the
question by suggesting to Mr Aitken that
perhaps the lowering of the freeway, if
that alternative were to be followed, would
cost somewhat less, and also the time
involved would be somewhat less than that
required to conduct an engineering feasi-
bility study on the tunnel proposal, and
he agreed with me.

I then asked him if he had the engineers
available to do the work and he agreed
that he did have them available, although
he pointed out that he may have to take
them off other projects to transfer them
to the feasibility study. This project is of
such vital importance that there would not
be any question of refusing to take them
off other projects for the purpose of en-
gaging in a feasibility study and Conduct-
Ing proper costing of other alternatives:
alternatives by which we retain easy access
to the river foreshore and obviate the
Psychological barrier of fences which are
now constructed along the Kwinana Free-
way.

The Minister will no doubt recall that.
in years past, the Como foreshore was
Patronised to a great extent by the peo-
pie of Western Australia. However, no-
one uses that foreshore today even though
overways have been constructed over the
freeway at great cost. The reason that
People do not Patronise the Como fore-
shore now Is partly because of the danger
of the roadways. Alco, what I consider is
a psychological barrier to the use of the
Como foreshore, are the fences which are
constructed along the existing Kwinana
Freeway, and similar fences will be con-
structed along the extension of the free-
way from Canning Bridge to Mt. Henry.

1Z this Project Proceeds, it will be a
responsibility carried by this Parliament
into history. As long as I am alive I will
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keep reminding the People of Western Aus-
tralia, MY children, and my grandchildren
that every member of the Government
sitting opposite me in this H-ouse was
responsible for depriving the people of this
State of a portion of their natural heri-
tage.

I do not think it is responsible action,
when we consider the only, factor that is
really relevant is the Provision of an extra
link in the spine. Having read the Main
Roads Department's paper published in
support or the proposal for the Ewinana
Freeway extension the only factor that has
been considered is the cost. No considera-
tion has been given to the alternatives I
have suggested. I have asked the Director-
General of Transport whether considera-
tion has been given to the alternative of
subsidising public transport to the extent
of $25 million, which the Government has
suggested the proposal will cost, but have
been told that nothing has been done. I
am not suggesting that no consideration
has been given to this matter, but the
Director-General of Transport was quite
adamant on the point. I spoke to him
only the other day after the meeting, and
was told that no real work or study had
been undertaken in order to give consid-
eration to this proposal.

I suggest that when we consider traffic
loads the proposal of the Government will
carr-and the load is expected to reach
a peak in 1980-we should also consider
the investment of the $25 million In a
free or highly-subsldised form of trans-
port; and many people have Indicated to
me that they believe in a totally free form
of transport. In doing that I suggest the
Problem would be overcome significantly
into the 1980s and Probably f~r years
after, and we would also get some change
froPm the $25 million.

Consideration should be given to a
high-speed public transport system with
modern buses and Perhaps other forms of
transport. I am sure that In the future
there will be other forms of transport-
either road transport, rail transport, or an
elevated form of transport. In my opinion
this could provide a viable alternative.
This aspect has not even been con-
sidered by the Government, and it has
had scant regard for the objections that
have been raised. Since the Government
found that it was obvious there would be
a reaction to Its proposal, it went into
secrecy.

Mr O'Connor: Do you know that the
$25 million would not offset the losses In
Public transport for two years at the pre-
sent rate?

Mr T'. J. BURKE: I do not know how
the Minister for Transport is able to
answer that, because the Director-General
of Transport has indicated to me that no
study has been undertaken. If the Minis-
Lar knows the answer he should give a
eply to the Director-General of Trans-
,irt.

Mr O'Connor: You have not understood
what I said.

Mr T. J. BURKE: All I am asking the
Minister to do is to give consideration to
the alternatives. It seemns that he has
not given any consideration to them at all,
I am suggesting that the proposal for the
building of a tunnel or the lowering of
the extension is a viable Proposition. Such
an alternative Is much more appealing
and acceptable to the people.

Mr O'Connor: I would not think that
tunnelling would be favoured by many
people.

Mr T. J. BURKE: It would be accept-
able to the majority. If the Minister wants
to test the reaction of the people he should
conduct a referendum on the question. If
the Government is able to conduct a
referendum on daylight saving It should
be well and truly within Uts capacity to
conduct a referendum on a question like
the extension of the Ewinana Freeway. If
a referendum is conducted I suggest the
vote will be overwhelmingly In favour of
the alternatives that have been proposed.
I am sure the Minister for Transport can-
not tell me that the Government has con-
sidered the alternatives to the Kwlnana
Freeway extension-alternatives like the
building of a tunnel which would retain
this beautiful piece of foreshore.

Mr O'Connor: With the building of a
tunnel would the motoring Public be able
to see the foreshore?

Mr T. J. BURKE: The people driving
along the roads are more concerned with
getting from point A to point B. I shall
not be sidetracked by Interjections. I now
want to refer to the news sheet issued by
the Main Roads Department relating to
the proposal to extend the KwinanaL Free-
way. It refers to a $23 million cost in
1974 dollars. It contends that the road
users would benefit to the extent of $68
million over a 20-year period, and it sas
that the project would pay for Itself in
six years. Obviously It has based its
assessment on $23 million as opposed to
$68 million in the periods of six years and
20 years.

If lowering the freeway extension were
to cost another $20 million I suggest it
would take half the 20 years to meet that
cost. The figure of $82 million for the
building of the tunnel assessed by the
Snowy Mountains authority-and this is
proposed by the people who have objected
to the Government's proposal-relates to
the fact that over 20 yeats $68 million will
be the benefit figure, which means in 20
years the tunnel will pay for itself. For
those reasons I say these alternatives are
viable.

No useful purpose is served by the Gov-
ernment saying to Parliament and to the
Press that the alternative proposals are not
viable; or by the Government throwing
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up its arms and objecting to these alter-
native proposals which take into con-
sideration invaluable environmental as-
pects and retention of the river foreshore
and the vistas, and limitation of interfer-
ence to the ecology.

The SPEAKER: The member has five
more minutes.

Mr T. J. BURKE: So, in 20 years the
establishment of a tunnel will pay for
itself, and furthermore it will retain access
to the foreshore, to the vistas, and the
other advantages on which no monetary
value can be placed.

A full and public inquiry should be pur-
sued in order to give the people of Western
Australia an opportunity to preserve for
themselves and for future generations the
beautiful stretch of river involved, and we
should explain to them that the lowering
of the freeway extension will cost an extra
$10 million, which Is equivalent to 20o per
capita per week over a year. If we extend
the period for payment over the years it
takes to build I am sure the people will not
object to paying for it.

Under the same sort of relativity, the
cost of tunnelling is 60c. per week per
capita. The point we make is that the
Government has had scant regard for Par-
liament. It is treating the people with
contempt, and it is bulldozing this motion
through the House. only 10 days have
elapsed since the volumes of objections
were placed on the Table of the House.
In that time how can we be expected to
consider all the objections? This Govern-
ment does noL deserve to be governing
the State of Western Australia. It has
revealed its contempt by refusing to ad-
journ the debate on the motion to enable
Parliament to obtain further Information
and advice from the experts,

The Commissioner of Main Roads was
here tonight when the Minister, in reply
to a question I asked, played around with
the truth.

Mr O'Connor: I did not.
Mr T. J. BURKE: He played around

with the truth because he was present the
other day as were many back-benchers.

Mr O'Connor: I said they had done some
work and they had.

Mr T. J. BURKE: I asked him two
pointed questions, and he treated Par-
liament with contempt.

Mr O'Connor: I answered truthfully.
Mr T. J1. BURKE: Not at all. I 'was

after factual information. The Premier
Maid the matter had been fully investi-
gated, but the Commissioner of Main
Roads said the engineering feasibility
studies had not been done nor had the
proper costing been done.

Mr O'Connor: They had done suffcient.
Mr Sodeman: And he said why.
Mr T. J. BURKE: He did not.

Mr Sodeman: He did.
Ir T. J. BURKE: They had not been

done.
Mr Sodemanl: He said why.
Mr T. J. BURKE ; We want proper

feasibility studies made into the alter-
natives so that Parliament, in the interests
of the Western Australians of today and
of the future may get the best possible
extension of the freeway.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!I

MRt MAY (Clontar! 3 [9.21 P.m.]: I would
like to say a6 few words on the amendment
and I would like also to refer members
once again to the Minister's usual atti-
tude of one eye on the Press and the
other on the Opposition. It is time we
corrected a couple of comments he made.
He is always so right in everything! He is
a pillar of virtue and criticises everyone
else when he makes the mistakes. He Maid
that the Deep Water Point proposal was
approved of in 1955. 1 think those were
his words. I objected and said that he
was quite wrong and that Deep Water
Point was definitely not decided on at
that particular time. If he reads the
document isued by his own department
and signed by Mr D. H. Altken, Com-
missioner of Main Roads, he will find that
the opening paragraph reads-

In 1967 the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority approved in prin-
ciple the change in alignment from
the river crossing shown in the scheme
at Deep Water Point to that at Mt.
Henry and asked the Main Roads De-
partment to investigate the realign-
ment in more detail.

That was the situation in 1957. The de-
partmnent was still studying the position
at Deep Water Point. That is the state-
ment to which I took exception when the
Minister spoke. Of course, in his usual
way he said that I was wrong. Further oxi
in the same document is the following-

The Main Roads Department recog-
nised at the outset of the investiga-
tions that such a project was likely
to affect the environment of the river
and nearby residences.

The department recognised this problem,
yet it is strange that this was not evident
in an answer to a question I asked on the
25th March this year. The question reads-

Was the Department of Environ-
mental Protection's report on the pro-
posed extension available at the MRfPA
hearing of objections?

The answer was, "No."
The Government Is supposed to be con-

cerned with the Protection of the environ-
ment and yet the report was not available
at the hearing of the objections. What a
ridiculous situation. I think that a num-
ber of members of the Opposition, and
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some members apposite, are quite convinced
that the extension of the freeway is being
proposed in the correct Position, but we
are not convinced that enough inquiry has
been made. The member for Perth raised
quite a number of matters on which we
endeavoured to obtain clarification at the
meeting, when all the departments were
to hear-

Mr O'Connor: But-
Mr MAY: The Minister has had his

say. Let me have mine. Once again, when
the Minister is proven wrong, he has to
have a go.

Mr O'Connor: I am not proved wrong.
Mr MAY: r want to mention a few points.

I asked the commissioner if he could give
us some idea of the reasons the preferred
route was decided on rather than the Deep
Water Point route, and I asked the cost
involved. However, I was not given any
answers. At that particular time, as the
member for the area, I tried to obtain the
information, as was the case when we were
previously in Opposition, but I was not
successful. I still do not know why the
Preferred route was chosen. I am sure
one of the main reasons was the terrific
opposition of the Melville council which
was quite vocal about the subject, not the
South Perth council. It was the Melville
council which convinced the Government
of the day that the route should follow
the Mt. Henry foreshore rather than in
the Deep Water Point area and thus be
extended into Mt. Pleasant.

That is the reason I took exception to
the proposal. I am the member for the
district where the route runs from south
of Canning Highway to Mt. Henry, across
the river, and once again in my area
through Brentwood. Although I have asked
questions in Parliament since we have
learnt of the proposal, I have not obtained
some of the answers.

Mr O'Connor: Can I ask you a question?
Mr MAY: Yes.
Mr O'Connor: Why did your Government

conceal the plan when it was completed?
Mr MAY: I have no idea why our Gov-

ernment concealed it. As a matter of fact,
I do not know that it did, because I was
not involved at the time,

Mr O'Connor: You were only in Cabinet.
Mr MAY: It was not decided that this

was the actual route. The Minister for
Works at that time had not raised that
route with us. I say that quite sincerely.
It may have been in the MRD ready to go.

Mr O'Connor: It had been completed for
some months.

Mr MAY: Another question I asked the
Minister at that time was why Hope Avenue
in Manning was to be upgraded to provide
the on-ramp and off -ramp for the southern
extension to Fremantle in that particular
area, and I was told it was because the

South Perth Council requested it-not be-
cause of any engineering fact or because
it was the best possible route, but because
the South Perth City Council asked for It
to be included in the scheme.

Quite a number of people have protested
to me about Hope Avenue, and Justi-
fiably so. We have studied the situation.
Hope Avenue runs through Manning, It
Is a dead end at both ends. It is a street
which is crossed by children who attend
Aquinas College, the Catholic primary
school, Manning Primary School, and the
kindergarten, and there are various other
organisations in the area. Not only does
it affect the children, but also other people
because it runs adjacent to the new Baptist
retirement village, the residences of many
elderly people, and it is next to Murlali
Lodge which is conducted by the Aus-
tralian Pensioners League (WA Division)
and it, too, caters for elderly people. It
is also right alongside the new dental
clinic and is very close to Mt. Henry hos-
pital.

This Is the situation; and recently, in
conjunction with the South Perth council,
the MRD upgraded Manning Road to a
dual carriageway. Surely this is the ob-
vious area from which the increased traffic
could come.

Iwrote to the South Perth council and
asked why the area was Preferred and I
was told that it was an Ideal carriageway
for people in Manning and Coma. This is
a ridiculous situation because the council
even mentioned Karawara which is a new
housing development in the area and will
provide accommodation for 2 000 or 3 000
people. I was told that this was the area
from which the people would came to go
on to the southern extension to Fre-
mantle.

This means they would have to go right
through Manning, and off Manning Road,
adjacent to the new development. Only
two streets in Manning provide a lateral
thoroughfare from Manning Road to Hope
Avenue. One of these is Challenger Avenue
in which is situated a sporting complex,
soccer rounds, tennis courts, and various
other sporting facilities. The other is
Welwyn Avenue in which Is located the
main Manning shopping area. These are
main avenues from Manning Road to Hope
Avenue.

I took strong exception to the fact that
Hope Avenue was to be used, thus inter-
fering with the lives of the elderly people
in the area. I asked questions at the meet-
ing upstairs, but did not get the answers
I required. At the time I explained fairly
comprehensively why we did not want
Hope Avenue to be used as the off -ramp
and on-ramp far the southern extension
and it is quite obvious we have not been
given the right answers concerning the
reason the South Perth Council requested
this route. Is the situation not ridiculous
when the MRD is in charge of the en-
gineering of the southern extension?
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I also asked whether the Snowy Mount-
ains Engineering Corporation rejected the
tunnel system, or whether the Main Roads
Department rejected the system on the in-
formation it received from the Snowy
Mountains Engineering Corporation. The
answer was that the Main Roads Depart-
ment made the decision, but there was
no mention that the Snowy Mountains En-
gineering Corporation was averse to a
tunnel in the area.

I have already mentioned to the Min-
ister that I am not impressed with the
Idea of a tunnel but I do not think the
present proposal is the answer to the
problem. We have to consider the people
south of the highway. Surely it is to the
detriment of those living in Canning
Parade who will lose their homes. Some
of them have been living there for 40 years.
Houses have been constructed in Can-
ning Parade since this plan was recom-
mended by the MRPA. Some of those
houses will have to be pulled down and
surely some information must have been
available to the People concerned about
the proposal for a freeway. A new house
has been erected since this plan was en-
visaged so I cannot be convinced that
enough planning has been done in con-
nection with the Proposal.

The SPEAKER: The member has an-
other five minutes.

Mr MAY: There are a number of other
matters to which I will speak later. At the
moment I want to indicate we are most
concerned with the Proposal for the ex-
tension of the freeway along the planned
route. We are also concerned that not
enough information was supplied to the
public after the announcement. It is all
very well for the Minister to say that the
proposal has been known for many years
-since 1955-but from time to time tech-
nological matters have been raised on
which we desire some clarification. I have
asked a number of questions, as have
other members.

Mr O'Connor: Some of them have been
completely mischievous, probably asked by
one or two individuals.

Mr MAY: The Minister and I know
that mischievous questions are asked and,
sometimes, the Minister gives mischievous
answers. I1 think it cuts both ways. As
a matter of fact, I do not mind receiving
a mischievous answer but I do like to
receive straightout answers to straightout
questions, and not a simple "No."

Mr O'Connor: If you wanted a truthful
answer that is what we have given you.

Mr MAY: That is right, but such a
simple answer indicates that not sufficient
inquiry has been carried out.

