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The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took
Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

the

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: NINTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 21 August.
MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [2.21p.m.J: I rise

to support the motion and in doing so I offer my
congratulations to those new members who have
joined this House. In particular, I congratulate a
firm friend and colleague, the member for East
Melville (Mr Trethowan). I am sure his will be a
long and fruitful stay in this place and he will
provide much counsel in this Chamber. I know he
will leave his mark here. Also, I welcome the new
members opposite. I congratulate them and wish
them a long stay in Opposition.

Mr Pearce: It seems we are to have a witty
afternoon!

Mr Sodeman: Are you going to speak?
Mr WILLIAMS: I believe that many of the

drivers of motor vehicles in Western Australia are
amongst the rudest and most inconsiderate in
Australia. Most of them do not seem to give a
tuppeny-continental about their fellow drivers. In
particular, I refer to those people who drive in the
middle of the road at a speed which is less than
the limit. They create a build-up of traffic which
causes frustrations to other drivers endeavouring
to overtake. Following drivers tend to take
unnecessary risks and, in turn, accidents occur. I
recommend that the Government give urgent
consideration to this problem, and give
consideration to a return to the rule of keeping to
the left.

Mr E. T. Evans: That is for sure!
Mr WILLIAMS: The keep-to-the-left rule

applies in most States of Australia. It applies also
in most countries throughout the world. I cannot
understand why it does not apply in Western
Australia. In fact, I would prefer to drive in
Victoria or in New South Wales than in Western
Australia. Whilst the density of traffic is far
greater in those States, the drivers of vehicles are
far more aware of the very important rule of
keeping to the left. They adhere to that rule and,
as a consequence, there is a far better flow of
traffic than there is in this State.

I often wonder about the millions of dollars
which are spent annually in this State on our
roads. Engineers are sent overseas to flnd out
what can be done to improve our road system.
Certainly, to some degree our roads systems have
been improved but that improvement breaks down
because we do not apply the very important rule
of making the flow of traffic easier.

It does not matter where one travels, one finds
these people who insist on driving in the centre of
the road. Quite often one can observe two trucks
driving side by side along a freeway. Usually, they
are travelling below the speed limit which leads to
a build-up of traffic. Another instance is the
person who sits in the centre of the road on a
single carriageway. That type of driving stops the
flow of traffic, and frustrates following drivers. It
also shows a lack of courtesy.

Mr Mclver: Do you think we should divert
more to public transport?

Mr WILLIAMS: People who drive in the
centre of the road create bottlenecks, particularly
in peak-hour traffic. If the Government requires
further evidence of what I have been talking
about I suggest that inquiries be made amongst
taxi drivers. It will be found that the biggest
problem on our roads is not keeping to the left.

If we are able to ensure that people drive in the
left-band lane, and keep to the left of the road, I
believe there will be a decrease in the number of
accidents both in the metropolitan area and in the
country.

Mr Bateman: Hear, hear!
Mr WILLIAMS: The frustrations which build

up when people attempt to overtake those drivers'
who insist on driving in the middle of the road
create unnecessary accidents. I sincerely
recommend to the Government that for the sake
of our driving public, and in order to have a
smoother flow of traffic, the simple rule of driving
on the left-hand side of the road be introduced.

I now wish to speak on the subject of the
proliferation of shopping centres. This problem
can be discussed under four headings. Firstly,
development; secondly, the leasing arrangement
of the development; thirdly, the proliferation of
shopping centres which causes bankruptcy; and
fourthly, the need for some form of control.

Shopping centres are a matter of public
importance. The small increase in the population
of this State does not justify the large increase in
the number of shopping centres. The proliferation
of shopping centres has created hardship in the
retail industry. This has sometimes resulted in
bankruptcy, and it is creating monopolies.
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Some time ago local governing authorities were
invited by the MRPA to provide plans of already
existing retail shopping centres and also shopping
centres envisaged within the following five years.
Unfortunately, the plan envisaged by the MRPA
has not come to fruition and, as yet, there are no
controls on shopping centres.

It must be borne in mind that many shopping
centres constructed during the last three to six
years were built with the certain knowledge that
there would be no competition from other
shopping centres in the same areas. However,
shopping centres are now being constructed in
areas where previously they were never envisaged.
The original developers usually made exhaustive
inquiries before constructing shopping centres.

It seems that both the MRPA and local
governing authorities appear to have adopted the
attitude that if a developer wants to build a
shopping centre in a gazetted commercial site, the
onus is on the developer to make it a viable
proposition. Should the centre fail, the onus is on
the developer, and also the retailers who rent
space in the centre. They have to pay the
consequences.

Mr Bryce: Do you believe that?
Mr WILLIAMS: Yes, that is what happens.
Mr Bryce: That is the law of the jungle.
Mr WILLIAMS: A limited number of dollars

are available to go around, and they are being
spread further and further. The stage has been
reached where many new shopping centres are not
viable propositions. In many cases the developer is
prepared to wait from three to five years before
receiving a return on his capital investment.
Many of the developers are superannuation fund
investors, life insurance companies, finance
institutions, and overseas investors. They are not
in a great hurry to receive a return on their
capital investment. They are usually prepared to
wait from three to live years. So also are the
multinational chains of retailers. They are
prepared to wait three to five years.

In their last report in July, Woolworths state
the fact that they are prepared to wait three 10
five years for a capital return. But not so the
small businessman; he cannot afford that luxury;
he must have immediate returns on his
investment. As a consequence, he is finding
himself out of business before the population
growth warrants the shopping centre.

Why is this situation occurring in the shopping
centres? We come back to the MRPA and its
forward planning principles. I do not condemn
those principles. I think it is excellent to have
forward planning, and it incorporates many of the

corridor plans. The unfortunate aspect of the
forward planning is that the MRPA says in
certain areas by the year 2000 the population will
increase 'by 100000 or 50000; so the local
authority starts planning for that envisaged
increase in population.

Once the design plans have been completed, the
spec builder starts building an odd house here and
there in order to get the project off the ground. In
the meantime, the local authority gazettes
commercial areas. The developers come in and
say, "it is cheaper to build today than to build
tomorrow, and while this will not be a viable
proposition for the next few years, eventually it
will be a viable proposition; so it is to our
advantage to build now."

That is what is happening. As I said earlier, the
multinational chains are quite capable of carrying
a loss over a number of years until the business
becomes a viable proposition; but unfortunately
the small retailer, who gets the short straw at all
turns, cannot afford to carry a loss and he is going
to the wall.

This leads me to what I believe is the important
aspect; that is, the leasing agreements, in which
landlords are making more and more exorbitant
demands. When a leasing agreement is set up. the
first issue at stake is the basic rent. I was told
only in the last week or so that in some suburbs at
this moment the basic rent in shopping centres is
as high as $22 a square foot. That is murderous. I
do not understand how any retailer can make a
profit under those circumstances.

However, for that basic rent the developer is
perhaps prepared to give the tenant a three-year
lease and an option of another three years. In the
good old days, even if the rent were $22 a square
foot, at least the retailer understood that for the
first three years he would pay that exorbitant $22
a square foot but by the end of the second year
that had become less tough, and in the third year
he had a chance to make some money on it; and
there would naturally be a slight increase when
the option was taken up. So, initially it was tough
but the retailer made a go of it.

But that is not so today. Although the
developer is prepared to give three years with an
option of another three years. he is now
demanding a review of rent every 12 months. The
tenant has not the ability to start making profits
before the landlord is into him again.

The second issue is rates and taxes, for which
the tenant must provide. I do not propose to argue
this matter today. Suffice it to say the
businessman is paying his fair share of rates and
taxes.
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Mr Pearce: More than his fair share.

Mr WILLIAMS: All right. I am not arguing
about that.

Mr H. D. Evans: Tell the Government about
that.

Mr WILLIAMS: Another charge for which he
is liable is the charge for the centre traders'
association to cover advertising, promotion, and
entertainment. At many new shopping centres
today it is necessary to have entertainers in order
to try to attract the crowds. On top of that he has
to pay his share for cleaning, lighting, power, and
security.

Mr Pearce: If there were fewer police goi ng
around arresting demonstrators, there would be
more to protect shopping centres.

Mr WILLIAMS: In addition, a new condition
which is appearing in leases relates to turnover. I
call it a tax on increased turnover. The developer
will say to the tenant, "I believe your turnover in
this centre should be so much but if it goes
beyond that amount I want part of it because my
development will have created the extra
turnover." Therefore, because of the natural
increase in the price of commodities and goads,
before the retailer knows where he is his turnover
has exceeded the limit and from then on he has to
pay a percentage to the developer. That is rather
rough stuff.

Another matter has crept into leases. We must
bear in mind that the original rental of $22 a
square foot has now turned out to be more like
$25 or $30 by the time the retailer has paid all
the extra charges. If after all that he has been
lucky enough over a year or two to make a profit
or develop a business through hard work, and for
any reason he decides he cannot afford to stay in
business and he will sell, up to 50 per cent of any
goodwill he manages to gain in the sale goes to
the developer or the landlord. These conditions
are written into the contracts. What it amounts to
is that the small retailer is not given the
opportunity, to which he is entitled, to enjoy his
full trading profits, and he is not entitled to the
fruits of any goodwill he may have achieved.

Mr H. D. Evans: Is not your private enterprise
working?

Mr WILLIAMS: These problems are arising
today and they are not confined only to Western
Australia. They apply right throughout Australia.
I would like to quote from the Queensland Retail
World of 23 July this year. which says--

The Government must look at a Landlord
and Tenancy Act.

It is not of much use talking about small
business bureaus and other cosmetic jobs
when right before your eyes, barefaced
robbery is taking place, unmolested.

I believe the way to overcome the problem is for
the landlords or the promoters to agree to strata
titling for the small retailer. If this were brought
in it would at least assist the retailer to keep down
his rent. He would not be chasing his rent all the
time. He would be able to keep it down to a
reasonable level.

We all know, as free enterprise people, that the
person who has the opportunity to obtain his own
freehold will make an extra effort in order to
achieve something. That is part of the private
enterprise system. Unfortunately, at the moment,
the only way the developer will look at this
situation is by allowing a person to tender for the
whole complex. That is out of the reach of the
small retailer, so the big multi-chain retailer
comes in and takes the lot. As we know, the
essential aspect of the problem of the proliferation
of shopping centres is the relentless growth of
monopolies in the retail industry.

Mr Bryce: What does the member think should
happen?

Mr WILLIAMS: We know what has happened
to the small retailers and the people who owned
corner stores. We do not need statistics to tell us
how many butcher shops have gone to the wall in
the last ive years. Many grocers and greengrocers
have gone out of business.

Mr Bryce: What do you think should happen?
Mr WILLIAMS: If the honourable member

will wait, I will tell him. Our Government is
opposed to monopolies, just as it is opposed to
socialism.

An Opposition member: What about the Swan
Brewery?

Mr H. D. Evans: You could have fooled us.
Mr WILLIAMS: It is time for us to consider

seriously the matter of bankruptcies. Not many
people are aware of the number of applications
for bankruptcy in this State each year. We hear
only of the cases of large retailers, but to give an
idea of the picture, I would like to quote from The
Sunday Times of 27 July of this year. The article
states-

The latest Federal Government report
shows liabilities recorded against 407
bankrupts in WA in 1978-79 totalled almost
$6 million.

Many more small businesses, which
comprise more than half the bankruptcies, go
to the wall without being declared bankrupt.

927



928 [ASSEMBLY]

The individuals or partners pay their debts
by selling homes, cars and other possessions.

While these people are to be commended for their
attitude, it is rather disgraceful that such
situations arise.

It is not just a local problem. Throughout
Australia small businesses are struggling to
survive the growth of major shopping centres. We
must look to see whether our economy can stand
such a growth.

I would like to quote from the Independent
Retailers' Association of Western Australia Press
release of 30 July 1980. A very significant
paragraph reads as follows-

The annual contribution to the State's
economy through retail sales (commodity
groups) is about $2.75 billion. The small
independent retailer contributes 70% of this
amount and, similarly, he is the largest
contributor to employment in retailing. (The
independent specialist retailers still provide a
personalised service for their customers-it is
not available elsewhere.)

It is interesting to note that in two years the retail
turnover amounted to $5.5 billion-equal to the
expected income from the North-West Shelf gas
project. So the retail trade in this State is well
worth looking after.

In this Press release the small independent
retailers urged the Government to provide relief
by-

(1) Calling a temporary halt to further
development of retail shopping facilities
pending an overall review of the current
position; and

(2) Calling for an inquiry into the terms and
conditions of rent/lease agreements for
tenancy of retail premises, particularly
in respect to goodwill.

The association has drawn attention also to the
fact that although this problem has cropped up in
the Eastern States, it is being attended to there.
Legislation has been introduced to try to solve the
problem. We should do something in this State.
Victoria and Queensland have taken action
already, and a report in The Age (Melbourne) of
I July 1980 reads as follows-

The State Government will use its
planning powers to restrict the spread of
shopping centres.

The Planning Minister, Mr Lieberman,
said yesterday new centres would be
permitted only where a need for retailers had
been proved.

He said the Government favored a policy
of "containment" that would emphasise the
benefits of existing outlets.

The report calls on developers to establish
the "net community benefit" of any new
shopping centre before a rezoning of land to
commercial use is approved.

"We will not recommend rezoning for a
major shopping centre unless the developers
can satisfy us that the centre is needed," Mr
Liebernman said.

Mr Blaikie: Was that from The Age
(Melbourne)?

Mr WILLIAMS: Yes.
Mr Blaikie: And it referred to the Victorian

Minister?
Mr WILLIAMS: Yes, it referred to Mr

Lieberman, the Planning Minister. An article in
the Queensland Retail World reads as follows-

Recently, the Queensland Government has
taken steps to require local authorities to
seek impact assessments where major
developments are proposed.

This will mean shopping projects greater
than I1h hectares, or exceeding 4 000 square
metres in floor area, will have to show the
economic impact it will have on nearby
existing development.

That is very significant. Retail development is
essential and expansion will come in due course.

In 1973 the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority released the Johnson report which
recommended that the MRPA should control the
granting of licences for shopping centres in excess
of 20000 square feet. This had the effect of
stopping development for some 12 months, and it
gave the retail trade a breathing space which was
justly deserved. Unfortunately the
recommendations of that report have gone by the
board and over the last few years development has
gone haywire. We need to return to the concept of
the Johnson report. Without doubt we must
invoke a moratorium on all shopping centres in
this State, and that moratorium must remain in
force until such time as the chaotic situation has
been rectified so that the life savings of many can
be protected.

Mr Bryce: That is not free enterprise.
Mr H. D. Evans: That is socialism.
Mr Bryce: That is interference with the market

mechanism.
Mr WILLIAMS: Although it will not come as

a surprise to anyone in this Chamber I would like
to state that I am an Australian and proud of it.
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Opposition members: Hear hear!
Mr Jamieson: One would not know!
Mr T. H. Jones: What are your politics?
Mr WILLIAMS: Australia is populated mainly

by people who feel as I do-we are proud to be
called Australians.

Mr Jamieson: You had better tell the
Premier-he has never been one and is not likely
to be.

Mr WILLIAMS: Australia is very much like
America was in its early days-most Ameri cans
were migrants. Many of us are descendants of
early migrants to Australia. We have seen
Australia prosper. It came from rags, and we are
hoping it will go 10 riches, but we have a great
deal of work to do in the meantime. In the last
decade or two many migrants have found
themselves in a prosperous position far more
quickly than they ever envisaged. Most of these
people own their own homes, their own cars, and
they have all the amenities.

Mr H. D. Evans: Those who have jobs, of
course!

Mr WILLIAMS: They wilt admit, quite freely,
that had they remained in their own countries of
origin, they would never have achieved in a
lifetime what they have achieved in the short time
here. Most of those migrants are proud to be
called Australians-they love Australia. However,
a few seem to be determined to do all they can to
break the economy of this so-called new country.

Mr T. H. Jones: They would be the unionists
for sure!

Mr WILLIAMS: Those few people-most of
whom without doubt are far better off than they
would have been in their own countries-have the
termerity-

Mr T. H. Jones: Unionists of course!
Mr WILLIAMS: -to be at the forefront of

picket lines. From time to time we see telecasts of
industrial confrontations and the people
interviewed are quite clearly migrants-we can
tell this by their accents.

Mr Pearce: You had better watch out-there
are many of them in your electorate.

Mr WILLIAMS: Many thousands of their
countrymen who love this country and who are
proud of it are ashamed of them. The people to
whom I am referring are attempting to break
down the economy of this country.

Mr T. H. Jones: When are we to have a
drycleaners' strike?

Mr WILLIAMS: To these people whom we see
on television involved in strike action, picket lines,
(30)

bullying tactics, and the destruction of our
economy, I say, and I say quite clearly: Australia
does not need you because Australia has
thousands of excellent migrants. If you do not like
this country, then pack your bags and get back to
where you came from. We do not want you.

I support the motion.
MR HARMAN (Maylands) [2.50 p.m.]: I

would like to congratulate the new members of
this House upon their election, and also upon
their contributions to the Address-in-Reply
debate. It has been a great pleasure and challenge
to me to represent the electors of Maylands and,
indeed, the people of Western Australia for the
past 12 years; and I reel sure the new members of
the House look forward to the challenge ahead of
them.

I should remind the new members, particularly
the one on the other side, that for a short period
in the last decade-from 1971 to 1974-Western
Australians experienced a period of reform and
progress. Although we were frustrated by the
conservatism and the party politics of the
Legislative Council on that occasion, we were still
able to achieve much progress in this State.
However, since 1974, with the election of the first
Court Government, we have seen a return of
conservatism and, what is more important, a more
blatant demonstration of the long held belief of
Liberals that they have a divine right to rule, and
it does not matter what means they use to justify
the end.

In fact, in this Parliament only recently we
heard statements made which were untrue; which
were a long way removed from the truth.
However, the Minister concerned was able to get
away with it. Members opposite seem to have no
respect for this, the highest institution in Western
Australia. Precedents and conventions are thrown
out the window if it suits the Liberals.

Take the Minister for Cultural Affairs-
Mr Pearce: Why should we? We don't want

him.
Mr HARMAN: -who used this House to

denigrate Western Australian people living in the
outback of this country. He denigrated them with
untruthful statements, and his Premier did
nothing to chide him.

Mr Grayden: What about the people at Mittiga
waterhole?

Mr HARMAN: The Minister now makes
further allegations about which he knows nothing.
Such is the example set by the Liberals, and by
this Minister for Cultural Affairs. I want to tell
the House something about him. Several years
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ago a Bill called the Aboriginal Communities Bill
was introduced into this House. Before I comment
on this, Perhaps I should remind the House of the
allegations made by the Minister, who referred to
planeloads of alcohol being sent to Aboriginal
reserves, and all sorts of nefarious schemes and
games being conducted, about which he produced
no evidence at all.

Mr Grayden: That is absolute rubbish.
Mr HARMAN: The Minister said publicly, "I

have no solution to these problems." However, he
supported a Bill introduced by the Liberals to
which I have referred, and which was introduced
so that Aboriginal communities could have some
say in the running of' their own settlements. The
Minister for Cultural Affairs supported that Bill;
yet when the people from the Warburton Range
asked for the Act to be applied to their area, the
Government refused. When the Minister said he
had no solution to the problems, he also knew that
the people of the Warburton Range had asked for
a policeman to be stationed there, and the Liberal
Government would not do it.

Mr Grayden: If there are no problems there,
why do they want a policeman?

Mr HARMAN: We had letters written to the
Press, and a letter was read out in this Chamber
by the Minister's colleague, the member for
Murchison-Eyre, which completely discounted the
remarks made by the Minister.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish.
Mr HARMAN: The Minister continually

interjects; it is surprising he has not told me to
shut up, which seems to be his favourite
expression of late.

Mr Mclver: He does not know what he is
talking about.

Mr HARMAN: That is the attitude of Liberal
members of this Parliament; they treat the
Parliament with contempt.

Mr Grayden: Tell us about the party of
Aborigines at the Mittiga waterhole.

Mr HARMAN: Members opposite denigrate
Aborigines and decry the fact that Aborigines in
the remotest parts of Western Australia are
allowed to have large supplies of liquor;, yet when
the Aborigines asked for an Act of Parliament
introduced by the Liberals to be applied to their
area, and when they asked to have a policeman
stationed there, the Liberal Government refused.
I think that just about finishes the Minister for
Cultural Affairs.

Mr Young: You haven't started yet. Do you
know the story of the establishment of a police
station in the Warburton Range?

Mr Grayden: Obviously he does not.
Mr HARMAN: I am sure some members of

this House, including the Premier, have closed
minds-

Mr Pearce: The Premier's mind is hermetically
sealed.

Mr HARMAN: -particularly when they talk
about what a democratic place Western Australia
is and how its Government is elected by a
democratic process. I am sure most members of
this Chamber know full well that we are not
elected by a democratic process.

To prove that point I would like to quote one or
two figures which have been quoted previously,
but I think the point should be made again and
again just in case I am able to unlock some of the
minds of the Liberals and to make them start
thinking about how they are elected to this
Parliament.

We have in Western Australia an Act of
Parliament which divides the State into three
areas: metropolitan, rural, and pastoral. This Act
was amended by the first Court Government in its
early days to produce a new line to divide the
metropolitan area from the country area. The line
was so drawn that people living in Kalamunda, to
whom we could wave while standing on the steps
of Parliament House, were classified as being in
the country area. The electorates of Kalamunda
and Darling Range are only 15 miles away, and
the people in them are considered to be in the
country for the purposes of the Electoral Districts
Act.

However, people living in Rockingham, 25
miles away, are considered to be in the
metropolitan area.

Mr Sibson: What relevance has that?
Mr HARMAN: I cannot help the member for

Bunbury.
Mr Pearce: No-one can.
Mr HARMAN: The situation becomes even

more ridiculous when we analyse the results of the
last State election. On that occasion, 715 222
electors were enrolled for 55 seats, an average of
13 000 for each seat. In the metropolitan area the
average was 17407 per seat, and the average For
non-metropolitan seats was & 757. The next
figures are important: The metropolitan area at
the last election contained 65.7 per cent of all
electors, who returned only 49 per cent of the
members of the Assembly. The people in non-
metropolitan areas comprised 34.3 per cent of all
electors, but they returned 51 per cent of the
members of this place.
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When we consider the situation in Whitford,
which is a metropolitan seat, we ind it has 28 000
electors on the roll; yet Murchison-Eyre has only
2 000 electors. Despite the fact that the member
for Whitford and the member for Murchison-
Eyre have equal voting rights in this Chamber,
the Whitford electorate has 14 times more
electors than the Murchison-Eyre electorate.

The argument presented that Country seats
should have fewer electors than metropolitan
seats owing to problems of distance falls down
when we consider that the Assembly seat of
Pilbara has more electors than 13 metropolitan
seats have.

It is beyond me how any member can be proud
of our democratic electoral process in Western
Australia. 1 cannot understand how members
opposite can live with their conscience. It is quite
frustrating for me to be elected to this Chamber
under the present system; but what is more
frustrating is the knowledge that I can do nothing
about it. It is entirely a matter for the
Government.

Mr Sodeman: Do you believe in one-votc, one-
value?

Mr HARMAN: My word I do!
Mr Sodenian: Is the Pilbara roughly equal to

an average metropolitan seat?
Mr H-ARMAN: That system of voting has

never done any democratic system harm. The
Premier has refused to take any action on this
issue. How can he live with his conscience when
he knows that he sits in this place, elected under a
phoney, despicable, gerrymandered process?

On Wednesday, 20 August, the member for
Geraldton asked the following question without
notice-

I refer the Minister to question 394 on
today's notice paper, which related to the
enrolment for all electorates in Western
Australia. In particular, I draw the
Minister's attention to the fact that the
remote electorate of Pilbara contains 1 7 037
electors, which is more than the enrolment in
1 2 metropolitan electorates. Does the
Government have any intention prior to the
next election to divide the electorate of
Pilbara into two parts, or otherwise to amend
its boundaries?

If the answer to that question is "No",
could the Minister indicate how the
Government justifies taking no action in the
matter in view of its oft-repeated claims of
granting lower enrolments to remote
electorates?

The Chief Secretary replied in the following
terms-

The Government has not formulated any
policy in relation to this matter.

So, it is fairly obvious the Government intends to
allow this undemocratic process to continue,
knowing that it suits the Government's purpose.
The Government knows it can remain in power as
long as it has this phoney, despicable Act on the
Statute book. All Western Australians should be
aware of the fact that this Government is in
power not because of a democratic process but
because of a thoroughly despicable, undemocratic
system.

Mr Sodernan: Do you support dividing the
Pilbara into two seats?

Mr HARMAN: I would like to say a few words
about the economy.

Mr Sodenian: Answer the question.
Mr HARMAN: The "hurricane lamp" is

interjecting.
Mr Young: Be fair; answer the question.
Mr HARMAN: The member for Pilbara will

get his answer in due time-when we sit on that
side of the House.

The inflation rate for the fiscal year 1979-80
was 10.7 per cent. In the previous fiscal year it
stood at 8.8 per cent, while in the year 1977-78 it
was 7.8 per cent. The figures reveal that over the
last three years there has been a gradual increase
in the inflation rate in Australia.

It is hard to understand, when one sees figures
like that, what the present Federal Liberal
Government is doing in respect of its promise and
its oft-stated objective to reduce the inflation rate.

What is More important is to recognise that the
increase in the inflation rate over the past 12
months did not occur because of a wages push.

Mr O'Connor: Did you say Western Australia's
inflation rate was 10.7 per cent?

Mr HARMAN: No, I was referring to the rate
of inflation for Australia.

Mr O'Connor: Western Australia has not gone
up to that amount at all;, it is under 10 per cent.

Mr HARMAN: Can the Minister tell me the
Western Australian figure?

Mr O'Connor: I understand it was 9.7 per cent
or thereabouts.

Mr HARMAN: What was it in the previous
year?

Mr O'Connor: Offhand, I could not tell you.
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Mr H-ARMAN: I am sure the Depty Premier
would accept our inflation rate has been
increasing in the last two years.

Mr O'Connor: Yes, and while you people
continue encouraging unions to act in the way
they have been acting, we expect the inflation rate
to continue to increase.

Mr HARMAN: That is the very point I was
trying to make. I was trying to draw the Deputy
Premier on that point, and I am glad he took the
bait. It has been recognised throughout Australia
that the increase in the inflation rate over the past
12 months cannot be attributed to a wages push.

Mr Blaikie: That is a lot of rubbish!
Mr HARMAN: The primary causes of the

increasing rate of inflation over the past 12
months were the steep rises in food prices, fuel
prices, and interest rates. A couple of other
components of the CPI also contributed to the
inflation rate and I will deal with them in a
moment.

It has been accepted that our inflation rate has
not been caused by a wages push, as the Premier
and his Ministers would have us believe. They
continually talk about union demands
contributing to the inflation rate, but that simply
is not true.

Any person in the community who knows
anything at all about what has been going on in
the Australian economy in the past 12 months
will know our inflation rate has been caused by
the factors I mentioned. For example, food prices
in the past 12 months have increased by 15 per
cent on the figures applying for the previous 12
months. I do not need to tell members about
increased fuel charges, and gas and electricity
charges. Fuell price increases are reflected almost
immediately at the petrol bowser and, therefore,
in the transport component of the CPI.

Mr Blaikie: The last time you made this speech,
you said it was Fraser's fault. What about the
little bogey this time?

Mr H. D. Evans: You know it was Gough's
fault.

Mr Bateman: That is right-hang it on Gough
Whitlam. You people are the greatest picture
hangers in the business!

Mr HARMAN: The Federal Liberal
Government has been in office for the last live
years. It was elected on a promise to reduce
inflation and interest rates, and it has not
succeeded on either count. All we have had from
the Malcolm Frasers, the Charlie Courts, and the
other Liberals around Australia has been a legacy
of unemployment running at around 6.3 per Cent

of our work force-many of them young school
leavers.

Mr Bateman: All we have had are broken
promises.

Mr HARMAN: In addition, we have seen a
tremendous erosion of the standard of living of
most people in Australia. I concede there are
some people whose standard of living has
improved, but they represent the smallest
minority in Australia.

Mr Spriggs: The State has never been better
offr.

Mr Bateman: No, perhaps not for you
silvertails, and other people with two jabs.

Mr HARMAN: We hear from Mr Spriggs the
oft-quoted statement, "This is a rich State, and
people are getting richer." In fact, I listened to
the Premier make that exact statement at the
university the other day. I intend to show
members in a few minutes that this belief simply
is a myth;, it is not true.

Mr O'Connor: What was the inflation rate
when Fraser took over? Don't you want to answer
that one?

Mr HARMAN: I will tell the Deputy Premier
in a few minutes; I simply want to go through the
economy point by point so there can be no
equivocation about the fact that the increase in
our inflation rate has not been due to a wages
push.

Another factor affecting the inflation rate is the
health care component of the CP1. Members will
know that in recent years all sorts of changes have
been made to our system of health care, all of
which have resulted in increases to the CPI.
Members also will know of the chaotic situation
which presently exists in the health insurance
field, which has contributed to the increase in the
indexed Figure.

Mr Young: You know, of course, that Bill
Hayden was the architect of this system.

Mr HARMAN: Members would know that if a
person declined to take out hospital and medical
insurance, he could go to a public hospital and
receive free hospital treatment and, if a resident
doctor were on duty, he could also receive free
medical treatment. Many people are availing
themselves of that service. I do not see anything
wrong with that, except that it has to be paid for.
One of the principles of the Med ibank scheme
was that it was a taxation-funded hospital and
medical insurance scheme to which everybody
contributed. However, we do not have that now,
largely because of the wanderings of the Liberal
Government. In addition, we have a Minister for
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Health in Western Australia who says, "Look, we
want to do something about this. We want to
charge people at the public hospitals if they are
not insured." That is all very well; but where is
the cut-off point? The Minister says, "I am not
going to have a means test"; but he has not been
able to explain exactly where the cut-off point will
be in this scheme of his to have people paying for
treatment at public hospitals.

Another thing the Minister has not been able to
explain to me and the people of Western
Australia relates to the fact that any changes in
the Commonwealth Government's hospital and
medical scheme must be introduced in every
State.

Mr Young; Not necessarily.
Mr HARMAN: There are some States which,

historically and traditionally, have free hospitals.
One of those is the State of Queensland. I am
frightened that the Liberals have something
cooked up in the health care area and they are not
game to say anything about it before the next
Federal election. That is why the Minister for
Health in this State has been told to go quiet, not
to cause any ripples, not to cause any waves.

Mr Young: I will give you the transcript of the
last Ministers' meeting, if you reckon I was quiet.

Mr HARMAN: I would appreciate that.
Mr Young: It will show you how quiet I was.
Mr HARMAN: Well, table it.
Mr Young: I will send you a copy.
Mr HARMAN: In addition, will the Minister

tell us what is the policy of the Liberals in the
health care area before the next Federal election?
I would look forward to that with some interest.

Mr Hodge: It will be changed five times before
then.

Mr H-ARMAN: There are a couple of other
things that should be said. Inflation is being
fuelled by the higher prices being paid for
manufacturing materials, from home markets as
well as imported. With the tremendous increases
in electricity, gas, and fuels, the prices of articles
produced by the manufacturing industry in
Australia have increased by 15 per cent in the last
12 months. Fortunately for Australia, our trading
position has improved, mainly because of the
higher prices gained for our agricultural products
and minerals.

I think the farmers should be pleased with my
next comment, because they are making a
contribution, but they are not well recognised for
their efforts-by the Premier of this State,
anyway. He seems to be more interested in the
multinationals. The value of wheat exports by

Australia in 1979-80 rose by 170 per cent, making
wheat the largest single contributor to export
earnings. So, when we hear the Premier talking
about the contribution of the mining industry to
export earnings, which is true-

Mr Bateman: Most of it goes to the
communists, too.

Mr HARMAN:- the Government fails to
recognise that wheat has now become the single
biggest contributor to OUr export earnings. That
should be borne in mind.

Having destroyed the statement by the Liberals
that the unions and the workers are the cause of
inflation because of their desire to push up
salaries and wages, there must be some other
element in the CPI figure which forces up the
inflation rate. In the national wage case in July,
the commission accepted the 5.3 per cent increase
in the CP1, but then it promptly discounted that
figure to 4.2 per cent to apply to wages and
salaries by way of an increase. The figure was
discounted because of the Federal Government's
direct effects on industrial disruption and the
increases in the price of fuel.

One has to make the point that wages and
salaries are being eroded consistently each year.
Wage and salary relativities are being affected
grossly. The workers will not stand and see their
standards of living being eroded consistently. I
would be the last person to condemn them for
taking any action to restore their position. That is
something we must realise is happening.
Sometimes we are not able to gain a thorough
appreciation of what is happening in the area of
wages and salaries, particularly in respect of
relativities as against other trades in former years.
We are not able to appreciate all the implications
of work value cases. We must grapple with this
problem so we can appreciate what is going on
with working and salaried people in this State of
ours.

Unfortunately, the present Liberal Government
has no answer to this problem. Its policy seems to
be one of pegging wages, allowing price increases,
reducing Government spending, increasing
interest rates, and maintaining a pool of
unemployed people of up to 6 or 7 per cent of the
work force. That is certainly a recipe for
stagnation.

Another point that worries me is that the
prosperity, particularly in the agricultural area
where there has been an increase in money
coming into Australia by way of agricultural
produce, wheat, and wool, as well as improved
price for beef, reminds me of the situation in
1972-73. At that time, the inflation was fuelled by
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the inflow of money into Australia, particularly in
the agricultural area. There was money flowing
into Australia by way of investment, and by a
slackening of the credit arrangements made by
the Liberal Government prior to the election in
1972.

1 am worried that we might achieve the same
result now. This is certainly a recipe for higher
inflation-too much money chasing too few
goods. However, we are fortunate. Australians
will have the opportunity shortly to redirect the
course of history in Australia by electing a Labor
Government.

Mr Nanovich: No way!

Mr HARMAN: The signs at present indicate
that the people have made their choice. To be
more precise, I refer to another of the statements
made by the Premier-that we live in a rich
State, and that people's incomes are greater
because of the mineral development in Australia.
Let me destroy that statement which is often
made by the Premier and his Ministers. In doing
that, I refer to a document which was produced
by a Dr F. J. Harman, who is a lecturer in
economics at Murdoch University.

Mr Young: Obviously no relation.

Mr HARMAN: He happens to be my brother.
He is a scientist. Scientists go about their business
in a scientific way, without any bias or whatever.

Mr Young: You must have one good one.

Mr HARMAN: They examine the data before
them. Let me tell the House what he has
discovered. In a paper called "Income in
Australian States", he says that the income per
head in Western Australia has been reduced since
1974 as against the other Australian States.

We are now in the position where the income
per head of population in Western Australia is
just marginally above that in Tasmania. We have
fallen behind Queensland and South Australia,
when we were ahead of them in 1974-75. This
situation can be documented substantially by
reference to statistics published by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics.

Mr O'Connor: When are you going to give the
rate of inflation under the Whitlamn Government?

Mr HARMAN: The figures published by the
bureau show that the percentage of national
income per head in South Australia, Queensland,
Western Australia, and Tasmania is below that of
the States of New South Wales and Victoria. Let
us compare the figures for various years. The

figures for 1964-65 indicate that Western
Australia was 85.3 per cent compared with South
Australia which was 93.9 per cent, Queensland,
90.9 per cent, and Victoria, 107.2 per cnt. Ten
years later, in 1974-75, the figures were as
follows: Western Australia, 97.3 per cent, South
Australia, 99.1 per cent, Queensland, 92.9 per
cent, and Victoria, 102.3 per cent. For 1978-79
Western Australia slipped back from 97.3 per
cent to 93.5 per cent of the household income per
head for Australia.

Mr Mensaros: Would not the same figures
apply for the CPI? Have you checked them?

Mr HARMAN: There is no relationship
between the two. The Minister can check the
figures himself. The figures show that Western
Australia experienced a sharp rise in per head
income in the years 1965-66, 1967-68, and 1973-
74, compared with previous years. The last time
Western Australia had per head income equal to
or in excess of the national per head figure was in
1973-74 when the Tonkin Labor Government held
office in this State.

In recent years the incomes have declined in
Western Australia with respect to both national
levels of income and the incomes relative to the
other States. In 1978-79, Western Australia had
fallen to 93.9 per cent of the national per head
income level and was below the per head levels in
both South Australia and Queensland. I do not
think any member could argue that the
population characteristics of Western Australia
are any different from those of the other States.

Mr O'Connor: We certainly could argue that.
South Australia has had a reduction in
population.

Mr Pearce: They are leaving to get away from
the Liberal Government.

Mr HARMAN: Let us consider some of the
reasons for the decline in the relative incomes of
Western Australians in recent years. If Western
Australia had proportionately more of its
population in the age groups 0 to 14 and 65 and
over we could expect inicomes received by those in
the working age groups to be lower when
expressed in per head terms. Similar
considerations would apply in terms of the
proportion of those in working age groups who
actually participate in the labour force. An
examination of all these Figures does not reveal
that Western Australia has a population age
structure significantly different from other States,
and the participation rate has been one of the
highest of all the States.
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When considering these figures, one has to bear
in mind that labour incomes are only one
component of total incomes. The figures are so
structured to show total household incomes in fact
include four items as follows-

(I) Wages, salaries and supplements;

(2) Income of farm unincorporated
enterprises (which accounts for almost
all farm income);

(3) Income of other unincorporated
enterprises, and from dwellings, etc.
(This category accounts for all non-farm
profit, rent and interest income.)

(4) Transfers from general government.
(These are payments made largely for
social security purposes.)

In 1968-69, income categories (2) and (3) in
Western Australia were both substantially higher
than national per capita levels for those income
classes. By contrast, wage and salary incomes
were only 95 per cent of the national per head
levels. In 1973-74, it was farm incomes that
brought Western Australia up to the national per
head income level as shown previously.

In fact, over the period t969-69 it is possiblte to
observe several trends with respect to the
components of income in Western Australia. I
quote further from the document as follows-

1. Wage and salary incomes in Western
Australia have fluctuated around the 95
per cent of national wage and salary
income per head level. By contrast
Queensland, South Australia and
Tasmania have all shown an upward
trend in the wage and salary income
levels relative to national levels. Only
South Australia has actually overtaken
Western Australia.

2. Incomes in the form of non-farm profits.
rents and interest in Western Australia
have shown a marked decline in per
head terms relative to national levels.
The decline is from 114.8 per cent in
1968-69 to 92.6 per cent in 1978-79.
This would appear to indicate that-the
expansion of population and economic
activity in Western Australia has not
given rise to a proportionate expansion
of incomes from profits, rents and

interest being earned by West
Australian residents. In other words
economic activity in Western Australia
is generating substantial wage and
salary incomes (though less than
national levels) for residents of the state,
but the profits, rents and interest
generated by this activity would appear
to be earned increasingly by the
residents of other states and overseas.
This tendency is one factor in the
decline of overall levels of income in
Western Australia relative to national
levels.

Mr H. D. Evans: They have gone quiet over
there.

Mr HARMAN: There has been an increase in
salaries and wages, and not as against the
national levels. There has been a deterioration in
the incomes earned by way of profit, rents, and
interest. It seemrs this money, if it is not being
earned by Western Australians, must be going out
of the State to other countries and obviously to
multinational headquarters.

Finally, the report indicates that contrary to
popular impression, incomes in Western Australia
in per head terms [or 1978-79 were the second
lowest of all the States and Territories within
Australia. Western Australia has returned to the
position it held prior to 1965-66 of being only
slightly better in income terms than Tasmania.
This is after a boom period in the second half of
1960 and early 1970 which saw the State's Figure
move above South Australia and Queensland.

This report completely debunks statements
made on many occasions to the effect that
Western Australians are getting richer because of
our mineral development. In fact, it is the exact
opposite story, as our income levels per head have
declined in the past 10 years.

I should like now to make a few comments in
regard to the situation at Noonkanbah.

Mr Old: What about the inflation rate?

Mr HARMAN: I shall give the Minister the
figures later.

Mr O'Connor: You are not going to quote
them. You are afraid to quote them.

Mr Jamieson; You should not ask for the
inflation rate in this State. This Government has
the worst rate in Australia.
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Mr HARMAN: 1, and other members of the
Opposition, have been concerned over the past
few months about the activities of the
Government at Noonkanbah with respect to. the
Aboriginal community there. We have been
concerned at the haste on the part of the
Government to begin drilling in the area; its haste
to help a multinational company convey a drilling
rig from Eneabba in the southern part of Western
Australia, to the site at Noonkanbah in the
Kimberley; and its latest action in assuming a
drilling rig owned by a private company. This is a
source of conern not only to members on this side
of the House, but also to people who are looking
at the prospect of mining in Western Australia. It
will be of concern also to the taxpayers of
Western Australia, because it seems that the
Government is not anxious to account to the
Parliament for its actions in this matter. On that
note, the Opposition has decided it should move
an amendment to the Address-in-Reply.

Amendment to Motion

Mr H-ARMAN: I move an amendment-

That the following words be added to the
motion-

...but we regret to inform your
Excellency that your Government is
unfit to hold office on the grounds that

I . through its extreme obsession with
political point scoring, it has-

(a) failed to negotiate reasonably
and unambiguously with the
Aboriginal community at
Noonkanbah,

(b) sought to crush the views of
the small community whenever
they have attempted to defend
and protect their way of life,
culture and heritage,

(c) deliberately molested and
defaced a site sacred to the
community by enforcing and
undertaking drilling on the
site;

2. it has demonstrated its contempt
for dealing openly and honestly
with the taxpayers of Western
Australia by refusing to explain or
reveal

(a) full government reports
relating to sacred sites at
N ounkanba h,

(b) the total cost of all the
Government's assistance to and
undertakings on behalf of
companies involved with
exploration and drilling at
NoonkanbahI;

3. by its unprecendented and rigid
intervention in private development
in our State has taken control of oil
exploration operations at
Noonkanbah and has thereby-
(a) threatened investment in

Western Australia by
demonstrating the extreme
action it will take to impose its
uncompromising will on
developers;

(b) exacerbated the State's already
serious financial position in
1980-81 and incurred
unnecessary and extravagant
costs on the taxpayers of our
State,

(c) demonstrated a perverse sense
of priorities by drilling a hole
in the ground for a company
which is partly foreign-owned
at a cost of millions of dollars
to W.A. taxpayers in
preference to employing the
funds to maintain and improve
the quality and range of
services available in our State.

Mr O'Connor: You are going to give us those
figures, aren't you?

Mr H. D. Evans: You have something much
better; you have a magnificent amendment
instead!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Is
there a seconder?

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [3.34 pmrn]: I wish to
second the amendment to the Address- in -Reply
moved by the member for Maylands. I shall begin
my comments in support of the amendment by
saying we have now reached a situation in this
State which is really quite amazing. The apostles
of private enterprise who screamed and yelled
during the era of the Whitlamn Labor Government
about socialism in energy exploration, and who
claimed constantly the Government should play
no Part in drilling or exploration for oil, but
should leave it to private enterprise, are now
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apparently the owners of an oil well and the
operators of oil drilling equipment.

One can say that, if the way the Government
has gone about its involvement in oil drilling is the
way any Government would have to do it, there
was something to be said for its earlier argument;
that is, that the Government should stay out of oil
exploration.

The involvement of the Western Australian
taxpayers in oil wells at Noonkanbah is proving to
be an extremely costly exercise in terms of
dollars, as well as in emotional and social terms
and in terms of the divisiveness which has
occurred on this issue all along.

I was in Canberra during the week in which the
last round of activities took place, leading to the
State Government takeover of the oil drill at
Noonkanbah. I can tell members that the people
in Canberra and the Eastern States with whomn I
was associated, were absolutely aghast at the level
of activity and the types of actions taken by the
Western Australian State Government; the
decisions the Government has made in regard to
this matter;, and the sorts of racial prejudices to
which it is appealing to support its actions. The
activities of the Government in this State are
causing many Australian citizens to ask questions
about the sort of State in which members opposite
and I live.

Terms such as, "Deep West" are being used-
Mr O'Connor: Of course, they are ill-informed.
Mr PEARCE: -throughout the rest of

Australia to draw attention to the way in which
the situation in Western Australia is analogous to
that in the "Deep North" of Queensland and the
"Deep South" of the United States in terms of the
very poor treatment accorded to the Aboriginal
citizens here.

Mr Sodeman: All those comments are derived
from ill-informed academics and people from the
Eastern States and overseas, with whom you have
been communicating, who do not know the facts.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Pilbara has
made an interesting remark. What a "little
Charlie" he is in both senses. H-e said that the
only people opposed to the Government are ill-
informed academics and people from outside the
boundaries of Western Australia. It is a statement
which illustrates only too clearly the sort of
unthinking support the Government is able to
amass on its own back benches and among Uts own
supporters.

I should like to tell the member for Pilbara that
it is not the case that the only people in the
Eastern States who are opposed to his

Government's actions are ill-informed academics
or Labor supporters. In fact, the Federal Liberal
Government is very concerned about the impact
which the State Government's activities is having
on Australia's image overseas.

Mr Mclver: There has been an anti-Fraser
demonstration in Washington.

Mr PEARCE: There have been anti-Fraser
demonstrations in Washington and it is now very
likely there will be a boycott by some of the. third
world Commonwealth countries of the 1982
Commonwealth Games to be held in Brisbane.

Mr Sodemnan: You are working on that, are
you? The Washington protestors have-

Mr PEARCE: This will occur for exactly the
same reason as Liberal members opposite have
been trying to organise unsuccessfully a boycott
of the Olympic Games; that is, many of the third
world countries-many people overseas-who
believe all countries have a right to ensure there is
freedom and equality in all other countries of the
world, are starting to put pressure on Australia
because of what is happening in this State.

Mr Sodeman: The Washington protestors have
demonstrated on a different matter.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Pilbara should
keep quiet.

Mr Sodeman: It is okay for you to interject; but
it is not okay for anybody else to do so.

Mr PEARCE: I do not mind interjections and
at least my interjections are reasonably
intelligent.

Mr Sodeman: That is your opinion.
Mr PEARCE: It may well be my opinion; but

the member for Pilbara has not been doing very
well, It is a fact that the demonstrations which
have taken place in Washington against Mr
Fraser are based on the Noonkanbah issue.

Mr Sodeman: Have those demonstrators been
to Noonkanbah? No. Who has informed them on
the matter?*-

Mr PEARCE: I am fascinated by the attitude
of the member for Pilbara. in this matter. I do not
know whether he has been to Noonkanbak. His
silence shows that he has not. That has shut him
up! I have been to Noonkanbab and I can speak
with some personal experience of the matter. The
member for Pilbara obviously cannot do so. The
point to be made-it is a serious point and one
about which we should all be concerned-is this:
Western Australia's, and consequently
Australia's. image is being damaged very badly
by the activities at Noonkanbah.
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Mr Trethowan: Who is funding the distribution
of that information overseas?

Mr PEARCE: It is probably being funded by
AAP Reuters. I am sorry the member for East
Melville has taken it upon himself to enter the
debate in this particular way. If he subscribes to
The West Australian, he must be aware that the
greatest distribution of news about Noonkanbah
is through the normal news agencies. One does
not have to pay to have these matters published
overseas, as the member suggested. Who does the
member think is paying for the editorials which
have appeared in most of the newspapers
throughout Australia, editorials which have
condemned the Government in this State? Who
does the member think has paid for the editorials
condemning this Government which have
appeared in The Age and The Sun in Melbourne,
and The Sydney Morning Herald? I suppose the
members for Pilbara and East Melville will say
that "comnios under the beds" have funded them.
It is a head in the sand attitude. Government
members believe the only ones who can oppose
their Government are ill-informed academics or
people-who are being put up to do it.

Several members interjected.
Mr Trethowan: On the "Nationwide"

programme Gary Fellows admitted that the
groups he was working through overseas were
being financed to disseminate information about
Noonkanbah.

Mr PEARCE: So what! Australia House
disseminates information about Australia. Whilst
I was in the Eastern States I had access to a wide
range of newspapers and the issue of Noonkanbah
was on the front page of every one, for most of the
week.

I would like to raise a question or two about
who is being paid to do the drilling at
Noonkanbah and who is paying. These questions
are of considerable interest to this House and, I
suspect, to the taxpayers of Western Australia.
Despite the estimates of the cost to drill this hole
which is now only a few hundred feet deep, the
cost has run out at $2 million or more. So, $2
million of Western Australian money is being
spent to drill this particular hole. Until a few days
ago Amax was the company which was to drill
this hole. However, now the State Government is
paying the full amount. Because of the way in
which the Government has operated, no-one else
but the Government will pay to drill this hole.

The Thursday before Parliament recessed for a
week the Minister for Cultural Affairs, in one of
his well known faux pas in this House-he is well
know for letting things out of the bag by way of

interjection-said that the Government's main
concern was that it would have to pay
compensation to Amax.

Mr Grayden: That is an absolute lie.
Completely untrue.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I am sorry to
interrupt your conservation with the Minister, but
the Minister for Cultural Affairs used the term
'lie" with regard to a statement I made.

The SPEAKER: Order! For the reason
explained by the member for Gosnells-athough
I did not hear the word at the time-if the
Minister for Cultural Affairs did use the word I
expect him, as he would know, to withdraw that
remark.

Mr Grayden: I have already withdrawn it.
Subsequently I said, "completely untrue".

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr PEARCE: In the course of my speech
during the Address-in-Reply I pointed out to the
Government that its understanding of the
Aboriginal Heritage Act was not very good. I
pointed out the Minister's failure to understand it.
The Minister said I did not realise the way the
Act works because if the Government had stopped
drilling it would have had to pay compensation of
$2 million. The Minister said originally $2 million
and then in a subsequent interjection the amount
was $10 million or even $100 million. That
statement was reported on page 3 of The West
Australian the next day. The newspaper article
said tbat the Minister had admitted that the
Government's major fear was that it would have
to make compensation payments.

Let us assume that the Minister is correct in
advising the House that this was the
Government's main concern in the matter. The
only compensation which would have to be paid to
Amax would be the cost of exploration. That
would be the only compensation. No
compensation would be payable for the land or
the potential resources extracted.

The cost of exploration for that particular hole
would be the only cost incurred by that company.

Several members interjected.
Mr P. V. Jones: Don't you know it is in the

Act?
Mr PEARCE: I am well aware of the

compensation procedure under the Aboriginal
Heritage Act. The only compensation the
Government would be liable for would be the
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actual cost incurred by the company in the
exploration work to establish the drilling.

Mr Grayden: Nonsense! It is absolute nonsense.
Mr P. V. Jones: Read the Act.
Mr PEARCE: The holder of the mining

tenement does not own any pieces of land to be
entitled to compensation. I have read the
Aboriginal Heritage Act and the sections where
the compensation procedures are laid down. The
Minister for Mines knows nothing about it. If he
confers with the advisers to the Government
rather than his ministerial colleagues he will
understand that what I have said is correct.

Why is the Western Australian taxpayer
paying $2 million or more to ensure that drilling
goes ahead at Noonkanbab? I believe the answer
is: To save the Government's face. Six months ago
the Government determined that there would be
drilling at Noonkanbah and it is prepared to
ensure that it does happen, no matter what the
case may be.

The matter has been canvassed in this House
and by the public many times in personal terms,
in race relations terms, and as we are now finding
out, in economic terms.

I would like to ask a question of the econormi.c
gurus who sit on the front bench on the
Government side and take responsibility for the
operation of this State's finances. What will the
Government do with the equipment when the oil
well at Noonkanbah has been drilled? Will the
Government pull out the equipment and send it
back to the respective companies, or will it send
the taxpayers the bill?

If, by some fluke-it is a 5 per cent chance-oil
is found at Noonkanbah, what will the
Government do? Will we have a Western
Australian nationalised oil well or will the
Government go into the oil production business?

Mr Bateman: It will probably be given to
someone.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Canning
believes that it will be given as a gift. In fact, I
believe the oil will be given to the very company
which should have been drilling in the first place
and which should have been footing the bill.

I would like to ask Government members why
is Amax not paying the bill because that company
was to have drilled for oil in the first place.
However, now the Government has set up the
drilling itself. Is it because Amax has washed its
hands of the whole matter? Is it that Amax has
refused to have anything to do with it? Who else
is making money out of the operation? How much
money is being made by the Liberal Party

functionaries who are involved in Omen Pty. Ltd?
How much rake-off is goinig to the Liberal Party
President who is one of the directors of this
company? How much Government money is
going into the Liberal Party President's pocket? I
would like to know. How many other Liberal
Party hacks-

Mr Watt: You are low.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to deal with that

interjection from the member for Albany.
Mr Watt: It is typical muck-raking.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: This is Government money,

taxpayers' money. Let us look at the situation.
Suppose the Labor Party set up a company with
the President of the Labor Party or the Secretary
of the Trades and Labor Council or anyone else
clearly associated with it and spent $2 million.
Would not the member for Albany ask how many
dollars were going into that member's pocket?

Sir Charles Court: Have you forgotten about
the Trades Hall deal?

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: No Government money was

used for the construction of Trades Hall.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr PEARCE: That statement is absolute

nonsense. No Government money was used.
Sir Charles Court: Who were the tenants?
Mr PEARCE: That has nothing to do with the

matter. I am discussing the use of Government
funds.

Mr Jamieson: The tenants received the best
rental deal.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I would like to hear now a

statement from the member for Albany that the
comments from the Premier are low. If the
member for Albany were concerned he would get
stuck into the fellow on the front bench who is
doing exactly the same thing he is complaining
about. It is clear from the Premier's comments
that the same action would not be tolerated if the
situation were reversed.

I would like to hear the Premier state who
the Liberal Party functionaries being paid
putting into operation the oil drilling
Noonkanbah.

are
for
at
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Where is the $2 million going? That is a fair
question. It is clearly a fact that the Government
is paying significantly more-two or three times
more-than Amax would have expected to pay
for the drilling of the hole itself. Of course, that is
the reason the Government is footing the bill and
not Amax. In Amax's terms, the drill is no longer
an economic proposition and it will not have
anything to do with it.

I want to talk now about the role which CSR
and Richter have played, and the extent to which
the Government has been able to lean on them
with threats that they would never get another
look-in in mineral exploration in Western
Australia if they did not go along with the
Government in this Matter.

I have some slight sympathy for CSR in this
whole matter. The Press release which CSR sent
to members of Parliament set out that it was
caught in the middle and did not want anything to
do with the problem, and that the Government
and the unions had leaned on it heavily.

Mr Jamieson: They spoilt their release in their
last paragraph.

Mr PEARCE: That is true. There is no doubt
that the Government leaned very heavily indeed
on CSR, and on Richter Drilling Pty. Ltd. in
order to take over the rig. We will shortly release
some details of the contract between Amax and
Richter to indicate that CSR has not been
completely honest in its public utterances.
However, that is still to come.

The crucial point is the Government has been
quite ruthless in its dealings with CSR, and with
Amax for that matter, in forcing them to persist
with the drilling programme. In fact, the
Government was not able to get Amax to carry
out the drilling, but had to take over the job itself.
We will be asking the Premier many questions on
this subject during the next couple of days, but at
the moment I would like to ask him on what legal.
basis the drill was taken over.

CSR is a company which operates in every
State, so it may well be that the Government has
taken control illegally and that could be subject to
a challenge in the High Court in exactly the same
way as the bank nationalisation and the airline
nationalisation cases were taken to the High
Court. In fact, one would expect the Premier to be
the first in line to Start a High Court action
against this bit of nationalisation. It is not at all
clear whether the Government has taken over the
drill in any legal sense. It has simply, by force,
put Omen in charge of the drill to make sure the
hole is drilled. There is no legal basis for taking
over the drill.

Mr Sodeman: Were the road blocks initiated on
a legal basis by the unions?

Mr PEARCE: What road blocks?
Mr Sodeman: The road blocks which took place

during the transport of the drilling rig.
Mr PEARCE: No road blocks occurred. Some

people stood with notices on the side of the road,
and that cannot be considered a road block.

Sir Charles Court: Which convoy are you
talking about?

Mr PEARCE: The road convoy to
Noonkanbah.

Sir Charles Court: Are you saying there were
no road blocks; no vehicles put across the road?
Are you saying that a parson was not sitting in
the middle of the street?

Mr PEARCE: My understanding is that there
were no road blocks.

Sir Charles Court: You had better check your
facts.

Mr PEARCE: And the Premier had better
check his facts. Pickets were placed on the section
of road on Noonkanbah Station which the
Government managed to gazette as a public road.
The demonstration in that area took place 10
hours before the arrival of the convoy. As the
Premier seems to be in need of some legal advice,
I will give him some. He will find it very bard to
prove that those people who sat on the road 10
hours before the arrival of the convoy did so with
the intention of preventing the passage of the
trucks. The time gap was too great. If those
people had pleaded not guilty, they would not
have been convicted.

Sir Charles Court: Are you saying that no
vehicles had to be towed off the road?

Mr PEARCE: To say that a person constitutes
a road block by sitting in the middle of a street is
a strange use of that term. As the Premier has
been drawn into the debate, let us have from him
a name or two with regard to who is paying whom
for the drilling at Noonkanbah. How much
money is going to Omen? Which Liberal Party
functionaries or high officials will benefit? How
much will be paid to Ric New from Midland
Brick for his part? A whole series of questions
need to be answered because not only the
Government is involved in this dastardly act, but
also many of its friends and functionaries will
benefit from the operation. I suppose it could even
come much closer to home. Will the benefits
extend to the President of the Liberal Party, or to
other Liberal Party executives? Do we get closer
to the Government than that?
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The drilling which took place last Friday was a
culmination of a series of events which have been
a very sad chapter in the history of Western
Australia.

Mr Sodeman: That is the first thing we agree
with you on.

Mr PEARCE: The reason for the action is
racial disruption.

Mr Sodeman: That is where we disagree!.
Mr PEARCE: The racial disruption which has

been caused must be understood. The racial
harmony in Western Australia is very fragi le.

Mr Sodeman: Who caused the disruption?

Mr PEARCE: It has been caused by the
European settlers, which means you and me, and
our families and friends.

Mr Sodeman: You are 50 per cent right when
you said, "You and me"

Mr PEARCE: No. I think we would be
considerably better off if the member opposite did
not interject. The point needs to be made
that-and it is basic-there were no racial
problems in Western Australia before the people
we now regard as Western Australians came here.
No-one could deny that during the First 150 years
of our settlement the white settlers in Western
Australia have treated the Aborigines very badly.
That cannot be denied.

To some extent I agree with those people who
claim that the damage has been done, and cannot
be repaired. That is true. Many Aborigines were
killed, and many were driven into the outback or
left to live as drunken destitutes on the fringes of
towns. The whole culture and social order of the
Aborigines was destroyed, and they have been left
with nothing. The damage started 150 years ago,
and it has continued up to the present time . We
on this side are prepared to agree that the wrong
cannot be righted. We agree that we cannot pick
up our belongings and go back to Europe; it is just
too late. Even if we took that action, we would not
leave the Aboriginal people in the same pristine
state which they enjoyed before our arrival. On
the one hand I can see the point of view which
sets out that we cannot be 100 per cent guilty
about our past. On the other hand, nothing can
overcome the idiotic statements made by the
Minister for Cultural Affairs in this regard.

Mr Grayden: You are making a few idiotic
statements.

Mr PEARCE: I refer to the idiotic statement
by the Minister that Aborigines are only one of a
hundred ethnic groups in Western Australia, and
they should not be distinguished from other
European or Asian people. The Minister claims

there is nothing to distinguish Aborigines from
Chinese people or English people in Western
Australia, or those of us who now call ourselves
"Western Australians". That is simply to ignore
the history of Western Australia. It is simply to
ignore all the things which have occurred. Some
Aborigines were killed by our predecessors, and
we do carry that guilt.

Mr Grayden: Are you trying to implement a
racial policy?

Mr PEARCE: That is another idiotic statement
from the Minister.

Mr Sodeman: That is what you are advocating.
Mr PEARCE: I am not.
Mr Sodeman: You have been advocating it

right throughout Your Speech.
Mr PEARCE: I am not advocating racial

discrimination.
Mr Grayden: Of course you are. You do not

know the meaning of "racial discrimination".
Mr Sodemant: Are you advocating the

Aboriginal degree of need instead of colour of the
skin?

Mr Bryce: That is a revelation coming from a
Government back-bencher. Are you advocating
the recognition of people's needs?

Mr Sodenian: Precisely.
Mr Bryce: The application of community

resources according to need?
The SPEAKER: Could I prevail upon the

member for Ascot and the member for Pilbara to
desist from cross-Chamber conversation? Will the
member for Gosnells continue?

Mr Bryce: He is making a great speech.
Mr Grayden: It is a disgraceful speech.
Mr PEARCE: The fallacy of the so-called

white back-lash against the Aboriginal people is
epitomised by the interjection from the member
for Pilbara; if we keep Aboriginal people in a
depressed state that is treating them equally!
Everyone is equal before the law. The law should
apply equally to everybody.

Mr Sodenian: That is not what I said. I said
"the degree of need".

Mr PEARCE: That overlooks the very claim
Aborigines have to the land in which we live and
from which we have dispossessed them. If the
member for Pilbara's grandfather stole some
property and passed it on to him, he would not be
exculpated from the act of stealing it in the first
place. Of course, the legal obligations would fall
on him. In this sense, when we talk about land in
Western Australia, it was stolen from the
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Aborigines. I have conceded it is too late to go
back and restore it to them, but we must consider
fully the position of Aborigines in Western
Australia when it comes to onwnership of land. I
am unashamedly an advocate of land rights for
Aborigines in Western Australia.

Mr Sodeman: Racism!
Mr PEARCE: If the member for Pilbara wants

to call that racism, he may do so. I am not
ashamed to say I want a fair deal for Aborigines
in Western Australia, and that includes sonic
rights to land whereby traditional lands can be
returned to them. I am astounded at the
contradiction between Liberal domestic and
overseas policies. Members on that side of the
House were sympathetic towards the Jews in
Israel who wanted to re-establish their homeland
2 000 years after it was expropriated from them.
They were prepared to accept, in respect of the
Jewish people, that they could get their land back
after 2000 years, but they are not prepared to
concede that Aborigines can get back some of
their land after only 150 years. That is a
discrepancy in thinking on that side of the House.
Government members should have a look at their
policies internationally-

Sir Charles Court: Are you going to record in
your speech the amount of land that has already
been alienated as Aboriginal reserve land in
Western Australia?

Mr PEARCE: The patronising term "reserves"
is used. The Premier would understand the way in
which the Aboriginal reserve system got going. It
does not give the Aborigines a sufficient hold on
their land. Largely it gives power to the
Department for Community Welfare. As for the
way the Federal Government has gone about
buying up pastoral leases for Aborigines-which
is laudable in itself-the present Noonkanbah
crisis has demonstrated how little control that
gives Aborigines of reserves on their own land.
Yesterday we had the Minister for Cultural
Affairs introducing for the protection of
Aboriginal people a Bill which was designed to tip
the whole of the legal processes involved in the
Aboriginal Heritage Act in favour of the mining
companies and deprive Aboriginal groups wanting
to protect their sacred sites.

Extrapolating from the Noonkanbah
experience, I think we can see a deep malaise in
the way the Government views racial relations in
this State and the mistaken grounds on which it
operates. It is not suprising that the Government
should be seeking to build up the position of the
mining companies vis-a-vis Aboriginal
communities. So much of the land to which these

Aboriginal communities would lay claim as being
their traditional land is being explored and
exploited by mining companies.

There are thousands or hundred of thousands of
mining tenements all over the north-west, all of
which cover Aboriginal lands and most of which
never will be explored except in a tentative way,
because about 80 per cent of the companies which
have tenements in the north-west which they are
allegedly exploring have no hope or intention of
finding minerals but are hoping to make money
out of the share market by trading in shares and
increasing their share prices. If one company
finds diamonds, 100 companies will be up there
looking for diamonds; but their hope of wealth is
not in the ground, it is in the Stock Exchange.

All these activities are disruptive of Aboriginal
groups and communities. In the conflict at
Noonkanbah we have seen the clash between an
Aboriginal culture seeking to reassert itself in
something like its traditional form and the
bulldozer on-rush of white civilisation, led by the
Premier and the President of the Liberal Party
and its Omen drilling company-

Mr H. D. Evans: The storm-troopers.
Mr PEARCE: The storm-troopers and a $2

million deal. That is the sort of clash which has
occurred throughout the world during the last few
centuries. Perhaps it will be one of the last such
clashes, because all over the world people are
starting to realise it is essential that we learn to
live in harmony on this globe if we are all to
survive. Public opinion pressures are forcing
countries like South Africa and the former
Rhodesia to drop their racist policies and give a
fair go to their original inhabitants, the
indigenous citizens who have been oppressed by
the white expansion groups-the colonialists of
the last century. During this century colonialism
has been waning and the original people are at
long last being given a fair go. But the racist
policies of certain countries shine out like beacons
as glaring examples to the rest of the world. A
year or two ago we might have pointed to South
Africa, three years ago to Rhodesia. In Australia
we probably would have pointed to Queensland;
but now most of the world is pointing to Western
Australia.

That is not something which should give
pleasure to many of us. It is something which
should make all of us ashamed. People on this
side of the House have fought bitterly to prevent
that happening.

I have great admiration for those in the trade
union movement who, at monetary cost to
themselves and sometimes on the threat of
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dismissal and loss of livelihood, have been
prepared to make a stand on this issue. They are
not doing it for themselves, and not just for the
200 or 250 people who live at Noonkanbab. They
are doing it for Western Australia and the way
this State is seen in the eyes of the world, and
because of Western Australia's future. We have a
future which can be settled and secure only if we
have harmony and peace between all people.

We were moving towards that from 1974-75
onward, when policies were being established on
land, even on pastoral leases, and the trends of the
last 150 years were being reversed. The problem
of drunken Aboriginal fringe dwellers on the
edges of country towns was diminishing.
Aboriginal communities were reviving after
almost a century, in some cases, moving
themselves away from the white towns and
establishing their own sorts of economic
independence-in the case of the people at
Noonkanbab, establishing them very successfully.
The suggestion of the Minister for Cultural
Affairs that Noonkanbah was being run-down
and not returning a profit was neatly refuted by
the figures.

Mr Grewar: You ought to go outside and open
your eyes.

Mr PEARCE: Has the member for Roe been to
Noanlcanbah Station?

Mr Grewar: No.
Mr PEARCE: I am talking specifically about

Noonkanbah.
Mr Grewar: Go and see some of the cases in

the Northern Territory.
Mr PEARCE: One of the Government's people

said that when the time came for mustering cattle
on the station they would not be able to do it
because they had no horses. I drove up there from
Perth with Peter Cook, the Secretary of the
Trades and Labor Council, to attend the first of
the law meetings. We got lost on the track. We
were put on the right track when we ran into four
Aboriginal riders rounding up 30 or 40 horses, in
the one group we could see. That was the day
after the statement was made that there were no
horses on Noonkanbah, so they could not work
the roundup.

That idiotic statement was not based on any
personal knowledge of the situation; it was meant
to appeal to the sort of prejudice that
unfortunately only too many Western Australians
have; that is, that Aborigines simply are not
capable of running an economic enterprise such as
a pastoral lease or a cattle station. So many
people are prepared to believe that if we put

Aborigines in charge of such an enterprise it will
run down.