Mr O'Connor: I do not think so.
Mr MAY: Another Point which is quite

pertinent to this matter is that the problem

of traffic congestion will be transferred
from the Canning Bridge to the Narrows
Bridge. It is all very well to say there will
be four lanes off and two on at some later
stage. There is no doubt that the freeway
is very congested during peak periods. I
travel along it almost every day. We will
have a situation where people wishing to
travel along the freeway and across the
Narrows Bridge will not be able to get
across until 10 o'clock or 11 o'clock in the
morning. I recently asked the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads whether It was in-
tended to do away with the term, "peak
hour traffic" and I was informed that it
could be a Peak period for four, five, or
six hours because the traffic would not be
able to get across the Narrows Bridge.
This is the situation which worries us.

The Town of Melville desires the traffic
flow to be taken out of the Melville area,
and away from Mt. Pleasant and Apple-
cross. Some of the streets are congested
and cause considerable hazards. In answer
to a. question I asked, the Minister indi-
cated that there had been no check of
vehicular traffic south of Leach Highway.
The Minister admitted that no check had
been made on the amount of traffic coming
from south of Leach Highway, from the
areas of Willeton, Burrendah, Bullcreek,
Rossmoyne, Riverton, and elsewhere. Those
are the areas from which the traffic will
transfer to the proposed extension.

Surely a count must have been taken
of the amount of traffic entering Canning
Highway just west of the Canning Bridge
in an effort to anticipate the amount of
traffic which will use the bridge in the
future. These are the questions to which
we have not received answers; this is why
we feel there should be an open inquiry
into the proposed or preferred southern
extension.

It is possible the preferred route may
be the best solution, but let us not carry
out an exercise costing $25 million just
because it may be the best. We have to
make sure the extension fits into the plan
for the future of the Narrows Bridge. I
can remember during the war, whilst in
the islands. I came across a native who
was scratching his back with a thorn. He
was trying to transfer a pain caused by
appendicitis by scratching his back with a
thorn. It seems that is what the Govern-
ment is doing now: it is transferring a
problem from one area to another.

We feel that Parliament would have
been the best Place to discuss the problems
associated with the extension of the free-
way. I do not consider there is anything
wrong with asking officers of departments,
or people from outside, to come to the
bar of the House in order to give informa-
tion to us. I was very surprised to hear
the Premier say that such a Proposal would
develop into a shambles. I am sure he
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does not have much faith In the Speaker
and, as a matter of fact, I thought his
remark was a slight on the Speaker to
say that this House would develop into a
shambles.

Mr O'Connor: He was talking about the
precedent which would be set.

Mr MAY: We on this side of the House
will continue to show there is need for an
open inquiry into this matter. We sincerely
hope, even at this late stage, the Govern-
ment will see fit to acknowledge the request
from the Opposition to arrange for an
open inquiry into this proposal. I support
the amendment.

MR 3. T. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) [9.37 p.m.]: The attitude
of the Opposition to this question is that
the Parliament should not at this stage
make a decision one way or the other,
recognising that If an affirmative decision
is given on the proposals before Parlia-
ment it will continue the radial urban
freeway expansion. I have read a consider-
able amount lately in opposition to con-
tinued radial urban freeway expansion
and this is such a proposal.

What we are saying is that because of
the conflict of opinion-and there has
been a substantial amount of it, and much
of It comes from self-interest on both
sides-the only proper way to deal with
the situation is to take evidence from the
people qualified to give it and then make
a fresh assessment of the position.

Whilst I have plenty of confidence in
Government departments, they do make
some big blunders at times. I remember a
proposal from the Main Roads Department
to construct a concrete mnedian strip down
the centre of Stirling Highway. The de-
partment stuck out and said it was the
right thing to do. However, it subsequently
removed the median strip after the opposi-
tion to it was so strong and It was pointed
out that its construction was a mistake.

Another example which comes readily to
mind was in connection with a proposal
from the Railways Department to con-
struct a railway on trestles along the
middle of the Swan River. The Minister
might laugh, but it was a serious proposi-
tion.

Mr O'Connor* It is one I had not beard
about.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I can recall that in
the closing days of Parliament we had a
special meeting with engineers from the
Railways Department who tried to impress
upon us how essential It was to have a
decision before Parliament rose so that the
railway could be constructed on trestles
along the centre of the Swan River.

Mr Nanovich: A decision like the one
made with regard to Salvado by your
Government.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: If I were the mem-
ber opposite I would not say too much
about that because he will finish up with
a very red face.

Mr Nanovich:, I do not think so.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am telling the

member, by way of warning. To come back
to the railway-which has no association
with the flon ado machine-I am telling
members, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Old),
quite definitely that we were told it was
essential to have a decision before Parlia-
ment rose because the construction of the
railway at that time could not be delayed.
It was absolutely essential, and that was a
decision regarding the proposal to build
trestles in the middle of the Swan River
on which to place a railway.

Mr Coyne: Was it the 1st April?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Fortunately for the

State, and the people generally, a change
of Government took place and I became
Minister for Works. I arranged for the
engineers of the department to go with
me to the site and have a look at the
situation, and they could not justify the
proposal so It was scotched. There were
no repercussions as a result of that.

Because of that experience and some
others, and in view of what is Involved in
this proposal, I suggest It is not unreason-
able to have It further inquired into. It Is
understandable that people who have con-
siderable self-interest should be pushing
one way or the other. I have here a
communication from the Western Aus-
tralian Chamber of Manufactures.

Mr Davies: A good Labor organisation!
Mr J. T. TONKIN: It says this--

The Council of the West Australian
chamber of Manufactures has con-
sidered the effect upon members of
the Chamber of the various proposals
currently being discussed relating to
the Kwinana Freeway extension.

Pure self-interest! This matter must be
considered not from the point of view of
this group or that group but from the
point of view of what is best in the In-
terests and the development of Western
Australia. I repeat that if we affirm the
proposition now before us we will indicate
our belief in the continued radial urban
freeway expansion which will inevitably
follow. I have yet to be convinced that Is
a good thing and that we should not be
focusing our attention upon developing
public transport which will serve the needs
of a growing city. The proposition before
us does the very opposite. Another para-
graph of the letter reads-

The Council resolved to support the
southern extension of the Kwlnana
Freeway.

In the interests of members of the Chamn-
ber of Manufactures; of nobody else. Here
is a letter from the Australian Road
Federation, and among a number of
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reasons for supporting the extension of
the freeway this Is given-

We believe that the extension of
the Freeway in the location selected
by the Main Roads Department after
an exhaustive study of alternatives-

I have yet to be convinced that has taken
place. The letter continues-

-is essential for the following
reasons ...

(3) Commercial and industrial
development Involving the in-
vestment of many millions of
dollars Is based on the
Implementation of the Corri-
dor Plan.

That organisation is concerned about the
investment of millions of dollars; nothing
else.

I suggest that because our responsibility
In connection with this matter is great
there is every justification for going into
it thoroughly so that we can ascertain
the views of those people who are putting
forward a case not purely from the point
of view of self-interest but based on
scientific study and a knowledge of trans-
port gained as a result of experience in
other parts of the world. To carry the
amendment to the motion would not com-
mit the House to any special course of
action. It simply says: Let us give the
matter further consideration: let us hear
the views of those who oppose what is pro-
Posed and those who support it so that we
can make a proper evaluation of those
views and then decide the course of action
which should be followed.

There is nothing unreasonable in that
and I cannot see any harm which could
Possibly result from holding such an in-
quiry. Surely It would be worth while to
Indicate to the people of Western Aus-
tralia that the inquiry had been under-
taken not for the purpose of blocking or
assisting the proposal but merely for the
Purpose of trying to arrive at the proper
conclusion.

Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Old), *You would
know that history Is full of blunders which
have been made because of insufficient
consideration having been given to matters
before making and acting upon decisions.
I do not think we could Justify our exis-
tence as representatives of the people if
we said, "No, we have heard the last word
on this matter; we are not prepared to
hear the views of anybody else at all; we
are going ahead with this radial urban
freeway expansion irrespective of the
results which might follow such a course.",

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [9.48 p.m.J: II
rise to support the amendment and take
up some of the points raised by the Minis-
ter when be spoke to it. He went to great
lengths to try to establish that from 1953
to the present time the people of Western
Australia had been able to consider and

evaluate the plan for a southern extension
of the Kwinana Freeway which is now
before Parliament. His argument founders
when we have a look at the result of
activities of the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and see what It finally
produced in May. 1974, The Original
scheme was for a freeway to go to Mt.
Henry and over the river. I understand
that was the original concept. Would the
Minister tell me whether that is correct?

Mr O'Connor: Yes.
Mr SKIDMORE: At some future time

the plan was altered when someone came
up with the alternative of taking the free-
way over Deep Water Point.

Mr O'Connor: That is correct.
Mr SKIDMORE: In 1953 we had one

proposal, which the Minister used as a
starting point and said the people had had
12 or 14 years to consider the scheme.
However, we find that between 1953 and
today's date there has been a change of
plan.

Mr May: Two.
Mr SKIDMORE: This has lessened the

opportunity for people to evaluate the
proposed scheme.

Mr O'Connor: The Kwinana Freeway
extensions were proposed then.

Mr SKIDMORE: The point we make Is
that because of the changes the people
of Western Australia have not had 22
years In which to look at the proposals.
They have not had that amount of
time because the plan was amended
very recently to revert to the original
concept involving Mt. Henry, and because
of the changes in bridge construction, the
density of traffic, and all the other Ifs and
buts, we find before us a. new plan which
might bear no relation to the proposal
made in 1953, other than that it basically
follows the route then proposed. That is
about a that can be said of it.

in the light of today's requirements,
further resumptions of land must be con-
sidered for the construction of roads and
bridges. Among the documents on the
subject are the 1973 report of the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority on the
metropolitan region scheme, and the sub-
missions and report on the amendment
made In 1971. 1 sat down with some of
these volumes and tried to gain an idea
of the Plan which is now before the
House. There is a great deal of technical
detail In it which I suggest both the
Minister and I would be hard put to
understand, but the Minister suggests we
have had all the time we need to look at
the plan.

The report relating to the meeting on
the 29th May. 1974, states-

At the 117th meeting held on 29th
May, 1974, the authority resolved to
amend the Scheme, and in accordance
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with the provisions of Section 31 of to south and from south to north on the
the Metropolitan Region Town Plan-
ning Scheme Act, your preliminary
approval was obtained on the 5th
June, 1974.

It goes on-
The Proposed amendment was ad-

vertised on the 7th June for public
inspection for three months during
which time objections could be lodged.

The report continues over the page. So,
the Minister is certainly not being quite
honest in his approach to the question of
objections. He said we have had plenty
of time to look at the plan. A flood of
objections, over 1 000, were lodged against
the scheme. Some of these were not pro-
ceeded with, but the sum total was that
a considerable number of objections were
put before the authority.

The People objected to the scheme on
many counts. Some of the objections
were not germane to the scheme; that is.
the question of the Proposed route. Ex-
traneous issues were brought in, and in
the final analysis the objections were
supposedly validly dealt with by the au-
thority.

When we challenge this Government as
being a secretive Government, there is
Just no question about it, because in its
own words it is secretive. On page '7 of
the same report, volume 1, clause 22 reads
as follows--

In arranging the hearings, the Au-
thority followed the previous practice
-about which there has not previously
been criticism-

I will Just pause there to add something.
Because a scheme was not criticised in
1965, or in 1955, it is not a valid con-
clusion that in 1975 the same situation
will apply. However, the Minister and
the authority seem to think it is. The
clause continues-

--of holding them in private. After
the first day, some criticism was ex-Pressed the hearings were not in pub-
lic. Basically, two Propositions were
involved in representations made to
the Authority in this matter: one that
the hearing should take the form of
a public Inquiry, preferably indepen-
dently of the Authority.

Clause 23 then says that the legislation
did not contemplate a Public inquiry. The
comment is made that if the proposition
were considered advisable, such an
inquiry should take place during the
Period when the scheme is on exhibition,
and therefore, the question of the Involve-
ment of the public was taken care of.
The question involving the public, as the
Minister says, seems to be a far-reaching
one when we look at the implications as
they apply to the People affected by
the scheme. Figures have been prepared
to show that hundreds of thousands of
motorists will be travelling from north

freeway, These motorists do not know
what took place at the meetings, and
neither do we.

Mr Rushton: Have you read the tran-
script?

Mr SKIDMORE: The people who will
use this route-

Mr Rushton: Read the lot of it.
Mr SKIDMORE: I will make my con.-

tribution, and the Minister may make a
contribution on his own behalf. The
situation has arisen where those who will
be directly involved in the scheme find
themselves at a distinct disadvantage be-
cause they were not allowed to attend
the inquiry and to be informed on the
matter. Of course it was a secret in-
quiry. I do not say for one minute the
value that came out of the inquiry was
any worse or any better than the value
that would have come out of an open in-
quiry. However, what I do say is that it
could have been open to the public so the
public would be better informed.

An insinuation has been made-if I
may choose that word in kindness to the
Minister-that we, on this side of the
House, have in some way denigrated the
engineers employed by the Main Roads
Department, I speak for myself, and I
make it quite clear that I do not say
that. I believe the Main Roads Depart-
ment engineers have qualifications which
merit commendation. One has only to
look at the roads in the State to see the
fine work they do. However, what we
propose is that the various schemes and
the proposed route put forward by the
Government be reconsidered.

V~ one wished to kill any scheme, one
would have only to suggest a trestle down
the middle of the Swan River. Or one
could come up with a scheme to take a
freeway along what I would loosely refer
to as that expanse of water upstream from
the Canning Bridge. and running down the
southern part of the river. How stupid
it would bc to sugg9est such a scheme to the
public. Alternatively, one could show the
public a model which would take the free-
way right around the back suburbs, over
the river, and then back to the Proposed
bridze. One could drag all sorts of red
herrings across the hiail.

The basic principle we adopt when we
consider the question of the proposal of
the tunnel is: How much real considera-
tion did the proposal receive? I suggest
it received very little. This is obvious
whr'n we see the self-confession in the
explanation put forward by the Main
Rloads Department in this very place. The
explanation to us-in the words of the
MRD-indicated that an in-depth study of
the tunnel had not been made. The reasons
for this were given. We were told such
a study would take two years; it would
be very costly: and it would not prove
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anything. It may well prove one thing-
that it is a better proposition than a
bridge over the river.

The member for Clontarf has already
mentioned the cost factor involved when
one scheme is considered against the other.
I do not wish to delve into the figures;, I
simply wish to say that the cost factor
in itself seems to indicate that some effort
should be made to see whether or not the
scheme should be reappraised. I am not
satisfied at present. I do not for one mom-
ent set myself up as an engineer. I am
just one of these John Citizen characters
who wants to be sure that any such project
that is undertaken will be in the best in-
terests of the people who will use the
freeway. I am not greatly interested in
a supposition of expanding statistically the
Population figures of 1974 to 1999. I have
seen such exercises fail many times before.

I am aware of the statistical analysis
made of the traffic which will flow over
the Causeway. If that analysis had been
correct, even years ago, there would have
been insufficient room for all the cars
wishing to use the Causeway. A new
evaluation had to be made. The same thing
holds true in relation to the Kwlnana
Freeway. However, the proposal before
US Will not provide for the commuters.
As the member for Clontarf has clearly
indicated, and as we all know, the freeway
today is used mainly by commuters who
travel to the city each day.

I do not know how the statistics on
which the Proposal is based were used,
or how the percentages were arrived at.
Nobody came to me and said, "We have
had a counter on that section of the road,
and we have ascertained that such-and-
such a proportion of the traffic is going
in that direction."' It is questions of this
type that the public wants answered. Have
all the facts been presented, and if they
have been, should they not be substanti-
ated? There should be no secrecy about
something which concerns the lives of the
People of Western Australia, especially in
relation to a Proposal for which we have
to foot the bill.

Many other schemes have been put f or-
ward and rejected out of hand on the
grounds that the proposition was not viable.
it was uneconomic, or it was not practical.
Many times we have been referred to all
sorts of technical data. Comparisons have
been drawn with tunnels in other countries
and we are told that the tunnel scheme will
not work here because the engineers of
the Main Roads Department feel it will
not work.

Engineers from the Snowy Mountains
scheme came here to look at the proposal,
and I1 might say that they gave it very
short shrift. These engineers said it would
not work because of the cost involved.

Just for a moment I would like to look
at the cost of that analysis and the way the
expenditure was loaded against the Pro-
posed tunnel. Let us look at this In all

honesty. On page 23 of the report, clause
91 says--

The tunnels would provide a lower
level of service at a cost of approxi-
mately $71000 000.

I tried to find out how this $71 million is
made up. I find a rather staggering amount
of money was estimated, not for the tun-
nel itself, but for the approach roads and
the various other Projects necessary for
entrance to the tunnel. I pose the question
to the Minister: Does the $25 million said
to be the cost of the proposed scheme
include the roads, the bridge, and every-
thing else?

Mr O'Connor: The total.

Mr SKIDMORE: Is the Minister trying
to tell us that it would cost a further $30
million or $40 million to change the ap-
proaches to the tunnel, to make up the
total cost of $71 million?

I do not know; maybe the Minister's
engineers are right, and maybe the Snowy
Mountains engineers are right. I ami not
quarrelling. I am simply saying that, as a
Parson who has looked at the plans and
has taken out the actual cost of the
tunnel, I find the cost of the approach
roads to get into that tunnel exceeds by
almost 60 per cent the amount the Min-
ister's engineers say will be the total cost
of the proposed route and bridge. I Just
cannot stomach that.

Mr O'Connor: You know that tunnel
costs are dearer overseas.

Mr SKIDMORE: I have taken out the
casts of tunnelling, but I have not the
figures with me at the moment. I will deal
with that matter later. However, the break-
down clearly indicates that, on the one
hand, we could have the tunnel, route,
and access roads at a cost of $25 million,
while on the other hand the alternative
we are faced with is a loaded figure which
shows that a tunnel would cost approxi-
inately $42 million-if my analysis is
correct-and a further $30-odd million for
the road approaches to the tunnel. Trile
latter figure applies only to the road
approaches to the tunnel1 and not to the
road to the Canning Bridge. I just cannot
believe that. if the Minister cannot con-
vince me of it, I am sure he will also be
unable to convince the public of Western
Australia that it is a valid proposition.

The problem with which the public of
Western Australia and we on this side of
the House are faced is that we have not
been apprised of the figures. The figures
have been glossed over, and the admission
of the engineers of the Main Roads De-
partment when they said it would take
two years to make a proper analysis of
the tunnel scheme is a classic example
of over-statement, because the Snowy
Mountains engineers got rid of it in a
matter of a month or so.
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The SPEAKER: The member has two of the Canning River?" it would go ahead
minutes more.

Mr SKIDMORE: We have been given a
loaded figure.

Mr O'Connor: It is not a total study.
of course.

Mr SKIDMORE: Of course It is not, and
we maintain it should be.

Mr O'Connor: You are talking about
spending millions of dollars on this.

Mr SKIDMORE: I amn also concerned
about the $30-odd million for road ap-
proaches to the tunnel. It will cost more
to construct the access roads than it will
to construct the rest of the scheme. It
the Minister can show me that my ap-
praisal is wrong, I will be prepared to be
better informed, and so will the public.
However, the public of Western Australia
had no opportunity to attend the inquiries
in order to become informed. Sure, we
had a set date before which objections
could be lodged, so now we can say, "Itf
You did not lodge your objection at that
time it is too late."

We feel the amendment is a just one.
It does nothing other than say, as the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said, "We
want to have another look at the matter
to see whether it Is good or bad; to see
whether a bridge or a tunnel should be
installed." We simply ask for a public
inquiry so that the people of Western
Australia may be informed of the pro-
position.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [10.04
p.m.]: I wish briefly to support the amend-
ment and to point out, as other speakers
have done, that it seeks merely to delay a
decision on the matter until a full, open
Public inquiry has been held. I believe
this is the whole crux of the matter, and
if the Government Is disinclined to agree
to the amendment we might as well
save our breath because nothing we may
say after this will In any way change the
mind of the Government regarding Its
stated intentions.

I do not think this is good government
or the type of government we have come
to expect. We are experiencing this type
of thing more and more, but we have not
Yet come to expect it from the Govern-
ment of Western Australia.

I would like to deal mainly with the
attitude adopted by the Minister in reply-
Ig to the mover of the amendment. He
Implied that we should agree with the
proposal because we knew all about It
when we were the Government. Of course,
he was doing one of two things: either he
was using this as a debating tactic, or he
does not know how Government depart-
ments operate. It is quite Plain that the
Main Roads Department would not go to
the Minister and say. "Is It okay to go
ahead and design a freeway down this side

and present some kind of schematic plan
to the Minister and say, "What do YOU
think of this approach?' After that per-
haps a more refined version would be pre-
sented to the Minister who would take It
to Cabinet, which would make a decision
on it.

Then the real work would start; but it Is
only at that stage when the policy of the
Government Is made known to the depart-
ment that the proper planning commences.
Of course, in this case that stage had not
been reached while we were the Govern-
ment. I did not see the plan come before
Cabinet: I do not know anything about it.

Mr O'Connor: Did you see the plan?
Mr DAVIES: I knew the plan had been

there since 1955; everybody knew that.
Mr O'Connor: But you must have had

the plan in front of you.
Mr DAVIES: No-one knew when the

Government would proceed with it, how It
would proceed with it, or what would be
the timetabling, No-one knew whether
our Government or the Present Govern-
ment would Proceed with it. At some stage
someone has to give the nod, and say,
"Now Is the time to start"; and quite
obviously the present Government gave the
nod. It said. "Now is the time to start:
let us make a decision and get it under way
before the next election comes around",
because by the time elections come around
all Is forgotten. All Governments know
they must do the nasty things first. So It
is of no use the Government saying that
we knew all about the plan and that we
shoved it under the carpet because we were
ashamed of It.

Mr O'Connor: I did not say that.
Mr DAVIES: It Is what the Minister

Implied. We all knew that some day
someone would have seriously to consider
putting a freeway In that region, because
the Stephenson-Hepburn plan in 1955 and
all subsequent Plans indicated this would
have to be done.

Of course, in 1955 much of the area in
question was undeveloped. It was con-
sidered to be an area that could easily be
taken up; but since then considerable
development has occurred In the Salter
Point area and In much of the area be-
tween the Canning River and Hullereek.
So while the original plan highlighted the
need to do something about a road In that
position, it still did not mean this was the
only answer to the problem. Over the
years other alternatives have been sug-
gested, and apparently they have been dis-
carded fairly quickly.

What really annoyed me was that to-
night the Minister implied that we knew
all about the plan but did nothing; that It
was something nasty so we handed it over
to the next Government. That is quite
wrong. If the Government has gone ahead
and spent a great deal of money on
detailed planning, then the Minister Is



[Tuesday, 15 April, 1975184

culpable because he was aware the plan
could well be challenged. No doubt he
would not have gone ahead and spent the
money until he received approval. I should
imagine the project will also need the
approval of the Australian Government if
the State Government Intends to seek large
grants of money. Despite the fact that it
is continually and shamelessly critical of
the Australian Government. I notice that
when there Is money to be had-and the
Medibank scheme Is a perfect example of
this-the attitude of the State Govern-
ment softens. Obviously Its attitude may
soften when It comes to trying to get
money for the freeway. But that is all by
the way.

The Point Is that we want a full, open
and public Inquiry; and what is wrong with
that? Not one reasonable argument has
been advanced by the Government as to
why we should not have such an inquiry.
The Government says it has held an in-
quiry. If that inquiry had been full, open
and public the Opposition would have no
ground f or moving this amendment to-
night. But, of course, the Press was not
allowed to attend the inquiry because It
was held in camera. This Is a matter of
great regret.

I1 know the Government does not have
any direct control over the MRPA, but
surely it can Indicate that It thinks the
MRPA is making a mistake; and it could
have done so in this case.

I am quite certain there is some com-
munication between the board and the
Minister. It should have indicated that the
MRPA was making a mistake, as indeed
I took it upon myself to say on a number
of occasions. But what was the reaction
I got? There was a kind of hand over the
mouth, talk behind the hand, do not rock
the boat attitude; I would see the logic
of It eventually.

Despite the fact that that was about
four or five months ago, I still have not
seen the logic of the manner in which the
MRPA conducted its Inquiry, although the
Government bas now made available two
large volumes of evidence and Some six
other volumes.

Mr Skidmore: Have you read them?
Mr DAVIES: I have not read all of

them. Other evidence, schedules and ap-
pendices have also been made available.
In fact, we could not hope reasonably to
interpret or digest this amount of material
in the time which has been made avail-
able.

Mr Rushton: Twenty one days?
Mr DAVIES: But If the Government gave

me another 100 Years. I could not reason-
ably hope to Interpret and digest all the
material made available by the Govern-
ment: it would need a brain much better
than mine. The People who can interpret
this material should come face to face
with the people who are making the deci-
sions.

These experts In their own field should
be given the opportunity to come together
and at least discuss the matter over the
table, with the public present, if they want
to be present, to hear what is going on in
respect of the various matters that are
raised in the inquiry. Is that unreason-
able?

If members go through the appendices,
they will see that many of the submissions
that have been made have been commented
on by the Main Roads Department. But
Is that the end of the line? Someone puts
in a submission and merely by reading the
submission or perhaps attending an in-
quiry, the Main Roads Department says,
"That is the end of that submission";, but
is that the end of it? Is not there room
for negotiation and argument? That is all
we want at present. We want to be able
to argue back and forth until all parties
are satisfied; I believe the various parties
can be satisfied if they are afforded the
opportunity.

Returning to the suggestion that we
knew what this was all about but that we
had not done anything about it, I doubt
whether even some months after the pre-
sent Government took office, it knew what
was going on because the report from the
Environmental Protection Authority is
dated the 18th December, 1974. If the
Government had really been doing its job,
it would have first gone to the EPA. ac-
cording to what the member for Morley
said earlier tonight, and asked it for its
advice.

Mr O'Connor: We wanted the public to
be aware of the position and so we released
the report Immediately.

Mr DAVIES: Well, the Govemment did
do that; but It then took several months
to obtain a report from the EPA, because
as I said the EPA report is dated the 18th
December, 1974. Its report commences orn
page 50 In the document "Appendices IV
to ]U". In its report, the EPA drew atten-
tion to the fact that it was known a road
would go in this region at some time or
another.

Mr O'Connor: Alterations were made to
the plan to fit In with the EPA.

Mr DAVIES: As a matter of fact, the
EPA made very few requests; It had two
bob each way. To paraphrase It, the EPA
said, "We do not like roads along rivers-,
we do not believe it is goad for the en-
vironiment. But in view of the fact that
this has been suggested since 1955, I sup-
pose it is aL bit late now to say we are
going to object completely to the proposal.
So, what we want You to do Is (a), (b~).
(c) and (d) 1. I think it dealt with putting
some landscaping in, not constructing
fences, and other minor matters. It also
suggested that fences should not line the
Present freeway, with which I1 agree.

Mr O'Connor; I cannot agee with you.
Mr DAVIES. I could go through all the

recommendations, but I will not.
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Mr O'Connor: The plan which was re-
leased included bikeways requested by the
environmental group, by Dr O'Brien him-
self.

Mr DAVIES: This has been a standard
requeA in relation to town planning for
some time. We have been trying to get
bikeways included in schemes; it is no-
thing new.

Mr May: They will need them on the
Causeway in the next few years.

Mr O'Connor: There will not be enough
petrol to do anything else, the way we are
going.

Mr May: That is right; we should have
developed the Collie coalfields.

Mr DAVIES: The fact remains that the
EPA had two bob each way. It said, "We
do not like it, but we know it has beetn
proposed since 1955. We cannot do much
about it and we will learn to live with it.
Do not put fences along the freeway, put
traffic lights in to allow the traffic to cross,
do a bit of landscaping, construct a retain-
ing wall and a few things like that and we
will agree to the proposal." The Main
Roads Department said, "Jolly good, we
will do just that", and that is as far as
the environmental aspects have been con-
sidered by the department.

Mr O'Connor: That is not what the
Main Roads Department said.

Mr DAVIES: That is about what it said:
I will quote the recommendations if the
Minister wants me to.

Mr Stephens: You might be paraphras-
ing it, but you are taking a lot of poetic
license as well.

Mr DAVIES: I doubt whether the Min-
ister has read the report. Has the Minis-
ter?

Mr Stephens: I would not answer such
a question.

Mr DAVIES: We would be pleased to
hear the Minister paraphrase it, if he has
the time. As a matter of fact, we would
be delighted, because many people are in-
terested in hearing his views on the sub-
ject.

Mr Stephens: I would not take such
poetic license, if I did.

Mr DAVIES: At page 69 of the docu-
ment "Appendices IV to XI" under the
heading, "M.R.D. Comment" it states--

The E.P.A. have approved the recom-
mended alignment for the highway,
they agreed that it is necessary, and
that the route is the only viable solu-
tion. The Authority also acknow-
ledges that some river reclamation is
in the public interest.

I think in that comment the MRD is
taking a bit of license. As I said, the
EPA report indicated that the authority
would rather not see the freeway there.
but if it must be put there, it is bad luck.
The document then goes on to discuss

qualification on design features, which I
have already mentioned, the justification
for the highway, and examples of river-
front roads such as Mounts Bay Road and
others which. it says, are not considered
comparable with this project.

Mr O'Connor: The fences?
Mr DAVIES: I am just trying to find

the reference to fences, but I cannot Pick it
up. However, if the Minister cares to look
at page 69 when he has five minutes to
spare, all the answers are there for him.

Mr O'Connor: I think you will find that
the Main Roads Department way not
happy about not putting fences along the
freeway.

Mr DAVIES: I would like to see an
unfenced road, if that would be practic-
able.

Mr O'Connor: It would be extremely
dangerous.

Mr DAVIES: It would be. but the river
is also very dangerous and we have learnt
to live with that for a long time. How-
ever, the fact remains that, regrettably,
the inquiry was held in camera.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five minutes remaining.

Mr DAVIES: Thank you, Mr Speaker. It
made a farce of public participation in
planning which we had commenced several
years ago and which the Minister-

Mr Rushton: You did not do a thing
differently; you are a hypocrite!

Mr DAVIES: What was that?
Mr Rushton: You are a hypocrite'.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr DAVIES:

interjection to
hypocrite, and

Mr Speaker, there was an
the effect that I was a

I ask for a withdrawal.
The SPEAKER: The member for Vic-

toria Park has asked for a withdrawal of
the remark. I ask the Minister to with-
draw.

Mr RUSHTON: Mr Speaker, I withdraw.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr DAVIES: Public participation in
planning had been started several years
ago. In fact, a document was put out
about this matter and on the 12.30 p.m.
news today I1 heard a further news release
concerning this issue. I thought that at
last after 12 months the Government was
moving on something that had been started
12 months earlier, when I was doing the
job. I will be interested to see the changed
procedures which we were promised during
the last session, but which have yet to be
implemented.

I speak tonight on behalf of some people
who have written to me expressing their
opposition to freeways near foreshores. I
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agree with them; we have plenty of land
everywhere else. However, it seems that
planners must always take the easy way
out. I was glancing through a very fine
publication tonight titled. Sense of Place
which was written two or three years ago
by George Seddon, a professor at the uni-
versity who has also lectured in America.

If members think there is nothing much
in Western Australia, particularly around
the metropolitan area, they should browse
through this book for half an hour; I
am sure they will be very proud to live in
this city and will want to see it stay the
way it is.

Under one of the photographs on page
259 of this publication titled Sense of
Place, the following comment appears--

The Swan foreshores at Point Reso-
lution, Dalkeith, and the probable site
of the next bridge across the estuary.

This is the comment, however, that really
interests me-

Show me a map of your parklands,
and I will show you the routes of
your new freeways-a planners'
maxim.

That is exactly what I believe is happen-
ing in Western Australia. Fortunately we
are not limited with land; this is readily
available, but we are limited with our
available foreshores. I believe that the
inquiry that has been held, creditable as
it may be, is not sufficient. Although the
Government could be congratulated on
publishing all t.ho evidence, it knows very
well that no-one will read through the
transcript of the evidence, because one
does not have sufficient time, or, alterna-
tively, members of Parliament do not have
the necessary expertise to give it the study
that it requires. The Government can
justify its stand by saying, "There is all
the evidence. We have been very open
in holding this inquiry." However, we have
not had day-to-day Press reports either on
what has transpired or on other various
aspects and suggestions that could have
been highlighted and could have been of
significant importance.