This sort of slur was used throughout the period
of the Whitlam Government. We were told that
the Whitlam Government was wasting money
when it tried to establish economically
independent industries for Aboriginal groups
throughout Australia. Many of those ventures
would have been successful had the Fraser
Government continued to fund them, or to
establish them in the manner envisaged. In fact,
some have been successful despite the Fraser
Government's cut-backs in these areas.

The Noonkanbah Station is a shining example
to the Western Australian Aboriginal
communities of what can be done with some
organisation. The Aborigines were encouraged to
retain their traditional culture in their own
community, and to work together to solve their
own problems.

Mr Hassell: You are not suggesting, are you,
that we don't want them to succeed at
Noonkanbah?

Mr Jamieson: You've certainly sent the police
up there.

Mr Hassell: You are not recognising that we
have people in there helping.

Mr PEARCE: What I am saying to the
Minister for Police and Traffic, and to the
members on his side, is that his Government has
ensured that Noonkanbah now has more
policemen than Gosnells. I have been asking for
an increase in the Police Force at Gosnells for
years.

If the Minister for Police and Traffic-and
probably also in his capacity as Minister for
Community Welfare-is sincere in saying the
Government wants to help the Noonkanbah
people, he should ensure that they go along the
path they are travelling. In this way they will
remain a shining example to Western Australians
in the way I have described.

Mr Hassell: Don't get carried away. They
acknowledge they have some way to go, and that
is why we are there helping them.

Mr PEARCE: Of course they have
acknowledged they have some way to go. The
Minister has a long way to go in this Parliament,
and in the performance in his portfolios. However,
I believe he will concede that the Noonkanbah
people have come a tong way.

Mr Hassell: Yes, and we are all for it. We are
supporting it, and we hope it will continue and
that it won't be destroyed by mischievous
troublemakers seeking to create racial tension.
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Mr PEARCE: I will accept the Minister's
statement at race value. I went to the meeting of
the law men at Noonkanbah. I did not go there,
as he and the Premier did, to lay down the law to
them.

Mr Hassell: You know that is not true.
Mr PEARCE: It is perfectly true.
Mr Hassell: It is completely false and you know

it.

Mr PEARCE: The Yungngora people wrote to
the Premier advising him to adopt a little more
humility in the future when he approached them.
They said to him, "Instead of talking at us, come
and listen to us and hear what we have to say."

I sat at the edge of the meeting and I listened
to what these people had to say. I could not
understand a good deal of it because of the.
traditional languages used. However, translations
were provided.

Mr O'Connor: By whom? Stephen Hawke?
Mr PEARCE: The translations were provided

by a variety of people, but certainly not by
Stephen Hawke. I do not know whether or not he
speaks the language, but anyway he was even
further away from the scene than I was.

The one point made by all the speakers was the
sense of tradition they felt in the land. It was a
very moving experience for me to see and to hear
these old tribal elders. Most of them were white-
haired, and it appeared to me that some were
almost dying. They pointed out their traditional
lands, and they said, "This group lives here, and
that group lives over there." They placed
themselves in their own universe by reference to
natural features of the land and the groups living
around them. All of them expressed the sense of
desperation and loss they felt at the incursions
which were taking place. They feared the
destruction not only of their communities but also
of their whole heritage. If the Minister cannot
understand that; if he thinks that sending up one
school teacher and one representative of the
Department for Community Welfare-

Mr Hassell: That is not what occurs. Get it
right.

Mr PEARCE: -will solve the problem, he fails
to understand the sort of spiritual aspirations and
drives that all people have. We must remember
these aspirations and drives are not just
fundamental to Aborigines-they are
fundamental to all of us. It is these drives that
make us human beings. Our drives and
aspirations are not purely economic or land based;
they are based on our whole beings. Quoting from
a different religion I could say, "Man doth not

live by bread only", and that concept underlies
Aboriginal beliefs and traditions also. If we
destroy Aboriginal traditions and the links that
hold the community together, we will destroy the
Aboriginal people just as surely as by taking them
out and shooting them-as our ancestors did in
the last century.

It is no good the Minister saying. "We are
helping the Noonkanbah people. We want them
to succeed." The Cabinet was faced with a choice
about what should happen at
Noonkanbab-should there be a viable and stable
community there that would do so much for racial
relations in this State, or should there be an oil
well drilled there with a 5 per cent chance of
success?

Mr Hassell: Are you saying they are the only
two choices?

Mr PEARCE: I am saying they are mutually
exclusive.

Mr Hassell: In other words, you are saying no
mining for ever-

Mr PEARCE: Oh rubbish!
Mr Hassell: -and no room for negotiation.
Mr PEARCE: No mining on sacred sites, and

that has never been a negotiable proposition.
Mr Hassell: There is no mining on a sacred site,

as you well know.
Mr PEARCE: On the other hand, how

compromising was the Government prepared to
be on this matter? Its view was that drilling was
to go ahead on either of the two designated sites
no matter what. No room for compromise.

Mr Hassell: Where did you get that piece of
news?.

Mr PEARCE: From the Minister, in part, in
this place.

Mr Hassell: No you didn't.
Mr PEARCE: The statements were made by

the Minister and supported by the Premier. The
statement was made that drilling was to go ahead
on one of those designated places. There were all
sorts of other options.

Mr Hassell: You know how they got to the two
designated places don't you? At the direction of
Dickie Skinner-that is how the No. 2 site was
established.

Mr PEARCE: That is nonsense, too.
Mr Hassell: No it isn't. It is documented fact.
Mr PEARCE: It is not documented fact, and

the Minister's interjection shows how little
understanding he has of the Aboriginal people. It
does him no credit at all.
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Mr Hassell: You tell us your explanation of the
establishment of the No. 2 drill site if what I say
is not right, although you know it is.

Mr PEARCE: I have said it a dozen times, but
I will repeat it in my dying two minutes-

A Government member: A pity it wasn't!

Mr PEARCE: -the Noonkanbab community
made it perfectly clear that it does not want
drilling on either site.

Mr Hassell: No it did not.

M r PEARCE: Yes it did.
Mr Hassell: The Aboriginal Legal Service

made it clear-not the community.
Mr PEARCE: Ministers of the Government

went up there and said that there had to be
drilling on one site or the other-which was it to
be? The members of the community were told to
point to a site. Reluctantly, in the end members of
the community pointed to the area which would
cause the least destruction. That is what
happened. The community did not want drilling
on either site.

I have supported, I think in fairly vocal terms
today, the amendment moved by the member for
Maylands. In concluding I will revert to my
opening remarks: To me this is not Just an
incident or a clash, or just another time the
Government has shown its iron determination to
get something done, its iron determination to
govern. By its action at Noonkanbab, it has failed
completely to take into account the sensitivities of
the people of Western Australia-both black and
white. This is a Government not fit to govern, not
only the Aborigines of this State, but also the
white people. The racial problem built up by the
Government in the last six months is something
the State Will have to endure for centuries.

MRt P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Resources Development) [4.19 p.m.]: The
amendment we are being asked to consider this
afternoon does the Opposition no service
whatever.

Mr Davies: Ho ho-the Premier's favourite
words.

Mr P. V. JONES: I wish to make only two
points about the amendment before I go through
its sections one at a time. The amendment is
couched in such neat terms that we can easily
answer its claims one at a time. We can go
through them in a fairly simple way.

Mr Davies: We set it out like that because you
are fairly simple people-so you can understand

Mr P. V. JONES: The amendment does no
good service at all. The Opposition has denied
that any of our actions were for the betterment,
the welfare, and the good service of the whole of
the State and all Western Australians.

Members opposite talk about one group-and I
will come back to that one group of people in a
moment-but they deny what is the situation so
far as the State as a whole is concerned; the State
which has been very good to the community in
question.

This is the second time we have spoken about
Noonkanbah, and much of what has been said by
the member for Gosnells has already been
canvassed. He referred to the matter of cultural
heritage and the question of whether there are
sacred sites where the actual drilling is occurring
at the moment. Much of that, if not all of it, has
already been canvassed previously. What we are
really talking about now is the fact that the
Government managed to get itself quite properly
into a position-

Mr Davies: Into a corner.
Mr P. V. JONES: -where it was prepared to

take on the unions in a very straightforward
manner because the companies and others
concerned were not prepared to do so. I will dwell
on that to some degree a little later.

Mr Davies: I will dwell on that, too. The
Minister gets 10 out of 10 for his imitation of the
Premier.

Mr P. V. JONES: Let me now go through the
amendment, It refers firstly to the failure to
negotiate. As the Minister for Police and Traffic
has just commented to the member for Gosnells,
in both July and October 1978 the community at
Noonkanbah agreed to the sites in question. I
brought that information forward when we
discussed this matter on a previous occasion, but I
remind the member for Gosnells once again that
in July 1978 meetings were held between
representatives of the company and the
community. The representatives inspected some

areas, and they were shown where the proposed
drilling locations would be.

Some maps were drawn up which were sent to
the Museum, an anthropologist nominated by the
community, and the Aboriginal Legal Service. By
October 1978,' no reply had been received from
the various parties and a further meeting was held
in October, the date of which escapes me at the
moment. As nothing had been heard, the
representatives went back to Noonkanbah and
again they were told in the clearest of terms that
they could not drill in the preferred location, but
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they would be satisfactorily accommodated in
certain nominated areas.

As a result of that, a Warden's Court hearing
was conducted in November and preparations
were made for the drilling programme which was
to be undertaken in 1979 in accordance with the
terms of the permit.

We know what happened in 1979 and in April
1980 after the deferral was granted. What is
being undertaken now is not only a year late, but
also it is the third time an attempt has been made
to undertake it.

The amendment refers to failure to negotiate
reasonably, and on the last occasion we canvassed
what constitutes "reasonableness' as far as this
matter is concerned. After all, how much longer
should we go on talking? The suggestion made by
the Opposition and by people in the community
who have sought to attack the Government is that
no attempt whatsoever was made by the
Government or the company concerned to
negotiate with the community. That is completely
untrue. Considerable efforts were made to
negotiate and considerable offers were made in
respect of the preservation of sacred sites
identified by the Museum; and those sites not only
have been acknowledged by the Government but
also have been offered to the community under
terms and conditions which have never been
offered to any other group. As yet no discussion
has been entered into by the community in respect
of that offer.

Mr Pearce: Because they don't trust you
enough to talk to you. You have no credibility
left.

Mr P. V. JONES: The amendment then refers
to matters largely canvassed during the previous
debate, and I do not intend to conduct the same
debate on this occasion. However, I might just
add one point: It is suggested that we are talking
about sacred sites; and I would be quite happy to
produce for the member for Gosnells the
transcript of a tape recording made by three
people-

Mr Pearce: Why don't you prod uce the maps?

Mr Davies: Not the one in pidgin English?
Mr P. V. JONES: -who sent the tape around

the Aboriginal communities. The tape does not
refer to sacred sites at all; it refers to land rights,
no mining, companies having to get out, and
nothing being done on Aboriginal lands in any
way whatsoever.

Mr Pearce: What has that to do with it?
Mr P. V. JONES: Yet members opposite still

talk about sacred sites.

Mr Pearce: Everyone is talking about sacred
sites. You produce the Museum maps you would
not produce last time.

Mr P. V. JON ES: The point I want to make is
that the tape was recorded late last year, and
members will appreciate after reading the
transcript that it refers simply to the fight
Aborigines must conduct, to the disruption they
must cause to ensure that not only will their land
rights be protected but also that no development
whatsoever will be undertaken. It says nothing
shall occur on any land at Noonkanbah.

Mr Pearce: Name the three people.
Mr P. V. JONES: They are Kimberley Lands

Council people.
Mr Pearce: Which three?
Mr P. V. JONES: The amendment then refers

to the Government deliberately molesting and
defacing a site sacred to the Noonkanbah
community. The area in question, as we have said
time and time again, is not a sacred site identified
by the Museum.

Mr Pearce: That is not true. Produce the maps.
Mr P. V. JONES: The question that one must

still ask is-
Mr Pearce: We got off that quickly, didn't we?

I would have got off it quickly if I were you. too.
Mr Davies: Where are the maps?
Mr Pearce: Where are the maps?
Mr P. V. JONES: Just wait until I get to that.

Paragraph 2 of the amendment goes on to say
that the Government has demonstrated its
contempt-

Mr Pearce: Didn't he run from that!
Mr P. V. JONES:-for dealing openly and

honestly with the taxpayers by refusing to explain
or reveal certain reports. May I repeat exactly
what I said in the previous debate on this matter:
The Government would dearly like to do exactly
what the Leader of the Opposition is asking and
produce a report which does not belong to the
Government but which belongs to the Trustees of
the Museum.

Mr Davies: When did I ask that?
Mr P. V. JONES: A moment ago the Leader of

the Opposition asked where is the report.
Mr Davies: I asked where is the map.
Mr P. V. JONES: The report contains the map,

and we would dearly like to produce it. We hope
the trustees will allow us to do so.

Mr Davies: You can if you want to.
Mr P. V. JONES: We cannot; it is not our

report.
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Mr Pearce: Does the Minister have the right
under the Act to direct the Trustees of the
Museum to produce the maps, in the same way as
he directed them in respect of the sacred sites?

Mr P. V. JONES: I hope the Minister for
Cultural Affairs is able to direct the Museum to
release the report.

Mr Pearce: Of course he can.

Mr P. V. JONES: Not only does the report
contain a map; it contains several maps; and we
would like to have it released.

Mr Davies: The Minister can direct that. Read
the Act, for God's sake.

Mr P. V. JONES: We would like the report to
be released because it would reveal certain things.
One is the map which has been referred to. In
addition, it would reveal a transcript of some of
the evidence obtained, and we would like that to
be revealed.

Several members interjected.

Withdrawal of Remark

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
The Leader of the Opposition used the word
"lies" in an interjection, and I ask him to
withdraw it.

Mr DAVIES: I withdraw the word, and I will
substitute "untruths".

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr P. V. JONES: The Minister for Cultural
Affairs is well aware that the Government would
love to be able to make the report public, and if
the trustees give their permission, that will be
done.

Mr Pearce: I hereby direct you to produce the
maps.

Sir Charles Court: There is a matter of
principle in this that you don't understand-

Mr Bryce: Who is talking about principle-the
jackboot who would take a convoy in the dark to
somebody else's territory and pay $2 million to
protect a rig? You are the last one who should use
the word "principle"!

Sir Charles Court: There is an endorsement in
the report which forbids it being made public.

Mr Pearce: We are not asking for the report,
but for the maps.

Mr P. V. JONES: They are all part of the same
thing.

Several members interjected.

Sir Charles Court: iI' you had any respect for
the Aboriginal people you would not ask for it to
be made public.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER ( Mr Watt): The

Leader of the Opposition will come to order.
There is far too much cross-Chamber
conversation and too many interjections. The
Minister is not being permitted to deliver his
speech.

Mr P. V. JONES: In case it has been missed, I
say again that the Government would be happy
for that report to be published so the maps to
which the Leader of the Opposition is referring
can be revealed. The transcript of one or two
conversations would be revealed; and in fact the
whole situation could be made known to the
public and revealed in part, not total. Totally,
there are some very constructive and positive
pieces of information in the report; but in part
that report would reveal the shame which exists so
far as the manner in which information was
obtained in one or two cases is concerned.

Mr Davies: It would be refreshing for you to be
frank with the public.

Mr P. V JONES: In that report, it makes it
quite clear-and the member for Kimberley
would be well aware of this-that a lot of that
information was obtained on trust. Indeed, a lot of
Aboriginal cultural lore and information are
obtained on trust.

Mr Pearce: You have got no trust left up there.
Na-one could trust you.

Mr P. V. JONES: It is clearly indicated in the
report that an undertaking was given that the
information would not be made public without the
permission of the trustees.

Mr Davies: Show it to us, and we will respect
the trust.

Mr P. V. JONES: If the Museum Trustees
could obtain the permission of the people from
whom they obtained the information, we would be
delighted to do so. I hope the Minister for
Cultural Affairs is able to obtain that permission.

Mr Hodge: You did not need permission to
send your panzer division there. Strange
priorities!

M r P. V. JONES: I move on to the reference to
the cost of the Government's assistance, and
undertakings, and so on. The answer is simple.
The Government has already indicated we will be
making a full statement regarding all of the costs
involved in this situation; but I want to make
some comments regarding that at this stage.

C 947



948 [ASSEMBLY)

Mr Davies: Before you commit yourself any
further, read the answer the Minister for Police
and Traffic gave me yesterday, because what you
are saying is directly contrary to the answer he
gave me. Be careful you do not commit yourself
to something you are not allowed to do.

Mr P. V. JONES: The Government stated
yesterday, in answer to a question, that we are
going to make a full statement regarding this
situation-the cost associated with drilling-so it
is all clearly understood.

Mr Davies: I will read to you later what the
Minister said to me.

Mr P. V. JONES: I said, "the cost associated
with drilling". The member for Gosnells referred
to the fact we would be paying two or three times
what a company would pay. For his
information-and I am sure he is aware of it as a
copy was provided yesterday-there is a standard
oil drilling industry contract which provides
certain rates of pay, certain costs associated with
drilling an oil well, and a whole array of costs.
Some are based on a daily charge, and some of
the costs are for the whole operation, and so on.

Mr Davies: There is a copy lying about the
corridor out there.

Mr P. V. JONES: They are the standard
conditions which the Government has accepted.
That is the standard form of contract which the
Government has assumed. We are not paying any
more than anybody else would pay, because we
are operating under a similar contract.

Mr Pearce: How much are you paying Omen?
Mr P. V. JONES: We have assumed exactly

the same contract.
Mr Pearce: What about the additional

payments to Omen?
Mr P. V. JONES: What the member has said

is completely wrong.
Mr Pearce: It is not wrong.
Mr P. V. JONES: What additional payments

to Omen?
Mr Pearce: You obviously can produce an

audited statement!
Mr P. V. JONES: The Government has

assumed the same contract, so there is no new
contract. It is the same contract being assigned.
The rights and entitlements under the contract
have been assigned in accordance with the normal
conditions and entitlements.

Mr Pearce: Are you staking your Ministry on a
statement there have been no payments to Omen,
or anybody else associated with that company or
the Liberal Party, outside the direct costs that

Amax would have paid to CSR or Richter
Drilling.?

Mr P. V. JONES: Could I just repeat that the
costs-

Mr Pearce: "Yes" or "No"?
Mr P. V. JONES: To the best of my

knowledge-

Mr Pearce: "To the best of my knowledge",
now.

Mr P. V. JONES: The member is asking me to
make a direct statement. The drilling costs
contained within the contract are the standard oil
industry costs.

Mr Pearce: If we can demonstrate the reverse,
will you resign?

Mr Davies: A definite statement, maybe.
Mr P. V. JONES: I would now like to move on

and talk about-
Mr Davies: Hello, we have changed the subject

again.

Mr P. V. JONES: -this so-called
unprecedented and rigid intervention. I do not
suppose there would be anybody in the
community who would have supported what we
have seen in the last week or 10 days as far as Mr
Hawke and Mr Cook were concerned.

Mr Davies: Every newspaper in Australia
supports them.

Mr P. V. JONES: We had the unprecedented
situation in which Mr Hawke was prepared to
come to Western Australia and pay-he did not
at the last moment and Mr Cook did it for
him-the people not to work. He was prepared to
pay them to strike-SI 100 or $1 200 each
fortnight on the basis of 12 hours a day for seven
days a week. What a precedent that has
established within the movement!

Sir Charles Court: While the Queensland
miners were having to take the hat around.

Mr Davies: Because of the actions of the
Federal Liberal Government and the Prime
Minister, supported in this House by you.

Mr Bryce: Double dealing all the way along the
line.

Mr Davies: You stood up in this House and
said, "Wait until you see the Budget with the tax
allowance and the zone allowance." What did we
see?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr P. V. JONES: What a precedent that was.
I do not hear members of the Opposition
supporting Mr Hawke in that. The member for
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Gosnells has not said he supports Mr Hawke's
making payments to the men on strike.

Mr Pearce: I certainly do, in that case.
Mr P. V. JONES: The member for Gosnells

does?
Mr Pearce: Of course I do.
Mr P. V. JONES: Mr Acting Speaker, he

supports those unionists who are put in a position
of having bans imposed and yet being paid by
their fellow unionists not to work.

Mr Pearce: Because they are supporting the
Aboriginal people, whom you should be
supporting.

Mr P. V. JONES: Rubbish!
Mr Pearce: They were taking the risks. They

are entitled to wages.
Mr P. V. JONES: Where the union movement

is concerned, we have seen just how much weight
the people who operate within the oil industry are
prepared to put behind their leaders. To begin
with, they are prepared to work.

Mr Pearce: Why are they not working up there,
then? Why is Omen doing it? Do not tell me you
have washed your hands of the whole business?

Mr P. V. JONES: I have received a letter from
two people who came to my office. They showed
me a letter which had gone around the members
of their union, criticising their union leaders on
this issue for adopting the stance which denied
them the right to work.

Mr Pearce: Which union?
Mr P. V. JONES: The Australian Workers'

Union.
Mr Pearce: There are 27 000 members of that

union. Give us a couple of names.
Mr P. V. JONES: The member would like that.
Mr Davies: Yes, because you cannot.
Mr P. V. JONES: Similarly, the crews on the

off-shore rigs have been discussing this situation
in the last two days. They have said, "We will not
have a bar of it. We want to go on working
because we don't want to get involved in that, and
don't support our leaders in this situation." They
know the hypocrisy of it.

I turn now to the use of the word "perverse"-a
perverse sense of priorities.

Mr Bryce: Hear, Hear! I will remind you just
how perverse it is shortly-absolutely upside
down and inside out.

Mr P. V. JONES: According to the dictionary,
"perverse" means different from what is
reasonable or required.

Mr Bryce: That is right.

Mr P. V. JONES: If not being prepared to bow
down to industrial blackmail by the unions is
different from what is required, then we are
happy to be different. We will not accept that
situation. We do not expect any company which
comes to Western Australia to be part of our
development to be put in the position in which the
unions have put this company.

In conclusion, the simple facts are these-
Mr Davies: We were going to give you an

extension of time. You are a great riot!
Mr P. V. JONES: -the Government has

accepted the assignment of a contract. It has done
so with the approval of the owner of the
equipment which is Richter Drilling Pty. Ltd. A
great deal of emphasis has been placed on CSR.
Technically and legally, as far as the Government
is concerned, CSR is not involved in the matter. It
is known Richter Drilling Pty. Ltd. is a subsidiary
of CSR and CSR has been a party to the
discussions, so far as the Government is
concerned; but the contact that company has with
its subsidiaries is its own affair and none of the
Government's business.

Our contract, our arrangements, and our legal
obligations relate to the drilling company, the
company which owns the equipment, and the
permit holders, the operator for which is Amax
Exploration (Australia) Inc.

As far as CSR is concerned, the statements
made by Mr Jackson, which were circulated
yesterday to members of Parliament, are his
affair. However, whether it is CSR or any other
company which comes to Western Australia and
puts an undertaking it has given to the unions, Mr
Hawke, or Mr Cook ahead of its responsibilities
to the community at large and its responsibilities
to its own employees, that company will not have
a very long history in regard to being a partner in
development in this State.

Mr Bryce: Intimidation!
Mr Parker: CSR will be around a lot longer

than you will be.
Mr P. V. JONES: The amendment is quite

hypocritical in what it seeks to do. I hope that,
sooner or later, those who seek to try to get to the
truth of the situation will not only be able to do
so, but will also expose this amendment and the
actions of the Opposition for the sham which they
are.

MR RRIDGE (Kimberley) [4.42 p.m.j; I rise to
support the amendment. I do not know how many
members of Parliament present here today were
able to listen to the news last Monday night; but
if they did, they would have heard that, at
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Geraldton last Saturday a group of approximately
300 people observed two minutes of silence in
connection with the commencement of drilling at
Noonkanbah. Amongst those 300 people who
were present there, were two Liberal members of
Parliament.

Rather than observe two minutes' silence, I
intend to speak on the matter.

Mr Pearce: Did the two Liberal members or'
Parliament observe the two minutes' silence?

Mr BRIDGE: The two Liberal members of
Parliament observed the period of silence.

At the outset I want to say that the best way to
describe last Friday's shameful affair at
Noonkanbah is to say there was a murder of a
living thing. I will proceed to try to explain to the
House how I have come to that conclusion.

I have heard members here float ideas from
time 10 time in regard to comments which have
been made by people in the Kimberley, the
Eastern States, and overseas. However, I have
always tried to contain my points of view in this
House to the way in which the Noonkanbah
people have maintained their position.

It has always been my position, and it has
always been the position of the people at
Noonkanbah, that the central issue there has been
the question of the sacred sites. The Noonkanbah
people genuinely believe that sacred sites exist
there.

It is extraordinary to find people such as the
Minister for Community Welfare, Minister for
Police and Traffic, Minister for Cultural Affairs,
and the Minister for Industrial Development and
Commerce standing in this House and trying to
lead us to believe they are best able to judge the
extent to which people can and do believe in
spiritual beings.

Mr Sodenian: How long has the term "sacred
site" been used by Aborigines?

Mr BRIDGE: If the member cares to wait a
few moments, I shall tell him.

My whole life in the Kimberley has led me to
the stage that there are no doubts in my mind as
to the existence of sacred sites. If members care to
travel to the Kimberley and ask people who have
resided there for a lengthy period, their opinions
on sacred sites, they will be told they have always
been a fact of life. Members should also ask the
pastoralists in the area, not people who have gone
to the Kimberley in recent times. Members should
obtain the opinions of people who are concerned
about the emergence of land rights and its
implications such as the pastoralists or the

Kimberley. They will tell members that sacred
sites have always been a fact of life there.

When I was a little boy, I grew up on a station
and I was aware of sacred sites. I acknowledged
sacred sites, as did hundreds of other people. It is
not a new thing as the member for Pilbara and
many other people try to lead us to believe. They
say it is being manufactured today. However,
sacred sites were acknowledged in the Kimberley
long before I was born and I imagine they will be
acknowledged for ever and a day, because they
relate to spiritual matters.

I can take members within close proximity of
sacred areas in the Kimberley and show them
many spiritual sites. However, it must be
remembered that the areas to which I refer are
not always those which can be recognised on a
physical level. There is not necessarily a hill, tree
stump, gully, or other physical manifestation,
because the spiritual belief of the Aborigines is
not necessarily visible. It can be under the ground.

I know the Premier and other members
opposite have said they will not dispute the fact
that Pea Hill is a sacred area. I expect they
recognise it, because Pea Hill is able to be
identified. It is a hill and it can be seen by us in
our interpretation of the significance of
spirituality. We accept it.

However, the Aboriginal people at
Nooinkanbah say their spiritual beliefs extend
beyond the near proximity of Pea Hill and
members opposite are not prepared to go along
with that, because they cannot see it.

I put it to you, Sir, that the beliefs and the
attachments of the Aboriginal people to sacred
sites is something like this: A Christian person
goes to a church service and observes the holy
communion celebration. It is not the significance
of the wine or bread that is important in such a
celebration; it is the reality behind it. It is an
unknown thing. It is not visible. However,
Christian people believe in the Holy Spirit
although they cannot see it. It is the significant
thing behind the bread and wine that is
important. This is what members must think
about when they look at the situation at
Noonkanbah.

The people at Noonkanbah have declared the
area of significance there. I have not declared it,
nor have Stephen Hawke, Bob Hawke, Peter
Cook, the Premier, or Ministers of the Crown. It
is the people at Noonkanbah who believe the
sacred area exists within a certain proximity of
Pea Hill. However, it is that very point the
Government has not been prepared to accept.
Had it done so, had it been prepared to say-
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Mr Sodeman: Are they all consistent in their
belief in the area of influence?

Mr BRIDGE: The people of Noonkanbah have
always been consistent. Let me take members
through the history of Noonlcanbah to show them
that the people there have always been consistent.

In 1972 an Act was passed by Parliament in
regard to the preservation of sacred sites. In 1976
the community at Noonkanbah acquired
ownership and control over the area; that is four
years after the Act of Parliament was passed.
Immediately they acquired the land, they set their
stake for the preservation of the sacred area.

I concede exploration work has been carried out
at Noonkanbah; but it is the area of Pea Hill and
its surrounds which have always been the subject
of great concern for the people there. Had they
been able, they would have continued to deny or
prevent mining in that confined area.

Mr O'Connor: How Car away from Pea Hill
does the surrounding area extend?

Mr BRIDGE: I am not putting myself up to
say that, because I do not understand the depths
of the spiritual beliefs of the people there; but as a
result or the comments I have heard, I believe we
are looking at an area in the order of a couple of
miles north of Pea Hill which might well have
been outside the area of influence. fickle Skinner
said there was no problem across the river.

Sir Charles Court: When did he say that,
because when I was there they refused to set a
limit on the area of influence? They said the
whole station was in the area of influence.

Mr BRIDGE: He said that across the river
there was no problem.

Sir Charles Court: When did he say that?
Mr BRIDGE: I cannot recall the occasion, but

I was present.
Mr O'Connor: Was it recently?
Mr BRIDGE: It was recently. If one

understands this whole question of sacred sites,
and this spiritual belief, it is not hard to
understand how the No. I site and the No. 2 site
would come into the area of influence. If members
look at the areas on a map they will find they are
fairly close to the river frontage. The area of
influence is between Pea Hill and the dreamtaime
site. So we are looking at an area parallel to the
river- not to the north, not to the south, and not
even to the east. We are looking at the area which
runs between Pea Hill and the dreamrtime area.
When ceremonial functions were conducted the
people used to stroll along the river frontage.
Logically, the ceremonies took place near water
holes so it makes sense to realise that the sacred

sites are near the river frontages, because the
people travel along the banks of the rivers in
search of food and water.

The position is that as far back as 1976, in a
genuine and determined way, the Aboriginal
people tried to convince us of that particular
sacred area. Had the Government adopted the
position that it is "them" and not "us" who are
the best people to judge the extent and the degree
of spiritual beliefs, there never would have been a
problem.

The tragedy has been that the people
responsible within this Government chose to be
the judges. I ask: How can anybody in terms of
spiritual beliefs be capable of determining the
extent to which other people have a right? It is
not possible. That is the situation; the
Government has set itself up as the judge of
something it is not physically or otherwise capable
of judging.

Mr Grayden: Nipper Tabergee told Amax
where to drill.

Mr Pearce: I have already dealt with that point.

Mr O'Connor: You dealt with nothing.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRIDGE: The Aboriginal people have a

fear that this desecration of that particular land
will bring about something devastating. I am not
able to tell members how deep that fear is other
than to say-and I take the point raised by the
Minister for Cultural Affairs in his
interjection-when I went to Noonkanbah the
day after water drilling had commenced, Nipper
Tabergee and others actually were in tears. I am
referring to senior members of the community.
and I am not exaggerating when I say they
actually were in tears when I met them in a bow
shed after the drilling had started. If the feelings
of the people about these sites are as unconvincing
as the Minister would like us to believe, why
would those people be in such a state of shock and
distress?

A point I have not been able to ignore is the
tremendous spiritual belief of the people. They
are very concerned at the consequences. It is
beyond my ability to comprehend that belief, and
it is also beyond the ability of any other member
of this House to understand and comprehend.

We should have acknowledged the beliefs of the
people and allowed them to be the judges. They
have stated their beliefs, and to that extent we
should have done something to try to overcome
the problem.
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Sir Charles Court: They selected the site. They
decided the sacred site, and decided the area
where drilling should take place. One man to
whom you referred is the man who mentioned
.'earshot" as being the determining distance.

Mr BRIDGE: The Premier knows that is not a
fact. The community as a whole made the
decision, never mind about an individual. The
Premier has already said that the consensus is
fundamental. If the Premier takes what he has
said as being a fact, it has never been the
consensus of the Noonkanbah people.

Sir Charles Court: It was their consensus
before the stirrers got amongst them. I wish we
could table the report and you would see how
crazy it all is.

Mr H. D. Evans: And the Museum map.
Several member interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRIDGE: On this aspect the Aboriginal

people do hold the belief about the dreamntime
spirit and its significance. I make the point that as
far as they are concerned-and others like myself
who have been convinced-they genuinely believe
that Friday effectively was the destruction and
the end of that living spirit. That, in itself, is a
very significant point. It is a disgrace and it is a
tragedy. It is not true to say that the Aboriginal
people have been a divided community. Since as
far back as 1967 when they gained ownership of
that property they have continued to stake their
claim for preservation of these sites.

The member for Pilbara suggested that by
advocating policies such as those put forward
from this side of the House we are effectively
suggesting a racial policy. That is far from the
truth. All we have suggested is an
acknowledgment of a point of view of a group of
people, and surely that is not suggesting anything
extraordinary.

Mr Sodeman: We have acknowledged that
point of view.

Mr BRIDGE: Had members opposite been
prepared to acknowledge their point of view this
would never have erupted.

Mr MacKinnon: The acknowledgment has been
all one way.

Mr BRIDGE: All the Government needed to do
was to acknowledge an area which, to those
people, was important. Despite the fact that we
could not see the visible significance of the area,
and the fact that we are not as closely linked as
those people, there was considerable room for
mancuvering. I venture to say that had that
approach been taken the drilling would have been

going ahead at Noonkanbah today with the
consensus of the people involved. That would have
been a more satisfactory situation than what we
have now.

Mr Sodemnan: In the same spot?
Mr BRIDGE: Not in the same spot. The area

to the north or to the east of the existing sacred
area provided a basis for some kind of agreement
between the Government, the mining company,
and the Aboriginal people at Noonkanbah.
However, that opportunity was not taken up and
as a consequence we had a completely unwise and
unrealistic decision taken which has resulted in
the problem we now have at Noonkanbah.

To go from the point of sacred areas of spiritual
influence to other parts of the amendment, and
look in terms of the development of the
Kimberley, again I see a very great problem
arising in the area.

Whatever happens at Noonkanbah, the result is
that it will be very much more difficult for
exploration work to be carried out in the
Kimberley. I would have thought this
Government, or any Government that recognised
the potential of the north in general and
Kimberley in particular, ought to have
acknowledged that one of the foremost things we
should look at is the setting in train of a policy or
plan to minimise disputes and differences.