This is the reason I regret that the
inquiry was not held in public and it is
very necessary, if the Government means
what it says-that it is an open
Government-at least to delay the matter
until there has been an open inquiry, even
if the scheme has to be deferred until
the 1st September, the 1st October, or some
similar date when the public inquiry will
have been completed. In view of the fact
that this scheme has been in train since
1955 another six or 12 months' delay would
not make much difference, because there
is still a great deal of work to be done.
However, at least those people who feel
so strongly about being deprived of easy
access to the river foreshores. will feel a
little better in the knowledge that they
have been able to have a public Inquiry.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Speaker, I under-

stand that I may raise-
The SPEAKER:- Order! Is the honour-

able member rising on a point of order?
Mr SKIDMORE: Yes, Mr Speaker, I am

rising on a point of order because I am
not aware whether or not I have an op-
portunity to speak again. I refer to page
102 of the Standing Orders of this House,
on which page the following appears--

Any other Member-three periods
each on any one question not exceed-
ing-

(a) first occasion .... 15 minutes
(b) subsequent occa-

sion .... .... 10 minutes
Am I to understand that this is allowable?

The SPEAKER: The member for Swan
has no point of order whatsoever. Each
honourable member is entitled to speak
for 20 minutes on this amendment ac-
cording to the Standing Orders. 1 think
the member for Swan has been quoting
the times that are allowed to any member
during the Committee stage of a Bill.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

MRt JAMIESON (Welshpool-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (10.23 p.m.):
If this debate has been a lesson to any-
body It should be a lesson to any Gov-
ernment in the future, no matter of what
political colour it may be, when it in-
dulges in a project that involves public
participation.

I was a little concerned when a question
was asked of the Chairman of the MRPA
the other day as to why the inquiry held
by the MRFA was not held in public. He
replied, "That is a good question", but he
was not very clear in his answer. He did
say something about, "If you believe in
the public point of view and some People
put up some alternative route, then the
next day the people who reside along the
suggested alternative route will probably
flock along to the inquiry to give evidence
against that proposal." I do not think
that reason is good enough for refusing
to hold a public inquiry, because If that
attitude were adopted there would be no
further Inquiries. Although members of
Parliament will always have something to
argue about, if a Public Inquiry is held
at least the public will have had their say
and will have achieved their objective of
being able to say, "We told them what we
thought."

Obviously, in this instance, some mem-
bers of the public did not get the oppor-
tunities they may have liked, having re-
gard for the evidence given by other
people on that occasion. This is not
unusual. Throughout the world today
public participation In government pro-
jects is being sought, and this is causing
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undue delays with the works Proposed by
all governments and administrations. Last
year I was discussing a problem similar
to this one with the Mayor of Bucharest
who had on his wall a map depicting a
scheme for a certain number of ring roads.
At the time I could not read the map
because the wording was printed in
Rumanian, but through an interpreter
the Mayor of Bucharest explained to me
that they had had so much trouble over
this project-despite the fact that in this
part of the world they have very strong
control over the public, to say the least-
because of Public participation and objec-
tions to the route that had been Proposed,
It nearly drove them moad and, as a result,
they had to alter the alignments and de-
sign of one of the roads.

These are the Problems with which gov-
ernments are faced in relation to such
projects when it comes to a question of
public participation, but r am afraid we
will have to agree to the demands of the
population and, if we do so we will have
to plan accordingly.

I think, if a mistake were made, the
MRPA made it on this occasion by its
suggestion that the inquiry should be held
in secret. If the MEPA had allowed those
few extra people to give evidence to ex-
plain alternatives that had been suggested,
we would probably have overcome them
without the trouble we are experiencing
today.

As to the Present route, it has beer.
suggested that the previous Government
did something about it. As Minister at
the time I did confer with the Main Roads
Department offcers from time to time
and, indeed, there were some schematic
drawings. However the last approval of
the Tonkin Government given to anything
of a major nature was on the 20th Febru-
ary, 1973, when the Judd Street Inter-
change was approved, and anything of
that nature, or as important as the exten-
sion of the Swinana Freeway would have
to be approved by Cabinet.

In the Interim we did get into a little
trouble, because the Director-General of
Transport somewhat embarrassed both
the Main Reads Department and the
Minister of the day when he published the
schematic drawings in his report in that
year, and on which drawings appeared a
large red line which took up half the
Canning River. Of course, no sooner was
this Information made public than all the
newspapers spread the news around and
half the people wanted to see the Minister
and the Main Roads Department because
they were going to fill in this large portion
of the Canning River. At that stage, of
course, we could not tell them anything.
We were In an Impossible Position, because
several schemes were being considered.
Indeed, the last scheme I recall being con-
sidered was one that would have meant

the resumption of many more houses than
is mooted at present, and probably a lesser
portion of the river. However this sug-
gested scheme was still In the process of
being Ironed out when by virtue of the
election I lost interest in it and, in all those
events that were taking place at the time.

However I do know that not long before
the election I was with one of the Main
Roads Department officers and we were
discussing houses that were built in the
St. Lucia estate, and during the course of
our discussion, this officer said, "Those
houses will have to come down." I was a
little concerned at the time because the
planning of the scheme was not far
enough forward for us to be able to say
that we would definitely have to resume
them and that we were prepared to pay
for them. However, today, those houses
in the St. Lucia estate will not be affected,
and obviously, for good reason, some
changes had been made to the proposed
scheme after that time. At the time I
was Minister it appeared to me that at
that stage there was no hard and fast
alignment for the road system.

The matter was getting close to a deter-
mination, but it was not finalised. The
general direction of the route was well
known, as illustrated by the schematic
drawings submitted in the report of the
Director-General of Transport.

I suggest the fault lies in one feature.
For some reason best known to itself the
Main Roads Department was not prepared
to conduct some form of public bearing.
I suggest that in the future, irrespective
of the department concerned, when a
similar inquiry is contemplated it would
be advisable to have an open hearing.

For my part I could not see any major
crossing of the river system-of the Swan
or the Canning River other than this one
-ever being agreed to in the future. We
will have to look at some other method to
overcome the problems; and they will be
insurmountable In view of the great public
outcry over the interference with the river.

In regard to the half-acre of reclama-
tion at Judd Street, I thought I had done
some great wrong, because of the problems
which I as the previous Minister ran into;
yet one cannot say that interfered with
the river to any great extent. However,
that is a feature with which a Minister of
the Crown has to put up. He should
realise how severe is the public reaction
when he takes what he regards as mere
trivia toCabinet for decision.

In future if the Government wants to
avoid unnecessary criticism it should let
things run. I had better not say that
because the present Minister for Works
Is not in the Chamber. The last time
I said something like that I was reported
in the political column of the newspaper
as having suggested this: Let the economy
rip. I do not suggest we should let this
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proposal rip, but we should allow people,
with or without a grievance, to come for-
ward and air their views.

You, Mr Speaker, would know of the
opposition raised against the proposal of
the Main Roads Department last year or
the Year before relating to territory In
Your electorate. However, when the pro-
ject was completed some People found they
were not affected to the extent they had
contemplated. Because those people were
given the opportunity to have a say and
to iron out the problems fairly openly,
most of the difficulties were overcome.

Whilst I do not wish to lecture
the Government-and I do not think it
would take too kindly to any effort o3nmy Part to do this--that is the point of
view I hold, bearing in mind the works
carried out by the Main Roads Depart-
ment and other Government departments
which undertake big works programmes.

We have to look to the future of a
different kind, because of the increased
participation by the people in the affairs
of the State, as compared with the rather
nebulous view they took previously. If
that aspect is borne in mind, when similar
projects are contemplated in the future.
there will be far less discussion in this
House and among the general public and
the Government will be able to get on with
its tasks more easily. For the reasons I
have given I support the amendment.

!M RUSHTON (Dale-M1inister for Ur-
ban Development and Town Planning)
(10.34 p.m.]: r wish to address myself
briefly to tis issue, and to oppose the
amendment for the very reasons that have
been put forward by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition. His presentation was
most interesting, because he was in-
volved in this issue for a considerable time.
For that reason it was refreshing to hear
his viewpoint.

Mr Jamieson: I must have gone wrong
somewhere I

Mr RUSHTON: I myself support the
contention that the more openly a review
can be conducted, the more acceptable it
Is In this day and age. The Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority will be consid-
eying this issue on the 23rd of this month;I
and this Is Its responsibility.

I wish to deal with the points 'which
have been raised by some speakers relat-
ing to the representations of the 1RPA.
On this occasion it has been hearing the
objections, Just as It has done on other
occasions In the past, by acting within the
framework of Its legislation. it has put
before Parliament the transcript of the
hearings; it has heard only the objections,
and not the Pros and cons of the issue,
which have been put forward. All that the
M4RPA has the right to hear under its leg-
islation are the objections. I myself have
discussed this matter with the Chairman

us,)

of the MRPA on a number of occasions,
and as I have said a meeting of that body
on the 23rd April will review this Issue.

I have indicated the method I prefer
of conducting the hearings-to enable
people to be beard either in public or
in camera. Another point of view has
been put forward that all hearings should
be held In public, but I should point out
that some people prefer to put forward
their views in private when they wish to
disclose their personal positions. I believe
a choice should be made available to them.

The debate on this issue has been most
Interesting, The Opposition must be find-
ing it very difficult to put forward its
presentation, I believe it has been comn-
mnitted to opposing the proposal to extend
the Kwinana Freeway for some time. Op-
position members endorsed the Corridor
Plan, and this very proposal was con-
tained therein. it is my understanding
that opposition members adopted this ex-
tension proposal in the recommendations
of the Royal Commnission. F'or that rea-
son the points they have put forward have
been put forward for the purpose of pol-
itical gain, but because they take the pro-
posed amendment seriously many mem-
bers opposite are silent on this occasion.

Some members opposite have claimed
they have not been given an adequate op-
portunity to inquire fully Into the matter.
but we know that the Issue has been de-
bated for Some 20 years. Originally In 1955
the concept of thc proposed route was ad-
opted, but in 1903 there was a change. We
have heard from the Minister for Trans-
port as to how that tame about. On that
occasion Parliament, without discussion,
endorsed the altered route.

In 1904 I was working in a place not
far removed from the proposed route. I
might add that the reaction from the
poople on the west side of Canning River
was lar More violent than It i-s today.
Apart from those who are personally in-
volved-and one can realise the trauma
they suffer in relation to this project--the
reaction of most people in 1963 and 1964
was quite violent because they were see-
Ing the extension of the freeway along
the western shores of the river.

Earlier we were told that various Ives-
tigations were undertaken, and a steering
committee was set up In 1973. It was ob-
vious that the present Opposition, which
was then the Government, was Involved.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who
was the previous Minister for Works, told
us that he knew of this review. It is my
understanding that this was known to the
Minister of the day, who was a, senior
Minister of the Government for a consid-
erable time, before the change of Govern-
ment. Bearing in mind that the present
Government took office on the 8th April,
1974, an announcement was made soon
after that date that the project was un-
der consideration.
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It is of interest for me to point ot
on the 29th April, 1974. the Comml
ot Main Roads had discussions wil
South Perth City Council, the Sec
of the Tree Society, and the Preser
and Conservation Council, so provi
opportunity for understanding the 1)

So it went on. Different presen
and reviews were made right thro
the year. on the 7th August the
held a public meeting in the Perth
Hall which was not very well ati
The opportunity was given for at
debate, but the public did not take
tage of It. Conisequently the debate1
is farcical when it is realised tb
opportunity has been given to the pi
be heard but has not been taken
ridiculous for members opposite
that secrecy has been involved bee
the transcripts on the Table of the
It Is also ridiculous for the Opposi
say that no hearings have been lI
opportunities given for a review
matter.

A total of 18 different routes hav
considered and I have the details o
for members who are interested in
rIng them. If the debate continues
I will perhaps have an opportur
present more detail.

At the moment I can only say
fully support the Minister's prezer
It is obvious the Opposition is dra
long bow in Its request to delay the
when one knows the Proposal ha
under consideration for some 20 ye

Mr A. It. Tonkin: Scared of In
tion!

Amendment put and a division
with the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Canr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Fletcher
Mr Hlannan

Mr Biatkle
Sir David Brand
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
MJr Cowan
Mr Comne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance

Ayes-1l
Mr Jemieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Mcover
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr A. R. Tanki
Mr J. T. Tonki
Mr Mailer

Noes--25
Mr MePbarlin
Mr Monsaros
Mr Nanoviob
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sihqoa
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young

Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr Bryce Mr Thompson
Mr Bateman Mr Shaiders
Mr Hartrey Mr O'Neil

Amendment thus negatived.
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ughout
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tonight
at the
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ause of
House.
lion to
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of the
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fthem
read-

further
'ity to

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Adjournmnent of Debate

MR T. J. BURKE (Perth) 11o.45 p~.
I move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion (adjournment of debate) put ani

negatived.

MR T. J. BURKE (Perth) [10,46 p.m.]
I had hoped the House would give th,
opportunity for the motion by the membe
for Morley, of which he gave notice, to bi
debated tomorrow so that the opinion a
the House could be decided as to whethe
it felt some advantage could be gained b,
calling experts to the bar so we couli
obtain a little more information. Howevex
as is typical of the Government, it i
frightened of the facts and frightened t
give public information because it is deter
mined to bulldoze the proposal througi
the House. This is the type of behavlou
we have came to expect of the Premie
and the sort of regime he dictates. ani
the Government he leads. At the risk o
being accused of tedious repetition, I in
tend to repeat some of the things I hay
said in support of the case for furthe
examination of the matter.

It has been revealed that the Govern
that I ment, the MARD, and other department
itation. have had no regard for alternative pro
wing a posals which have been well researchei
matter and well presented. Every time an alter
s been native proposal is submitted it has beci
firs. disregarded and the parameters ar

changed by the MRD. This is an attemp
formna- on the part of the Government to throN

its opposition into disarray. If It canno
taken defeat it that way, it subjects any inquir:

it holds to secrecy. It gives notice of it
intentions and then, two or three day
later, places on the Table of the Hous
the objections which were heard in secrecy

The replies to the 1 000 or so objection
were made on a roneced sheet from thi
MRPA on Sunday, the 23rd March. It I
well worth noting that it was a Sunday

a This Government, in its haste, forced it,
n department to work on a Sunday in orde

tTeller) to get replies to the people who objecet
to the proposals, and then placed them oi
the Table of the House 10 sitting days age
They comprise three fairly heavy volumnek

Mr Rushton: Twenty one actual dayE
though.

Mr T. J. BURKE: I repeat for thi
Minister's benefit that It was 10 sitti
days ago.

Mr B. T. Burke:. The only difference be.
tween you and the dodo is that the doc

(Teller) is extinct.
Mr T. J. BURKE: I thank my brothei

member for that interjection. It is yer
apt.

Several members interjected,
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr T. J, BURKE: We are confronted
with three heavy volumes and we were
criticised today when we asked for further
time in which to consider them. We mad~e
a civil request to the Government whose
own departmental heads have revealed
they have not given consideration to
alternatives. As I Indicated earlier, the
Minister for Transport either did not hear
the Commissioner of Main Roads the other
day-

Mr Rushton, Apparently you did not
hear very accurately.

Mr T. J. BURKE: I hear as well as the
Minister for Local Government will ever
hear, and my response to the things I hear
IS generally more honest than some of the
statements I have to accept from members
on the other side.

Mr O'Connor: Give yourself another
Pat on the back.

Mr T. J. BURKE: It Is not a ease of a
Pat on the back.

Mr O'Connor: Not much!
Mr T. J. BURKE: I am not concerned

about that. I am not particularly worried
about the people on the foreshore. We
would not get a Labor vote within the area.

Mr Rushton: That Is a great interest!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr T. J. BURKE:- We are concerned

for all the people of Western Australia.
We are not concerned about Pushing
through a freeway In the interests of
industrialists In the Kwlnana. area. We
are not concerned about Putting the free-
way through for a jumbo steelworks this
Government is considering imposing on
Kwlnana and Cockburn which are already
overwhelmed with pollution and which
have been completely destroyed as an Area
for recreation by actions of this Govern-
ment in the past. We are not concerned
about that. We are concerned with pre-
serving as Much foreshore as we can for
now and for posterity, and we will fight
for this.

I do not think it Is unreasonable for us
to ask Parliament to give further consider-
ation to this matter In view of the fact that
the Commissioner of Main Roads has
Indicated that no major engineering feasi-
bility study has been taken with regard to
the two alternatives which I have suggested
should be considered. Dr Carr, from the
Town Planning Department, and the Com-
missioner of Main Roads, indicated to us
they needed to connect up the spine. They
did not demand a freeway on the surface;
they did not demand that the vista be
destroyed; they did not demand that part
of the river be fenced off to prevent the
People of Western Australia having access
to It; all they said was that because of the
topography of the metropolitan area, with
the barriers of the ocean and the scarp,
they needed an addition to the spine.

M~r O'Connor: Does the member know
how much research has been done with
regard to Deep water Point?

Mr T. J. BURKE: I am suggesting that
if cost is the only factor then it is incum-
bent on this Government to research the
alternatives. The fact that the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads admitted to all
members, both Opposition and Govern-
ment, at the meeting convened by the Gay-
erment that the Deep Water Point pro-
posal bad not been researched is com-
pletely and utterly irresponsible. The Gov-
ernment has no regard for the people of
Western Australia,

Mr O'Connor: Does the member say
that the Government has done no research
on it?

Mr T. J. BURKE: I did not say that.
Mr O'Connor: You said It had not been

researched.
Mr T, J. BURKE: I do nob want to

have to feed the answer back to the
Minister. The situation Is simply this: I
asked two or three times when the Min-
ister was present the other day-and I do
not think the Minister was reasonable
when he answered my question without
notice the way he did-

Mr O'Connor: I answered it truthfully.
Mr T. J1. BURKE: -because he knew

damn well lhe would proceed 'with this
matter tonight-whether an engineering
feasibility study had been carried out
and whether a proper costing had been
done. The answer was, "No." The answer
to each question has been 'No."

Mr Sodeman: That was a qualified
answer.

Mr O'Connor: It was not specifically.
"No." You are misleading the House.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr T. J. BURKE: The Commissioner of

Main Roads admitted to mne, and to all
other members assembled the other day,
that it would take less than 12 months-
and possibly six months if engineers were
diverted from other projects-to do an
engineering feasibility study on the two
alternatives which would be much prefer-
able. if the Government is determined to
proceed with the present alignment, the
lowering of the freeway would retain the
vista, reduce the cost of overways, and
retain the surface values which the Corn-
missioner of Main Roads and People who
obviously do not like tunnels seem to want
to retain. The other alternative of a
tunnel would retain everything.

Perhaps an alternative would cost three
times as much but the Main Roads De-
partment, in its pamphlet supporting the
present proposal, states that within 20
years the road users will have benefited by
$88 million. So, within 20 years the cost
of a tunnel and retaining the valuable
vista, the river foreshore, and other de-
sirable features too numerous to mention.
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on which dollar values cannot be placed,
would be retained and paid for.

This Government denies us the right
of an investigation which, I am afraid to
say, would be regarded by every other
Parliament In the world as an irrespon-
sible action. I moved to adjourn this
matter so that Parliament would have an
opportunity to consider the proposal put
forward by the member for Morley. He
canvassed the matter very well.

The SPEAKER: Would the gentleman
in the gallery please take a seat.

Mr T. J. BURKE: The member for
Morley did not depend on ball truths and
camouflage to support his proposition. He
spelt out the facts and the effects which
the preferred route would have at present
and In the future. He supported his
argument with replies which we received
to questions asked of departmental heads
whom the Government brought along the
other day. Obviously, the action by the
Government was a sop: It had no inten-
tion of considering our suggestions or
alternatives. The move was simply to allow
the Government to say that it had given
us plenty of time to consider the matter,
and that we had access to expert advice.
In fact, the Minister accused the Opposi-
tion of taking advantage of the Main
Roads Department engineers, and of not
looking at the plan.

Mr O'Connor: I qualified that.
Mr T. J. BURKE: I am aware of that,

but the minister qualified it only when
someone picked him up. The Minister is5
prone to that sort of action; he makes
statements and unless someone picks him
up he will not of his own volition qualify
what he says. The fact Is that a committee
visited the area with an engineer from
the main Roads Department, and he was
very helpful and gave us some advice.

Mr O'connor: How long were you there
for?

Mr T. J. BURKE: For two or three
hours. While discussing the cost of the
project, if the Government Is determined
to proceed with Its proposal, it 'was sug-
gested to the engineer that consideration
be given to lowering the freeway. The par-
ticular engineer agreed that perhaps con-
sideration should be given to such a pro-
posal, and said that at that stage not
much consideration had been given to it.

The Commissioner of Main Roads (Mr
Aitken) reiterated the other day that not
much consideration had been given to an
alternative. He indicated that such con-
sideration would take about six months,
and would cost less than $250 000.

The member for Clontarf has referred
me to a Main Roads Department document
dated March, 1975. which states that the
lowering of the freeway, which Is really
a tunnel without a roof, Is still under con-
sideration. That was in March, 1975. It is

now April, 1975. So, before we receive
the results of the consideration of these
propositions by the Main Roads Depart-
ment this matter is being bulldozed
through Parliament. That reveals a com-
plete lack of responsibility. The Minister
should not smile.

Mr O'Connor: I cannot help smiling at
the member opposite. You should be an
actor.

Mr T. J. BURKE: That is the sort of
interjection which should be treated with
the contempt It deserves.

Mr B. T. Burke. Talk about horses and
he will probably be interested.

Mr T. J. BURKE: That is probably
correct,

Mr Sodeman: We do not want him to
talk about the member for Balga.

Mr O'Connor., Do not degrade the horses.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Perth.
Mr T. J. BURKE: I am sincere in my

approach to this matter. I have no vested
interest in promoting the case of those
Profiteers-those deifiers of dollers who sit
opposite-and their friends. I am con-
cerned only for the welfare of the people
and the provision of leisure and recreation
areas in Western Australia.

Mr Young: When was the first time you
went down there?

Mr T. J. BURKE: I have been there
many times over the years. Do not worry
about that. That is a silly Interjection.

Mr O'Connor: Do you know how many
acres would have been taken at Deep
Water Point?

The SPEAKER: order! one interjection
at a time.

Mr O'Connor: Do you know how many
acres would have been reclaimed at Deep
Water Point?

Mr T. J. BURKE: Every acre of river
taken cannot be replaced.

Mr Young: You are talking about
approximately 30 acres.

Mr T. J. BURKE: Not at all.
Mr O'Connor: He does not know how

many acres would have been Involved.
Mr Young: You are talking In terms

of 50 or 60 houses. As long as you do
not get a vote there, you do not care.

Mr T. J. BURKE: The alternatives are
far preferable. The only problem is that
they will cost a little more.

Mr Rushton: What is a little more, in
your opinion?

Mr T. J. BURKE: It has been pointed
out by the Main Roads Department that
within six years a sum of $23 million will
be recovered by way of advantages gained.
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A cost of $68 million has been related to
a tunnel. If we are to go to that extreme
the cost will be recouped in 20 years.

Mr Young; A moment ago you were
talking about a feasibility study costing
$250 000 to be spent in order to find out
whether the proposal should cost $20
million or $18 million.

Mr T. J. BURKE: No. Obviously the
honourable member has not been listen-
ing.

Mr Young: I have been listening.
Mr T. J. BURKE: I am suggesting the

Government is acting completely irres-
ponsibly in not baying feasibility studies
done on the alternatives.

Mr Young: Did you suggest a study
which would cost about $250 000?

Mr T. J. BURKE: In fact, I said it
would cost less. In answer to a question
recently I was informed it would cost
$250 000 and would take a little over a
year to do a feasibility study on a tunnel.

Mr Young: I think that estimate was
light.

Mr T. J. BURKE: We can understand
that the aspiring Cabinet secretary wants
to play his part-

Mr Young: That will not work. You 'will
never make it,

Mr T. J. BURKE: What I am suggesting
Is irresponsible action on the part of the
Government is borne out by the facts
which have been related to us by the de-
partrnental heads. No feasibility study has
been done on the alternatives. This fact,
combined with the secrecy, the fact that
the Government wants to bulldoze the
matter through the House, and the fact
that it keeps on changing the parameters
and conditions, make it impossible for an
alternative proposition to be put.

Mr Sodeman: They agree that the en-
gineering is feasible.

Mr T. J. BURKE: A simple analysis of
the attitudes of this Government and its
predecessors over the years reveals com-
plete contempt, and It is time the public
of Western Australia realised it. The Gov-
ernment does not give a damn about the
people of Western Australia. I have always
believed Governments and members of
Parliament should look to those who most
need their assistance but this Government
is hell-bent on looking after the interests
of those who least need assistance and can
look after themselves. in the last few days
members have received correspondence
from the Chamber of Commerce. the
Housing Industry Authority, and other
people who are hell-bent on making a
profit and could not care less what they
desecrate. This attitude should be despised.
and I despise it.

With the little I have I will continue to
fight this proposal, particularly in view of
the fact that the Government has treated

the Parliament and the people with con-
tempt in not allowing them time-

Mr Rushton: We are giving You extra
time.

Mr T. J. BURKE: -to quiz the experts
on the matter so that they can be fully
informed. That is the least that is required
of any Government. The Government has
done feasibility studies on Its own pro-
posal-the preferred route-but has not
given consideration to a request from the
Opposition that the freeway be lowered.

In a subject as vital as this, involving
a proposition the effects of which will pro-
bably last forever, the least the people of
Western Australia can expect is an assur-
ance that all the alternatives have been
properly studied. As long as I live I will
tell people with whom I come in contact
-whether they be my children, my grand-
children, or my constituents-that it is
this Government and each and every one
of the members sitting opposite who are to
be held responsible for Putting this matter
through with complete contempt for the
People of Western Australia.

Mr Young: Will you also tell them you
would have preferred to spend $250 000 on
a feasibility study?

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [11.06
p.m.): I support the motion before the
House, and in so doing I am supporting
the extension of the freeway aklong the
Mt. Henry alignment, or the Preferred
alignment. As the Minister has indicated,
this is one of three measures which will
come before the House In connection with
the Proposed southern extension of the
freeway.

This Is a controversial matter. The
Tonkin Government accorded it that status
when It preferred to leave the matter
under the mat rather than raise it before
the last election, although members of the
Previous Cabinet tried to indicate other-
wise earlier this evening.

Mr Jamieson., You usually go on like
this, talking about something you do not
understand at all.

Mr LAUJRANCE: That is the time the
member for Morley should have had his
Select Committee inquiry set up. Presum-
ably it would have been an oil-party in-
quiry, so the change in Government would
not have Jeopardised the workings of that
committee.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: A Select Committee
disappears with the Parliament. It would
have lasted two months. There would not
have been any point In setting it up.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr A. R. Tonkin: Talk about ignorance!
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Gascoyne will proceed.
Mr LAURANCE: That problem could

easily have been overcome. All that mem-
bers opposite have achieved Is the delay
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of a, decision until it becomes critical. They
have robbed the Government of time, and
they now criticise the Government for act-
ing in a responsible manner and getting on
with the job. Instead of planning ahead,
we are now planning to catch up.

No-one likes to cover natural areas with
bitumen and concrete, but we must face
the realities of the situation. I believe that
the Leader of the Opposition was the
Minister for Works when part of the river
was reclaimed for the Narrows Bridge. I
have no doubt he did not like making that
decision at the time. It is a natural con-
sequence of that action which we are now
looking at. No-one likes it, but it is a
situation we must face up to.

The realities are that the greater part
of the development of Perth has taken
place in a north-south direction along the
coastal plain, and it is quite obvious that
with a river system running east-west our
maj or traffic movements north and south
must cross the river.

I thank the highly qualified officers of
the Main Roads Department who gave
members a briefing aL few days ago.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: There are many alter-
native routes.

Mr LAURANCE: I congratulate those
officers on raising the alternatives and al-
lowing members to question them on all
the possibilities.

The member for Morley was very critical
of the remark on the Olivero system and
said it was treated flippantly; but mem-
bers were shown a diagram of that system
and were able to ask questions about it.
No-one tried to deny the fact that it was
a possibility.

The briefing made two things very clear
to me. Firstly, the freeway is the spinal
cord for the development of the greater
Perth region. It is the backbone of the
development and has been planned along
those lines for over 20 years. The major
spinal cord running north and south from
one end of the metropolitan area to the
other was recognised in the Stephenson-
Hepburn plan and was ratified by this
House in 1963 when Parliament adopted
the metropolitan region scheme. Planning
over the years since then has followed that
principle.

Already we have the Canning Vale in-
dustrial area plan, and the Bulloreek area
is now largely residential. Once again, the
member for Morley talked about the
growth of the metropolitan region and the
fact that we should limit this growth. I
think that proposition also has a great
deal of merit, but even if Perth does not
grow any larger than it is at the moment,
or if we try to contain its size in some
way for a number of desirable reasons, it
is virtually a paraplegic city without that
spinal cord. The freeway must be ex-
tended, even if Perth remains at its present
size.

The second point that came out of the
briefing was made by the Director-GUeneral
of Transport. His report indicated that a
surprising number of trips would be made
in the future by vehicles not moving from
the suburbs to the central business district.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: But what if they are
going alongside the central business dis-
trict?

Mr LAURANCE: A large proportion of
the trips in the future will be from the
north to the south and vice versa.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Most of them are
now.

Mr LAURTANCE: That is why the major
access way, or spinal cord, is required. The
freeway can then serve a double purpose.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: The whole purpose
of a bypass is to be a bypass.

Mr LAUJRANCE: If the member for
Morley is not happy with the position of
the Narrows Bridge, I suggest that he takes
the matter up with his leader, and I ask
him not to interject on my speech about it.

This evening criticism has been levelled
fairly heavily at the Main Roads Depart-
ment; this is a little unfair of members of
the Opposition, because all elements in-
volved in planning in the city have taken
part in making this decision. That was
made clear by the number of people in-
volved, and it was made clear also that
environmental groups were involved.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Who are the en-
vironmnentalists involved?.

Mr LAURANCE: If the honourable
member did not attend the meeting, I am
sorry, but environmentalists were involved
in the planning that has taken place.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Who are they?
The SPEAKER: order!
Mr LAURANCE: The regional scheme

agreed to by this House favoured the Deep
Water Point crossing. Apparently some 30
acres were involved in that, so the scheme
would be more detrimental to the river.
I think it has been revealed over the time
since Deep Water Point was first suggest-
ed-

Mr Barnett: If a salesman asks you
whether you want to buy a red car or a
blue car, do you not consider the possibility
that you could buy a green car? There are
other alternatives.

Mr LAURANCE: The honourable mem-
ber may buy what he likes. The area of
Deep Water Point has been developed for
recreation. That stretch of water is im-
portant for such uses as water skiing and
rowing. I believe a more desirable route
has been suggested. From the point of
view of resumptions, and the smaller area
of land involved, the proposal before us
appeals to me. I was pleased also with the
assurances given by the responsible officers



[Tuesday. 15 April 1975] 5

that greater access to the river will be
made possible by the proposed design. I
feel we can make a better job with this
scheme than we did with the first portion
of the freeway. This section of the fore-
shore must be retained, and the proposal
will allow a greater access to it. The
alternatives to the preferred alignment
have been canvassed very well by their
various proponents.

The tunnel proposal appears to be too
costly. The Snowy Mountains Engineering
Corporation costed the proposal and it
seems to be unrealistic. I see a parallel
here with the proposed tunnel under the
English Channel. We have not had a
suggestion from the other side of the
House that the tunnel proposal would be
any better than the one we are consider-
ing.

Mr May: We have not had the infor-
mation.

Mr LAURANCE: Some people are for
the tunnel route, and some are against it.
I liken it to the proposed tunnel under
the English Channel, a suggestion that has
been Put forward many times. Some people
agree with the idea, but no-one is prepared
to pay for it. I do not think we want
a Sydney Opera House situation with a
tunnel under the Canning River.

The alternative proposed by a consulting
engineer relies very heavily on radial roads.
To my mind that proposal falls in two
ways. Firstly, it denies, the basic principle
Of a spinal1 cord-it ttem--pts to disseminate
the traffic in the radial arteries and does
not give the north-south access which has
been the basis of our planning for 20-odd
years. Secondly, it still requires a bridge
over the Canning River. Even that pro-
posal does not solve the problem. Cer-
tainly the bridge over the Canning River
would be a little further from the Mt.
Henry site, but If we are to have a bridge.
it must be in the best possible position.
I do not believe that particular position
is the best for a bridge.