It is known clearly that the values of the
different interests are diametrically opposed.
Quite clearly mining exploration is far removed
from spiritual values. They are miles apart, so we
should have sought a way to bring them together.
The methods adopted at Nooionkanbah have set
these interests further ap~art. So what we are now
looking at, and what we will probably have to face
in the future is a continuation of the difficult
situation that has arisen at Noonkanbah. As I
say, the situation that arose should have been
avoided. There was no logic in the way this matter
was handled. The Government had many options
open to it.

I would like to refer particularly to the spiritual
areas, not the picture that has been painted, but
the actual area concerned which is something in
the order of two or three miles by about two
miles. This is a small area when considered in the
context of a large area like Noonkanbah. Surely it
was absolutely essential to take up every
opportunity for negotiation and discussion. This
did not happen, and so we find ourselves in the
present situation.

I have thought about this whole situation, and I
believe the root of the problem lies in the fact that
this Government has at best a superficial link and
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connection with people such as the Aborigines.
Members of this Government just do not
understand how the Aborigines think. They have
no conception of what is important to the
Aborigines. Had there been a more understanding
approach and a preparedness to listen to the other
people involved, many problems could have been
avoided. However, members of this Government
took the view that the other people involved were
troublemakers. That is not so; they believe they
have a genuine purpose to assist these
communities. Let us face it;, such people will be
there for a long time to come, and the
communities need them. Had it been
acknowledged by this Government that these
people are there at the request of the communities
and they remain there because the communities
want them, many problems would have been
avoided. The people to whom I am referring are
extremely valuable in a community such as
Noonkanbah. It is developing and integrating its
values with some European values. In this way the
property may become economically viable.

I think it was the member for Roe who
interjected and commented on the viability of
Noonkanbah. He referred to its progress since the
station was acquired. This was a comment typical
of a man who does not have a clue of what he is
talking about.

Mr Grewar: Have you been to the Northern
Territory and seen the degradation of the
properties there?

Mr Bryce: I have seen the degradation of sheep
stations operated by white people in the
Gascoyne, the Pilbara, and the Kimberley.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr Bryce: I have seen the country that has

been destroyed.
Mr BRIDGE. I have travelled throughout

Australia. I have been a member of the
Aboriginal Lands Fund Commission since 1976
and I had a great deal of involvement in the
acquisition of land by Aboriginal people. I say
today that there is not a single person in this
House who has had a greater involvement in this
exercise than I have had. So I do know what I am
talking about.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr BRIDGE: I know, because I was one of the

members of the commission when it decided to
purchase Noonkanbah. The property was in a bad
state of disrepair when it was acquired in 1976.
Not a single bore was operating, the fences badly
needed attention, the yards were unusable, and on
a conservative estimate the stock. had not been
mustered for at least three years.

Mr Grewar: It was one of the best stations in
the Kimberley three years ago.

Mr Jamieson: How would you know?
Mr Grewar: It was so. You don't have to go

somewhere to know anything about it.
Mr BRIDGE: I am saying that three years

before Noon kanbah was acquired in 1976 the
situation I described existed. It was a completely
rundown property. From that state it has been re-
established so that now the bores are all
operating, many of the yards are now usable, the
old fences have been repaired, and many miles of
new fencing has been erected.

Another important point is the initiative the
community has shown in pasture regeneration.

Mr Grewar: Where has all this money come
from to regenerate the property?

Mr Bryce: What has that to do with the price
of eggs? You were the one who raised the matter.
You were factually wrong, but you are not
prepared to admit you were wrong.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

There is fa r too much cross-Chamber
conversation. I suggest that the member for
Kimberley should address his remarks through
the Chair and in that way the Chair will be able
to afford him a much greater protection in
making his speech.

Mr BRIDGE: Despite the position that might
have existed some years ago at Noonkanbah
Station, when the property was acquired-and
this is the period we are interested in; not what
was there 20 years ago-it was run down. Today
the property is operating efficiently. As one
member of a Government department said, it is as
good as the best property in the Fitzroy Valley
area. Surely the Government members have the
decency and principle to give a little bit of credit
where credit is due. That is all I am asking. All
the Noonkanbah people want is acknowledgment
of the fact that they have made considerable
effort to improve the property. Their
achievements have been recognised not only by
me but also by senior people within Government
departments who carry out an assessment of the
work and improvements on these properties.

Members do not have to take my word for this.
If they are not satisfied with what I am saying
they can quite easily check the matter out. They
will find I am telling the truth.

Two things have come out of the Government's
decision, and particularly the Government's
actions of Friday of last week. Firstly, there has
been a destruction and desecration of something
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which is a living thing in the eyes of the people
there-a desecration of a sacred site. Secondly, by
the Government's tactics and handling of the
whole affair, it will be ever so much harder for
genuine and well-meaning mining companies to
go about exploratory Work in the Kimberley. That
in itself must be of great concern to all of us-not
just to mining companies. The people of the
Kimberley-the Aborigines and the
Europeans-want to share in the development.
Apart from Noonkanbah, which has been a major
issue, generally speaking in the past consensus has
been reached between the Aboriginal people and
the representatives of the mining companies.
Agreement has come about because many
Aborigines want to see this kind of activity
continue. They do not want to put up obstructions
and stumbling blocks. In the future there will be a
big question mark against the name of every
company that comes into the Kimberley because
of the way in which Amax handled the whole
show originally.

Of course, the problem was then increased by
the way in which it was handled by the present
Government. So there are matters of great
concern to all of us. The Government has played a
leading role in creating the difficulties, and in
lessening the co-operation we can expect in the
area. For what happens now in the Kimberley, the
blame can be laid on the Government and on the
tactics it used at Noonkanbah. Thank you, Mr
Acting Speaker (Mr Watt).

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Cultural Affairs) (5.11 p.m.]: Mr Acting
Speaker-

An Opposition member: The circus is back in
town!

Mr GRAYDEN: -if members opposite listen,
they might learn something.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: I just want to make the

statement that the opposition to the drilling on the
so-called area of influence at Noonkanbah is
based upon the mistaken belief that it was the
Museum's intention to hold this area inviolate for
all time. At the present time we have Aborigines
from Western Australia and from the other States
of the Commonwealth in Geneva putting their
case before the United Nations. Money for that
venture has come from various sources, including
overseas sources. Money has been paid to send
Aborigines overseas to denigrate Australia before
the United Nations.

Mr Grewar: A one-sided argument!
Mr H. 0. Evans: Well, send somebody over

there.

Mr GRAYDEN: This
because of the mistaken
Museum's intention that this
inviolate.

has all happened
belief it was the
area should be held

Over the last few weeks we have heard an
orchestrated attack from the Opposition based on
that belief.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr GRAYDEN: The World Council of
Churches has gone to the extreme length of
perpetuating this falsehood.

Mr Bryce: They're subversive-the World
Council of Churches!

Mr GRAYDEN: Certainly there are subversive
elements in the World Council of Churches-no
doubt about that.

Just recently we have seen the action that the
Trades and Labor Council is prepared to take.

Mr H. D. Evans: Have you seen the jackboots
of the Government?

Mr GRAYDEN: We have seen the
machinations of the ACTU, through its
spokesman, Bob Hawkce, and the lengths to which
he is prepared to go to perpetuate this untruth. In
to-day's Press we see that he was prepared to
make a telephone call to one of these overseas
organisations to get the maximum publicity for
those Aboriginal people who are overseas at this
moment denigrating this nation.

Several members interjected.

Mr Bryce: Fraser the razor!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr GRAYDEN: The other night the member
for Gosnells said that the so-called area of
influence at Noonkanbah should be held inviolate;
that it was a sacred site.

Mr Pearce: That is what the Museum says.

Mir GRAYDEN: I just want the member to
concede that this is what he said-

Mr Bateman: You don't know what it means.
Mr GRAYDEN: -that this so-called area of

influence, as recommended by the Museum,
should be regarded as a sacred area and held
inviolate.

Mr Pearce: That is what the Museum said, and
I took the word of the Museum for it.

Mr GRAYDEN: Does the honourable member
believe that is so?

Mr Pearce: Of course I do, and I referred you
to Professor Berndt's book on sacred sites.
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Mr GRAYDEN: Is that the belief of the
Opposition, or is the member for Gosnells
speaking just for himself?

Mr Pearce: I am speaking for the Opposition.

Mr GRAYDEN: I turn now to the claim that it
is the Museum's intention-having recommended
that the site be regarded as an area of
influence-to hold that so-called area of influence
inviolate. That is what the member for Gosnells
said.

Mr Pearce: No, what I said was that the drill
site was on a sacred site. That is our position and
it is also the Museum's position.

Mr GRAYDEN: What the member for
Gosnells said the other night and earlier today is
that the so-called area of influence recommended
by the Museum in fact is a sacred site.

Mr Pearce: I said that the drill site was on a
sacred site at Noonkanbab, and that is what the
report of the Museum reveals.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells can
try to somersault out of his predicament, if he
likes. However, the fact is that the entire
opposition to drilling has been based on the belier
that the so-called area of influence in fact was a
sacred area and should be held inviolate. That is
the basis of the Opposition's criticism of oil
exploration and that is the basis of the opposition
taking place at this moment in Geneva; it is the
basis for the actions of the TLC in paying people
not to work; it is the basis of the opposition of the
ACTU, and of the World Council of Churches. In
other words everything the Opposition has said
and done in regard to this matter has been based
on a mistaken belief.

On 29 August this year I wrote to the Western
Australian Museum and asked it a few questions.
I shall be more than pleased to comply with any
request to table this paper; in fact, I would
welcome such a request. Members will see from
the answers I received the extent to which the so-
called area of influence is a sacred area and, thus,
to be held inviolate. It was never the intention of
the Museum that the land should be held
inviolate; however, the whole case of all those who
have been opposing mineral exploration at
Noonkanbab has been based on those grounds.

In my letter of 29 August, I commenced by
referring to another letter I had written, and then
I stated as follows-

As I urgently require the following
information will you now please advise if-

(a) pastoral station and other activity should
be permitted within the "area of
influence". If so, what specific activity
should be permitted in respect of-

(i) established air strips;
(ii) homesteads;
(iii) shearing sheds;
(iv) sheep and stock yards;
(v) roads;

(vi) water points;
(vii) trig points;
(viii) grazing of stock;
(ix) mineral exploration by-

(a) members of the Noonkanbah
community, and

(b) others.
(x) existing mining tenements, if any;
(xi) mineral exploration work, such as

drill holes, which has already taken
place on the "area of influence";

(xii) mustering of stock;
(xiii) further construction of buildings,

yards, fences or other
improvements;

(xiv) trespassing;
(xv) tourist visitations.

(b) should any distinction be drawn for any
reason whatsoever between Aborigines
who have access to the "area of
influence", i.e. those who are
traditionally from the area as distinct
from those of other tribes; those who are
full-blooded Aborigines and those who
are not in that category; initiated and
uninitiated Aborigines?

As I shall be away for the week-end will
you please treat this request with the utmost
urgency and give me a detailed reply to the
questions prior to our meeting later this
afternoon.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt),

I ask that the document be tabled.
Mr Grayden: The member for Gosnells

certainly is going to get the papers tabled.
Mr PEARCE: I am just making sure the

Minister gets the opportunity.

Mr Young: The Minister has made it clear
already he will welcome any request to table the
paper-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
The Minister will table the paper at the
conclusion of his remarks-
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Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells can

be absolutely sure the papers will be tabled. In
fact, I will put them on the Table of the House
personally, because I have the greatest desire to
ensure they are incorporated in Hansard.

So, we have a situation where, last year, the
Museum made a recommendation for a so-called
area of influence. Having made its
recommendation, surely it was important that we
knew what was in the Museum's mind. It is
important we know what is in the Museum's mind
at present in respect of the use of the site. It was
for that reason I wrote to the Museum and asked
those questions.

Mr Bryce: Read us the reply.
Mr GRAYDEN: I asked about the

airstrips-there are two airstrips on the
property-because it was important we knew
precisely what was going to happen there.
Homesteads are situated on the area of influence;
they are used by a large number of people. We
were concerned as to what the Museum intended
should happen in respect of the homesteads.

A very large shearing shed is situated within
the so-called area of influence. Over 100 000
sheep each year used to be shorn, so members can
imagine how big the shed is. It is important we
know what is likely to happen to that shearing
shed. I wanted to know what was likely to happen
in respect of the stockyards. After all,
Noonkanbah is a pastoral property, and naturally,
the stockyards are situated within the area of
influence.

The roads run right through the so-called area
or influence and, as they are widely used by an
assortment of people-Aborigines, Kimberley
residents, tourists and others-naturally we are
concerned as to the Museum's intention.

Mr Pearce: Get to the reply.
Mr Bryce: Why don't you read us the

Museum's reply? We have heard all this already.
Mr GRAYDEN: Then, of course, there is a

trig point right on top of Pea Hill. It has been
used since the Kimberley was first surveyed. In
fact, for the last 100 years or so a procession of
people have walked up Pea Hill and used that trig
point. Therefore, I was interested to know
whether the Museum had any objections to the
trig point continuing in use. The important thing,
I repeat, is that the trig point is located right on
top of Pea Hill itself.

Noonkanbah Station is a pastoral property, and
has been employed in agricultural pursuits for
well over 100 years. It was important we knew

whether the Aborigines were to be permitted to
continue to run stock on this so-called area of
influence, because it was possible the stock would
have an effect on any goannas which may have
been in the vicinity.

Mr Pearce: That is an absolutely disgusting
statement.

Mr GRAYDEN: It was also important to know
the attitude of the Museum in respect of mineral
exploration by members of the Noonkanbah
community and others.

Mr Bryce: Get on with the reply. This amounts
to tedious repetition.

Mr GRAYDEN: We also wanted to know what
was to happen in respect of existing mining
tenements and mineral exploration Works, such as
the drilling activity which already has taken place
on this so-called area of'influence.

Mr Pearce: What are the answers?
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Kimberley

talked about the significance of Pea Hill and, of
course, we all recognise its significance. However,
he did not mention that some 22 holes already
have been drilled around Pea Hill. Nor did he
mention that since before the turn of the century.
it has been common practice to bring cattle down
that river and hold them each night at the base of
Pea Hill.

Mr Bridge: No, but I mentioned that legislation
was introduced only in 1972.

Mr GRAYDEN: Even in the last four years.
drilling activity has taken place in the so-called
area of influence-not where the Amax drill site
is located but, in fact, at the base of Pea Hill
itself.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!
I ask members, particularly Government
members, to refrain from audible conversation.
Hansard is having great difficulty in hearing the
Minister's remarks on what I consider to be a
matter of great importance. I believe there is an
obligation on members-including Government
members-to ensure that the Minister be heard
on a matter of such importance. I ask members to
take cognizance of my remarks.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Acting Speaker, are you

asking the House to be quiet on the grounds that
this is an important address by the Minister, or on
the grounds that the Minister has the same
entitlement as any other member to be heard.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!
There is no point of order.
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Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Cosnells will

understand just how important this matter is
when I read the Museum's answer.

Mr Pearce: Well, read it.

Mr GRAYDEN: Before 1 read the Museum's
answer, 1 want to make sure members opposite
realise its significance. My letter contained a
question about the mustering of stock because I
wished to know whether that activity would be
permitted in this so-called area of' influence.

The Commonwealth Government intends to
build a large number of buildings within the so-
called area of influence and I was rather curious
to know the attitude of the Museum towards this
matter.

Mr Pearce: We are getting rather curious
ourselves. We are wondering whether you will get
around to the answers before your time expires.

Mr GRAYDEN: I was also rather interested to
establish whether the Museum would draw any
distinction between Abbrigines and non-
Aborigines in the area, or between initiated and
unitiated Aborigines, or between full-blooded
Aborigines and those who are not. If this area
were considered a sacred site, to be held inviolate
for all time, those points would be of tremendous
significance.

I was rather surprised at the reply I received
from the Museum, and it is on this reply I base
my assertion that all opposition to the drilling
exploration programme at Noonkanbah has been
based on a mistaken belief. I say this absolutely
unequivocally: All the opposition which has arisen
from the sources I have already mentioned has
been based on a false belief. I am sure most
Australians have been astounded at the extent of
the opposition which has been generated through
the media, If one picks up today's issue of the
Daily News one finds about five pages are
devoted exclusively to the Noonkanbah issue. The
same situation applies to this morning's issue of
The West Australian, as it does to newspapers
throughout Australia. Yet all this opposition is
taking place on the basis of a mistaken belief.

I received a reply from the Director of the
Western Australian Museum (Mr Bannister). My
first question related to the use of the airstrips, to
which the Museum's reply was as follows-

... existing activities related to already
established uses would continue.

Here we have a busy airstrip running right
through the middle of the area of influence, which
the Museum suggests should be used for all time.

Mr Pearce: Yes, it is very busy; planes are
landing and taking off all the time.

Mr Davies: They are probably bringing in
pl aneloads of a lcoh ol!

Mr GRAYDEN: A great deal of activity takes
place on that airstrip. My next question related to
the use of the homestead, to which the Museum
replied in effect, "Yes, all activities should
continue on the homestead. People should be
permitted to continue to live there." In reply to
my question about the shearing sheds, the
Museum said, "Yes, that existing activity should
continue." So, up to date we have airstrips,
homesteads, and shearing sheds.

In reply to my question as to whether or not
these activities should continue in respect of the
sheep and stockyards, the answer was again,
"Yes." I then asked about roads, and the Museum
indicated that the existing activities should
continue. I asked what the situation was going to
be in respect of the water points, and again the
trustees said that existing activities should
continue. I asked about the trig point on top of
Pea Hill, the most sacred area on Noonkanbah
Station of approximately one million acres, and
the answer once again was, "Yes; existing
activities should continue." We are going to have
surveyors and anyone else who wants to make use
of the trig point continuing to make their way to
the top of Pea Hill. I asked about the grazing of
stock, and again it was indicated that existing
activities should continue.

Mr Bridge: Cannot you see that the spiritual
thing is underground?

Mr GRAYDEN: But what about the 22 drill
holes which already have been drilled at the base
of Pea Hill?

Mr Bridge: It was only in 1976 that they staked
their claim to protect the area. Before that they
had no say about the area.

Mr GRAYDEN: When did all that drilling
take place?

Mr Bridge: Only two months ago they tried to
stop surveyors entering the property.

Mr GRAYDEN: Why, when the Museum
Trustees said there were no objections to
surveyors going on to Pea Hill? This is the sort of
thing we are getting from the member for
Kimberley even at this late stage, trying to make
out there is something wrong with using the trig
point. After all, the Museum Trustees made the
recommendation in respect of the so-called area
of influence. Up to that point, no-one had
bothered to think in terms of areas of influence.
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The Museum Trustees said it was all right to go
to the top of Pea Hill.

Mr Bridge: The spiritual aspect is underground.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Kimberley
has been to Noonkanbah and has had the
opportunity to talk with these people during his
entire life. I tell him this: The member should
know what the attitude of the Noonkanbab people
is. The member knows perfectly well that those
who have been there for 50 or 60 years could not
have cared less during that time about anyone
going on to those sacred areas. The very people
the member for Kimberley is talking about were
holding cattle at Pea Hill, and this has been
taking place since the beginning of the century.
The member knows the Aboriginal people at
Noonkanbah better than anyone else and he
knows perfectly well they have been going about
their station activities without there ever being a
suggestion of any area of influence now referred
to by the Museum.

Mr Harman: It is underground.
Mr GRAYDEN: There were 22 holes drilled at

the base of Pea Hill. The member for Kimberley
has been out to Noonkanbah and spoken to the
Aborigines, and he knows that none of the holes
have had the slightest effect on the sacredness of
the particular area. He cannot come along at this
stage and put up a different argument.

I asked the Museum what the situation was in
respect of mineral exploration by members of the
Noonkanbah community and by others. I had in
mind that the people of Noonkanbah themselves
would want to prospect on Noonkanbah, as
indeed they do. I wanted to know whether any
distinction was to be drawn between them and
outsiders, such as miners and others. I wanted to
know what would happen in respect of existing
mining tenements and mineral work which
already had been done, such as the 22 holes. The
Museum was more hesitant in respect of this
matter. In respect of items 9 to I I the Museum
simply indicated that it believed there should be
no distinction drawn between members of the
Noonkanbah community and others. It did not
want to draw a distinction between the Aborigines
and the white people, and that such activities
would not be permitted-

Mr Pearce: So they support us and not you!
Mr GRAYDEN: -without consideration

being given to the land and the community.
Mr Pearce: They come down on our side.

Mr GRAYDEN: The Museum said it does not
matter whether it is Aborigines or white people,
so long as careful consideration is given. In this

case careful consideration has been given over
four years, so that criterion has been met.

Mr Bryce: Give us the critical answer again.
Mr GRAYDEN: I then asked a question-
Mr Pearce: That is why we wanted it tabled.

You are making a fool of yourself.
Mr GRAYDEN: I asked about the position in

respect of the buildings the Commonwealth
intended to erect, because the Commonwealth has
indicated there will be a big building programme
undertaken on the station. The Museum said
that-

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: Item 13 has already been

answered, Mr Acting Speaker. The Museum
indicated that trespassing would not be permitted.
Quite obviously, if we have mining tenements we
cannot have trespassers.

But with respect to tourist visitations the
Museum said something to the effect that these
might be considered, but only following
evaluation of the effect on the community and the
land.

Mr Bateman: I bet the Premier is excited about
you.

Sir Charles Court: He is doing an excellent job.
Mr GRAYDEN: Quite clearly we see what the

Museum Trustees had in mind when they
recommended that the so-called area of influence
be declared a protected area. The trustees have
not changed their minds since. On the contrary.
only a few days ago. I think on 29 August, they
supplied me with details to the effect that all
existing activities in respect of the homestead, the
roads, the cattle mustering, the shearing sheds,
and the stockyards-

Mr Bryce: But not mining.
Mr GRAYDEN: -and the trig point on Pea

Hill could go ahead. So much for the absolute
nonsense which has been put forward by the
Opposition to the effect that the whole of the so-
called area of influence is a sacred area and
should be held inviolate. Nothing could be further
from the truth.

Members might recall that these questions had
to be answered in a bit of a hurry because I had
written to the Museum a few days before and had
received an answer which did not say much and I
was left with little time to get further information.
So the Director of the Museum added this to the
bottom of the letter-

You will appreciate that in the time
available since receiving your request there
has been no opportunity for the Trustees to
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review these answers and that they represent
my own personal opinion.

I was not satisfied with that, and as it happened I
was to have a meeting with the trustees on that
last Friday afternoon. When they came to my
office I read this letter to them and I asked
whether they shared those views. They said they
did. When I lay these papers on the Table of the
House so that Opposition members may read the
views of the director, they should bear in mind I
subsequently had the opportunity to put his views
to the trustees who reiterated that those were
their views also. They were prepared to permit all
those activities to continue on the area of
influence, and if there was any request for mining
by Aborigines or anyone else in the so-called area
of influence, it would be given consideration.

There was one very interesting aspect. In my
original letter I asked whether the trustees
envisaged the possibility of having to pay
compensation. They indicated as follows-

The question of compensation is not
included in the criteria considered by either
the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee
or the Trustees in evaluating the significance
of an area being considered for protected
area status. The relevant criteria are those in
Section 39(2) and (3) of the Aboriginal
Heritage Act. The Trustees assume that the
question of compensation should be taken
into account by the Governor in making a
declaration that a site should be a protected
area under Section 19.

I will translate that for the benefit of the
Opposition. The trustees are saying very clearly
that their task ends with looking after the
interests of Aborigines. They will not take into
consideration the wider issues of public interest,
the national interest, compensation, or things like
this. They are indicating they will look at the
matter from the point of view of Aborigines and
make recommendations to the Government. They
put the onus squarely on the Government to take
into consideration things such as compensation.
They are indicating that they will make
recommendations only and that it is the
Government's responsibility to take into
consideration the wider public interest.

That was the original intent of the Aboriginal
Heritage Act. It was designed in an all-
encompassing way, and supported by all parties,
so as to give maximum protection to Aboriginal
sites which were of significance to Aboriginal
people and the national heritage. But there was a
proviso that the Government would have the final
say because the Government had the task of

taking into consideration the wider issues, and
here in this letter is the clear-cut admission of the
Museum Trustees that they expect the
Government to do this. The Aboriginal Heritage
Act is very specific in relation to compensation.

Mr Pearce: What was the Government's
assessment of how much compensation should be
paid?

Mr GRAYDEN: I quote from section 22 of the
Act in relation to compensation as follows-

(2) A person, who immediately prior to the
vesting of any right in the Museum under
subsection (1) of this section, was the holder
of any interest in or relating to that land is
entitled to be paid by the Trustees reasonable
compensation for the extent to which such
interest is prejudicially affected by the
operation of this Act.

Mr Pearce: Exactly what I said.
Mr GRAYDEN: Not merely the exploration

cost, but anything that would be prejudicially
affected by the operation of the Act. The trustees
will not burden themselves with the possibility of
paying out $5 million, $ 10 million, or $50 million.
They say they will not shoulder that responsibility
and that they will make recommendations only
and that it is up to the Government to consider
their recommendations in the light of the wider
public interest.

Mr Pearce: What was the Government's
assessment of how much compensation would be
paid?

Mr GRAYDEN: The member should work it
out for himself. The Premier has made it clear
that the Opposition will get a detailed statement.
The people of Western Australia will be
everlastingly thankful to the Court coalition
Government.

A little while ago we heard the member for
Kimberley saying something to the effect that by
taking this stand we could jeopardise Mineral
exploration in the north. The very reverse is the
truth.

If the Government had not taken the stand that
it did, it would have been the end of mineral
exploration not only in the Kimberley and the
Pilbara, but also in the Murchisoni and other parts
of Western Australia.

I refer to the record of the Labor Government
in respect of Aborigines because that party is
holding itself up as a paragon of virtue in this
regard. It is not many years ago-and the
member for Kimberley will remember this very
well-that a Labor Government sold Moola Bulla
Station, the finest station in all of the Kimberley.
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The station was sold for a pittance and 172 to 200
Aborigines had to leave it. The Aborigines had to
leave because the new owner who had gone there
in a Rolls Royce had ordered them off the
property.

Mr Harman: What year was this?
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Maylands

would remember-it was in the 1950s. The Labor
Minister in this House sold the finest station in
the Kimberley for a pittance. The amount
involved was supposed to be $100 000. The people
in the Kimberley had tried to buy this station but
a resident of South Perth or Como put his house
down as a deposit on the station. He went to the
station and within a short space of time rounded
up 35 000 head of cattle and then sold them.
Having done that he sold the property, I think, for
$200 000. In the meantime the Aborigines had
been kicked off the station and they received no
protection at all from the Labor Government.
What an extraordinary state of affairs!

The member for Maylands may remember the
Labor Minister who was in office. The member
for Maylands would know only too well because
he went to the Warburton Range with that same
Minister. The Minister said the mothers at
Warburton Mission were not fit to look after their
children because they could not provide the
proper conditions.

Mr Harman: Who said that?
Mr GRAYDEN: The Labor Minister, and the

member for Maylands knows that only too well!.
The member for Maylands is attempting to give
the impression that he does not know the man,
but he used to work under that Minister. That
Minister said, "Take all the children from the
mothers and take them to Warburton, 400 miles
away, because the mothers cannot walk 400
miles." What an extraordinary state of affairs!

Mr Harman: When was this?
Mr GRAYDEN: About 1956.
Mr Harman: You do not have the guts to name

the Minister.
Mr GRAYDEN: He was one of the people who

made the recommendation.

Mr Harman: Name him?
Mr GRAYDEN: I will not name him because

the individual has retired. I will not mention his
name, but the member for Maylands knows only
too well who he is. If he wishes to name him, he
may.

Mr Harman: You are despicable.
Mr GRAYDEN: I will name the member for

Maylands. I will tell the House-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!

Mr GRAYDEN: We have here a man who can
stand up and defend himself, a man who went to
Warburton with the Minister to whom I am
referring. The member for Maylands went to an
area where there were 60 starving Aborigines. I
visited the area with Pastor Doug Nicholls who
later became the Governor of South Australia.
The Labor Minister at that time and the member
for Maylands drove away and left 60 starving
Aborigines. I have movie films and photographs
of the area. I can show the photographs. If
members can say they have seen the starvation in
Cambodia and Ethiopia as televised in the last
few days, then I can show them something which
is comparable.

Mr Harman: You are not telling the truth.
Mr GRAYDEN: It is all thoroughly

documented. I can show the film because it is
documented. I can show the film to members of
Parliament. The film shows Pastor Nicholls
helping a woman who has a sick child. The child
is skin and bone. Pastor Nicholls is helping the
woman and her child into the back of our truck
because the Labor Minister and the member for
Maylands drove off and left them to walk 60
miles to the mission. When the woman could not
stand up we carefully took her and her child back
to Warburton Mission. It was obvious the baby
was dying. I can show the photographs of the
baby with a spoonful of jam and a spoonful of
powdered milk on a piece of bark alongside it.
The baby died the next day.

Mr Davies: So much for your nursing!.
Mr GRAYDEN: We have photographs of the

Aborigines sitting in the dust and keeping the flies
away from the starving children.

Mr Harman: It has taken you 24 years to bring
this matter forward.

Mr GRAYDEN: I would like to show this film
I have of Aborigines in Western Australia. The
Aborigines in this film are suffering from
starvation and they were without any medical
attention. Now of course medical attention is
being provided.

The Labor Party gave the Aborigines drinking
rights. It was responsible for introducing these
drinking rights into Western Australia. Of course
we have seen the experiences of Eskimos in
Alaska. Alcohol in Alaska virtually killed an
entire race, yet a Labor Government introduced
drinking rights in Western Australia.

Mr Harman: You can say anything you like in
this House and no-one pulls you up. They were
introduced by Edgar Lewis.
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Mr Davies: He was a member of the virtually
defunct National Country Party.

Mr Harman: You tell some horrible lies in this
House and debase all members of this House.

Mr GRAYDEN: We can establish very easily
that this situation did take place. The member for
Kimberley knows that it has.

Mr Bridge: What a disgrace to have to listen to
that. What a disgrace! It is a million miles away
from the central issue.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am pointing out what a
Labor Party Government has done for the
Aboriginal people in Western Australia.

Mr Harman: Thirty years ago!
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Maylands is

still in the House!
Mr Sodernan: What he is saying is the people in

America should not have protested against the
Fraser Government.

Mr GRAYDEN: They were paid protestors.
They make themselves available to any group that
desires their services-rent-a-crowd.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: I will get back to the subject

of Noonkanhah.
Mr Bryce: Someone ring the bells!
Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Maylands is

crying to hide this matter. I would like to show
these films to the member for Kimberley. I would
like to show what happened under *a Labor Party
Government when the member for Maylands was
an officer in the employ of the then Native
Welfare Department. His role was to advise the
Minister and the advice of the member for
Maylands was to let the Aborigines walk back to
the mission. He felt that if they did not walk back
he would be spoiling them.

Mr Harman: You are telling lies.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member gave that

information. The pastor and I implored the
Minister and the member for Maylands to take
some of the people back to the mission. So, we
had a Minister for the then Labor Government
and an officer of the Native Welfare
Department-

An Opposition member: And a good one!
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Maylands

was certainly a "good one"! He did nothing for
that baby. We took the mother and the baby back
to the mission after the Minister and the member
for Maylands had driven away. Of course, we
made sure that the people were supplied with
131)

sufficient food to get back to the mission and we
took back those we could.

I am saying how callous the member for
Maylands was and he is trying to give the
impression that the Labor Party is concerned
about Aborigines. I say to the Opposition that
members are showing their concern for political
purposes and political purposes only.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): I
direct that the document quoted by the Minister
during debate be laid on the Table of the House
for the information of members.

The document was tabled for the information
of members.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [5.55 p.m.]: I
have no desire to join in the discussion and the
proliferation of opinions with regard to secret
sacred sites which occur daily in this House.
These come particularly from the Government
side of the House. However, there arc events
associated with Noonkanbab which have occurred
since the early 1940s about which 1 would like to
comment.

Mr Davies: I hope you are not in the Minister's
film.

Mr JAMIESON. I might be one of the people
he is featuring.

Members are constantly stating that the
position is the same as it was when the airstrips
were placed at Noonkanbah. It is said constantly
that there were no sacred sites there then. I guess
there were no sacred sites in many of the suburbs
of Perth that have a Catholic, Anglican, Salvation
Army, or some other church standing now. Sacred
Sites are a Matter of what the local populace deem
them to be.

At the time the airstrips were constructed the
Aborigines did not have much say. The Air Force
moved in and constructed the airstrips whether
the Aborigines liked it or not. In wartime,
circumstances are a lot different.

If the people at that time had known about the
secret sacred sites, they would not have been
allowed to know about them. They would have
been instructed to move in on the area; so much
for the matter of' secret sacred sites.

The areas of influence that were not apparent
before were areas of importance only because of
some topical or geographic feature. It could be of
spiritual significance, whether it be underground
or thereabouts. This is not very difficult to
comprehend with the many aspects of religion and
the various beliefs associated with churches.
These beliefs may not be visible but people are
entitled to have them.
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1t has been stated also that the people who have
gone overseas to put their point of view before the
United Nations committee have been funded from
sources outside of Australia. Many members in
this House have had international trips funded by
sources outside the country. I think three
members of this House were funded in this way
very recently, and one member who was making a
complaint about this matter might have been
among them.

I have been funded by various Governments,
ranging from the United States to the Soviet
Union, the Rumanian Government and the
British Government, none of which I felt had any
great bearing on my attitude towards politics in
matters affecting an area such as the one under
consideration- at the present time. One might be
able to assess that a very real red herring is being
hauled across the trail in an endeavour to make
something out of it and to suggest an ulterior
motive in funding these people to put a point of
view. As far as I can see, they are justified in
putting a point of view.