We have had representations from
various groups about this matter. Some
oppose the proposition, and some favour it.
This only highlights the controversial
nature of the matter before us. However,
I cannot help but agree with a point raised
in a letter from the Housing Industry
Association. This Organisation states--

While accepting the unalienable
right in our society for the citizen to
express his views we suggest that the
time for protest regarding the exten-
sion of the arterial links was in 1963.

Because of the adoption by Par-
liament at that time residential and
industrial planning has proceeded to
a point where a halt could provide a
nightmare situation in the near future.

I submit that the near future is here. If
it was not here before, it certainly arrived
this morning.

Mr A. R. Tonkin, What are you going
to do with the Narrows Bridge?

Mr LAURANCE: I represent a country
electorate-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Reclaim more of the
river?

Mr LAURANCE: -but during our par-
liamentary session I live in Perth.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Duplicate the Narrows
Bridge?

Mr LAUJRANCE: I live in the suburb
of Bateman to take my place in the H-ouse.
I venture forth each morning, and mnake
that titanic struggle through residential
streets in the Mt. Pleasant -Melville area.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: Is this a personal
matter?.

Mr Barnett: Is that why you got here in
the afternoon?

Mr LAURANCE: It was wet this morn-
ing, as members are aware, and my trip
to the city took 40 minutes whereas nor-
mally it takes me about 15 minutes.

Mr Skidmore: You should not use the
freeway-it is not for commuters.

Mr LAURANCE: Everyone is more
cautious on a wet day, and that adds to
the problem. However, I amn aware of the
problem every time I take that route to
the city.

I support the motion, and in addition,
I urge the Minister, on behalf of myself
and my poor colleagues who join me in
the morning crush Onto the Canning
Bridge, to implement the proposals forth-
with.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) (11.17 p.m.]:
I rise to oppose the motion before the
H-ouse, for the purpose of showing that
the comments made on the previous
amendment are valid to this debate. I
do not wish to go over them again, but
when I was speaking last, I indicated that
some of the figures relating to the tunnel
project seemed to be quite outrageous.
They seem to be outrageous even as esti-
mates.

one might ask what valid reasons I have
for making such a statement. I simply say
the only valid reasons I have are as a
result of the figures in the report of the
proposed southern extension of the
Kwinana Freeway, of March, 1975, Many
reasons are given in Appendices II and I
why certain things cannot be done, and
most of the bases for the reasons are
monetary. To me this Is a peculiar way
to estimate certain cast factors. It is so
easy to obtain a statistical analysis saying
that in 1950 the percentage was this much,
,and our growth rate has been so much,
therefore, in 1970 the percentage will be
greater or less than that previously per-
taining. It is an easy exercise, but it must
provide some credence, some facts, to
back up the statement of the progression.
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The analysis made by the Snowy Moun-
tains Engineering Corporation has not
satisfied me. I1 do not feel that the exer-
cise undertaken by these engineers revealed
the truth about the tunnel Proposition-
far frem it. The motion before the House
has for its primary objective the taking
over of two areas of land for the purpose
of commencing the scheme which will
eventually become the reality of the
southern freeway extension.

I have examined the questions raised in
regard to the construction methods and
costs of the tunnel. I have tried to under-
stand thenm and to realise in the time
available to the Snowy Mountains Engin-
eering Corporation it would not have been
able to carry out a very good analysis and
costing of the proposed tunnel scheme, and
this Is admitted by the engineers of the
Main Roads Department.

At page 26 of Appendix No. 111 Para-
graph 9.5 shows a summary of costs. The
first is numbered 9.1, and deals with ap-
proach roads. The cost given is $10.5
million. I find it rather hard to under-
stand why the tunnel scheme should have
loaded against it almost 50 per cent of the
total cost of the scheme the Government
wishes to adopt-at a cost of $25 million,
including the bridge-on the basis of the
cost of access roads. One might ask how
dinkum that cost estimate is. I can flid
nothing in this document which says the
estimate is based on certain factors.'Access roads are not mentioned. The
document makes no comparison whatever
of the cost of access roads. If other docu-
ments are available, they have not been
made available to me.

The cost of approach structures men-
tioned in paragraph 9.2.1 is given as
$5.475 million. I have looked In vain to
see how that figure is arrived at. All I can
find in reference to it is that ant estimiate
has been made for approach roads, for
which no breakdown is given: but I can
find nothing in regard to approach struc-
tures. However we have the sum of $5.4
million Provided for this purpose, with no
explanation as to how the amount was
arrived at. One is left In the air with
regard to ascertaining whether or not a
valid approach has been made to the cost-
ing of the tunnel project and its approach
structures.

We go further into the breakdown and
find that the cost of a tunnel over mud,
dealt with in paragraph 9.2.2. is given as
$8.722 milion: and there is certainly an
extensive documentation regarding how
that total was arrived at! The explanation
of the estimated cost of $8.7 million is
given in no more than about 300 words.
Again I suggest that is not sufficient to
satisfy me, and it certainly should not bip
sufficient to satisfy the public of Western
Australia that a valid estimate has betn-
made. The red herrings are certainly be-
cming apparent when we consider the

number that have been thrown up by the
authority in an endeavour to say that the
tunnel scheme is unworkable.

I refer now to paragraph 9,2.3, which
concerns a tunnel along the foreshore.
The cost given is $37.147 million, and I
point out that we have less explanation of
that estimate than we have in the case
of the amount of $8.7 million. We are sup-
posed to accept this as a. lfat accompli,
whether or not we like it, without being
given the benefit of a complete analysis
of the costs involved. That Is just not on,
To me it seems to be a case of, "Let's
make haste in case we cannot go ahead
with the proposed scheme."

The last figure In the breakdown-and
this is the most important to my mind-
is under paragraph 9.3, which deals with
"Miscellaneous Items". One could say this
Is rather like the old petty cash tin: that
is, one plucks a figure out of the air for
petty cash and as long as it is reasonable
there is no argument. I would be happy
to say that the figure quoted is a reason-
able one, but I cannot because it is $9 mil-
lion out of a total project cost of $70 mil-
lion-a figure already grossly ov~rloaded
with other factors which do not appear in
the $25 million plan.

How was this figure arrived at? Some in-
formation is Provided, and it shows just
how much effort has been made by the
Government and the authorities concerned
to inform the Public and certainly the par-
liamen tarians.

Mr Coyne: They are building them
every day: they know what they are doing.

Mr SKIDMORE: So do I when I quote
the figures. I want to quote the explan-
ation for this sum of $0 million because it
Is most important to show members oppo-
site how ridiculous the analysis is. This
is how the figure was arrived at-

9.3 Miscellaneous Items--For this
type of review it is not possible to ac-
curately cost the many miscellaneous
items required In such a tunnel, it is
therefore necessary to make a lump
sum allowance.

It continues further, and this is the Lulu
of them all. This is a real gem of calcula-
tion to assist people-

An analysis of three long tunnels in
the U.K. (20) indicates a 1970 order
of cost of $650/mn length of two lane
tunnel, With inflation at current
world rates it would not be unre as-
onable to assume that the equivalent
1975 rate would be 50% more than
1970 i.e. $975/rn. At this rate the cost
of providing these miscellaneous items
for the tunnel under review would be
$10.8m. Other reviews indicated a
range of percentages of total cost
that varied from 10 to 25%. If we
assume an average figure of 17.5%
then the tunnel under review would
require an expenditure of approx. $12

ass
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I ask you. Sir, if you can say that Is a
valid reason for the estimate of $9 mil-
lion. Ncnvhere in the report is a compar-
ison made. It starts off by taking three
tunnels in the United Kingdom. It does
not tell us how they are constructed, their
length, where they go to, the traffic den-
sity, whether they are four, eight, or 20-
lane tunnels, whether they go under
mountains, or whether they go over or
under rivers.

It goes on to say that because those
three tunnels cost $X a tunnel here would
cost the same. That Is like making a com-
parison between a breakfast of Kellogg's
cornflakes and one of bacon and eggs.
Those breakfast dishes have the Same rel-
evance one to the other as the tunnels.
Both dishes satisfy the inner man, but the
explanation of the cost of miscellaneous
Items does not satisfy me,

Mr Laurance: Have you sought more in-
formation?

Mr SKIDMORE: That is a good ques-
tion.!I would like to have the time to seek
further information, but I have not. The
only people who are prepared to assist mue
are those who prepared the document I
have In my hand. However, I will not deal
with that because if I did I would probably
need an extension of time, and that might
present a Problem.

Some members opposite do not wish to
be informed about what this Government
Is doing in regard to the Proposed exten-
sion or about what misleading facts it Is
putting to the public.

Mr Shalders: We are fully aware of it.

Mr SKIDMORE: I hope members op-
posite will be more aware of the situation
when I finish my remarks. The Govern-
ment has taken the example of three long
tunnels as a basis for costing the alter-
native proposal. It has no idea of the
construction techniques involved or any-
thing of that nature; it does not even
know whether the tunnels were of the
Same type as the tunnels Shown in the
Playford plan.

How specious, ridiculous, and stupid!
How completely irresponsible for the Gov-
ernment to base any analysis upon that!
Yet that is the basis for the estimate of
$9 million in miscellaneous costs. it is
quite wrong. The report gives a summary
of costs including $9 million for miscel-
laneous costs, $5 million for approach
structures, and $10.5 million for approach
roads. These amounts are unsubstantiated.
The entire tunnel cost is estimated at
$71 million.

Paragraph 9.4 of the document refers
to annual running costs which, of course,
Include the original capital cost of the
tunnel, loaded to high heaven In order to
make the proposal look as unrealistic as
possible. This to me shows the amount
of haste this Government is prepared to

exercise to get this land under its control
so that it may make it Part of the type
of freeway extension it wants.

Mr Laurance: Do you think the tunnel
will cost less than that?

Mr SKIDMORE: I will, answer that
interjection quite simply: I am not argu-
Ing for a tunnel concept, a bridge, or
anything else. What I am saying is that
we should go along a little more cautiously.
Let us not accept the proposition con-
tained in the Minister's motion; let us
simply go along quietly and have another
look at it. Perhaps the Snowy Moun-
tains authority was wrong.

Mr Laurance: You have led the House
to believe the figures were overstated.

Mr SKIDMORE: They are, and the
validity of the basis on which comparisons
were made must also be questioned. I will
put it in simple terms so that the honour-
able member can understand what I am
saying. If I wanted to make a comparison
between two motorcars, I would have to
make a comparison between two similar
makes of vehicle. It would be of no use
my making a comparison between my Fal-
con and somebody else's Holden to see
whether or not I had been gypped in buy-
ing a Falcon motorcar. I would have to
compare two Falcons in order to make a
valid comparison. As a matter of fact,
I have not been gypped; I have a
good one. But that Is the sort of thing
I am saying; to put up three long tun-
nels as a basis for comparison is just not
v'alid.

We must not forget that this point is
very important because this is what the
Main Roads Department and other au-
thorities have hung their hats on to down-
grade the tunnel scheme.

Mr Laurance: You maintain that they
have no basis for comparison?

Mr SKIDMORE: Of course I do; there
is no question about it.

Mr Laurance: You believe it would cost
less than that?

Mr SKIDMORE: Yes, I certainly do; I
have finally managed to get through to
the honourable member, and I1 will now
Proceed to other matters which I wish
to raise. When I read the reference to
annual running costs, I find some rather
remarkable statements, such as the fol-
lowing-

Power requirements for lighting,
pumping, and ventilation at a rate of
lc/Kw hour=$l70 000.

source SMEC
Brilliant! I have no Idea of the wattage
of the lamps or how they are going to be
placed in the tunnel. No detail is pro-
vided of the form of lighting on which
the estimate was made. I do not know
how many kilowatt hours will be burnt.
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I do not know the size of the pumps that
will be used, or what is to be pumped.
The document goes on to say-

The manning of the control room and
overall supervision 2 men per shift.

Mr Laurance: What about the Snowy
Mountains authority; it has built a tun-
nel or two?

Mr SKIDMORE: Where has it built tun-
nels?

Mr Laurance: In the Snowy Mountains.
Mr SIDMORE: I had a good look

at those tunnels during four visits to the
site when they were being constructed. I
do not profess to be anything but a viitor
to the scheme. The honourable member is
not making any profound statement when
he says the authority has built tunnels.
The authority may know what it is talk-
ing about; I do not even say it does not
know what it is talking about. What I am
saying is that the authority was not given
sufficient time to formulate an assessment.
In fact, its engineers admitted that it
would take upwards of two years to make a
complete study of the alternative proposi-
tions.

However, this Government has done it
in about a. month, by using the comparison
of three long tunnels as a basis for its
estimate. Therefore, the tunnel is going to
cost $71 million. When we have a look at
this in retrospect, members must draw the
same conclusion I draw. The preferred
scheme is estimated to cost $25 million,
including all access roads and a bridge.
However, the Government says that in the
case of the tunnel scheme, approach roads
alone will cost $10.5 million, or nearly 50
per cent of the total cost of the preferred
scheme. Of course the tunnel estimates
have been loaded!

Mr Laurance: You cannot substantiate
such an accusation.

Mr SKIEDMORE: The honourable mem-
ber may get the opportunity later to say,
"I told you so"; such a comment is quite
common in this House. People apparently
are not allowed to make 'what they be-
lieve is the correct analysis of a situation.
Everybody is always reading old Hansards
and saying, "I told you so". I hope to be
here in 1980, and perhaps then the hon-
ourable member will say, "I told you so".
If that is the contribution he wants to
make to the debate, let him; but I want
to make a more valid one.

Not enough time has been given to
studying this plan. I should like to chal-
lenge the statement made that commuters
do not use the Swinana Freeway, or will
not use It in increasing numbers 'when
the extension is built. I see a lot of people
on the freeway eveny morning and they
are going somewhere. I guarantee mem-
bers that not all of them finish up going
f rom south to north or from north to
south; some of them drop off into the
city.

These people are commuters and there
are going to be more of them because the
very argunent the department is using
to justify the extension of the freeway is
the residential and industrial development
that is going to take Place behind Mt.
Pleasant and the area between the south-
emn side of the Canning Highway and the
western side of the river, floes the depart-
ment intend to say to these people, "You
are commuters and as such you are not
to use the freeway"? If those people are
to go by another route, they will have to
travel a very long way into the city. Of
course they will use the freeway! It is
planned that they will use the freeway via
the access roads.

I make now the first personal expres-
sion of my attitude to the proposed
freeway. I am not satisfied that free-
ways do the job they are supposed to
do. I wonder how much longer we are
going to be subjected to this sort of de-
velopment, where we are servants, rather
than masters, of the machine. That is
Precisely what freeways tend to do; they
create a monster of motorcar after motor-
car, driving along Into an already crowded
city where insufficient Parking facilities
are available.

Does the Government intend to increase
parking fees to such a level that people
will not use their motorcars? If that is
the intention, perhaps the extension is un-
necessary. If the Government does not
want the city to be stifled by vehicles, it
may decide to increase parking fees. Let
us be honest in our approach to this mat-
ter: If this is what the Government wants
to do, and If it wants to remove the com-
muter from the freeways to relieve the
congestion, it will virtually remove the
necessity for such freeways.

I always thought that most roads were
built for the purpose of moving goods and
People. I have no doubt that many mem-
bers have seen situations on the freeway
where perhaps 18 out of 20 motorcars
contain only one person, heading into
work. Just where does the department get
its figures when it says that the freeway
is not used by commuters?

I refer members to the suggestion to
change the lane arrangements on the free-
way and the Narrows Bridge to a four-
two arrangement rather than the present
three-three lane operation. I agree that
this is a sound concept, and I am sur-
prised that it has not been done before.
I understand there are some engineering
problems associated with it in that some
of the approach roads must be redesigned
to allow for such a scheme.

This, in turn, would probably relieve
some of the traffic congestion that will take
place in the future. I find myself woei-
dering whether or not we should
have looked at other alternatives that have
been suggested and which have been dealt
with in a very cavalier way by the Main
Roads Department. Suggestions have been
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made to have the department look at the
question of the traffic flow by duplicating
the existing Canning Bridge and con-
structing an off-road which would divert
the traffic travelling over the two
bridges to the various housing estates that
will be developing on the southern fore-
shores of Canning River and along the
Mt Pleasant side of that river. If this
were done it is envisaged that daily com-
muters would be quickly dispersed along
the various routes leading from the Can-
ning Bridge.

As I see It. the great problem at the
moment is trying to get aver Canning
Bridge at the southern end of the Ewinana
Freeway. If the congestion of traffic is
relieved in that area by providing more
lanes on a new bridge 60 or 70 per cent
of the existing problems surrounding the
extension of Swinana Freeway would be
overcome for most people and, in the main,
they would comprise those motorists who
commute daily to and from the city block.

I believe the motion before the House
has been moved in haste. We are opposed
to the present proposal, not because of the
suggested extension of the Kwlnana Free-
way, the development of the bridge area,
and other works, but because the people
of Western Australa have not had an
opportunity to have another look at the
proposal.

As I have stated previously, the Minis-
ter for Transport, and also another min-
ister said that this proposal has been under
review for 20 years. I refute that state-
ment. This scheme has not been under
review for 210 years. IL has been under re-
view only since an amendment was made
to the scheme and objections were raised
by some members of the public last year.
Thiat was the only time the public had an
opportunity to object to the scheme, and
therefore it is wrong for the Minister for
Transport or any other Minister to say
that this scheme has a history of some 30
or 40 years.

Such a statement should be thoroughly
discounted and publicised to indicate that
the Government is acting like a secretive
organisatlon, because it has not kept the
public properly informed. In fact, it has
gone a long way towards keeping the pub-_
lic misinformed as to the actual costs
involved in this scheme.

Mention has been made of the part
played by the Environmental Protection
Authority in this scheme, and on consider-
ing the work that has been done by the
authority I may perhaps may that this
work represents a little bit of sweetening
to the top of the cake. However, I do not
think that this is really needed when we
consider the problem of transporting peo-
ple across the Canning River. The alter-
native suggestion I favour would be at
least to double the umber of lanes over
the Canning River by duplicating the
existing bridge, thus accommodating
all the traffic that flows off the Kwlnana,

Freeway. and dispersing It with the pro-
vision of off-roads leading away from
Canning Bridge on the southern side. if
this were done there would not be any need
for reclamation of the Canning River, and
no need for the erection of another bridge.

I mention this because there Is another
alternative that must come to fruition
eventually; that is, along the coastal road
to the north greater traffic outlets or
access roads must be provided because of
the natural development that will take
place in the northern suburbs and the in-
creased traffic from the industrial areas.
To my mind that is the alternative route
that should be studied when it conies to
a question of considering the industrial
traffic travelling from the southern parts
of the metropolitan area. It Is specious3 to
say that it is necessary to approve of this
Project as soon as possible for this pur-
pose. Where will all this industrial traffic
disappear eventually? This traffic can-
not increase any more because, virtually.
it has been brought to a standstill due
to a cessation of industrial development In
the area it already serves.

it would be more reasonable to construct
a road along the coast to the north to take
care of the proposed industrial develop -
ment in that area. I conclude on the
note that I oppose the motion before the
House. It is one that has been born in
haste. It should be killed in haste and
should not be debated further.

MR MAYT (Clontari) [11.45 p.m.]: One
of the matters we are concerned about Is
the reason the Government is insisting on
forcing this motion through. There is no
real reason for so doing except that the
Minister has stated he has to get on with
the job and think about future planning.

Like the member for Gascoyne, we on
this side of the House are concerned
about the situation in regard to Canning
Bridge. This situation will remain no
matter what the Government does in
terms of extending the Kwlnana Freeway.
The position that has been canvassed quite
freely this evening by several speakers is
that we will only transfer the problem
from one area to another.

There is no suggestion of the Nfirrows
Bridge being duplicated. In fact, the
Commmissioner of Main Roads at the
meeting of members of Parliament held In
Parliament House, specificially said-and
I took a note of his words at the time-

No serious consideration has been
given to duplicating the Narrows
Bridge.

If no serious consideration has been given
to duplicating the Narrows Bridge what
Is the reason for the urgency of this pro-
ject at the present time? I admit that we
must plan ahead, but if we are to do so
surely we should plan a lot further ahead
than merely to relieve the congestion on
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the freeway. Some alternative has to be
found to relieve the congestion of traffic
at Canning Bridge.

At the moment the situation Is that
three lanes of traffic are converging on
Canning Bridge and are being diverted
Into two lanes on the bridge Into
Canning Highway. I am obliged to cross
Canning Bridge on many occasions and to
do so is quite a hazard. I realise that
this is a bottleneck, but we will not achieve
anything with the present proposal put
forward by the Government. We have
not been told by the Government what it
will do in regard to relieving traffic con-
gestion at the Narrows Bridge, and this
is the area which the Government has to
clarify. It is of no use transferring the
Problem from one area to another, Some
provision must be made somewhere along
the line to relieve congestion at the
Narrows Bridge and the sooner we are
told about what is to happen in regard
to this situation the sooner it will be
clarified.

The members on this side of the Cham-
ber are most concerned about the position
at the Narrows Bridge, and I am sure there
are some Government members who are
concerned about it also. The problem is a
difficult one to solve, even If provision is
made for traffic to travel along four lanes
going onto the bridge and on two lanes
coming off It. This still will not ease the
situation of traffic congestion caused by
motorists using the Kwinana Freeway.

The Commissioner of Main Roads has
told us it is not the intention of the Gov-
ernment to cater for traffic during peak
periods. Surely this is the understatement
of the year, because congestion of traffic
occurs in peak periods; both in the morn-
ing and in the evening when the majority
of the people commute. I do not think
the member for Gascoyne travels to work
at 8.00 a.m. every day. In fact I am sure
he does not, but when he does travel to
work at that time-

Mr Laurance: I travel to work much
earlier than that.

Mr MAY: If the member for Gascoyne
travels to Perth at 8.00 a.m. every day
he will know that there is a tremendous
build-up of traffic along the freeway and
especially at the Canning Bridge end. The
Main Roads Department is not always
right, because I can recall that some Years
ago when an on-ramp road was con-
structed at the South Perth end of the
Narrows Bridge, I wrote to the Main Roads
Department suggesting that because of the
volume of traffic going onto the bridge,
the department should make provision for
the formation of one lane before motorists
reached the on-ramp on the South Perth
side. The reply I received from the MRlD
was that there was no necessity for the
formation of one lane and, In fact, it could
not think of any place where the neces-
sary signs could be erected.

I then suggested that the sign asking
motorists to form one lane should be
placed on the bridge itself, The de-
partment replied by stating that this was
not considered necessary and that such
a sign would desecrate the bridge, or
something of that nature. However, lo
and behold, only a, few months later the
department erected a sign requesting
motorists to form one lane before they
reached the Narrows Bridge on-ramp,
but unfortunately the sign was located too
close to the on-ramp to enable motorists
to form one lane before proceeding onto
the bridge.

When the Mitchell Freeway was near-
ing completion we found signs such as
"Hay Street" and "Cambridge Street" were
erected on overways. The Main Roads De-
partment is not always right. I am dis-
appointed In a way, because the member
for South Perth is not in the Chamber, He
and I have had long discussions on the
freeway being extended over Canning
Highway to link up with Manning Road.
We suggested this to the Main Roads
Department, and indicated it would be
easier for the traffc not to turn left into
Canning Highway, so as to channel right
Into Leonora Street to south of the river,
because the three lanes of traffic coming
off Canning Highway converged into two
lanes, and the traffic from the freeway
turned right. So, all the traffic from
Canning Highway converged into one lane.
The Ml= decided to erect a bus stop on
that one free lane, and the position be-
came chaotic. That was what we told the
Main Roads Department.

Even now we cannot understand why the
department does not allow the traffic to
flow over Canning Highway, turn left
into Manning Road, and into the southern
parts. The department contended that the
traffic going over Canning Highway would
get into a chaotic position. Let US see what
happens to the traffic at the Causeway.
The motorists know the lanes they have
to take when they wish to go to Belmont,
along Shepperton Road, along Albany
Highway, or along Canning Highway.
However, the Main Roads Department de-
cided not to adopt the suggestion put
forward in respect of traffic along the free-
way and Canning Highway, yet we see
vehicles in one lane crossing over traffic
to go into Manning Road and other areas
which are very congested. The only avenue
available is along Leonora Street, and the
traffic banks up to Canning Bridge.

I wish now to deal with the report of
the Environmental Protection Authority.
This is what it had to say about the free-
way built along the Como foreshore-

The first section of the freeway
from the Narrows Bridge to Canning
Bridge was completed in 1959. It fol-
lows the Como foreshore and is fenced
on both sides with steel mesh fencing
material approximately 1.2 metres high
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so as to bar all public access to the
river front. At five Places-pedestrian
overbridges have been erected but these
have not been effective in providing
either proper or realistic access for
obvious physical as well as psycho-
logical reasons. There are no other
crossovers either Pedestrian or vehi-
cular to the river beach.

The following is a classic which appears
in that report-

In the result the Public has been
denied effective access to about five
kilometres of near-city river front
which previously had been one of the
Principal recreational attractions of
living in the South Perth-Como area.
In the present environmentally con-
scious era such a public work could
well be described as environmental
desecration. It is highly probable that
much of the public opposition which
has been expressed to the construc-
tion of the freeway extension to Mt.
Henry has been, in part at least,
motivated by the knowledge of what
has happened to the Como river front
and the fear that the blight which has
descended there will be repeated along
the Canning foreshore.

That report bears the date of March, 1975,
and was Presented to the Parliament in
the last few weeks.

In relation to its Policy, the report of
the Environmental Protection Authority
states-

The Environmental Protection Auth-
ority holds the view that the river
is a Priceless heritage which belongs
to the people. Perth would not be
situated where it is If it were not for
the river. We are firmly of opinion
that obstructive works, whether Public
or private, should not be allowed on
river foreshores. In this category we
include freeways which are fenced and
otherwise designed to Prevent effective
access to the river by the Public for
the Purpose of recreational enjoyment.

The report speaks volumes in terms of what
the Environmental Protection Authority
thinks of this extension to the Kwinana
Freeway.

In the Main Roads Department report
Of May, 1974, dealing with the Kwinana
Freeway extension, the following ap-
pears-

The Main Roads Department, after
many months of traffic research and
environmental studies, recommends
that Kwinana Freeway be extended
South from Canning Bridge to Leach
Highway.

The report mentions a number of con-
ditions, and one of these is a real gem.
It is as follows-

Access to the foreshore for prawn-
ig parties at Canning Bridge, Clois-

ter Avenue and Edgewater Road.

Exactly 100 yards from this access to the
foreshore are located four or five homes
which are to be demolished because of the
extension of the freeway. These homes
have been occupied by elderly people for
some 40 years; now it is intended to estab-
lish an access to cater for prawning
partles--often composed of persons not
from the South Perth area but from else-
where-which make a mess on the
river foreshore, yet these elderly people will
not be allowed to live there.

No real effort has been made to deter-
mine compensation payable to these
people, or to consider the fact that they
have established homes there for some 40
years at a time when there was no thought
of building the freeway. There is need for
progress, but T contend that ultimately
along that foreshore will be established
high-rise and expensive residential areas.
Whoever is living there, even if the free-
way Is not built along that route, would
be able to sell his property for a consid-
erable sum of money. However, that is
not the point at issue. The people con-
cerned have been living there all their
lives, and they should be given some com-
pensation for the loss of a wonderful resi-
dential area.

Other matters which warrant more
debate are also contained in the report Of
March, 1975, relating to the Swinana
Freeway extension. Certain appendices
are tabulated with designations. Some of
these are-

Appendix TV-Main Roads Depart-
ment's comments on depressing a
section of the Highway Exten-
sion.

Appendix V-Main Roads Depart-
ment's comments on elevating a
section of the Highway Exten-
Sion.

Appendix fl-Main Roads Depart-
ment's comments on proposals
submitted to the lv.R.P.A. by
objectors.

Appendix XI-Main Roads Depart-
ment's comments on the views
expressed by other statutory
bodies.

We have before us a unilateral situation,
where all that we have are the views of
the Main Roads Department.

Let us examine some of its other views
in the document I have mentioned. At
page 13 the following appears-

The Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority at their meeting held on
May 29, 1974, resolved to amend the
Metropolitan Region Scheme to pro-
vide for the southern extension of the
SwInana Freeway to be located on
the route Proposed by the Main
Roadls Department.

That was the date In respect of which I
made some comments to the Miister for
Transport.
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In 1955 the route was along the fore-
shore and over Mt. Henry to Deep Water
Point. In 1963 a recommendation was
wade for the alteration of the previous
plan. Much play has been made by Gov-
ernment members on what the Tonkin
Government did in its three years of
office.

Mr O'Connor: You said that in 1955 the
route was to Deep Water Point.

Mr MAY: In the period from 1955 to
1963 the recommendation was the route
to Deep Water Point.

Mr O'Connor: In 1955 it was Mt. Henry.

Mr MAY: The Minister is talking about
Mt. Henry where the bridge crosses, but
I am talking about the point where Mt.
Henry home is established. That was the
place where the bridge was to be located,
and not at Mt. Henry in the preferred
plan. As far as I am concerned it is the
Mt. Henry home.

That is where the original plan was from
1955 to 1963 when it was altered to the
preferred scheme. What I am trying to
point out-

Mr Jamieson: I hope that is clear to
readers of Mansard in future.

Mr MAY: if it is not, we wml certainly
alter it accordingly.

Mr O'Connor: I do not think it will be.
Mr MAY: There are two areas. The

Mt. Henry area where the preferred bridge
is going over is now considered to be Mt.
Henry, because of the publicity given to
that particular bridge. The previous Mt.
Henry we talked about is the Mt. Henry
home. The actual area I was talking about
is near the overway Provided for the
prawning parties, or that type of
access for the f oreshore. So, in the 1955
to 1963 era we were talking about Mt.
Henry. From 1967 onwards, or at least
recently, we have been talking about
Mt. Henry which is the furthest ex-
tremity at which the bridge will go across
and link up with the freeway.

Mr O'Connor: I was talking about Mt.
Henry as such.

Mr MAY: There was not a Mt. Henry
prior to this particular Preferred route. It
might have been talked about by the Main
Roads Department, but to the people in
the locality Mt. Henry is that area where
the home is.

Another point I wish to raise is on page
21. I mention these to indicate why we
wish further inquiries to be made. One of
the objectors to the proposal was a Mr
Wray. The report reads--

Mr. Wray also suggested that the
proposed boatbridge at the end of
Cloister Avenue be re-sited as shown
on Figure 3. This appears to be
feasible, but the effects on the Mt.
Henry Home and the 'A' Class Reserve
would have to be carefully considered.

This is another avenue which must be
carefully considered. An "A"-class reserve
and a hospital must be considered and the
Government. as recently as March, 1975,
stated this. These are the reasons we are
asking the Government to defer the matter
until such time as we can study it.

On page 22 of the same document is
another item emphasised earlier by the
member for Perth. It reads-

A group of State Politicians have
suggested that the freeway could be
depressed, using the same route. This
proposal would in fact be a tunnel
without the roof on and is currently
being investigated by the Department.

Note the words "currently being investi-
gated". This was in March, 1975. These
matters should evoke some doubt in the
minds of members of the Government con-
cerning the justification for the inquiry
we are seeking. Surely these are all valid
Points. They are not fiction. Despite all
the objections made and laid on the Table
of the House the Government wants to
make a definite decision now.

On page 24 is another comment which
reads--

It is not Possible to give any definite
comments on the Possible lowering of
the freeway at the present time, as the
effect on the water table would have
to be investigated in some depth.

Right through this document, dated
March, 1975, are similar comments which
alone Provide sufficient evidence to sup-
port our contention that this matter
should be deferred until such time as the
Government is able to conduct an open
inquiry under an independent chairman
with experts to help.

The member for Gascoyne referred to
the Possibility of a tunnel and raised a
question as to Whether or not it would be
a good move. I Point out that at the
meeting held upstairs we asked the Com-
missioner of Main Roads whether any of
his officers had gone overseas to look
specifically at the tunnel situation, and he
said, 'No, they had not".