The problem in this whole venture, as I see it,
has been the intolerance of the Government and
the hopelessness of the Premier in coping with the
situation which has evolved at Noonkanbah. He
has denied being associated with the moving of
the drilling rig up there. All I saw of it was the
film made by the media. They were not very
happy, and I do not blame them, because they
were treated rather roughly. If the Government or
anyone else wants to get bad publicity, I suggest
the way to do it is to treat the media badly and
they will get all they ask for.

The media presented a feature film of the
convoy, which could have been made by the best
American producers and directors. They would
not have been able to surpass the film of this
convoy, with its police cars, revolving lights, and
hooters. The Premier has to answer for all the
money involved in arranging the convoy and
organising drilling on the site at Noonkanbah. Hie
can never again come to this Parliament and say,
"We have to cut back because we have no money
to do this", when he has been able to find with a
snap of the ingers a couple of million dollars to
do a thing like this.

The Government has been chided in this
Chamber by me for nationalising and socialising
various things, and one might chide it on this
occasion but for the diabolical way it has gone
about it. It has taken over and has put the CSR
people in a bad position, to say the least, which
will not help the company to recover from any
bad feelings which might exist between it and the
unions in respect of the drilling; and it has got

nothing from it. The chance of striking oil is so
remote that one could make a little bet on it, if it
were not illegal to do so, in the certainty that
when drilling has been completed one would be
richer than one is now.

However, CSR's right to drill has somehow
been taken away. No-one really knows how. The
Press release from the management pointed out
that the company had not actually approved of it
but said it was not very interested in that. As I
pointed out by interjection, the whole argument
was destroyed by the last paragraph which said
the Government was elected to govern the State
and therefore anything it does in the course of
governing is correct.

That is not right. The Government has a
responsibility to the people of this State, but not
to do anything it wants. It has to act within a
reasonable frame of endeavour, and certainly it is
not expected willy-nilly to spend the taxpayers'
money on confrontations with unionists,
Aborigines, and other people whom it might
choose to confront from time to time. That is all
the Government has been doing, and I think the
amendment is quite justified. It is obvious that the
Government has failed to negotiate reasonably
with the Aboriginal community at Noonkanbab.
It has sent up there to carry out negotiations
people who probably in many instances have
never been further north than North Perth. They
returned and gave their own interpretation of
what the Aborigines were supposed to be saying,
and later on they were not sure whether or not
what they had taken down was correct. This is the
kind of negotiation in which the Government has
been engaged.

The Premier has been to Noonkanbah a couple
of times. I do not know why. Anyone who has had
dealings with the Premier knows he always comes
into a meeting and says, "*This is what 1 want and
when you are prepared to agree to it you can talk
to me more about it. Other than that, you get
nothing from me." That has been my experience
over a long period. He makes up his mind what he
wants and others have to come around to agreeing
to it. I should not imagine it would have been any
different on this occasion.

I was not eavesdropping but at a social
function recently I overheard the Federal
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs (Senator
Chaney)-who was talking to his brother-in-law
at the time, if I remember correctly-saying that
had it not been for the efforts of the present
member for Kimberley they would not have got as
far as they did with the negotiations, and that he
had played an excellent part through being able to
communicate with the various groups of people.
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From the way Senator Chancy was speaking at
the time, he fell that had the talks and
negotiations been allowed to proceed for a little
longer most of the problems between the two
groups could have been overcome.

I think this is a correct and proper thing to do,
and not to start paramilitary operations under
officers from the crack unit at Swanbourne, of
which the Premier is an honorary colonel. He
should not do that sort of thing in this State; that
is not part of his job. That would be carrying
things too far. That would be carrying his position
as Premier into the fanciful, and not doing what
he should be doing on behalf of the people of this
State.

It becomes quite ludicrous when the Premier
wastes money, which is the property of the people
of this State, in endeavours such as this. Those
actions are proof of the belief that "IJ am stronger
than you"; nothing more nor less. If some
ultimate advantage were to accrue to the people
of this State then one might agree, but there is no
ultimate advantage; the aim is for some form of
confrontation.

That the Government sought to crush the views
of the small community at Noonkanbah is
important. Prior to the community taking up the
Noonkanbah Station-from what one can read
and from what we have been told by the member
for Kimberley-most of the people lived on the
fringes of towns such as Broome and Derby. They
were living in circumstances which the sooner we
can get rid of the better. The more we can
encourage these people to get out and do their
own thing on stations, and run those stations and
look after themselves in the way they want to, the
better. If they want to establish sacred temples or
sites, the same as white people, that is (or them to
decide. When there is interference through
drilling sites, there is disruption to say the least.
That interference upsets the balance of the people
living on the stations, and causes them to wonder
whether station life is worth while, or whether it
would be better to return to fringe dwelling where
they can pick up their social service cheques each
fortnight and booze the money away in the local
pub. The further we can get away from that, the
better.

The Minister for Cultural Affairs indicated
that alcohol is a problem, and he blamed the
Labor Party for introducing the legislation which
allowed Aboriginal people to drink. I think the
Minister ought to get his facts straight. It was not
the fault of Edgar Lewis-, it was an instruction
from the then Prime Minister (John Gorton). The
United Nations had stated very clearly that any
country associated with it could not have two sets

of laws for the people living in that country. It
was clear that the bar to Aborigines drinking had
to be overcome. The Minister at the time (the
H-on. E. H. M. Lewis) introduced the necessary
Bill, and he knew there would be some failings.
Indeed, there have been many failings.

We cannot have a section of second-class
citizens. It does not matter whether our people are
black, white, or brindle. Our laws must apply to
everyone. There has to be a settling in period and
certain problems have to be overcome. The
establishment of communities such as
Noonkanbah are typical examples of how we
should be able to get over problems in the
changeover. I agree, there cannot be two sets of
rules-one for white people and one for black
people.

The Government deliberately molested and
defaced a site sacred to the Noonkanbah
Aboriginal community be enforcing and
undertaking drilling on the sacred site. I should
imagine that any religious group which set up a
new church would object very strongly if the
Premier decided to spud in a drilling rig on the
site of the church. There would be strong
objection, as there has been on this occasion-and
justifiably so.

The full Government report relating to sacred
sites at Noonkanbah has been withheld from the
public and from members of this House. If there
was not something to hide the Government is
unlikely to have kept the report under wraps. If
the report was quite above board we might not be
arguing this matter. The Government has brought
this problem on its own head by refusing to be
honest to the taxpayers of this State, and to
members of Parliament generally.

The Government has threatened future
investment in Western Australia, that is quite
obvious. Many firms have been frightened by the
Premier at various times during his gyrations
around the world. The Premier has said that
businesses would be expropriated if the Labor
Government took over. I do not know what the
expropriation of the drilling rig will cost the
taxpayers of this State. Nevertheless, a business
has been taken over whereas we have been
accused of being the only type of Government
likely to take that action.

Sitting suspended from 6.IS5 to 7.30 p.m.
Mr JIAMIESON: Prior to the tea suspension I

was indicating that in future the various people
who might contemplate developments in this
State will wonder just where they stand. I was
pointing out how the Premier was so often
indicating to people the danger of expropriation
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when a Labor Government was in office; but now
we see a similar sort of thing taking place.
Probably it is not expropriation to him because
there is to be some funding of an organisation's
activities. This sort of thing must make a
difference to firms that wish to come here; it must
affect their appreciation of the politics of the two
parties. If in government, the Labor Party would
not be likely to do something like this, for many
reasons. The main reason, of course, is that
probably it would be unable to control the funding
of the operation because of the State of the
Legislature, which would not allow a Labor
Government to undertake such a performance.

When the Premier has absolute power, as is the
case at present, I suppose he can do as he likes.
However, the money involved in this operation
has been estimated at $2 million, and that is
taxpayers' money which in my opinion could have
been far better used in finishing the extensions to
Royal Perth Hospital, or on some other project.
When the Premier gets up in future and starts to
complain that he has not enough money, I can see
him receiving great horse laughs from this side of
the House because if he can find money for this
nonsense he can find money for anything.

Mr Bryce: Anything!
Mr Mclver; Yes, $3 million for a wharf at

Bunbury.
Mr JAMIESON: There are 1 001 things in our

electorates which we could nominate upon which
the money would be better spent, rather than have
it tied up in a hopeless proposition such as this.
The financial situation of the State, which is
allegedly very bad according to the Premier, has
been only exacerbated by the Premier's own
efforts, by his foolhardiness, and by his stupidity
in trying to do something against the will of the
people.

I do not think there are many votes for either
side in this situation; if one side gains a few votes
for supporting a certain line of action, it could
well lose them in a whiplash. That goes for both
sides of the House. I do not think there is any
great political advantage to be gained in
supporting either the case for or the case against.
However, I do think a moral responsibility is
involved where we have groups of people who
have organised themselves into a community; and
that is that we should have respect for their
community and the situation in which it is placed.
It is of no use saying the Mining Act shall prevail
or that some other Act shall prevail; that does not
cut water so far as communities like this are
concerned. They are not interested in whatever
Acts might prevail.

As you heard the member for Kimberley
indicate, Sir, Australian Aborigines have a very
close connection with their land. While I have not
had many opportunities to converse with the
elders and the Law men of the tribes, on the
occasions that I have spoken with them I could
not help but be impressed at how closely they are
associated with the land and all its activities-its
topographical features and the natural
environment. Aborigines respect and appreciate
the land and they knew how to use it long before
white people ever came to this country. In effect,
Aborigines have been able effectively to farm the
land for their own purposes.

So when an Aboriginal community obtains a
piece of land like that at Noonkanbah which is
able to be used effectively for the community's
own purpose-even though the culture is one they
have learnt from the white man-we should do
everything possible to encourage the community
and not to discourage it by bringing in drilling
rigs. By interfering with their land we are again
tying the Aborigines to the sort of situation they
wanted to get away from, and endeavou red to get
away from by the establishment of a community
such as the one at Noonkanbah.

We have heard many complaints made about
stirrers and others associated with this matter.
We all have our own views about the McLeod's;
one can waste one's time for hours talking to
people like that, because they have their own
cemented ideas. I should imagine a good
argument to listen to would be one between the
Premier and McLeod, because neither would give
way and neither would get anywhere. We would
hear good arguments put up by each side from his
own point of view, but that is alL.

The Aborigines have a habit of looking to
people who are capable of talking on their behalf.
They realise in many cases they are not as
conversant with the English language as perhaps
they should be; however, they are not that ill-
versed in the language that they should be sent
the type of tape recording the Minister sent to tell
them his point of view. That is an insult to them.
On the other hand, the Aborigines realise that if
they are not fully conversant with the language
they may not be able effectively to transmit to
other people the points they want to get across. To
that extent they are inclined to rely on people who
are able to converse with members of the Press, to
draw up Press releases, and to do a dozen and one
other things for them in a friendly fashion.

People like Stephen H-a wke and others are
there through choice, and they are trying to assist
the Aborigines where they can. It is wrong to
denigrate them by implying they are stirrers. We
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have had no clear indication that they are stirrers.
I notice that a member in another place even
indicated there is some suggestion of foreign
intrigue-Bolshevism or Marxism or something
else-woven into the Noonkanbab issue. There is
no such thing at all, and as far as I can ascertain
that is a figment of the imagination of someone
who has become carried away because he does not
understand the situation and is prepared to
denigrate those involved by saying they are
motivated by some political force outside
Australia. The person concerned has been unable
to get away with the statement he made, and he
might even find himself in a lot of trouble.

That is a side issue; but it shows how people
have contorted ideas of Aborigines and their
culture. I do not want to be one of those who have
become sudden experts, but over a long period I
have heard matters argued in his Chamber and I
have had some association with Aborigines. I also
have some knowledge of the north-west and other
parts of the State. In my opinion we must do what
we can for the Aborigines but leave them to their
own resources as much as possible. I remember
the former member for Kimberley saying they
should get off their behinds and do something for
themselves. He made that statement in this House
when the Labor Government was in office. That is
what the Aborigines at Noonkanbah have been
doing, but the Government is trying to upset them
by introducing problems which do not match the
situation at Noonkanbah Station.

The Government took a wrong action by
moving in the way it has. Certainly it has spent
the taxpayers' money in a reckless and
unnecessary way and if the expenditure is not
clearly accounted for next year in the report of
the Auditor General, a few of us will want to see
him to Find out why it is not shown as being a
separate action on the part of the Government. If
the Auditor General is not able to explain clearly
the reason for it, we might have to move in this
House for the purpose of obtaining an explanation
from him, because he is responsible to the
Speaker and to this House and riot to the Premier
and the Ministers. We would want a clear and
lucid explanation of what moneys were spent and
of all the ramifications associated with the
Noonkanbah debacle.

When that comes the people of Western
Australia might be entitled to wonder where the
Government is heading and where the Premier is
leading them in the way he has been wasting
money on this occasion.

Under the circumstances I have no hesitation in
supporting the amendment to the Address-en-
Reply because I feel it is a just way of criticising

the Government for its action in the Noonkanbab
debacle.

Points of Order
Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Speaker, my point of

order is apropos two letters that 1 placed on the
Table of the House earlier this evening. It was my
understanding they would be incorporated in
H-ansard, and I understand this has not happened.
For the sake of clarity I therefore seek leave for
this to be done.

The SPEAKER: The Minister seeks leave of
the House to have incorporated in Hansard two
documents from which he quoted and which I
understand have been placed on the Table of the
House.

Mr BRYCE: On a point of order, Sir, if I
correctly understand the appropriate Standing
Order it is quite specific and it requires a member
to take such action at the time the document is
referred to. May I indicate to you Mr Speaker,
that I will seek leave to have the same documents
incorporated in H-ansard in just a few minutes.

Mr Davies: That will make him happy.
The SPEAKER: I take it that the member for

Ascot has the documents in his possession and
that he in tends quoting from them;, and if I
understand him aright he will seek leave to have
them incorporated in H-ansard?

Mr Bryce: That is right.
The SPEAKER: Then in one way or- other they

will be incorporated in Hansard subject, of
course, to leave of the House being forthcoming.
So I indicate to the Minister for Cultural Affairs
that Iwill put the question at the time the
member for Ascot seeks leave to have them
incorporated.

Mr GRAYDEN: On a further point of order: I
am sorry to pursue this, but I quoted extensively
from the documents and I understood they would
be incorporated in my speech.

Mr Pearce: You misquoted, and not
extensively.

Mr GRAYDEN: I think for the sake of clarity
they should be incorporated in my speech along
with the explanations.

The SPEAKER: It does niot seem to me to be
of any great moment whether they are
incorporated in the Minister's speech or in the
speech of the member for Ascot; but I am bearing
in mind that the Minister for Cultural Affairs
indicated to the House that he intended seeking
leave to have them incorporated in his speech.
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Mr Bryce: That is not right; by God it isn't.
You were not in the Chair, Sir.

The SPEAKER: My understanding of the
situation is that the Minister for Cultural Affairs
said he would have them tabled and take the
necessary action to have them incorporated in
Hansard.

Mr BRYCE: On a further point of order, Mr
Speaker: That is not right at all. Do you
appreciate that this constitutes a precedent in
respect of this Standing Order? It is a departure
if we allow somebody, at a subsequent stage of a
debate, no matter how many hours have passed,
to ask that a document referred to during the
course of his remarks be incorporated in Hansard.
I would suggest, with the greatest respect, that
was never the intention of that Standing Order. it
was provided for anybody who sought the leave of
the House to have specific papers incorporated to
do so at the time he was referring to them.

The other part of my point of order is this:
members on this side of the House have indicated
to you by way of muffled interjection that the
Minister clearly sought the approval of the House
to table the paper. At the request of the member
for Gosnells-

Mr Grayden interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: The member for Gosnells asked

that the documents being quoted from by the
Minister be laid on the Table of the House at the
conclusion of his remarks. The Minister
thereupon indicated he was very happy to do so.

MrI Pearce: But he did not do it.

Mr BRYCE: He specifically stated he wanted
them laid on the Table of the House.

The SPEAKER: I was not in the Chair at the
time-

Mr Davies: That is very relevant.
The SPEAKER: -when the matter was raised;

so the fairest thing I can do is to leave the Chair
until the ringing of the bells, and study the
Hansard record of what was said. I will then
make a determination as to whether I am satisfied
that the Minister for Cultural Affairs gave an
indication it was his intention to have the
documents incorporated in Hansard.

Mr.GRAYDEN: On a point of order: perhaps
to save time, if the member has indicated he will
ask for the documents to be tabled, that will suit
me.

Mr Davies: Let us get the minutes and have a
look at them.

Mr Bateman: You are going off your nut.
The SPEAKER: Order! I think the course I

have indicated to the House is the one that should
be followed. I will leave the Chair until the
ringing of the bells so I can have a look at the
Hansard record.

Sitting suspended from 7.47 to 7.57 p.m.
The SPEAKER: I have had the opportunity to

look at the Hansard record of the speech of the
Minister for Cultural Affairs. It is true the
Minister indicated it was his desire to have
incorporated in Hansard the documents from
which he quoted. However, there is a requirement
on the member who desires to have material
incorporated in Mansard to ask specifically for
that to occur, and the Speaker then has to seek
the leave of the House to do so. The appropriate
time for that is when the member is quoting from
the documents, or at the conclusion of the
member's speech. The fact is that, although the
Minister for Cultural Affairs indicated it was his
desire to have them incorporated, he did not take
the action required under Standing Order No.
116 for that to occur. It is my view that, as he did
not take that action at that time, there has been
lost to him on this occasion the opportunity to
request that the matter be incorporated in
Ha nsard.

Might I say that this affair has arisen because
of a desire on my part to try to help. I had an
indication that it was the desire of the member for
Ascot to have incorporated in Mansard the
material from which the Minister had quoted.

Mr Bryce: Quite so-and I shall seek leave
shortly.

The SPEAKER: So I caused the Clerk to
suggest to the Minister for Cultural Affairs that
he might rise on a point of order and ask that the
material be incorporated, because I wanted to
accommodate the member for Ascot. That is how
the matter has arisen. However, I know the
member for Ascot has indicated that it is his
intention to quote from a document and it is also
his intention to seek the incorporation of two
documents in Hansard. The appropriate time for
material to be incorporated in Mansard is the time
the member quotes from it or at the conclusion of
the speech during which the member quoted from
the document.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
MR BRYCE (Ascot) (8.01 p.m.]: I rise to

support the amendment moved by the member for
Maylands and before I address myself to the
terms of the amendment specifically, I should like
to deal with a significant part of the contribution
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made to this debate by the Minister for Cultural
Affairs. Through the eyes of those of us who sit
on this side of the House, it was an appalling
performance from a very battle-scarred Minister.
He is in a fix; he is in a jam;, and, as is customary,
he attempted to deflect the spotlight from his own
inadequacies and bad decisions by seeking to
besmirch and denigrate the standing of others.

The contribution by the Minister For Cultural
Affairs, so similar to many other contributions we
have seen him make in this place, was a litany of
extravagant overstatements, distortions, and
unfounded accusations-un founded accusations
when members on this side of the H-ouse
repeatedly challenged him to give the names and
sources from which he made the accusations and
he refused to do so. We have become very
accustomed to this method of debate from this
particular Minister.

Mr Blaikie: You have a mirror image.
Mr BRYCE: This evening, in his endeavours to

deflect the spotlight and attention from his own
bad judgment and his own bad decisions, the
Minister for Cultural Affairs turned on an
unnamed former Minister for Native Welfare, the
MIA for Maylands, the World Council of
Churches, the members of the Uniting Church
and the Aborigines in Geneva at the United
Nations headquarters.

The Minister for Cultural Affairs really
travelled the world in his endeavours to deflect
the attention from himself. We are very
accustomed to hearing the adjectives that are
used to describe the efforts of people associated
with the work of the World Council of Churches.
It is not passing strange that only late last week 1
recall listening to a report on one of our news
programmes in which I heard quotations from the
Premier of Western Australia that the devils and
the sources of evil in respect of the Noonkanbab
dispute, were unnamed, unspecified subversives
from without, exercising some external evil
influence on the situation.

Only a few minutes later on the "AM"
programme, the Prime Minister of Poland-a
well known communist-was quoted in respect of
his explanation of the angry, nasty, sinister, evil
influence in Poland at that time which was
defying the official line of the communist
Government there and he used exactly the same
sort of rhetoric as that used by the Premier of this
State. He used the same form of denigration of
anybody who dares to stand up for freedom of
expression and the right to express an alternative
point of view. It was passing strange that those
news items should follow one another so closely.

The Minister for Cultural Affairs set himself
about the task of denigrating the decision of a
number of Aborigines from this State to travel to
the United Nations headquarters to open the eyes
of the world in respect of what this Government
has been doing, together with the Fraser
Government, with regard to the Noonkanbah
issue. I should like to indicate to the House that I
congratulate those Aborigines on their initiative.

The Minister expressed his concern that the
Aborigines were on the international stage and
were about to make statements that may reflect
poorly on this nation. It is high time that some of
those truths were brought out and the rest of the
world was given the opportunity to find out
exactly how the Court and Fraser Governments
have handled this particular area of their
administration.

Mr ShaLders: They are not truths, that is the
trouble.

Mr BRYCE: I congratulate those Aborigines
on their initiative and I wish them well.

Mr Grayden: I hope they will tell the United
Nations what is being done For Aborigines in
Australia and the benefits they receive from the
Australian nation. Do you think they will tell the
United Nations that?

Mr BRYCE: I do not happen to be the
Aborigines' speech writer. I simply wish them
well in their endeavours to shed a little light on a
very serious situation. It is ironic that it occurs at
precisely the same time as the most non-
humanitarian Prime Minister that ever occupied
that chair happens to be stepping again onto the
world stage to receive an award as a
humanitarian.

M r G rayden: And thoroughly deserved.
Mr BRYCE: The Minister for Cultural Affairs

condemned the initiative of the Aborigines to go
overseas and, at precisely the same time-

Sir Charles Court: Are you suggesting that the
donors of that recognition are wrong?

Mr BRYCE: I am suggesting the donors of that
award made a Very grave error of judgmeint.

Mr Pearce: Which they are regretting already.
Mr BRYCE: The donors of that award have

done their cause in this country no good at a[l
Sir Charles Court: They happen to be a very

reputable body.
Mr BRYCE: Almost every person in this nation

would believe that the last person involved in
public life in Australia who would qualify for an
award from a distinguished international
organisation for his humanitarian contribution to
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public life, would be the Prime Minister of this
country. There has never been a more cold-
blooded, ruthless, callous and calculating
politician who scrambled to that position over the
bodies of so many dead political opponents.
Nobody has ever done it so ruthlessly as the
present Prime Minister.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: The efforts of that same Prime

Minister to deny money to the legal aid system
across this nation, to deny money to the social
security system of the nation, to destroy the
Medibank system which was a built-in
reinforcement for the welfare system of this
country were deliberate, and calculated to shift
the wealth from one particular section of the
community to anothier. However, the Prime
Minister has the hide to go onto the international
stage and accept an award for his humane
approach to politics.

Mr Mclver: H-e removed the invalid pension.
Mr BRYCE: 1 would be prepared to concede

that an old ratbag like Menzies was a likely
candidate in front of Malcolm Fraser when it
came to-

Point of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: I Find it offensive

that the member refers to one uof Australia's
greatest sons as a 'ratbag" and I ask that the
reference be withdrawn.

Mr Bateman: lHe was worse than a ratbag.
Mr Mclver: He certainly was, worse than a

ratbag.
The SPEAKER: Order! I believe the member

for Ascot can make his points without using the
sort of language that he has and, in my opinion, it
would be appropriate for him to withdraw the
word he used.

Mr Mclver: It is the truth. He is speaking the
truth.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr BRYCE: I am happy to withdraw that
particular reference to that particular former
Prime Minister. However, I felt it was slightly
more parliamentary than many other words which
have been used in a number or other Parliaments
throughout Australia to describe him. I could
have called him "pig iron Bob" and many other
names which have been attached to him.

I shall return to my original point which was
that Menzies was a mile out in front of Malcolm
Fraser in his concern for his fellow man.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: If an award were being given for

the man who had done more to enable the
multinationals to swamp the Australian economy
and the man who, in effect, destroyed the part or
the Commonwealth bureaucracy that monitors
foreign investments in this country, 1 could
understand Malcolm Fraser receiving it.

Mr Mclver: He wanted the Japs to overtake the
country.

Mr Bateman: Why don't you read your history
books about it?

The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest the member
for Canning and the member for Avon would
assist the member for Ascot in making his speech
ir they desisted from interjecting as consistently
as they have in the last few minutes.

Mr Mclver: It is very difficult not to.
Mr BRYCE: Had the Prime Minister appeared

to receive an award from the Japanese economic
empire, I could understand it, or had he received
an award from the British economic empire or the
United States economic empire I could
understand it. However, I cannot understand how
the Prime Minister of Australia can receive an
award for humanitarianism. If the Prime Minister
were overseas and somebody decided to give him
an award because only he had surpassed Jimmy
Carter in respect of his long list of dishonoured
election promises, I could understand it; but I
cannot understand how he can receive an award
for humanitarianism. If somebody had recognised
the Prime Minister as the most travelled Prime
Minister we have ever had, I could understand it;
but that is not the reason. This particular
organisat ion has made a monumental error and
yet the Minister for Cultural Affairs-

Mr Laurance: You are attacking the Jewish
society. It is a very racist attitude.

Mr BRYCE: That organisation has made a
monumental error of judgment and I believe it is
an error the organisation will live to regret.

The Minister for Cultural Affairs demeaned
himself tonight to defend the Prime Minister in
respect of that matter, because every Australian
knows that is about the most inappropriate thing
that could happen.

Mr O'Connor: That is not true.
Mr Grayden: He will be a recipient of a Nobel

prize shortly for the same reason.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: I shall direct my attention to the

amendment, rather than to the side issues the
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Minister for Cultural Affairs raised in order to
travel the world in his owln defence to avoid the
spotlight. As I return to the subject under
discussion, which is the Noonkanbah issue, I
should like to pose a question to the Premier. I
regret the Minister for Resources Development is
not in his seat at the present time, because it is
really a question which ought to be answered
jointly by that Minister and the Premier.
However, I will ask a question of the Premier
which is this: If his oil well at Noonkanbah is
successful, if he brings in a gusher-

Government members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: -will he indicate to the House

whether the oil will belong to the people of
Noonkanbab, the State Government, the company
that operates the licence, or the Liberal Party
hacks who have come out of hiding to form the
new drilling company?

Mr Mensaros: It will not be used to provide for
the people at Trades Hall.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Points of Order
Mr BLAIKIE: I refer to Standing Order No.

127 and I take strong exception to the member for
Gosnells referring to a member by name. Under
Standing Order No. 127, that is not permitted.

Mr Pearce: I did not refer to a member by
na me.

The SPEAKER: There have been so many
interjections during the last couple of minutes it is
possible that a number of references could have
been made which escaped my ears. Of course, the
member for Vasse is quite correct in that it is not
permitted for members to refer to one another by
name.

However, on this occasion there is no point in
my going any further. May I say to members of
the House that much more progress would be
made if the multiple interjections that have been
evident in the early part of the speech of the
member for Ascot were discontinued.

Mr BLAI KIE: On a further point of order-
Mr T. H. )ones: Go back to sleep.
Mr BLAIKIE: I rise on a further point of

order. I ask you, Sir, to cheek the transcript of
Ha nsa rd.

Mr Mclver: You are just trying to play for
time, brother!

Mr Grayden: The member for Gosnells should
admit he made the reference.

The SPEAKER: Order! I will give the member
for Gosnells an opportunity to speak. Will the
member for Vasse get to his point of order?

Mr BLAIKIE: I rise on a point of order and
ask whether you would be prepared to study the
Hansard transcript to see whether, in fact, the
words mentioned by the member for Gosnells
were recorded when he said, "Charles Court's oil
wells" to which I take exception, That is my point
of order, and that is my request.

Mr Bryce: It is not a point of order, and you
know it.

The SPEAKER: I believe little is to be gained
from my leaving the Chair and referring to the
Hansard report. I reiterate what I said earlier: It
is inappropriate to have members refer to one
another by name. I did not hear the particular
remark referred to by the member for Vasse. It is
not as though the member is asking for a
withdrawal; he is simply asking that the member
should not refer to another member by name.
That is inappropriate. I request that members
desist from following that practice.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr BRYCE: Through you, Mr Speaker, I

would like to ask the question again in slightly
different terms. I ask the Premier: If the
Noonkanbab oil drilling venture proves to be
successful, who will own the oil?

Sir Charles Court: The Minister for Resources
Development answered that question tonight. If
the member for Ascot wants the reply elaborated
on, and all facets of the question covered, I
suggest he puts the question on the notice paper. I
remind members that the Government has
undertaken that at the appropriate time a detailed
statement will be made to this Parliament
regarding the operations at Noonkanbab. That is
as far as we should go at this stage.

Mr BRYCE: That is the type of answer we
receive from the Premier.

Sir Charles Court: At least it was courteous.
Mr BRYCE: We would have thought that the

guru of Western Australian development would
have known the answer, and would have had time
to sort it out.

Wit hdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I believe it is quite

inappropriate for a member of Parliament in this
Chamber to refer to another member as a "guru"
I wish the member for Ascot to withdraw that
statement, and desist from talking in those terms.
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Mr BRYCE: I am happy to withdraw the use
of that term, but 1 want it to be known that if
anybody in future calls me a guru I will treat it as
a term Of respect for a great knowledge of a
particular subject.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

MR BRYCE: I will come to the first part of
the amendment. The first part of the amendment
moved by the member for Maylands expressed
our disgust, from this side of the House, with the
Government's extreme obsession with political
point scoring in respect of its negotiations with
the Noonkanbah people. Reference is made to the
Court Government's rather thuggish behaviour in
respect of negotiations. Everybody knows that to
negotiate with the Court Government means that
one must inevitably negotiate with a bulldozer
mentality; that to negotiate means one accepts the
viewpoint of the Government. The Government
sits back and indicates its position, and then
literally waits for everybody else-irrspective of
any argument or eventuality-to conic to that
point of view.

Mr Rushton: How do you accept the
blackmailing of the drivers?

Mr BRYCE: The Minister is about as relevant
as his argument. Perhaps the Premier should give
him a sleeping tablet and allow him to go back
into a sound sleep. When he is half awake he gets
only half of the argument.

The second part of the amendment moved by
the member for Maylands relates to the shroud of
secrecy with which the Government has been
determined to cover this particular issue. Without
knowing, and without appreciating the
significance of what he was doing, this afternoon
the Minister lifted the shroud of secrecy which
the Government has insisted on in respect of
producing the evidence in terms of the definitions
of the Sacred sites at Noonkanbah.

We on this side of the House find it rather
strange that the same Government-this
omnipotent Government-has the power to
commandeer an oil rig. It has the power to go into
the private sector. That is the key of facism; that
is exactly how Mussolini interfered in the private
sector to suit his own objectives. This Government
which has the power to commandeer an oil rig has
not the power or the authority to release
information from the Museum. The same
Government which has the determination and the
power and the authority to organise a convoy in
the night with armed police escorts from Perth to
the Pilbara has not the power and authority, or
the gumption, to reveal the report from the

Museum which would, the Government alleges,
substantiate its position in respect of this question.
We know that a significant number of ordinary
citizens, as well as members of Parliament, have
seen the report and they know it is a fact that the
Museum does not substantiate or support the
position adopted by the Government. Far be it
from that particular position; the Museum
indicates that the sacred sites referred to should
be declared protected areas. Yet, the Government
is not prepared to come clean and produce the
maps and the report in response to the invitations
to do so, which have been issued on so many
occasions.

The Premier has claimed that a question of
principle is involved. We find it laughable for the
Premier to talk about a question of principle when
it suits him. He crushes conventions, he bends
constitutions, and he forgets principles when he
has his mind made up to do something. He has
not made up his mind to come clean with the
public and the Parliament and lay on the Table of
the House the document from the Museum which
reveals the true and accurate position of that
Organisation in respect of this question.

As I said earlier this evening, the Minister for
Cultural Affairs lifted the shroud to some extent.
He has let the cat out of the bag. The Minister for
Cultural Affairs unknowingly, and I suggest
probably more because of his incompetence than
good judgment, has torpedoed the Government's
position. This is precisely the moment I would like
to seek your approval, Mr Speaker, and the
approval of the House to have incorporated in
Hansard the documents which the Minister
quoted from earlier. They comprise a memo from
the Minister to the Director of the Western
Australian Museum, dated 29 August 1980, and a
reply from that Organisation signed by Mr
Bannister.

The hollowing documents were incorporated by
leave of the House-

THE DIRECTOR,
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM

I wish to acknowledge receipt of your
memorandum of today's date.

I appreciate that your reply to my
memorandum of the 26th instant is based on
the attitude of the Museum Trustees prior to
their recommending that the "area of
influence" at Noonkanbah be declared a
-protected area".

As I urgently require the following
information will you now please advise if-
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(a) pastoral station and other activity should
be permitted within the "area of
influence". If so, what specific activity
should be permitted in respect of-

(i) established air strips;,
(ii) homesteads;
(iii) shearing sheds;
(iv) sheep and stock yards;
(v) roads;

(vi) water points;
(vii) trig points;

(viii) grazing of stock;
(ix) mineral exploration by-

(a) members of the Noonkanbah
community, and

(b) others.
(x) existing mining tenements, if any;,

(xi) mineral exploration work, such as
drill holes, which has already taken
place on the "area of influence;

(xii) mustering of stock;
(xiii) further construction of buildings,

yards, fences or other
improvements;

(xiv) trespassing;
(xv) tourist visitations.

(b) should any distinction be drawn for any
reason whatsoever between Aborigines
who have access to the "area of
influence", i.e. those who are
traditionally from the area as distinct
from those of other tribes; those who are
full-blooded Aborigines and those who
are not in that category; initiated and
uninitiated Aborigines?