He stated that he himself, and I think
he mentioned the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, had been Overseas and had
studied some of the tunnels, but he cer-
tainly indicated that no-one had been
sent to deal with that item specifically.
No-one has been across to study tunnels
and return with the result of his inquiry.
It is all very well to say that some engi-
neers from the Snowy Mountains Engin-
eering Corporation had been consulted,
but a different type of tunnelling is
required in the mountains from that
required under a river.

From the meagre information I have
been able to obtain, I believe that the
area involved, because of its sandy bot-
tomn, lends itself favourably to a tunnel
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system. As I said earlier, I am not par-
ticularly impressed with the idea of a
tunnel, but I feel this is an area we should
study. The member for Perth believes we
should Procrastinate for a little longer in
order that we might obtain the extra
information we would like so we can be
sure in our own minds that all possible
avenues have been explored. Although
many people outside advocate the estab-
lishment of a tunnel, not all members on
this side do. All they advocate is that
further inquiries be made. It is most
unusual that despite all the officers who
go overseas for various purposes, no real
in-depth study has been made of a tunnel
system which may suit the Canning
River south of Canning Highway.

Mr Sodeman: ae did say they had ob-
tained the relevant costing of cross-chan-
nel tunnels, though.

Mr MAY: A cross-channel tunnel is
different from a cross-river tunnel. All
the geological reports we have obtained
indicate that the bottom of the river in
the area involved would be suitable for
a tunnel. I do not know whether it is so,
but this is the information we have
received. Some people have suggested the
establishment of ventilators on Mt. Henry
similar to those used for sightseeing in
King's Park. Such a scheme would cer-
tainly add to the aesthetics of the area,
and that is fair enough; but we have
received no real information on this
aspect and this is why we object.

The Opposition during this debate has
clearly demonstrated the necessity for
further investigation into the southern
extension Of the freeway. I have referred
to the situation in Manning, in my own
area, in regard to which insufficient study
has been made concerning the establish-
ment of Hope Avenue as an off-ramp and
on-ramp. The people in the area are con-
cerned. I have corresponded with the
South Perth council on many occasions. I
did not think it was fully aware of the
situation but I thought that at least the
MED, with its engineering staff, would
have conducted a very good investigation
to ensure that that would be the best
technological method of getting onto the
freeway.

If members study some of the plans in
the documents they will find there is
access from Robert Street to the freeway
beading south and this converges with
Manning Road. For the members who do
not know the area, I would point out
that Manning Road, at the Manning Hotel
will start to climb over the top of the
freeway and head to Perth where it will
link with the freeway. If it were extended
the other way at the same point, to go left
and down onto the freeway south of Can-
ning Bridge, this would then provide suf-
ficient access for the Fremantle or south-
ern end of the freeway.

Why not have them all Join up at one
point thus saving the expense of an ad-
ditional interchange further on at Hope
Avenue which would cause a lot of
anxiety to the elderly people in the area?

I would like to point out briefly that
many people have built homes in the area,
particularly in St. Lucia where, fortun-
ately, the houses will not have to be
demolished. However, the People in that
area will be closely associated with the
freeway, noise-wise, and in various other
ways, such as in gaining access to the
river at that point. As I have said, many
people have built homes in the suburb
and I must emphasise that they are some
of the nicest homes in the metropolitan
area. People further back will not be so
fortunate because their homes will be
demolished. The Main Roads Department
should have been able to avoid the demo-
lition of 40 to 50 homes In one of the
most picturesque districts in the metro-
politan area.

The other day when going down
Leonora Street I noticed that the depart-
ment concerned has ripped up all the road
and is installing pipes for some reason or
other. is it a fact that money is to be
spent on these works when, in actual fact,
in a few years' time, the whole area will
be ripped up for the interchange?

Mr Davies: It is usually the other way
around.

Mr MAY: That is something we will
talk about at same future time. Once
again I point out that this proposal is
before the House with insufficient evi.-
dence to show that it ise the best possible
route. It may be; in all probability it is.
However, as far as we are concerned in-
sufficient evidence is available to us, as
the Opposition, to enable us to say sin-
cerely that it is the best route for the
extension of the freeway.

I see that the Minister for Works has
returned to the Chamber and I indicate
to him that I mentioned some of the mat-
ters we discussed regarding the extension
of the freeway over Canning Highway to
link with Manning Road. I had some
talks with the Minister for Works who
is the member for South 'Perth so I will
not go any further with that matter.

Mr Jamieson: I think you are referring
to the Minister for Labour and Industry.

Mr MAY: I am sorry; I meant to say
the Minister for Labour and Industry. As
I have said previously, we believe this
matter should be given consideration by
the Government and a public inquiry
held. If this motion is agreed to this
morning it is quite obvious the Govern-
ment will press on with the other two
related measures. We strongly request the
Government to give this matter further
consideration. We demonstrated here yes-
terday afternoon, last night, and this
morning that there is certainly need for
further inquiry.
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MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Mlzdster
for Transport) [12.12 am.]: I believe
that during the debate on the amendment
moved by the member for Morley I
answered many of the objections raised
by various speakers. Most members have
spoken on the matter of insufficient time
but I do not intend to go into the detail
of what has happened since 1953.

Quite frankly, I believe that since the
Stephenson -Hepburn plan of 1953-1955
a great deal of work has been done. Mem-
bers have been sufficiently aware of the
programme to understand what was going
on.

In the cost-benefit analysis mentioned
by several members, including the mem-
ber for Swan, the method adopted by the
department is the same as that adopted
world-wide by practising economists in this
particular field. Such analysis is carried
out in order to indicate the econormc via-
bility of an investment. Such an analysis
was made as to whether a, freeway or a
road system should go Into this particu-
lar area.

I have looked at various tunnels, with-
out going into engineering details. It
appears that a tremendous cost is in-
volved in constructing tunnels. The indi-
cations were that a tunnel would not be a
viable proposition. Investigations were
leveled at the magnitude of the cost and
revealed that the construction of a tun-
nel would mean an enormously increased
cost over and above the cost of the Pro-
posed plan. Full details of the work done
are contained in the MRPA report,
Appendices III and V.

Mr Skidmiore: How much work was
done?

Mr O'CONNOR: If the honourable mnem-
ber has a look at the report he will see
for himself. The member for Perth
raised a point regarding the payment of
a few extra cents per week per vehicle.
That proposition sounds attractive in
simple terms, but when one cost is an
extra $12 million and the other is an extra
$46 Million they are extremely large sums
of money which we consider could be used
to better advantage in improving roads
and traffic safety generally. If that money
is available I consider that is the area
in which it should be spent.

Members have commented on various
aspects of the proposal and I say
Quite frankly much of the attraction of
Perth is being able to drive along the
foreshores of the rivers. I am sure all
members would agree with me that It Is
a pleasure to drive along the freeway,
whether as a driver or a passenger, along-
side the foreshore. I am not in any way
attracted towards tunnels.

Mr Jamieson: They look nice from the
outside.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, I agree with that
but it is obvious that smoke and fumes
accumulate inside tunnels. I do not find
anything attractive about tunnels, not
that I have been through a great number
of them.

It was mentioned that the Narrows
Bridge would be clogged with traffic be-
fore the freeway was completed. That
problem will not arise to the degree en-
visaged by members.

Mr Davies: It is only a little bit
clogged!

Mr O'CONNOR: It is clogged a little
now.

Mvr Davies: It will not get better; it
will get worse.

Mr O'CONNOR: The alteration to the
number of traffic lanes will affect the
clogging to a degree. If four lanes are
provided, instead of three, the traffic flow
will improve.

Mr Davies: The Main Roads Depart-
ment engineers, on their own figures, said
delays will occur.

Mr O'CONNOR: We are aware that
something like 70 per cent of the traffic
bypasses the city. Therefore, it will not
be a radial road but a spine road. Most
traffic will bypass the city. I agree that
at peak periods there will be some con-
gestion, and I would not be telling the
truth if I were to say otherwise.

Mr May:, But is that not the most
important time?

Mr O'CONNOR: Does the member for
Victoria Park know of anywhere in the
world where there are no problems dur-
ing peak periods? Unless some action is
taken now conditions will become chaotic
at a later stage. It is proposed that ring
roads will be constructed at a later stage,
and areas have been set aside for this
purpose. Members are 'aware of those
proposals and the roads will converge on
the total plan. However, that is some
time ahead.

I am attempting to answer the ques-
tions raised by members without again
going over the ground I have already
covered,

Mr Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr May: Perhaps if the Minister were

to agree to an inquiry it would save hav-
ing to go over that ground again.

Mr Skidmore: I suggest that the infor-
mation I am seeking is not contained in
Appendices III and V.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will check on that
and let the member know. It has been
claimed that the connection with Hope
Avenue will split the suburb of Manning.
However, the connection will provide
Manning with a good road service.

Mr May: The residents of Manning do
not want It.
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Mr O'CONNOR: Do they not?
Mr May: No fear, because the connec-

tion will bring in people from outside the
manning area.

Mr O'CONNOR: If we did not do some-
thing along these lines the member oppo-
site would be screaming in this House
within a short time.

Mr May: The people use Manning Road
now. it is a dual carriageway and could
solve the problem.

Mr O'CONNOR: If we divert Canning
Highway the traffic will flaw much
quicker.

Mr May: There are any number of
avenues on the other side.

Mr O'CONNOR: And the coat would be
an additional $1 million.

Mr May: You have looked at the area?
Mr O'CONNOR: I have.
Mr May: You have looked at it, and

spoken to the people?
Mr O'CONNOR: I have not spoken to

the people.
Mr May: I did not think so.
Mr O'CONNOR: The honour-able mnem-

ber asked whether I have spoken to the
people and I answered that I had not.
However, I have seen the area.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: What about the
Sickley Street crew?

Mr O'CONNOR:, The member far Mor-
ley asks about the Bickley Street crew.
They will have better access than previ-
ously.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: How will they get
onto the freeway?

Mr O'CONNOR: I am not sure of the
name of the road, but they will go south
and get back onto the freeway.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They will not go onto
the freeway at all.

Wr O'CONNOR: Some will.
Mr A. R. Tonkin: If those people are

subtracted from the figures the calcu-
lations will be wrong.

Mr O'CONNOR: No matter how much
information I gave members, it would not
be sufficient.

Mr Bertram: Hear, heart
Mr O'CONNOR: No matter how many

reports were submitted, members would
say they wanted more reports, until they
received something which was satisfac-
tory to themselves, whether or not It was
satisfactory to the whole scheme. A num-
ber of reports have been made since the
freeway was first planned back In 1956,
and many of them have supported the
scheme, The Environmental Protection
Authority has supported it; the PERTS
report supported it, and the Swan River
Conservation Board supported it.

I want to refer to a comment made
earlier tonight by the member for Clan-
tarf. He accused me of making misstate-
ments. The statement I made was accur-
ate.

Mr May: No, it was not.
Mr O'CONNOR: It was. I obtained an

extract of what I said from Hansard and
I will read it, What the honourable mem-
ber said was inaccurate and what I said
was accurate,

Mr May: I read it. You showed it to me.
Mr O'CONNOR: I said-

Between 1953 and 1955 the Steph-
enson-Hepburn study was carried
out, and if members look through the
report they will find It showed a new
bridge over the Swan River at the
Narrows. That bridge has now been
completed. The Plan also showed a
major regional highway along the
Swan River foreshore to the Canning
Bridge, extending south along the
Canning River and crossing that
river at Mt. Henry.

I repeat: crossing the river at Mt. Henry.
This was the 1955 report. I continued-

I point out that is the preferred
plan at this stage.

Mr May: I told you where Mt. Henry
was when we were speaking a while ago.

Mr O'CONNOR: I do not think the
honourable member knows where it is. I
have since checked with the Main Roads
Department to confirm that I was accur-
ate. I continued-

So if we go hack to 1955, when that
report was completed, we find that
members of the public knew this was
the recommended plan.

Mr May: To crass the river at
what point?

Mr O'CONNOR: At Mt. Henry.
Mr may: In what year was that?
Mr O'CONNOR: In 1955.

Point of Order
Mr B3. T. BURKE: On a point of order,

Mr Speaker, is it competent for the Min-
ister to quote from a speech made during
this session on a matter which is the sub-
ject of this debate?

Mr O'Connor: It Is my own speech.
The SPEAKER: In this particular

debate It can be quoted.

Debate Resumed
Mr O'CONNOR: I can understand why

the honourable member is upset.
Mr B. T. Burke: If you can, it Is the

only thing you do understand.
Mr O'CONNOR: Listen to big month!

He Is on all the time-Mr Nasty in the
H-ouse. He cannot help himself; he car-
ries on In this manner all the time.
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Mr B. T. Burke: Personal abuse.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister.
Mr O'CONNOR: I continue to quote

what I said earlier-
Mr May: You are wrong.
Mr OrCONNOR: The member may

check this.
Mr May: it was proposed to cross

the river at Deep Water Point.
The statement of the member for Clan-
tar! was not correct. In 1955 it was Mt.
Henry. I wanted to have that recorded
in Mansard.

Mr May: You have still not clarified it.

Mr O'CONNOR: How else can I clarify
it?

Mr May: By going out and having a
look. Obviously you have not been out
there.

Mr O'CONNOR: I1 have been out there.
Mr May: When?
Mr O'CONNOR: In April, immediately

the Main Roads Department's plan was
given to me. In April of last year, when
the plan was given to me by the Main
Roads Department, I asked to be taken
out to the area, and I went out immedi-
ately with the people from the depart-
ment to have a look at it. I did not wait.
I went right over the area involved. I
went to Mt. Henry at that time.

Ur May:, You got to Mt. Henry, did
you?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr May: How did you get there?
Mr O'CONNOR: I went on the road-
Mr May: There is no road to Mt. Henry.
Mr O'CONNOR: We went as far as we

could.
Mr May: You cannot get to Mt. Henry

by road.
Mr O'CONNOR: Members opposite are

very touchy on these points. As I say.
when the Main Roads Department sub-
mitted the plan to me I went over the
area involved with members of the de-
partment.

I do not think members who have
spoken tonight have made out a case for
delaying the matter. They have put up
no alternative proposal and, quite frankly,
statements they have made leave a great
deal to be desired. I do not think It is
necessary to answer them any further,
except to say I believe the Main Roads
Department has done a tremendous
amount of work in this matter not only in
trying to find the preferred way but also
in trying to check up all the details vari-
ous members have requested. I congratu-
late the officers of the department on the
work they have done.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes-24
Mr Blalale M
Sir David Brand Mi
Mr Clarko M-
Sir Charles Court At
Mr Cowan Xi
Mr Coyne Li
Mrs Crag Mi
Mr Crane LI
Dr Liadour LI
Mr Orayden Mi
Mr Orewar MI
Mr P. V. Jones Li

NoceS
Ur Barnett Li
Mr Bertram Iv!
Mr B. T. Burke N1
Mr TI. J. Burke Mi
Mr Carr Mi
Mr Davies Mi
Mr H. D.Evans Idi
Mr T. 13, Evans 2d
Mr Fletcher Mi

Pairs
Ayes

Mr Thompson Li
Mr O'Nel A
Mr Shaldera 3E.
Mr Sodeman Mt

Question thus passed.

r Laurance
r LtcPharln
r Mensarca
rNanovich

r O'Connor
r Old
rRidge

r Rushton
rSllmon

r Stephens
r Watt
r Young

(Teller)

r Harman
r Jamieson
.r T. H. Jones
rMay

r McIver
rSkidmore
rTaylor
rA. R. Tonkin
rMailer

(Teller .

Noes
r Hartrey
r Bryce
rJ. T. TonkIn

r Bateman

Resolution transmitted to the Council
and its concurrence desired therein, on
motion by Mr O'Connor (Minister for
Transport).

House adjourned at 12.29 a.m.
(Wednesrap)

ifrgi~latiiwAu rnnh
Wednesday, the 16th April, 1975

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

QUESTIONS (56): ON NOTICE

1. WATER SUPPLIES
Mandurah

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Is he aware of the general dis-

satisfaction of water being sup-
plied through the Mandurab re-
ticulation system?

(2) Has the department plans for the
improvement of this water; if so,
what are they?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, subject to availability of

finance, a scheme to bring water
from the South Dandalup Dam to
Mandurah will be commenced in
the financial year 1975-76 and
completed by about December
1977.