As I shall be away for the week-end will
you please treat this request with the utmost
urgency and give me a detailed reply to the
questions prior to our meeting later this
afternoon.

MINISTER FOR
CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Telephone 3 284411
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM

Francis Street
PERTH, Western Australia 6000

Our ref: D4/79 29th August, 1980
MEMORANDUM

TO: Hon. Minister for Education,
Cultural Affairs and
Recreation and Responsible for
the Aboriginal Heritage Act

FROM: Director, Western Australian
Museum

SUBJECT: MINING EXPLORATION:
NOONKANBAH STATION

I refer to your memorandum of
today's date seeking urgent advice.

My views on the matters raised are as
follows:

Question (a)
In relation to items (i) to (viii)

and (xiii) I would assume that
existing activities related to already
established uses would continue,
but that additional construction of
buildings, roads etc or any
substantially increased activity
would only be permitted following
review by the Trustees of the
Noonkanbah Community's views in
the: matter.

For items (ix) to (xi) I believe
there should be no distinction
between members of the
Noonkanbah Community and
others and that such activities
would not be permitted without
careful review of their effects upon
the land and the Community.

I would assume that item (xii)
would be permitted at least to the
extent that has already occurred,
that item (xiv) would not be
permitted, and that item (xv) might
be considered, but only following
evaluation of its effect upon the
Community and the land.

Question (b)
This matter would be particularly

subject to advice from the relevant
Community elders.

You will appreciate that in the time
available since receiving your request there
has been no opportunity for the Trustees to
review these answers and that they represent
my own personal opinion.

I believe I should also draw to your
attention the view expressed by the
Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee at
its meeting on 15th June, 1979 when the
effect of drilling upon the area to be sought
as a Protected Area was under consideration,
namely that the effect of the proposed
drilling upon the site complex should be
evaluated. There has, of course, been no
opportunity since that time for that
evaluation to take place.

J. L. BANNISTER
Director

29th August, 1980.
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Mr BRYCE: During the course of
contribution to this debate the Minister
Cultural Affairs blatantly misrepresented
facts contained in those two documents.

Mr Grayden: Thai is absolutely untrue.

his
for
the

Mr BRYCE: The Minister spent 1 5 minutes
leading up to a crescendo, giving this Chamber
and anybody else in its precincts at the time the
impression that the Director of the Museum had
no objection to mining at Noonkanbah.

Mr Grayden: I distributed a paper which was
placed on the Table of the House.

Mr BRYCE: That is the impression the
Minister set out to portray. We have seen him do
it previously. He chose a circuitous route. He
mentioned airstrips, homesteads, sheep sheds, and
so on.

Mr Grayden: I have a copy of my speech here.

Mr BRYCE: The point needs to be emphasised
that the Minister gave us the impression that
while the Director of the Museum indicated, in
respect of his memo, that he would assume that
this sort of activity would continue, the key issue
in the entire affair is the question of whether or
not mining operations and drilling operations
should proceed. Of course, the Director of the
Museum said they should not.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense. Read the last
paragraph.

Mr BRYCE: That is exactly the point I want to
come to-questions (ix) to (xi) in the memo from
the Minister. The Minister asked the Director of
the Museum for his opinion in respect of what the
Minister calls "the areas of influence" and
whether or not certain activities should be
permitted. The first eight points, I have already
referred to. Items (ix), (x), and (xi) were as
Follows-

(ix) mineral expoloration by-
(a) members of the Noonkanbab

community; and
(b) others.

(x) existing mining tenements, if any;
(xi) mineral exploration work, such as drill

holes, which has already taken place on
the "area of influence";

The response from the Director of the Museum,
in unquestionable terms, was that for items (ix) to
(xi) there should be no distinction between
members of the Noonkanbah community and
others. He meant no difference between black
men and white men, or anybody else. They are all

in the same category, and he said there should be
no distinction, and that such activities would not
be permitted without careful review of their
effects upon the land and the community.

Or course, that review has never been
conducted; the opinions have never been sought.
The Minister sent white men-officials from the
Museum-to tell the black men at the
Noonkanbah Station what constituted areas of
religious significance to them. It is absolutely
clear to anybody that whilst the Government has
sought information from the Museum, it has
refused to table the report. The Minister said
earlier tonight, in respect of the key issue, that the
Director of the Museum said mining activity
should be permitted.

Mr Grayden: I will tell you where you are
wrong. The Museum is actually saying it has not
expressed an opinion. Read the paragraph on
page two.

Mr BRYCE: That is an example of the drastic
atmosphere in which the Minister works. On 29
August the Minister wanted information, and he
wanted it that afternoon. There was no time to
consult anybody in the north, as was indicated by
the Director of the Museum.

Mr Grayden: They had four years to do that.
Mr BRYCE: The director said it was his

opinion.
Mr Grayden: The point is the Museum does not

express an opinion.
Mr BRYCE: The only conclusion we can come

to is that the position of the Museum flies in the
face of the decisions made by the Government.
The Minister blew the gaff tonight when through
his own incompetence he decided he wanted to
table the memo and his reply. Now this
document, of course, sinks the Government's
position-

Mr Grayden: Now read the last paragraph
please.

Mr BRYCE: -because it articulates that the
Museum is opposed to mining taking place on
that particular property.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense-now read the
last paragraph on page 2.

Mr BRYCE: I can imagine that the Minister
would now like an opportunity to speak for
another 45 minutes.

Mr Grayden: Goodness gracious me.
Mr BRYCE: I can imagine his wanting to back

pedal on these papers.
Mr Grayden: These letters were laid on the

Table of the House and incorporated in Mansard.
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Mr BRYCE: The very fact that the Minister
tabled these documents tonight demonstrates that
he has reached the age and stage where he cannot
cope with the pressures of high office; in fact, he
ought to resign.

Mr Rushton: And you might be misleading the
House, too.

Mr Grayden: The Museum has not yet
expressed an opinion whether or not the drilling
should go ahead on Noonkanbah Station. It says
clearly in the last paragraph that is has not yet
evaluated the situation.

Mr BRYCE: Any literate Australian can read
these letters for himself.

I would like to pass on to the third aspect of
this particular amendment, because it concerns
the Minister for Cultural Affairs. Probably the
meanest of all mean stunts he has pulled-

Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr BRYCE: The member for Vasse will get

the meaning in a minute.
M r Blaikie: Don't vilify.
Mr BRYCE: I was seeking to vilify the actions

of a particular Minister, not the Minister's
person, and I am sure everybody in this Chamber
will be only too ready to agree with me when I
put the case to the Chamber. It concerns the
wording of the last paragraph of the amendment.

Mr Grayden: Good-are we going to get on to
that?

Mr BRYCE: I certainly agree with the
amendment, and particularly where it reads-

3. by its unprecedented and rigid
intervention in private development in
our State has taken control of oil
exploration operations at Noonkanbah
and has thereby
(c) demonstrated a perverse sense of

priorities by drilling a hole in the
ground for a company which is
partly foreign-owned at a cost of
millions of dollars to W.A.
taxpayers in preference to
employing the funds to maintain
and improve the quality and range
of services available in our State.

I take this opportunity to demonstrate just how
mean a political stunt this particular Minister has
been involved in and I will refer to a matter that
arose in my own constituency. During late 1978
or early 1979 the man who was then the Minister
for Education and who is now, ironically, the
Minister for Resources Development, visited the
Belmont High School as a result of a very lengthy

and thorough submission to the Education
Department requesting the rebuilding of the
school which is a complete and utter disgrace to
our education system.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense.
Mr BRYCE: Nearly $100000 has been spent

on this school in an attempt to eradicate white
ants alone. This school was a disaster of an
experiment in the first instance and I make this
statement because the Minister for Cultural
Affairs will attempt to make the cheap policital
point-

Mr Sibson: What has this to do with
Noonkanbah?

Mr BRYCE: I will get to that in a minute, if
the honourable member can understand the
wording of the amendment.

The Belmont High School was built during the
period of the Hawke Government from 1953 to
1959.

When the Minister of the day visited the school
in late 1978 or early 1979, he gave the parents
involved in the education council an undertaking
that the school would be rebuilt.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense.
Mr BRYCE: He gave an unequivocal

undertaking that the school would be rebuilt.
Mr Grayden: What period are you talking

about?
Mr BRYCE: I challenge the Minister-
Mr Grayden: Ultimately, of course it will be

rebuilt.
Mr BRYCE: -to come back out to the school

to make that statement. After the Minister of the
day had considered plans and alternatives he said
that it would be rebuilt. We knew that between $2
million and $4 million was involved.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: I am taking this opportunity to

demonstrate how perverted this Government's
spending priorities are. Nothing had happened
over the 18 months since the original undertaking,
because a particular bureaucrat who has a set on
the Belmont High School-

Mr Grayden: Absolutely untrue.
Mr BRYCE: -did not agree with the opinion

of the first Minister-
Mr Grayden: That is a Scurrilous statement.
Mr BRYCE: -and I apologise to that

Minister; I feel sorry for him-
Mr Sibson: You are sinking lower and lower

and lower.
Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Grayden: You are attacking a very fine
public servant.

Mr BRYCE: The original Minister gave an
undertaking to rebuild the school, but this
particular bureaucrat did not agree with the
decision. He set about the task of "snowing" that
Minister, delaying the planning and delaying
everything possible so that after 18 months
nothing had happened.

Mr Grayden: Absolutely untrue.

Mr BRYCE: We reached the stage where the
present Minister for Education accepted an
invitation to visit the school to discuss the
problem he had inherited. He listened to the case
put forward and then he said, "I am sorry, there
is not enough money. The bikky barrel is empty.
We simply cannot afford to honour the
undertaking given by the previous Minister to
rebuild the school."

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense.

Mr BRYCE: I make this report to the House
because this same Minister has been part and
parcel of the seamy affair called Noonkanbah. He
is a member of the Cabinet who made the
decision to commit the taxpayers of the State to a
sum probably exceeding $2 million to drill a hole.

Mr Grayden: There must be a Cull moon or
something!

Mr BRYCE: As the previous speaker from this
side of the House, the member for Welshpool,
said, if the Government can suddenly, out of the
air, find money to engage in this oil drilling
exercise, it can find money to do anything.

I put it to members that is an example of the
perversion of this Government's priority in regard
to spending. This Government is the custodian of
the money it has raised in the name of the people
of Western Australia, and it seeks to squander a
huge sum of money simply to make a pig-headed
single-minded point in respect of the Noonkanbah
issue. This $2 million to $4 million which it seems
to be able to pluck out of the air, just happens to
be the cost of a secondary school these days. I
find the decision on priorities repugnant, and I
have much pleasure in rising to my feet to support
the amendment moved by the member for
Maylands which suggests that we convey the
sentiments set out therein to the Governor.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the
sitting, on motion by Mr Sodeman.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

ADDRESS-EN-REPLY: NINTH DAY

Amendment to Motion
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the

sitting on the following amendment moved by Mr
Harman-

That the following words be added to the
motion-

..but we regret to inform your
Excellency that your Government is
unfit to hold office on the grounds that

I . through its extreme obsession with
political point scoring, it has-

(a) failed to negotiate reasonably
and unambiguously with the
Aboriginal community at
Noonkanbah,

(b) sought to crush the views of
the small community whenever
they have attempted to defend
and protect their way of life,
culture and heritage,

(c) deliberately molested and
defaced a site sacred to the
community by enforcing and
undertaking drilling on the
site;

2. it has demonstrated its contempt
for dealing openly and honestly
with the taxpayers of Western
Australia by refusing to explain or
reveal

(a) full government
relating to sacred
Noonkanbah.

reports
sites at

(b) the total cost of all the
Government's assistance to and
undertakings on behalf of
companies involved with
exploration and drilling at
Noonkanbah;

3. by its unprecedented and rigid
intervention in private development
in our State has taken control of oil
exploration operations at
Noonkanbah and has thereby-

(a) threatened investment in
Western Australia by
demonstrating the extreme
action it will take to impose its
uncompromising will on
developers;
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(b) exacerbated the State's already
serious financial position in
1980-81 and incurred
unnecessary and extravagant
costs on the taxpayers of our
State,

(c) demonstrated a perverse sense
of priorities by drilling a hole
in the ground for a company
which is partly foreign-owned
at a cost of millions or dollars
to W.A. taxpayers in
preference to employing the
funds to maintain and improve
the quality and range of
services available in our State.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) (8.55 p.m.]: We
have once again been subjected to the normal
personality attack by the member for Ascot in his
previous remarks.

Mr Bryce: Who did I attack?
Mr SODEMAN: I do not intend to endeavour

to rebut or react to his remarks. However, I wish
to reflect on the remarks of one or two others in
the few words I have to say this evening to the
amendment to the Address-in-Reply motion.

At the outset, I indicate my concern is not so
much for the taxpayer or the developer as it is on
this occasion for the Aboriginal people. I see the
amendment before the House as not being in
support of the Aborigines or of what they aspire
to achieve. It is nothing more than an extension of
the ideological warfare sparked off by the ALP,'inflamed and fanned in partnership with the TLC.
As the Minister for Resources Development said
earlier, it is nothing more than a sham and is an
indictment on the Opposition in this State.

The media has been too preoccupied in recent
days in talking about possible projected costs to
the taxpayer, and has not given a great deal of
thought or attention to the cause of this situation.
The media has been very much preoccupied with
the effects, rather than the cause. The cause
comes right back to the support by the Opposition
for lawlessness; that is the base on which it starts.

The amendment also is an indication of the
Opposition's anti-development philosophy which
was borne out so clearly during the course of its
recent State conference. The achievements of Mr
Bartholomaeus during the course of that
conference were a classic example of where the
Opposition is headed in this State, and the course
it seems happy to take.

Mr Davies: Were you at the conference, or are
you going from newspaper reports on the matter?

You are like the Premier, who comes in before the
conference is over.

Mr SODEMAN: Like the rest of the public, I
relied on what was reported in the newspaper.

Mr Davies: That is about your level. You are
like the Premier. He does not wait until it is over.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would ask that
background conversation be reduced.

Mr SODEMAN: I have not as yet read in the
newspaper any rebuttal by the Leader of the
Opposition of what was said; I will await that
with anticipation.

Mr Davies: You will hear it in due course.
Perhaps you could put it on the notice paper.

Mr SODEMAN: Many Pilbara residents are
most apprehensive of recent developments; their
fears are on a "where and who next" basis. It is
interesting that it is not only Caucasians in the
Pilbara who are expressing apprehension; these
fears have also been expressed by respected and
responsible Aboriginal people. Someone on the
other side could say, "Name them"; I want to say
right at the outset that I do not intend to name
them because the moment I do that, they will
receive a visit from the ALP, and will be
harassed.

Mr Davies: That is completely incorrect.
Mr Pearce: We have not asked you to name

them.
Mr SODEMAN: Members should read some

of the speeches made in the other place; they will
see constant requests for members to name people
who were against the stance of the ALP. There is
no need for the member for Gosnells to get
".uptight" about this.

The member for Kim berley stood piously and
made great moment of the fact that two Liberals
supposedly supported a two minute silence on the
Noonkanbab issue.

Mr Pearce: They did, too.
Mr SODEMAN: I am not disputing that point;

I am just telling members what he said.
Mr Pearce: I can name them for you.
Mr SODEMAN: I will be happy for the

member for Gosnells to do that.
Because he saw fit to add weight to his

argument as a result of the stance of supposedly
Liberal supporters, I felt it would be appropriate
'to reflect on comments by an ALP supporter; in
fact, a past President of the Port I-ld land Branch
of the ALP. He is a person who is held in high
regard in the Port Hedland area and one for
whom I have the greatest respect. I shall quote
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from a column written by Mr Jack Haynes in The
West Australian of 7 August as follows-

One can hardly pick up a newspaper these
days without reading about the problems of
our unfortunate fringe-dwellers.

I know it is very easy to be wise after the
event but, these problems have, by and large,
only been created over the last 30 years by
do-gooders and unions who had little or no
knowledge of the Aboriginal people.

It is a fairly lengthy article, and it concludes-
These unfortunate people have been

pushed into a position not of their own
making.

How true!

Mr Pearce: How wrong!

Mr SODEMAN: He is a past President of the
ALP Branch in Port Hedland.

Mr Bryce: That does not make him right.

Mr.SODEMAN: It must give some credence to
what I am saying. Are Opposition members
saying that because he does not agree with their
point of view they are going to wipe their hands of
him as they do with everyone else? The following
week in The West Australian of 14 August in the
"News of the North" supplement Mr Haynes
stated-

The saga of the Noonkanbab dispute is
gradually becoming a farce with everyone
trying to get in on the act.

Peter Cook is "flogging a dead horse" in
trying to involve the union movement.

There seem to be more reporters than
unionists at the picket lines.

How true! I want to pay tribute to the rank-and-
file unionists in the Pilbara, none of whom
supported the picket lines and road blocks which
were set up in the area. They were disgusted with
what some of their officials decided to do,
supposedly with the backing of the rank-and-file
unionists. To continue quoting-

An interesting side light to all the publicity
associated with the sacred site at
Noonkanbah is the fact that the sacred sites
are springing up everywhere.

Apart from Plonky's Point-
That is an area in Port Hedland. To continue-

-[ was only ever aware of one sacred site
in the Port Hedland district and that was
the tribal initiation area.

M r Harman: He doesn't know very much about
Port Hedland.

Mr SODEMAN: To continue-
They are so extensive that the Shell depot

is built on top of a lot of them.
Some years back an area was fenced off so

that some of the best carvings could be
protected.

Now it seems that a request has been made
that the public be banned from this area.

How silly can you get.
I am not saying I endorse that statement as
written, but I point out that that person is an
active ALP member and a past President of the
ALP Branch in Port Hedland. Here is one
individual who does not agree with the
Opposition.

Mr Pearce: Other people do not agree, but that
does not me.an we are wrong. Let us have your
opinion.

Mr SODEMAN: The impression I am getting
throughout the course of the debate on this
amendment is that the Opposition feels it
represents completely the view of all Aboriginal
people. The point is that it does not. There are
varying degrees of opinion on this matter.

Mr Pearce: How many Aborigines support the
Government's point of view?

Mr SODEMAN: 1 am talking about the point
of view of some Aborigines, if the member would
only listen.

Mr Pearce: What about Senator Bonner and
the Rev. Cedric Jacobs?

Mr SODEMAN: I will give the member the
opinion of some Aboriginal people.

Mr Harman: Tell us about the people at
Vanda ya rra.

Mr Pearce: This fellow is just reading letters
from the papers.

Mr SODEMAN: The member for Gosnells has
asked about the point of view of Aborigines.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr SODEMAN: I will oblige the member for

Gosnells. Ken Colbung is certainly no friend of
the Liberal Party. Members might cast their
minds back to his activities in the House when
amendments were made to the electoral Act. I
thought he was very much an ally of the
Opposition. He was accepted as such and up to
recently the Opposition has not made any
derogatory statement about him. I am not
suggesting he ialks for all Aboriginal people, and
neither does he. However, whenever he has said
something in the past the Opposition has given a
great deal of credibility to his comments because
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it has suited the ALP. Now he has said something
which differs with their view, and all of a sudden
he has apparently done a deal with the
Government! He has not.

Mr Pearce: We have not alleged that.
Mr SODEMAN: Of course the Opposition has.

Ken Colbung is an independent individual who
does not wish to be used by the Opposition. He
was not happy at not being given a hearing by Mr
Hawke, who glibly brushed him aside when he
tried to speak to him. On 15 August, the
following statement appeared-

Mr Colbung, who is on a West Australian
museum committee relating to sacred sites
and one of the State's most influential
Aborigines, said manipulation of the
Aborigines had taken place at Noonkanbab.

He claimed some had been manipulated in
a number of the demonstrations against the
truck convoy which carried the drilling rig to
Noonkanbab.

He also alleged that a group of Aborigines
had been rounded up at a Broome hotel and
taken by truck to participate in a
demonstration.

Mr Colbung considered this a dastardly
trick, as it could have led to some Aborigines'
being injured.

Mr Colbung is also critical of the role
being played by the son of ACTU President
Bob Hawke, Mr Stephen Hawke..

He said he did not think Mr Stephen
Hawke was giving the right interpretation of
events at Noonkanbah and that he was doing
more harm than good.

It is rather important that it be emphasised at this
stage that the Government has given an
unequivocal undertaking to protect sacred sites
and to ensure Aboriginal reserves have better
protection than freehold land. Members might
ask for an example and I would be happy to give
one. Recently in the Press the Opposition would
have read, as would anyone else who follows the
Noonkanbah dispute, that there was an
application for a permit to mine at Yandayarra. It
was deemed by the Government that it was not in
the national interest that the permit be granted
and so it was rejected at the request of the
community at Yandayarra. When the Opposition
talks about heartless Governments it should
consider that this Government does consider all
aspects of mining requirements and looks at the
genuine need for them.

Mr Harman: Tell the truth.

Mr SODEMAN: Yandayarra is a different
situation from Noonkanbah, but the example still
applies. In talking about "a heartless Government
which does not concern itself with Aborigines", I
point out that I cannot find one pastoral property
that was made available to Aboriginal people by
the Labor Government during its term of office
from 1971 to 1974. 1 do not know of any
initiatives taken by Labor Governments
throughout Australia towards Aboriginal people.

Mr H. D. Evans: What about the Whitlam
Government?

Several members interjected.
Mr SODEMAN: Those projects backfired in

the Whitlamn Government's face and in the faces
of the Aborigines.

Several members interjected.
Mr SODEMAN: It is unfortunate that the

Aborigines have found themselves to be victims of
an ALP and TLC conspiracy. It is disappointing
to ALP supporters throughout the Pilbara
electorate and also to the rank-and-file unionists.

There has been a great deal of play made about
the comments of some church people. Their
comments have been used as a springboard for the
activities of many of the Government's opponents,
but very little play has been made on comments
by those people from churches who have differing
points of view. On the television programme
"Terry Willesee's Perth" recently there was an
interview with Bishop Jobst. He is one example of
a person who does not like what has been
happening. I believe he is a very respected Roman
Catholic Bishop of Broome and his comments
were quite interesting. I shall quote portions of
the interview as follows-

QUESTION: Are the white advisers
and the unionists representing the true wishes
of the Aborigines at Noonkanbah?

BISHOP JOBST: I think they're
representing some wishes, but the general
feeling of the Aborigines-it is the
Aborigines, and I have proof of that because
I know the Aborigines well from living in the
Kimberleys, is a different story altogether.

QUESTION: What stories do they tell
you?

BISHOP JOBST: They tell that they've
been sharing all for centuries everything they
had,' and they're quite happy to share
everything they have with the white man. So
long as the white man doesn't interfere with
their sacred sites, their beliefs, their country,
their land.
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QUESTION: Is this happening at
Noonkanbab now? Is there any interference?

BISHOP JOBST: I don't think so
because from what I gathr-I couldn't
answer the question completely, but I...
what I'm convinced of that the Aborigines
have been misled and misguided.

QUESTION: By whom do you think?
BISHOP JOBST: You know them. I

think that some of the advisers, they come in,
they might be well intentioned, but I think
they're misguided. They do a disservice to
the Aborigines, quite frankly.

It goes on in much the same vein. It is interesting
that someone who actually lives in the area and
who works with Aborigines is prepared to come
out and make that comment.

As I said by way of interjection when the
member for Gosnells was making his remarks, the
anti-comments towards the Government's stance
seem to be coming from people who have never
been to Noonkanbah-people from the Eastern
States and overseas. I wonder from where they
get their information. The member for Gosnells
asked whether I had been to Noonkanbab and I
say now that I have not, but I do not make myself
out to be an authority on the matter.

Mr Harman: You know the bishop has to keep
in sweet, otherwise he does not get any funds.

Mr SODEMAN: I hope Hansard picks that up.
Would the member repeat that so that we get it
twice? I hope the bishop has a chance to read the
member's interjection.

In accordance with the request by the member
for Kimberley, I will quote from a newspaper
clipping. These are the comments of another
Christian, a Mr Peter Thomson, whose comments
are recorded in The West Australian dated 21
August.

Mr Parker: How do you know he is a
Christian?

Mr SODEMAN: The member might find that
answered in a moment. I quote as follows-

As an adherent of the Presbyterian and
Uniting Churches for more than 60 years, I
add my protest against the public assembly
(meeting) in Forrest Place under the
direction of a group of Uniting Church
ministers.

The unworthy and overt actions to
circumvent the laws of assembly by a thin
religious veneer brought the organising
clergy, and unfortunately the Uniting
Church, into an area of unnecessary conflict
and suspicion.

It most certainly does. This is a view of a
Christian which depicts inconsistency in the
comments of representatives of the World Council
of Churches and the Uniting Church. He is
saying the church movement should not be
supporting the protection of sacred sites because
to do so is to be in conflict with religious
principles in that there should be only one form of
religion and one God; to do otherwise would be
hypocrisy.

Mr Harman: Do you go along with him?
Mr SODEMAN: From this point of view I do

not. I mentioned to the member for Kimberley the
matter of sacred sites and their terminology. I
asked him for how long had the term been used.
There are Aboriginal people in the Pilbara who do
refer to special areas or areas of significance.
When we use that terminology there is no doubt
at all that the Government has a responsibility to
the Aboriginal people to protect those areas. This
Government has given the undertaking time and
time again that it will do that. Of course, the
current drill hole at Noonkanbah is not on such
an area.

In referring to the member for K~imberley, it
was alleged in the newspapers that this particular
member was supposed to have some sort of
behind-the-door deal with our Premier. Of course,
it turns out that was incorrect, but what is a fact
is that the member for Kimberley-as was
alluded to by the Hon. W. R. Withers in another
place on '19 August-has been very much
involved with the union movement and the TLC.
How absurd can it be for a person who is part of
the ALP-TLC organisation structure in that area
to do a deal with the Premier and work in with
the Government with what is going on in the
Kimberley while at the same time being a party to
the ALP and TLC strategy? I am told that the
member for Kimberley on Saturday 16 August in
fact organised an aircraft to travel to
Noonkanbah with Stephen Hawke and Peter
Cook.

Mr Mclver: He would not have had to organise
it; he probably flew it himself.

Mr SODEMAN: He probably did. He
certainly is not out to ensure that there is a
middle of the road kind of understanding.

Mr Mclver: Are you indicating to the House
that he is part of the TIC organisation?

Mr SODEMAN: After reading what took
place at the ALP conference, one fact-

Mr Mclver: I was not at the conference. I do
not know what happened.

Several members interjected.
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Mr SODEMAN: If the member for Avon was
not at the conference then from what I have read
about the conference in the newspaper I would
say that the member had perhaps shown his better
judgment by deciding not to attend.

Several members interjected.
Mr SODEMAN: There is certainly a degree of

variance of opinion in the Labor Party ranks and
the union ranks as well as amongst the ministers
of the church who are supposed to be supporting
the move by the ALP.

Mr Mclver: It is not true.
Mr SODEMAN: Mr Haynes, a member of the

ALP, who is a respected member of the Port
Hedland community, has said that what has
happened to the Aboriginal people is not all their
fault. Mr Ken Colbung, the Chairman of the
Aboriginal Lands Trust, has claimed that
Noonkanbah is a three-ring circus and that the
people are being manipulated. Bishop iobsr, the
Roman Catholic Bishop in Broome works with the
Aboriginal people and also supports that view.

This is not a debate as couched in the terms of
the motion. The motion is nothing but a further
move of disruption by the ALP and on that basis
does not have my support.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [9.20 p.mn.]: I have
listened to the member for Kimberley's speech
with great interest and I was impressed with the
obvious sincerity of his remarks. However, I
disagree with his basic premise. His basic premise
was that if a group of people have a particular
spiritual belief then the community should accept
it. I reject that.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I ask: Do we have to suffer the

member for Gosnells who interjects every two
seconds? HeI sits over there like a myopic monk
constantly interjecting. I do not intend to put up
with that.

The essence of the member for Kimberley's
speech was that if a particular group of people
held a particular view or belief-spiritual or
otherwise-the community had to accept that.
This is untenable and it cannot exist in society.
That would destroy society.

If we look at the United States, in one part of
central North America there was a group of
people who believed in polygamy whilst
monogamy was the practice, but the State
correctly rejected that. This practice was
acceptable to the Mormons but the State hounded
those particular people to give it up.

If by some chance Perth had a Moslem
community which accepts the right to stone to

death adulterous couples-and that certainly
happens in Islamic society-would we accept
that?

Mr Pearce: You would drill in their mosque.
Mr Mensaros: What about scientologists?

Mr CLARKO: I am reminded by my colleague
that the Labor Party supported the
scientologists-another one of those crank
religious groups. If people happen to say they
believe in something spiritual they then argue that
society should accept it.

The Koran and its teachings-which claim to
be spiritually based-mean absolutely nothing
when we consider what has happened in certain
parts of the world-

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: There are some followers of the

Koran in Australia, but just because that is so-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: The member for Karrinyup

will resume his seat. The member for Karrinyup
has indicated that he intends to address his
remarks to the Chair and has obviously indicated
to me that he does not intend answering
interjections. I ask the member for Avon to desist
interjecting at the level and vigour he has.

Mr Mclver: As a valid interjection: Does the
member for Karrinyup believe in the hereafter?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO: Normally I find the remarks of

the member for Avon to be of a humourous sort
which add a great deal to this place. In that
regard I appreciate his interjections.

I believe the story from this side of the House
has not been given a fair degree of publicity in the
news media in Western Australia and Australia.
We have not been given a fair go-

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: -because particular journalists

have been taking the view which deals only with
the Aboriginal viewpoint. It is wrong for the
people on the Opposition side to believe that they
have some absolute virtue and by that they are
morally always right. There is no greater virtue
on their side of the House than there is on the
Government side of the House.

The Hindus practice something which is called
suttee, in which a widow places herself on her
husband's funeral pyre and is burnt to death. This
is in the Ganges River area. That group of people
is a highly religious group; however, throughout
the world society regard these practises as highly
unacceptable and untenable.
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Just because a group of religious people believe
in something it should not therefore be endorsed
by the other hundreds of thousands of people in
Western Australia, whether one is black or white.

Whatever one's race one is not entitled to the
minerals under the ground in Western Australia
unless one is of the few who hold 1890 land titles.

One of the fundamental facts about the visit of
the three Ministers to Noonkanbah is that in the
33/4 hours spent on discussions there, two hours
were spent on the discussion of royalties and land
rights. If this land is sacred then the discussion on
royalties should not be a fundamental point. If
this area is totally sacred there should not be a
discussion on royalties.

Mr Pearce: That has been disputed.
Mr CLARKO: That is the information I have

been given by the Minister for Community
Welfare. The Aborigines in Western Australia
have approximately 8 per cent of this vast
State-one of the largest political units in the
world. Aborigines have an area about the size of
Victoria in which they have special rights. In the
Northern Territory, at least one-quarter of that
State is set aside for Aborigines and plans have
been made to increase that holding to 52 per cent.
For a group of people who do not constitute one-
quarter of the population of the Northern
Territory, that is a large area.

I worked at the last election in the Northern
Territory, helping the victorious Country-Liberal
Party. At that election the Aboriginal land rights
movement sought to claim an area of land, a
specified distance from shore to sea, something
like one kilometre or more, which would have
taken over 80 per cent of the shore land of the
Northern Territory. The Aboriginal land rights
movement wished that area to be reserved
exclusively for the Aboriginal people.

I consider that is not fair and just. In my view
it is not a tenable claim for the Aborigines to have
such an area in isolation. In this particular
situation the Aborigines would have a special
right to exclude white people from that area of
land in the Territory. On the other hand, they
have the right to enter any other land within the
State other than that which is private property;
so, in my view that is an unfair degree of
citizenship.

With regard to the drill site under discussion at
Noonkanbah, I understand it is in an area which
is not a specified sacred site. It is in an area which
some people claim is a sacred site or an area of
spiritual influence. However, I understand that in
that area there is a well for water.

I would like someone to tell me, because I have
read a great deal on the subject of Aboriginal folk
lore, legend, myth and dreamntime. and I have not
been able to find where it is acceptable to have a
bore for water but not for oil. That would not be
found within the lore of the dreamntime people
because they did not know about oil then. It has
only been dreamt up by someone at the present
time.

Mr Bridge: The people at Noonkanbah oppose
the water rig as well as the oil rig.

Mr CLARKO: I would accept that argument
much more readily if I were told that the water
bore was closed down.

Mr Bridge: The position is that the water bore
was on the site which the Aborigines classified as
sacred. The Aborigines had nio say in the matter.
It just went down.

Mr CLARKO: To be consistent, if that were
true, and if it threatened their spiritual beliefs,
they would close it down. If they have not closed
it down because it does no harm, then it does not
affect their spirituality; it does not affect their
religiosity. If they felt it did, surely they would
close it down.

I understand the Federal Government has
promised to build some houses for Aborigines
within this area. That would mean that they will
have to dig or drill to put down foundations and
all sorts of things required when constructing a
building. However, there is no objection to that.

I will not go through the list of buildings etc the
Minister for Education described on this matter.
These things happened in the past but I believe
the ,Aborigines are not' planning to remove them.
There is doubt about other activities there and I
put it to members that after this particular well
has been drilled and perhaps after not finding oil,
when the company moves away, all sorts of things
will be undertaken in the future in the soil in this
area of so-called sacred influence.

There is no Aboriginal law which is
traditionally based which establishes this
dichotomy between drilling for oil and water.
Who makes the determination? Which person
said this cannot be done?

We cannot have the situation where the people
of Western Australia or the Government of
Western Australia cannot abide by its decisions
because a few people have certain beliefs. There
would be no society if the decisions of a group of
people which believed certain things expected the
whole society to Stop for them.

That is one of the things one comes up against
when one enters civilised society. One gives up
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certain freedoms and receives certain privileges
and protection. That is part of being in a modern
western society. From time to time there are some
things wcdo not like. We do not like the fact that
our freedom is inhibited. As the free enterprise
party in Australia, we do not like the fact that we
have to dip into our pockets so heavily to pay
taxation. Basically, we like to stand free and do
our own thing, and then help the needy where
necessary.

The view of the socialist is one of taking. The
quintessence of socialism is, "I want what
someone else has." That is what socialism means.
"l am opposed to the rich", says the socialist. Of
course, the grandaddy of them all is the father of
one of the stirrers on the site-Bob Hawke, who
worked with me years ago for a multinational oil
company. That was never mentioned in his
biography. He was awarded a Rhodes scholarship;
Senator Durack also got a Rhodes scholarship. It
is never mentioned in his biography that his house
property is so big that he has a tennis court and a
swimming pool, that he spends half his life
overseas living in luxury hotels, and that he owns
racehorses. He is built up as the "supremo"' of
Labor politics, except that some Federal Labor
politicians will take a while to come to his way of
thinking.

Aboriginal culture can obviously stand on its
own feet, but it was derived in a very harsh
climate, and within this harsh climate it came up
with some harsh rules. They turn out into the
desert people who break their mores and do not
agree with their spiritual beliefs. Their treatment
of people who are dying, sick or weak is brutal. I
do not defend that policy.

The Eskimos, who also live in a harsh climate,
have a very brutal system of laws and rules. That
is general throughout the world. People who live
in a rich river valley where they can produce stock
and grain do not have brutal rules, but Aboriginal
society does. Aboriginal treatment of women is
disgraceful. That is part of their culture. I went to
an Aboriginal community some years ago with
my good friend on my right and certain other
parliamentarians, and we met an old Aboriginal
leader who was surrounded by three or four girls
of about 14 years old who were all pregnaift to
him. I find that deplorable. I regard Aborigines
highly but that aspect of their culture I find
reprehensible in the extreme, as a colleague of
mine would say.

I challenge anyone on the other side to say that
within Aboriginal religiosity there are not certain
things which are untenable to us. What I am
leading to is that when they say something should
be done for Spiritual reasons, and I say I respect

the views put forward, I do not mean we should
adopt them. They are not necessarily right, and if
they are right we in Western Australia should not
be bound automatically in some way.

We have developing in Western Australia a
situation where every time I go to the north of
this State or to the Northern Territory I find the
gap between black and white is growing wider and
wider. Unfortunately, the Noonkanbah incident is
adding to that with other extraneous factors. One
is the interference of the bully-boys of the trade
union movement. When I was travelling by car in
the Murchison late last week, it gave me a great
deal of pleasure to hear the announcement that oil
drilling was to commence at Noonkanbah. I heard
that petulant little boy Peter Cook whimpering
like a boy who had just been discovered pinching
the baby's rusks, Who does Peter Cook think he
is? He sits around with a bunch of petty
henchmen and thinks he has been given the right
to run this State. He has not.

One of the best things that have happened in
Western Australia is Peter Cook acting the way
he does. I hope he appears on television every
night, carrying on in the same rusk-stealing way.
That man does not care about rights. He does not
care about the Government that is set up. He
could not care less whether we are in Government
by one vote or thousands of votes. Peter Cook and
his henchmen in the TLC do not care about that,
and they do not care about Aborigines either. I
say with every confidence that if half a dozen
Aborigines decided to work on the drill which has
been black-banned, they would face up to the
most grievous brutality and punishment the union
movement could mount, because it does not care
about black rights. It cares only about the rights
of a few petty people who do not have Australian
accents-they speak on the radio programme
"AM" every morning. They care only about the
minority supported by the unionists.

That is why we keep winning elections and why
the member for Pilbara keeps winning the
Pilbara. Sensible working people-whatever that
means-are supporting him election in, election
out, because they do not trust those demagogues
who only want to grab power. They could not give
a fig for Aboriginal rights. They are involved only
in seeking ways to weaken the Government. They
are so myopic and dense that all they can do is
ask a few petty questions about the cost of
mounting the convoy to take the drilling rig to
Noonkanbah. That would not have been necessary
had it not been for the bully-boys.

Mr Sodeman: And the lawlessness of Mr Cook
and the Labor politicians,
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Mr CLARKO: The ordinary working people
clapped as the rig went through. If we had an
election next week, we would win it with 54 seats.
Here we have the bully-boys of the Trades and
Labor Council, but what about the bully-boys of
the Australian Federal Labour Party? Mr West
should go a little further west. He came in and
threatened the Federal Fraser Government, and
he used the 1967 referendum to back up his
argument.

I believe many mis-statements are made about
the 1967 referendum. The people of Australia
voted to give special treatment to Aborigines
because they thought those people were deprived
in many ways and that they should be given a fair
go and extra help. It was a discriminatory Act
and the people of Australia wanted to give the
Aborigines an opportunity to get a bit more. The
people of Australia voted to help the Australian
Aborigines in some way, and as a consequence of
that these particular people have come forward
supporting the view that the Federal Government
should interfere in the rights of the States.

That is all West is doing. In this particular case
he is saying, "We will interfere; we will override
and use this 1967 referendum as the basis for
coming in and taking something which, in the
terms of the Constitution, should properly and
correctly come within the province of the States."
It just so happened that it was dealing with an
Aboriginal matter, but we all know a Federal
Labor Government will do that when it can,
because it does not believe in the States. It will
wipe out the States the first chance it gets, and
then trample on everybody's rights.

The Labor Party does not care about people,
only about achieving its objectives. It talks about
doing things for the good of the State. It never
talks about the individual. It thinks the individual
should be subjugated by the State. Whether black
or white, it will not give individual people
anything.

In socialist countries there is less freedom than
in other countries. The major countries of the
world are socialist. These people here say quickly
out of the side of their mouths, "I am a socialist".
They are not game to say it in their pamphlets
because Australians have rejected socialism
election in, election out. I ask members opposite
to look at the electoral record to see how often
they have been successful. Every time they start
to creep towards socialism they fail.

I say most emphatically that I was proud when
I heard on the ABC radio not the petulant little
boy with his rusks but that the drill had been
spudded in. As the Government said, it needed to

be shown that the sacred sites would be protected.
The Government has said that day in, day out.
When some people went up to the top of a
mountain and asked an Aboriginal where the
areas of special influence were, he said, "Out
there." He could not define the areas. It cannot
stand up to any argument.

The member for Gosnells has come in here and
opened his mouth like a debater. He reminds me
of the debater who got up and said, "I am
strongly against this", and a fellow on his team
said, "We are on the other side tonight." He
never says anything from conviction.

There is no question that the Government has
gone out of its way to give proper care and regard
to Aboriginal viewpoints. That is what it has
sought to do, and no harm is being done by
spudding in the oil well. It probably will not find
oil, the more is the pity. I hope oil is found in
Western Australia because the ultimate would be
that more support could be given to people in
need. Many Aboriginal people in Western
Australia are in need. A richer State will enable
us to give them more assistance.

MR HI. D. EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [9.42 p.m.]: At the outset I
would like to voice my objection to the attack the
Minister for Cultural Affairs made on the
member for Maylands and to what must go down
as one of the most scurrilous and cowardly attacks
this House has ever seen on either side. It referred
to an incident that occurred over 24 years ago,
and perhaps it might be apposite to have a look at
the circumstances which the Minister distorted
and twisted into a most discreditable personal
advantage.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish. Would you like
to see the films?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister's original
assocation with the area referred to probably went
back to his unsuccessful attempts to locate the
box of the explorer Leichhardt. He was
unsuccessful in that attempt, and I believe the
citizens of Laverton endeavoured to help him find
the box in their own way.

Upon returning to Parliament he headed up a
Select Committee, which among other things
enabled him to return to the Warburton area
where he was no doubt able to continue with his
original intentions. The report of that Select
Committee which was set up in 1956 and the
extracts from the Votes and Proceedings are
properly housed in the precincts of Parliament.
The Select Committee comprised Mr W. E.
Grayden, Mr W. S. Bovell, Mr E. P. Oldfleld and
Mr S. E. Lapham. Its deliberations went forward
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in 1956 and its report was returned to the
Legislative Assembly.

Subsequent to that report, in the following
February the Minister of the day decided-no
doubt influenced to a large degree by the
recommendations and conclusions of the Select
Committee-that he would visit the area
personally. He did that in February 1957. That is
reasonable; obviously he took the first opportunity
available to him after the report was presented on
12 December 1956.

Mr Harman: That is the same Minister the
member denigrated tonight.

The ACTING SPEAK(ER: (Mr Blaikie):
Would the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
indicate how this relates to the amendment?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I certainly can, after I have
dealt with this point in reply to what I have
described as a most scurrilous attack upon a
member who spoke previously and who is not in a
position to defend himself. I am replying to
material used in this debate in a most shameful
manner.

Mr Orayden: He has the opportunity to defend
himself on television at any time he pleases. I will
be pleased to debate it with him.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It will be recorded in
Hansard, even though the Minister may not like
it.

Mr Grayden: You don't have to defend him; he
is quite capable of doing it himself.

Mr Davies: Mr Acting Speaker, would you
explain the Standing Orders to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Do not do that, it would
take too long.

Sir Charles Court: I think we had better see
this movie, and see the member for Maylands as a
young, handsome man, turning his back on the
Aborigines.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The then Minister gave
permission for another party comprising the
present Minister for Cultural Affairs, the pastor
to whom he referred, a police officer who need not
be named, and the Minister's brother, to follow in
the wake of the ministerial party. That party
followed the succession of stops that the Minister
made. It was at that stage the present Minister
made certain remarks and observations which
were at variance with what the ministerial party
had seen, and at variance with Press releases. The
then Minister gave permission for the other party.
well knowing and understanding that he had
nothing to hide, and he joined a return patrol into
the area in the vicinity of the Warburton Range.

Mr O'Connor: Which Minister is this?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister at the time
was the Hon. J. J. Brady. The Labor Party
granted the appointment of a select Committee,
and the Minister was following its
recommendations, as was his responsibility, and
he was making a personal visit to the area as a
consequence of the report of the committee. It
was proper that he should do so.

Through interpreters the party learnt that
conditions in the area were harsh, although
probably they could not be described as
disastrous. The party proceeded into the area and
found that, as could be expected at that time of
the year, conditions were harsh indeed. But the
member for Maylands has vivid recollections of
one kangaroo being brought into the camp, and of
various seeds and fruits being collected. While
conditions in, an area like that during a drought
are harsh to say the least, it was the view of the
interpreters and the judgment of experienced
officers that the Aborigines they met would be
able to make their way to the mission as had been
their custom in previous seasons. That was the
situation, and it was a professional judgment.

The party then left for the Warburton Range,
and the party containing the present Minister for
Cultural Affairs followed upon it. It would appear
the second party found a baby on the next day.
This is the one to which the Minister made
reference, and he virtually accused the member
for Maylands of leaving sick Aborigines and a
sick baby to die while he moved off. That is the
implication and the disgusting innuendo contained
in the Minister's remarks.

Mr Orayden: That was exactly the situation,
and it is exactly what I said. The Aborigines were
not in the condition you are talking about. I have
films of them, and you can see them any time you
want to. If you look at them you will realise the
Aborigines were in as bad condition as any of the
Ethiopians shown on television in the last few
days. They were just skin and bone.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): I seek
the co-operation of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition because I can accept the point he is
attempting to make. However, try as I might I
cannot relate it to the amendment moved by the
member for Maylands. That being so, I can also
understand why he is attempting to defend his
colleague. When the Minister made the comments
to which the Deputy Leader of thc Opposition is
referring, I was in the Chair and I believe his
remarks were related to paragraph I (b) of the
amendment. I ask the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to understand the difficulty in which
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the Chair is placed, because I can also see that he
wishes to give some support to his colleagues.
Would he continue his remarks and relate them to
the amendment?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I appreciate your point, Mr
Acting Speaker, and your well-known tolerance.
However, if it is incorrect for me to touch on that
subject, surely it was incorrect for it to have been
introduced in the first instance. I am speaking to
the second paragraph of the amendment, as was
the Minister; and I will be very brief in
concluding. The point I was leading up to was
that in his book the Minister made certain
comments, which I wish to quote. On page 94 he
said-

Before we left and later at three-hourly
intervals on the way back to the Mission, we
fed the child on a few teaspoons of water in
which sugar and condensed milk had been
diluted. After the first few meals it
brightened up considerably.

I will miss several paragraphs and quote briefly as
follows from the same page-

We reached the Mission the next day and
the woman and her child were taken into the
care of the Superintendent of the Mission
pending the return of the Matron and the
opening of the hospital.

There is no suggestion of the child having died. I
presume this is the same incident which, with
most dramatic histrionics, the Minister referred to
earlier this evening. If it is the same incident, then
there is a great disparity between what he said
and what occurred because in the book no
reference is made at all to the death of the child.
Probably the Minister will receive an academy
award or at least an Oscar for the performance he
turned on tonight. It was absolutely disgusting.

M r Davies: It was despicable.
Several members interjected.
Mr Harman: It is not in the book.
Mr H. D. EVANS: That is the point; it is not

referred to in the book.
Mr Grayden: The facts would be there at the

mission.
Mr Harnman: You gave the impression that

your book it was said that the child died. That
not in your book, and now you have admitted it.

in
is

Mr H. D. EVANS: The child arrived at the
mission in good order and condition, and it was
left with the superintendent pending the return of
the matron to open the hospital.

Mr Grayden: And what did they do with it?
They put it back in the camp on a piece of bark

with a spoonful of jam and a spoonful of
powdered milk, and left it there. The child died
the next morning.

Mr Davies: Who is to blame for that? Now you
are changing your tack.

Mr O'Connor: No he isn't, he has stuck to what
he said originally.

Mr Davies: He just changed his tack, because
he has been found to have been misleading the
House; he has been caught out.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister did make an

interesting point in his book at page 100 where he
commented on the lifestyle of the Aborigines and
said it seemed a sacrilege that their way of life
should ever be interfered with-in some ways it
seemed to be so superior to our own. Yet the man
who said that, along with the Premier, is one of
the main perpetrators of this action against the
Aborigines.

Mr Grayden: In the book I was talking about
nomadic tribal Aborigines, and not people who
have joined society.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister has now
changed his tack.

For the Minister to have turned on a cadet
officer-who subsequently proved himself to be
one of the best officers of the department-and to
distort an incident of some 24 years ago in the
manner he has, is reprehensible indeed; it has
produced one of the most reprehensible episodes
in this Legislature.

Mr Grayden: That is your opinion. I have a
very different opinion.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I would like to refer to
some other criticisms made, and it is a pity the
member for "Barko" is still not here.

Mr O'Connor: The member for where?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!

I believe the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
referred to the member for Clarko.

Mr H. D. EVANS: No, Sir, I said "Barko."

The ACTING SPEAKER: Under Standing
Order No. 127 members are asked not to refer to
other members by name. I am sure the member
for Warren will co-operate in this respect. I am
certain he will withdraw his words.

Mr Davies: The Acting Speaker didn't hear
correctly. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said "Barko" not "Clarke". It was very apt.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It was that member who
made reference to the lack of Policy and
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assistance of successive Labor Governments in
respect of Aborigines- Would it not have been so
much better bad some of the assistance given
during the term of the Whitlam Government,
been made available during the many years of the
previous Liberal-Country Party coalition
Governments? That might have caused some
improvement in the condition of Aborigines in
and around the Warburton Range, as described
by the Minister in his book.

Mr O'Connor: You will get on to the
amendment shortly, won't you?

Mr Old: It took the coalition Government 23
years to build up enough money for Whitlam to
squander in a period of four years, and so place
the country in its present financial situation.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Yes, 23 years of tragedy. I
would like to point out by way of comparison
some of the policies of the coalition. The Gorton
Government gave Aborigines drinking rights, and
this was followed by the actionopf the Hon. E. H.
M. Lewis in this State; and we know the problems
which have stemmed from that.

Mr O'Connor: Did you disagree with that?
Mr H. D. EVANS: Your Government did it; it

is your responsibility.
Mr O'Connor: It is not. I voted against it. Your

party supported it.
Mr Jamieson: You should have one law for all

human beings.
Mr O'Connor: I opposed it because I didn't

think it would be good for them at the time.
Mr H. D. EVANS: As the situation has turned

out, I am afraid the Minister's fears in very many
ways have been realised. However, let us get the
perspective of the matter; let us turn the
perspective to broader horizons to see how this
shameful episode in the history of Western
Australia must appear in the world scene. There
is no question this is a matter of concern to the
Prime Minister, and it is ironical that it coincides
with his latest overseas jaunt to collect a
humanitarian award. It is ironical that the
Noonkanbah chaos should be remaining with him
while he is in New York. It was no doubt a
symbolic demonstration that greeted the Prime
Minister outside the Sheraton Washington when
he went to receive his gold medal.

We should consider how the matters raised by
the amendment moved by the member for
Maylands appear when they are examined
through the eyes of the world. Their
interpretation must place us in the position of
another South Africa in its worst days. How can
one justify, in the eyes of the world, convoys in

the night and a Government taking over a small
section of the drilling industry and proceeding
with the operation? How does one defend that? It
seems incredible that in this day and age the
Government of a modern State-we claim we are
sophisticated, developed, educated, and
civilised-should perpetrate such an action
against a minority group which is virtually
defenceless. This is the present situation. It is a
fact that any embellishment of there being some
form of agitation or manipulation must
necessarily recede into the background.

If members consider the two negotiating
parties, surely the modern, civilised State had a
responsibility to do more than its share-to do all
within its power to prevent the disagreement
between the two bargaining parties.

Mr Hassell: And it did.
Mr H. D. EVANS: They were not very

successful.
Mr Hassell: Indeed they were.
Mr H. D. EVANS: What an admission of

defeat by a member of the Administration of
what is supposed to be a civilised western State. It
would have been far better if the Government had
kept right away from the problem. It had no
sensitivity, and no appreciation of the problem.

The Federal Minister expressed his
consternation; but the concern of the Prime
Minister was probably of a slightly different
order. He has an election around the corner; and
he knows well the international repercussions he
could face. It is true there is a delegation at the
United Nations at the moment. There is only one
delegation. it may have been a good idea had
there been two. If this Government is to complain
that it is not represented at the United Nations,
with whom does the fault lie? If the Government
is concerned its side is not being represented, it
should not come whining in here. It should do
something about it. It is the Government; it is the
Administration. It has the responsibility; and it
should take the blame for the mess it has made.

The West Australian of today quotes "Nugget"
Coomnbes. I understand he has an association with
your district, Mr Acting Speaker. You must be
proud of a citizen such as Dr H. C. Coombes.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): The
member is permitted to make a speech, but he is
not permitted to ask what I think.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Dr Coombes said: "We are
ashamed"; and ashamed we should be, for the
reasons I have suggested. If anybody is capable of
explaining to the third world how we are in the
right, having taken the actions we have, the
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explanation would be almost unbelievable. There
could well be an international embargo placed on
Australia by some of the third world countries. It
could be that the Commonwealth Games at
Brisbane will be boycotted.

Mr Hassell: No doubt by the same countries
who rushed off to Moscow.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That would put this
country in a rather difficult position, having
countenanced and encouraged politics in sport. It
will be hard for Australia to be critical when it
happens to us. However, I hope it does not arise.
It is something we might have to remember at
some future time.

I wonder how we appear as a nation on the
canvas of world perspective. It is appropriate to
remember who is responsible for our present
position which brings us to one of the most
disgusting episodes in the history of Western
Australia. It also brings us to one of the most
shameful episodes in the conduct of this House.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [10.06 p.m.]: Unlike
same of the members who have spoken before me
in this debate, I do not profess to be a master of
the complexities of Noonkanbah. In an issue of
such complexity, there are always rights and
wrongs on both sides.

Since the Government issued a directive to the
Museum Trustees in relation to the drilling site at
Noonkanbab, the Government can claim that its
actions are legally correct. However, I point out it
can make no claims about them being morally or
socially right in the decision it has taken to bring
about the drilling at Noonkanbah. A judgment on
whether the Government is right morally or
socially depends very much on society in Western
Australia. It is not a judgment that I can make
with a degree of finality. I certainly have an
opinion, which I will express tonight; but the Final
judgment rests with the people of Western
Australia.

Apart from the legal correctness of this issue, I
believe there are other reasons why the
Government can claim to be right. I believe the
unions of Western Australia have a responsibility
in industrial matters; but they have no
responsibility in political issues such as
Noonkanbah.

Mr O'Connor: Hear, hear!
Mr COWAN: I am aware that, had the unions

not taken the stand they did, there would not have
been such a degree of polarity within the society
of Western Australia-

Mr H. D. Evans: They would have just trodden
Noonkanbah into the ground.

Mr COWAN: Nevertheless, this is a
Government responsibility; and the Government
and the parties supporting the Government will
have to accept responsibility for their decision on
Noonkanbah at the next election.

The unions have no right, as protectors of
industry and industrial conditions, to take on
matters of a political nature. I believe that many
of the public in Western Australia, who support
the Government on this issue, would be doing so
on the basis that the Government is right to take
a stand against the unions.

Unfortunately, there are a lot of people who
support the Government but who also believe the
Government is right because of its attitude to
Aborigines. In the Daily News today there was a
comment that many people in Australia regard
the Aborigines as a problem to be solved; but if
they regarded them as people, the first step would
be taken to giving Aborigines the assistance they
need.

It is my view that the assistance they need more
than anything else is the right to be able to
discover or rediscover their pride and their
dignity. It would not have been a bad thing to
leave them alone on places such as Noonkanbah.
The oil will still be there in two or three years'
time.

Despite the fact that the Government was
legally right, and despite the fact it had some
obligation to demonstrate to the unions that they
should not transgress into political issues, surely
the moral and social issues are such that the
Government is not justified in claiming to be
totally in the right over Noonkanbah.

In the past, we have made our position clear in
relation to amendments to the Address-in-Reply.
We have always supported the Government on
such matters; and we have told the Opposition in
the past that it should dispense with its system of
introducing amendments to the Address-in-Reply.
The Opposition should deal with the Address-in-
Reply as quickly as possible. It has a purpose to
serve, and members should be entitled to speak to
it. However, let us dispense with the amendments
to the Address-in- Reply, and let us deal with
substantive motions. Then we can decide whether
we will support or oppose the motions on the
merits of them.

Mr H. D. Evans: You have not the fortitude to
support anything.

Mr COWAN: This is the second time the
Noonkanbah issue has been raised. The member
for Warren or the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, whichever he prefers to be called,
would remember that I supported the
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Opposition's last motion on the Noonkanbah
issue. However, we have clearly established a
principle that we will not support an amendment
to the Address-in-Reply. We will certainly
support a substantive motion relating to-

Mr H. D. Evans: Each way on the tote!
Mr COWAN: That is a load of rubbish.
I supported the Opposition's first motion on

Noonkanbah. However, because of the principle
of not supporting an amendment to the Address-
in-Reply. I am not prepared to support this one.

I recommend to the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that his party stop fiddling about with
the Address-in- Reply, get it out of the way, and
move on to substantive motions relating to
Noonkanbah, which we can then consider.. That
would be much more constructive than his
interjecting on me.

In accordance with the principle we have
established since the formation of our party, we
oppose the amendment. I recommend to the
Opposition that it proceed with the debate on the
Address-in-Reply, get it out of the way, and move
on to substantive motions. If a substantive motion
is moved, we can examine it and perhaps support
it, according to our consciences.

Mr H. D. Evans: Men of straw!
MR PARKER (Fremantle) [10.13 p.m.]: I wish

to address some remarks on the amendment
which has been moved by the honourable member
for Maylands-a member whose honourableness,
if I might put it that way, has been enhanced by
the position he has adopted in this House i n
response to the attack by the Minister for
Cultural Affairs. The position of the member for
Maylands has been vindicated totally by my
colleague, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

As a new member of this House, I join the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition in deploring the
position adopted by the Minister for Cultural
Affairs, particularly since it is obvious to me it is
completely at variance with the record as he read
it.

Mr Grayden: That is absolute nonsense. You
should be deploring the attack by the member for
Maylands for leaving the Aborigines in that
condition.

Mr PARKER: I take the view that the member
for Maylands is a person who, in his capacity as a
servant of this State, as a public servant, as a
member of the Executive of the State, and as a
member of this House, has served the Aboriginal
community and the white community very well.
He has certainly served the community much
better than has the Minister for Cultural Affairs.

Mr H. D. Evans: Hear, bear! Well put!

Mr Grayden: He certainly did a lot for this
particular group!

Mr PARKER: Despite the interjections by the
Minister for Cultural Affairs, I consider the
actions which have been taken by that Minister
and his Government in relation to Noonkanbah in
the last week are completely deplorable. I
happened to be in the Kimberley when the
Premier made the announcement; and I was
present with a large number of people, both white
and Aboriginal, who hold a number of different
positions in the community. All of those people
expressed absolute dismay; and they were very
upset and concerned at the statement which came
over the radio in the town I was visiting on Friday
of last week.

1, contrary to the position of the member for
Karrinyup, can report that those people were
delighted to hear that the Trades and Labor
Council was attempting to do something about
the issue. I should like to return to that in a
moment, because, of course, there is only one
reason that the TIC, and the trade union
movement generally, has become involved in this
issue; that is, it is the only body which stands
between the Noonkanbah issue and the
paramilitary might and force being used in an
unprecedented way by the Court Government. I
should like to return to that matter a little later.

Firstly, let me respond to some other remarks
which were made by way of interjection by the
member for Roe in respect of the position of the
Noonkanbah pastoral lease. It is true, as the
member for Roe said by way of interjection, that
prior to its acquisition on behalf of the Aboriginal
people, for many years the Noonkanbah pastoral
lease was highly regarded as a pastoral lease. As I
understand it, one of the reasons there is such
antipathy amongst certain portions of the white
community-by no means all of the white
community-within Western Australia, and
within the Kimberley, to the position of the
Noonkanbah Aborigines, is that they regard it as
almost sacrilegious to think that pastoral lease is
held now by Aboriginal people. It is a purely
racist position that those people adopt. They
believe such a lease should not have been granted
to the Aboriginal people.

Putting that matter to one side, and putting
aside the advantages and disadvantages of the
lease as it was run, I should like to point out I am
in full agreement with the comments of the
member for Kimberley when he said that
immediately prior to its acquisition by the
Commonwealth Government on behalf of the
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community at Noonkanbah, the pastoral lease
had been allowed to run down in a very bad way
and that it is in the course of being resurrected.

However, it has come to my attention this
evening that there is an anthropologist from
overseas in Western Australia at the present time.
He has been given access to the files of the former
Native Welfare Department. Those tiles go back
to the inception of the department which, I
understand, was in the 1930s, up to the time that
the lease was acquired for the Aboriginal
community at Noonkanbah. They are full of
statements, complaints, and concern that the
officers of that department had-as did other
members of the community-in regard to the
treatment of the Aboriginal community living on
the pastoral station and working for the then
owners of it.

I should like to detail one or two incidents that
happened on that pastoral lease while the
Aborigines were there but did not own it. One of
the reasons we put item I (b) in the amendment
before you, Sir, is that it is something for which
those people had to Fight very bitterly and which
they value very sincerely, because of the
depredations they were forced to suffer under
some of the previous owners of the lease.

Just to take an example, these files of the
Native Welfare Department apparently revealed
that, during the time of the previous owners, there
was one tap available from which the community
could obtain water. Any time there was a
disagreement between the owners of the station
and the people working there-namely, the
Aborigines-the owners would cut off the water
supply to the tap. In other words, they would cut
off the entire water supply to members of the
community.

No housing was made available to the members
of the community by the then owners of the
station. I should like to point out one of the
reasons that the community walked off the lease
in approximately 1971. We have heard the
Minister for Cultural Affairs refer to people
dying in the desert. A situation is documented in
the files of the Native Welfare Department, as I
understand it, in which an Aboriginal woman was
seriously ill and thought to be dying. The owners
of the pastoral lease at Noonkanbah, after having
been requested by the elders of the community,
refused to use their community radio.-their link
with the outside world-to call the Flying Doctor
Service to the station so that the Aboriginal
woman could be taken to a hospital. They refused
to do that point blank. As a consequence, the
woman died on that station.

I do not have access to the files of the Native
Welfare Department; but I understand that
ipformation is contained within those files and has
been made available to the people who have been
studying in this area.

In 1972, again as I understand it, an unreleased
report of the Aboriginal Planning Authority
indicated it was most desirable that the
Government-either Commonwealth or
State-acquire the Noonkanbah pastoral lease on
behalf of the Aboriginal community, because of
the history of depredation those people had faced.
Some Ministers have talked about compensation
to Amax Exploration (Australia) Inc.; how about
some compensation for the depredation the people
at Noonkanbah have suffered over these many
years?

Now we have a situation in which those people
have tried successfully to set up a community to
work in a way which allows them to live their lives
with dignity and to run what I understand has
become an extremely successful business
venture-something which I thought members
opposite would applaud. Now the morale of these
people has been destroyed by the action taken by
this Government throughout this year and which
came to its dreadful conclusion last Friday.

Comments have been made on the question of
land rights and whether this is a matter of land
rights or sacred sites. Let me say that I support
entirely the comments made by my colleagues on
this side of the Chamber, and also the views
expressed by the Trustees of the Western
Australian Museum, that this area is a site of
great religious significance for the Aboriginal
people and that it ought to be protected.

I believe that point has been debated
sufficiently and I do not want to add anything
more to the debate on it. However, I should like
to make the paint that I do not believe there is
anything wrong with people advocating land
rights for Aborigines. Ministers and members
opposite seem to think it is tantamount to
revolution to advocate land rights for Aborigines.
Of course, the current Government of Western
Australia has opposed quite vehemently the
question of granting such land rights to the
Aboriginal people.

Mr Grayden: A total of 8 per cent of Western
Australia is in Aboriginal reserves. Twenty
pastoral properties have been handed over.

Mr PARKER: As we have discovered in this
whole episode, this does not give the Aborigines
any basic right to the land involved.

Mr Grayden: What sort of rights do you
expect?
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Mr PARKER: The point members opposite
keep making is that pastoral leases give people
grazing rights, but not freehold rights.

Mr Grayden: A total of 8 per cent of Australia
is in Aboriginal reserves.

Mr PARKER: It has been referred to by
members opposite that what they claim to be a
large proportion of the Northern Territory has
become subject to Aboriginal land rights and land
rights have been granted to the Aborigines over
certain portions of the Northern Territory. To
hear comments of members opposite, one would
think it was part of their party's policy to oppose
such things.

Let us make the position quite clear. The only
way in which land rights were achieved by the
Aborigines in the Northern Territory was as a
result of a Royal Commission set up by the
Whitlam Government and which, not entirely, but
in part, was acted upon by the current Fraser
Government. In 1976-and I remind members
that Mr Fraser was the Prime Minister
then-legislation was passed which granted such
land rights as there are in the Northern Territory
to the Aborigines there. The position of Land
Rights Commissioner was created by the Fraser
Federal Government and the person who holds
that position was appointed by the Fraser
Government. With respect to that Government, it
was probably a very good appointment and the
person holding it is held in very high regard by a
large number of people.

The member for Karrinyup said he had been up
in the Northern Territory working for the
Country Liberal Party at the last election and
anyone listening to him would think the Country
Liberal Party was opposed to land rights and
what is happening with regard to that matter in
the Northern Territory. However, I understand
that at the Northern Forum held in Broome last
year the Treasurer of the Government of the
Northern Territory told the forum that, as far as
his Government was concerned, land rights was a
settled question. Land rights existed, they should
exist, and his Government was not in any way
seeking to oppose them, although it might oppose
individual applications in respect of land rights.
Applications would be looked at on their merits;
but the Government of the Northern Territory
was not opposed to land rights as such.

Let us take the position of the Tonkin
Government in South Australia. Of course, at one
stage that Government sought to undermine some
of the legislation which had been enacted by the
previous Dunstan Government with respect to
Aboriginal land rights. The Tonkin Government

was opposed by a large proportion of the
community of South Australia when it tried to
take that action. It was opposed also by other
people whom members opposite might refer to as
"immoderate stirrers"; that is, people who came
from other States to support the issue.

One of those people was Gough Whitlam and
members opposite might refer to him as a
"stirrer"; but with him was Sir William
McMahon, a former Liberal Prime Minister of
Australia. He opposed the activities of the Tonkin
Government in seeking to undermine Aboriginal
land rights in Australia.

As a result of that situation, at least as far as
the people of the Pitjantjatjara are concerned in
the north-west of the State, Aboriginal land rights
have been enhanced.

Mr Hassell: Is that good for Australia?
Mr PARKER: I believe it is good for Australia.

When saying that, I am in agreement with the
views of the Tonkcin Government of South
Australia and the previous Dunstan Government
of that State. In fact, one could probably say that
political parties in South Australia are unanimous
in their views that it is at least good for that
State.

Of course, we now have a situation in which
those people have land rights conferred on them.
The people of the Northern Territory, of the same
tribe and with a similar sort of territory to that of
Aborigines in Western Australia, will have land
rights conveyed on them, but the people of
Western Australia will not, because of the
attitude of this Government.

Mr Hassell: You are a racist.
Mr PARKER: I am not a racist; I am talking

about granting the Aboriginal people of this State
and of this country some return of their homeland
which was invaded. Just on that question I should
like to refer to the fact that we heard comments
made to the-effect that once an area is invaded,
people lose all their rights to the conquerors. That
was the position in the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries; but it cannot be suggested that should
be the position today. Nobody would suggest that,
because the United States invaded Germany in
the Second World War the Germans should lose
all their rights. What an absurd position to adopt!

Let us talk about racism. The Chief Secretary
referred to racism, and when we look at the
people who have supported the position taken by
the Government, we should look also at their
records. The Government has made great play of
the support given to the Noonkanbah issue by the
trade union movement of this State. I shall return
to that matter in a moment. However, what about
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the people who have supported the Government
on this issue?

One of the people who has made a number of
statements supporting the Government on the
Noonkanbah issue is a man called Wilson
Tuckey. I understand he is the endorsed Liberal
candidate for the Federal seat of O'Connor and I
understand also the Liberal Party believes it has
every chance of winning that seat. Certainly if
one were to refer to Malcolm McKerras' political
pendulum, one would think that, if we on this side
of the House believed we would obtain the seat of
O'Connor, we would be very optimistic. However,
I understand the National Party and the National
Country Party hope to obtain that seat also. I
have heard some things about Mr Tuckey and, as
a result of what I have beard, I hope it is not he
who obtains that seat.

Mr Wilson Tuckey was tried and convicted
some years ago of an offence involving the
Aboriginal people. This man has said he has had
a great deal of experience with Aboriginal people
and wants to support the Court Government. In
his endorsement application to the Liberal Party
he referred to the fact that one of his referees was
the Premier of this State.

Some years ago this man was tried and
convicted of an offence which involved his hotel.
He captured an Aboriginal person and held that
person, assisted by two other white people, and,
without legal sanction, administered a number of
strokes of a lash to the back of that Aboriginal
person. The lash consisted of double or treble flex
of electrical cord. I am sure members are aware
of the type of cord I am referring to. It is the sort
that is used for electrical conduiting. Mr Wilson
Tuckey administered strokes of that Cord to the
back of an Aboriginal person. Mr Wilson Tuckey
is a currently endorsed candidate for the Liberal
Party for the seat of O'Connor. He has supported
the Government on the Noonlcanbah issue.

Mr O'Connor: Are you certain you are right on
that?

Mr PARKER: Yes; I am right. This matter
was proved in a court of law.

Mr O'Connor: What sort of cord was it?
Mr Jamieson: It is one of those ones which is

inside a hose.
Mr PARKER: It does not matter whether or

not it is inside a hose. The fact of the matter is
that Mr Tuckey administered lashes to the back
of an Aboriginal person who was held by two of
Mr Tuckey's colleagues. This is the sort of person
who has obtained endorsement from the Liberal
Party in this State. He was the former president
of the Country Shire Councils' Association.

This is (be sort of person about whom the
judge-when making his comments at the trial of
Mr Tuckey-stated he believed that under
normal circumstances would be sent to gaol for a
considerable period of time. However, in that
instance he refrained from sending Mr Tuckey to
gaol only on the basis that Mr Tuckey was a man
of considerable standing in the Carnarvon
community. He did not have a previous record
and on that basis was not sent to gaol.

Mr Watt: The judge described this as a
misdemeanour.

Mr PARKER: The judge described it as a
disgraceful episode. If the member for Albany
wishes to approve of that sort of behaviour, then
he should stand up and tell the House so. I
challenge members opposite to deny that those
are the facts, as I have stated. That is the sort of
person who is in support of the Court Government
on this issue.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!
Mr PARKER: I withdraw the reference to the

Court Government.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Would the member

relate to me what the actions of Mr Tuckey have
to do with the Government and the matter before
the House.

Mr PARKER: Item I in the amendment refers
to the Government's extreme opposition to
members opposite referring to this matter and
referring to the people who are supporting the
Government's decision on this question. I am
attempting to expose the position of some of the
people who are supporting the Government on
this matter.

Mr Watt: I think you are making it a racist
issue. It was a person in the hotel causing the
trouble and it does not matter whether that
person was black or white.

Mr PARKER: The issue is not whether the
man was causing trouble Or not. The issue is that
all over the State white people have captured
them and whipped them.

I wish to speak now about the question of the
Aboriginal Lands Trust.

Mr O'Connor: I think you ought to be careful
of what you say outside the House.

Mr PARKER: I think the point has been made
that the people of Western Australia ought to be
made aware of the sort of man Mr Tuckey is and
it is up to (be people to decide whether he is a
person worthy of high office in this State or
otherwise.

Mr Hassell: Well, we certainly know the sort of
man you are.
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Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: I challenge the Minister for

Community Welfare to find any dirt on me if he
can. I would be very surprised if he did.

The Aboriginal Lands Trust has been used by
the Government in a most despicable way in this
dispute. It is quite obvious that the statement
made by Mr Ken Colbung-possibly without his
knowledge-was engendered by the Government
on Friday afternoon or was dealt with at that time
in a way which the Government hoped would be
most expeditious and advantageous. It is not
surprising that one member of the Aboriginal
Lands Trust and some members of the Aboriginal
community are concerned about the position at
Noonkanbah. I found this when I visited the north
last week.

Mr Sodeman: What communities did you visit?
Mr PARKER: These members are concerned

because they are virtually being blackmailed by
the Government.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Will the member

for Fremantle resume his seat. Hansard is having
great difficulty in taking down the member's
speech. It is not helped by constant interjection
and by members having cross-Chamber catcalls. I
ask members at least to consider the difficulties
that Hansard has in taking down these remarks.

Mr PARKER: It is not surprising that
members of the Aboriginal community sought to
obtain pastoral leases. Members of the Aboriginal
community are concerned about the statements
'made by the Government and particularly the
Minister for Lands concerning the fact that
because of the dispute at Noonkanbah and
because of the concern over the issue of
Aboriginal land rights, the Government will not
transfer any more pastoral leases to the
Aboriginal community in Western Australia.

Mr Sodeman: Is that an unequivocal
statement?

Mr PARKER: I know that that is what the
Minister for Lands said on television in an
unexjquivocal way. It was obvious he was not
saying that this was the Government's decision for
all time, but it was at the moment. No pastoral
leases would be transferred to Aboriginal people
in Western Australia. It is not surprising that as a
result of that many Aboriginal people and others
have become concerned that some people are
being blackmailed. Some have reacted in certain
ways to blackmail.

Mr Hassell: You are making an attack on the
Aboriginal Lands Trust.

Mr PARKER: I am not making an attack on
the Aboriginal Lands Trust.

Mr Hassell: Yes you are.

Mr PARKER: I am talking about the reaction
of certain people who are representatives of the
Aboriginal Lands Trust.

Mr Hassell: Yes you are because they had the
honesty to express their rears about abuse of the
Aboriginal law. You and your mates have vilified
them. You should be decent.

Mr PARKER: l am not vilifying them.

Mr Hassell: Yes you are; it is disgraceful.
Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: I do not think it is vilification at
all.

Mr Hassell: Are you suggesting that Mr
Colbung has been blackmailed or not?

Mr PARKER: I am not saying that members
of the Aboriginal Lands Trust are engaged in
blackmail. I am saying that people have been
effectively including them and there has been a
very effective blackmail by the Government by its
refusal to transfer any pastoral leases to
Aborigines because of Noonkanbab.

Mr Hassell: Because they have integrity you
vilified them.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: If the Minister for Community

Welfare is saying that the Government is not
holding up the transfer of leases to Aborigines,
then perhaps he should examine the statements
made by the Minister for Lands.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): The
member for Fremantle will resume his seat. I
have asked members before and I will ask thenm
again to realise that the member for Fremantle
has a very rapid rate of delivery.

Mr Sibson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for

Bunbury will keep order! With this constant
barrage across the Chamber, Hansard cannot get
the full report down. If the member wishes to
reply to interjections he may do so but
interjections are disorderly. If there is a constant
barrage of interjections the work of Hansard is
totally impossible. I ask members to please
consider that point. I ask the member for
Fremantle to continue his remarks.

Mr PARKER: I wish to deal with some of the
comments that have been made concerning the
position of the trade union movement in this
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dispute. Members opposite will no doubt be aware
that I am a former official-

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: I accept the point that certain

members of the trade union movement-and
certainly there are members of the rank and
file-have decided to take a very principled and
courageous stand.

M r Sodema n: The A WU.
Mr PARKER: I am speaking of the members

of the AWU who decided not to work the Richter
drilling rig.

Mr Sodeman: You know that is false.
Mr PARKER: I know that is not false. in fact,

the Minister for Mines was the person who had to
retract his statements because his figures were
wrong. His spy had the wrong figures.

Mr Pearce: He could not count.
Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: The position was stated quite

Clearly-
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr TBlaikie): Order!
Mr PARKER: -by the Secretary of the

Australian Workers' Union on television when he
was asked the very question asked of me by the
Minister for Community Welfare. He was asked
what would happen to those people if they went
against the recommendation he was about to put
to them.

I know for a fact from my own experience that
a recommendation would be put by the executive
of the Australian Workers' Union. If it were
accepted it would become the majority decision
and would be binding. If the members voted to
disagree with the recommendation, and the AWU
executive had voted to go ahead with drilling,
nothing would have happened to them.

Mr Hassell: Why should it be binding on those
who want to work?

Mr PARKER: This Parliament has the final
say when the Government uses its numbers, and
what it says becomes the law of the land.

Mr Hassell: The trade union movement does
not make the law of the land. What about the
right of the men to make a living? You do not
believe in anything. All you want to do is put
them down.

Mr PARKER: The unions make the rules
which govern the conduct of the unions.

Mr Hassell: Tell us about the truck drivers.
Mr PARKER: In the same way the Liberal

Party makes the laws which govern the conduct of

its members. We have heard members of the
Liberal Party complaining about the conduct of
their own members and they are entitled to do so
if some members do not obey the rules of the
party.

Mr Hassell: Would you explain what Mr
O'Connor will do to the truck drivers if he is able
to get their names?

Mr PARKER: The members of the AWU
voted overwhelmingly not to work the rig. The
ACTU and the TLC intervened only because they
were requested so to do by the Noonkanbah
community. I would agree, to a certain extent,
with some members opposite that it is a tragedy
that this had to occur by way of trade union
intervention. It is a great pity that the right to
protect ordinary individuals against the
untrammelled might of the State does not exist
within the Constitution of this State or within the
laws of this land.

Mr Hassell: What about the right to work?
When do the workers get that right?

Mr PARKER: We have seen the untrammelled
might of the State override people who have no
civil rights in this State when the Government
chooses to go against them. They have no rights
whatever under which they can act to protect
themselves.

The only reason the trade union movement
became involved was that it was the only group to
which the Noonkanbah community finally could
turn. The community did not turn to the trade
union movement in the First instance; it attempted
to go through the normal channels. The
community attempted to negotiate with the
present Western Australian Government. Many
of us could have told them that was a waste of
time, but the community tried and got nowhere.

Mr Hassell: They did not try. They refused to
talk.

Mr PARKER: The Noonkanbah community
was refused assistance by the Commonwealth
Government, which has certain constitutional
powers. Finally, the community turned to the only
body it could think of, and that was the trade
union movement. For a short period of time the
trade union movement was able to protect the
community at Noonkanbah from the State
Government. Unfortunately, the Government has
ridden over that small amount of protection.

I support wholeheartedly the position adopted
by the riggers who refused to work on the rig at
Noonkanbah. I support the fact that they made a
democratic decision and decided not to work.
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Sir Charles Court: Have you spoken to those
riggers since then?

Mr PARKER: No, but they have had the
opportunity to speak at a number of meetings,
including a meeting with the Minister for
Cultural Affairs. They have had the opportunity
to put their point of view more adequately, and on
each occasion they have voted overwhelmingly to
continue with their refusal to work the rig. If they
wanted to put a contrary point of view they had
the opportunity.

In any society or in any union movement people
have different views. The Minister referred to the
fact that he had received many letters from other
people. That does not impress me. The AWU has
16000 members, and it is not surprising that
some do not agree with what has occurred.
However, the people concerned put their point of
view, and have carried out their wishes.

Let me deal with one aspect of the dispute to
which the Government continues to refer. 1 dealt
with it at some length during my Address-in-
Reply speech. I indicated that the sort of
arguments advanced by the Government in
respect of law and order are the same arguments
which are advanced by every Government seeking
to impose its will on minority groups. Most
members in this House would deplore apartheid,
for example.

Mr Davies: Not everyone.
Mr PARKER: Certainly, everyone on this side

of the House and, I imagine, a few members on
the other side would also deplore anything done
under the name of apartheid. In South Africa all
these things are done with the full blessing of the
South African law, passed by the elected
Parliament.

Mr Grayden: You are trying to introduce
apartheid in Western Australia.

Mr PARKER: I am not.
Mr Hassell: What you are saying is based on

apartheid.
Mr Grayden: That is what we are taking

exception to.
Mr PARKER: The granting of separate tracts

of land to Aborigines creates apartheid?
Mr Hassell: Of course it does.
Mr PARKER: That is tantamount to saying

that if I own a separate block of land in East
Fremantle I am creating apartheid in the
community. What an absurd proposition the
Government Ministers are putting forward.

Mr Grayden: That is exactly what has
happened in the Northern Territory.

(32)

Mr PARKER: Apartheid is oppression and
discrimination against the black people of South
Africa. The point I am making is that oppression
and discrimination is taking place with the
sanction and authority of the laws of South
Africa.

Of course it takes place in South Africa with
the South African Government advancing its
position just as vigorously as the current Western
Australian Government is advancing its position
in Western Australia.

Mr Grayden: We are opposing it, and you are
advocating it. It already exists in the Northern
Territory.

Mr PARKER: Recently I heard the Premier
asked about his view of the people who were going
to the Human Rights Commission at Geneva. He
was asked what would happen in Western
Australia if the United Nations made a statement
with regard to what should happen in Western
Australia. I heard the Premier comment to the
effect that why should he take any notice of the
United Nations because nobody else did. He said
the United Nations did not have any say in the
internal governing of Western Australia. That, of
course, is the position of the Government in South
Africa. Why should it take any notice of the
United Nations?

I will refer to a publication "South Africa &
Apartheid-A Facts on File Publication". For the
information of members, it is a United States
publication from a highly authoritative source,
and it is used by many people as a basic record of
international events. I think it is used by the US
Congress.

At page 37 of the publication there is a heading
"South Africa Quits UNESCO". The article sets
out that South Africa announced in 1955 that it
would not take part in the International Court of
Justice on South African administration because
the United Nations did not have any authority to
deal with the matter, It was not an issue which
affected the internal politics of South Africa.
South Africa announced that it would not take
notice of the United Nations. That was the
position of the South African Government in
1955, and it is the position of the Premier of
Western Australia in 1980.

The Premier also said-and members opposite
have made the same statement-the Communists
and the Marxists are responsible for all the
trouble at Noonkanbah.

They have been stirring and undermining all
these things. Again, that was the position of the
South African Government. The South African
Foreign Minister (Mr Louw) told the United
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Nations General Assembly that communists were
responsible for the unrest in South Africa. What
responsible person anywhere in the world would
believe that the basic reason for unrest in South
Africa was communism? It is possible some
people have been converted to communism
because they have come up against the
untrammelled might of the South African state.

The same thing might happen in Western
Australian. As the international community looks
at Western Australia, and studies the statements
which have been made by the Aborigines in
Geneva and the Press statements and
documentaries which will be made, it will see
Western Australia in the same way as it saw
South Africa for many years;, and all the Premier
can do is say things which sound as though they
have been taken from a text book used by the
Vorster Government in South Africa. It is also
used in the Soviet Union, where the Government
announces frequently that it is imprisoning people
because they have breached some law or other. It
may well be they have breached a law. If a
Government goes about the business of creating
laws specifically so that people can break them, it
is not hard to find a reason for imprisoning
people.

That is not the issue. The issue is whether it is
right or wrong. I support the position of Soviet
dissidents but I do so in the full knowledge that
those people are in many eases breaking Soviet
law in order to express their dissident position,
which is exactly the same position as has Occurred
here in Western Australia because of what the
Government has done.

Mr Hassell: There is a Bill of Rights over the
Soviet Constitution.

MrT PARKER: Because of the nature of the
Constitution and the nature of that society, people
are unable to use those rights.

Mr Hassell: We have no Bill of Rights and we
have guaranteed freedoms.

Mr PARKER: We have no Bill of Rights and
we have no guaranteed freedoms whatsoever. Not
only do we have no guaranteed freedoms but we
have very few actual freedoms, and the more time
the current Western Australian Government
spends in office the fewer those freedoms become.

As far as the people at Noonkanbah are
concerned, their time has come and gone, and
unfortunately they have been opposed and beaten
by the untramnmelled might of the State of
Western Australia as represented by this
Government. I for one am ashamed to be part of
the Western Australia that could do such a thing.
I hope that in my time in this House, when my

party comes to power-as it will very shortly, I
am sure-we will be able to make some
reparation for the wrongs that have been done to
the people at Noonkanbah by the Court
Government.

MR LAURANCE (G ascoyne--Honorary
Minister assisting the Minister for Housing)
[10.54 p.m.]: I want to take the opportunity to
join this debate. 1 oppose the amendment before
us but I want to put on record a defence of a
person who has been vilified in this House this
evening as a result of some comments which
appeared in a recent newspaper report about a Mr
Wilson Tuckey. I was disappointed to hear the
comments of the member for Fremantle, who
went back to a case in 1967.

Mr Jamieson: You have not been singing his
praises for long.

Mr LAURANCE: In fairness to the individual
involved, at this time the House should know
more of the facts, and I would like the honorable
member either to retract his statements or to
make an apology to the individual concerned.

Mr Davies: I hope you are going to relate this
to the amendment. We had the same trouble with
the Speaker over the rubbish your Minister put
up.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for Fremantle
made the point-and he was challenged over this
very thing-that he was responding to another
member at the time.

Mr Davies: Don't look at me either.
Several members interjected.
Mr Davies: And the Premier is still mumbling

under his breath because he cannot take it. He is
getting done left and right tonight by the Press
and he cannot take it.

Mr Pearce: Absolutely thrashed.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!

There has been far too much cross-Chamber
interjection in the very brief period that the
member for Gascoyne has been endeavouring to
make his speech. I think he is entitled to be heard
with a much greater degree of decorum than has
prevailed so far.

Mr LAURANCE: The person concerned is a
constituent of mine and a prominent person in my
home town, and I think it is only fair to put on
record some of the things that happened, because
we have a very distorted view of them. The man
was charged and has paid the penalty.

The year after he was convicted in the
Carnarvon court, there was an appeal to the
Supreme Court, which was heard by the then
Chief Justice (Sir Albert Wolff) when an appeal
against the inadequacy of the sentence was
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dismissed. I remember the facts of the case
because I was in the town at the time. I take them
from a newspaper report. They can be checked
with Mr Tuckey. and no doubt the honourable
member will check some of the statements he
made.

A report of the case appeared in The Albany
Advertiser of Tuesday, 12 August 1980, and I
would like to quote from it. It says-

In his final address, Council E. M.
Franklin, for the defendants said that it was
not an offence to have the impliments that
Tuckey kept in the Port Hotel . .. Mr Tuckey
had gone to the bar to do what any publican
was required to do-to remove a drunken
woman-when he saw the man, who had
been ordered to stay out of the hotel . .. The
magistrate said that the man admitted being
in the bar of the same hotel on an earlier
occasion, on September 28. He had struck a
man and his wife and had later hit Mr
Tuckey's brother Stephen. There was also
evidence not mentioned by the magistrate.
that on that occasion the native tried to hit
Wilson Tuckey.

The report also says-
Justice Wolff said the magistrate's

findings on the main issue must be accepted ,but on the question of the severity of the
assault there was evidence that the only
visable injury the man received was a small
laceration near the hairline on the forehead
about 8 cm long.

It was very unfair of this new member, using
parliamentary privilege, to say the man was being
held by two people and being lashed across the
back. The report goes on to say-

He said he had a lump on his forehead, but
no one else substantiated this. Some of the
evidence for the prosecution suggested that
Mr Tuckey was raining blows with all his
force on the man's forehead. The judge said
he believed this to be highly exaggerated.
Having seen and examined the weapon, he
had no doubt that if it were used in the way
the evidence suggested it would have done
very substantial injury.

Mr Davies: Who gave the evidence? Who
prosecuted-the police?

Mr LAURANCE: I took the opportunity
because of what was said in this House tonight
under parliamentary privilege, to put on record a
much fairer report of the incident that actually
took place at the time. I expect the honourable
member to take appropriate action to correct his
statements.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) 111.00 p.m.]: We want to thank the
apprentice Minister for that contribution which
bore no relevance whatsoever to the amendment
before us.

Mr Pearce: Or to anything else for that matter.
Mr DAVIES: Although I do not think you were

in the Chair at the time, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Watt), we noticed that the member for Gascoyne
was shown great tolerance as compared with that
shown to our own deputy leader when he tried to
defend the member for Maylands against the
scurrilous attack by the Minister for Cultural
Affairs. That attack was completely unfounded,
and he was able to quote from the book the
Minister wrote, and which apparently the
Minister has forgotten.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense!
Mr DAVIES: He challenged it, and he said

they did take the baby into the mission and that is
where it died five days' later.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish! We were told
five days' later it had died.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister is now changing it.
He has probably forgotten that he dedicated that
book to Mr Stan Davey as well as to other people.
Mr Davey was the man who was vilified last year
by this Government.

Mr Young: He was transferred; there was no
vilification by anybody.

Mr DAVIES: That is the Minister's conscience
talking.

Mr Young: I ask you simply to check the facts.
Mr DAVIES: He was in no position to remain,

because he was being treated as a person no
longer wanted in the area. The Government
thought he was a danger to the then Minister for
Housing.

Mr Young: Oh, we cannot transfer them, talk
to them, or even question them. It is absolutely
unbelievable.

Mr DAVIES: On some occasions I have said
that I am sorry the Government is prepared to
abdicate completely its responsibility in police
matters to the Commissioner of Police. However,
after hearing the screeching of the Minister for
Police and Traffic when he was almost jumping
out of his seat-

Mr Grayden: You ought to be ashamed of
yourself.

Mr DAVIES: -1 do not know in whose hands
we would be safer-in the hands of the
Commissioner of Police or in the hands of the
Minister for Police and Traffic. Both of them give
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us cause for very real concern-there is no doubt
about that After the contribution of the Minister
assisting various other Ministers and his
suggestion that the member for Fremantle had
not been quite truthful, I can only say that I am
not prepared to judge a case on Press reports.
Apparently, many members of the front bench are
prepared to do this, because the Premier, and I
think it was the member for Pilbara, were quite
prepared to talk about the ALP conference from
knowledge based entirely on Press reports.
Indeed, the Premier criticised the conference
before it was even over. He would have needed to
deliver his notes to West Australian Newspapers
before the conference was completed. Perhaps we
can forgive him-probably he did not do it.
Probably action was taken either by his
Propaganda extremo, W. W. Mitchell, or his
propaganda supremo, J. Leggoe, who is being
paid S34 000 a year at the taxpayer's expense.

I wanted only to answer one or two points that
had been made, and to say that I endorse
wholeheartedly this very carefully thought out,
well-worded, and well-presented amendment to
the Address-in- Reply which was moved by the
member for Maylands.

During the time of the member for Maylands'
employment with the then Native Welfare
Department, I believe he was one of the most
respected officers in the Kalgoorlie area. It is a
pity the Minister tried to denigrate him in the
way he did tonight.

Mr Grayden: If that was so then God help the
Aborigines!

Mr DAVIES: Let us consider then the situation
of a relatively junior officer from the department
who accompanied a Minister on this trip for the
purpose of directing the Minister.

Mr Grayden: He was supposed to advise the
Minister.

Mr DAVIES: A very junior man.
Mr Grayden: He gave the Minister advice.
Mr DAVIES: The Minister has had to change

his story every time he is pushed into a corner.
That is the great tragedy of this affair.

I want to bring to the attention of members a
statement made in the Press on a number of
occasions by the Minister for Resources
Development and Mines-I think those portfolios
are handled by this Minister. As I said last night
there is such a mix up with the portfolios it is
hard to know who is doing what and when these
days. However, I believe it was the Minister for
Resources Development and Mines who has
indicated consistently in the Press that the

Australian Labor Party is trying to whip up some
kind of industrial action, some kind of prohibition,
or some kind of picketing. I defy this Minister to
show where I have suggested any such action at
any time. Indeed, I defy him to show where any
Opposition members have suggested any such
thing. It is very convenient for Government
members to say things they feel they do not have
to prove; to say things they believe are not going
to be challenged. Government members simply
say, "The ALP has said this", or "The ALP has
said that."

I want to challenge the Minister to show where
I or my colleagues have said such things.
However, Government members never want to
destroy a good argument by the truth or by a fact.
This sort of thing has happened on many
occasions.

Earlier this evening we were talking about
quoting from documents, and we referred to the
credibility of members. I would like to refer to the
Liberal member for the North Province who
made a big hoo-ha and got a headline in the Press
recently about conspiracy. What do we find in
today's newspaper? HeI has had to change his
mind and withdraw the statement.

M r G rayden: I t was a minor poi nt.
Mr DAVIES: It is too late to withdraw-the

writs are to be issued. The member handed out his
statement beforehand to the Press, and members
of the Press are prepared to say that they did not
ask for in as the member claimed they did. It is no
good his saying today that he did not really mean
to say those things yesterday, and that he was
misled about the matter and he was sorry. As I
understand it the people concerned will go ahead
with issuing wri ,ts, and no doubt Bob Hawke will
be able to build another tennis court or another
swimming pool, or buy another racehorse, at the
expense of the Liberal member for the North
Province. Apparently Mr Bob Hawke has all
these things, as claimed by the member for
Karrinyup. What utter nonsense! Is Bob Hawke
to ice denied such things? He has made his mark
in Australia. Do we want to deny the member for
Karrinyup his German shepherd dog or whatever
his favourite hobby is? Of course not. What a
petty debating point.

Mr Clarko: He lives like a multi-millionaire.
Mr DAVIES: A multi-millionaire? I doubt

whether he has as much as the-
Mr Clarko: His daughter went to the most

expensive private girls' school in Melbourne.
Mr DAVIES: So what!
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Mr Clarko: He owns a racehorse and a
swimming pool.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt) : Order!

It is difficult enough for members to make their
speeches. It is even more difficult for Hansard to
record them.

Mr Grayden: They're not missing much!
Mr DAVIES: That was a petty piddling

debating point.
Mr Clarko: If you get upset we know you will

go home.
Mr DAVIES: We enjoy hurling insults around

the House, and they do not hurt me in the
slightest, not even if the Premier goes "mumble,
mumble", when we have had shots across the
Chamber.

Sir Charles Court: I have not been
mumnbling-I have something else to do.

Mr DAVIES: The Premier puts his head down
and mumbles.

Sir Charles Court: I get an awful lot of work
done while you fellows are gassing away.

Mr DAVIES: The Premier is sharp enough to
know what is going on, but he does not like to
admit that anyone is in a position to criticise him.
However, it will go on, and I am sure the Premier
would be disappointed if it did not go on.

To come back to the subject of the member for
the North Province, I understand that some of the
things he said are not only untrue, but also they
arc reprehensible. No doubt he was falling over
himself to get into the Chamber to say them, but
now he has heard about writs flying around. he
thinks, 'Golly, I should do something about it",
and he asks to withdraw the statement.

Mr Grayden: On a minor point only.
Mr DAVIES: We asked the Minister for Mines

on a number of occasions to show us the series of
maps, and he said he could not; but tie said if he
was able to show us them in the report, we would
Find out things which would not please us very
much. We wilt take that punt,, we are quite
prepared for the good of the community, whether
we like it Or not, to have a report made available
and made public. If the Minister does not want us
to see the text of the report and he believes we
will be embarrassed by it-and can anyone
imagine the Minister being frightened that he will
embarrass the Opposition? That is not a good
debating point at all-perhaps he can just show
us the maps and disregard the text.

We have offered that challenge on many
occasions, and it has yet to be taken up. Our

offer is still there. Even if it does embarrass the
Opposition-which it will not-I am quite
prepared to suffer the embarrassment and I speak
for all my colleagues because we would suffer it
for the good of the community of Western
Australia.

I will not go through the whole of the report
because it has been pretty well covered tonight,
but I do want to say that the part which concerns
me is the waste of public money. The Premier has
been crying poor mouth for most of the time I
have been in this House. It is always going to be a
tough Budget;, it is always a case of, "Due to good
housekeeping we will balance our Budget and
take the money out of our little nest egg". I do not
want to go through that story again. The Premier
is always saying how tough things are. He is
always asking us which expenditure must suffer if
we want more money spent in another direction.
On this occasion I ask the Premier: Who will
suffer as a result of the $2 million being spent
because of the stubbornness of the Government?
Will it be the people who ask for assistance in
schools, those who ask for assistance in health
matters, or those who ask for more housing? Who
will suffer?

The Premier has posed that question to us time
and time again when we have asked for money to
be spent in a certain area. He always says that
money must be taken from somewhere in order to
spend it somewhere else. He is quite right; we
agree with him, and at times we have suggested
what the alternative should be. On this occasion
I ask him: What are the alternatives; who is going
to suffer because of the Government's wilfulness
in spending this money? No-one is listening.
Perhaps I will put a question on notice.

It is more important, of course, that the
Government be fair and honest with the people it
is supposed to represent in this House.

Mr Sibson interjected.
Mr DAVIES: When is the Government going

to say what it is doing with the public money it is
spending in this area? Once again I give the
Premier back his own words. How often he says,
'1 want you always to remember it is not our
money we are spending; it is the people's money
we are playing with." That is exactly the situation
on this occasion; it is public money which is being
spent and the public are not being told how it is
being spent.

Mr Sibson interjected.
Mr DAVIES: I want to interrupt the member

for Bunbury for a moment to say that I have not
noticed him on his feet supporting or opposing the
amendment. If he wants to make a contribution
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he has 45 minutes in which to make it after I sit
down. In the meantime I wish he would stop
screaming because I have to shout louder so that
Mansard can hear me clearly.

Mr Sibson: I have to shout louder so that
Hansard can get my interjections.

Mr DAVIES: They don't want them.
Mr Pearce: You couldn't raffle them.
Mr DAVIES: This is the kind of thing which

shows the juvenile mentality of the member
opposite. We have tried to raise the debate to a
level which is a little above that.

Mr Shalders: Even your own men call you
"seven days," because you are weak.

Mr DAVIES: That is not even original; it has
been going around for a long time.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I
think it would be better for the conduct of the
House if the Leader of the Opposition were to
direct his comments to the Chair. As I have
indicated before, when I am in the Chair I will
afford protection to members making speeches
and choosing to ignore interjections.

Mr DAVIES: I am reminding the Premier, as
he so often reminds us, that it is not my money or
his money the Government is using; it is the
public's money and the public are entitled to
know what is happening to it. Over the past three
weeks we have been trying to find out just how
much this splurge has cost the Government. We
have asked the Ministers one by one, even those
who might be remotely interested, and they have
pretended they do not know what is going on.
That is all nonsense! They have not convinced
anybody. If they do not know what is going on
they should resign. If they choose to mislead the
Parliament in that way it will not be accepted by
the Opposition; nor will we accept the statement
that we will not be told what this splurge is
costing; and that is exactly what the Minister for
Police told me yesterday in answer to a question.

We have been led to believe that at the
appropriate time we will be told just how much
was spent on this panzer-like convoy in the north.
We have been told in due course we will be given
information about how much is being spent on the
Government's latest nationalisation project. As
the debate proceeds, we see the likelihood of that
event receding far into the distance, and I was
shocked indeed to find that the Minister indicated
he does not want to tell us. Why does he not want
to tell us? Have we not a right to know? Is it not
public money the Government is spending?

Sir Charles Court: You have been told there
will be a proper statement to the Parliament at
the appropriate time.

Mr DAVIES: Let me quote the answer to a
question which apparently has not yet gone across
the Premier's desk. I want to remind him that he
suggested to members the other night that they
would learn a great deal if they read the answers
to questions. He said he did that and he learnt a
great deal. I suggest the Premier might learn a
great deal if he reads the answer to a certain
question. He has now said he will make a proper
statement at the appropriate time.

Last night the Minister for Police and Traffic
answered a question I placed on notice. The
question asked whether he was in a position to
provide details of the cost of the police escort and
the police station at the base camp at
Noonkanbah. I will not read out his reply, but I
will summarise it. He said, "No, I am not going
to do it. We do not think it is in the interest of the
public to know this." That is what the Minister
said last night, and I urge the Premier to look at
the answer to question 501.

I admire the brazenness of this. Many brazen
things have happened in this House in the last
couple of weeks, but this is one of the best; and
now the Premier says a proper statement will be
made at the appropriate time. I do not believe the
Government really knows what is going on; I
think it has lost control. The Government has so
many Ministers, so many people, so many
outsiders, so many public relations men, and so
many Press officers all making statements that
no-one knows what is really going on. The
Government has lost control of the situation.

If the Government had not lost control of the
situation it would have given us a few facts and
figures. It is hoping that, like so many other
matters that we raise, we will forget about it and
not pursue it. I promise him that I will pursue this
matter, and so will my colleagues, until we get the
answers, even if it involves placing questions on
the notice paper and being charged with tedious
repitition.

It will happen until we find out just what is the
position. It is unacceptable to me and to the
public of Western Australia that any supposedly
democratically-elected Government-and that is
a laugh-should have the right to do what it likes
with public money, without telling the public
what is going on.

As I say, so many people, such as Ministers,
assistant Ministers, members and friends of the
Liberal Party, union bashers, and the like are
mixed up in this matter that the Government now
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has lost control of the situation and does not itself
know what is going on. That is a most shameful
thing. However, illis not surprising; it reflects the
incompetence of this Government that we have
come to expect and which has been borne out in
the debate here this evening. Nothing has been
put forward which could in any way justify the
disgraceful action taken by the Government.

The whole situation is out of hand. People are
becoming concerned. People in the international
ield have their eyes on Western A ustralia.'According to the 10.00 p.m. news, people in the

United Nations are expressing real concern about
what is going on in Western Australia. The West
Australian of tomorrow's date reveals that a joint
meeting of six members of the Aboriginal Land
Council at Noonkanbah today decided to stop all
negotiations between Aborigines and mining
companies across Western Australia.

That is what the Government has
accomplished. It must be proud of itself. It will
not even admit to what it is doing. It will not
admit to what it is costing. We are now being
discredited internationally. The Government has
managed to stop negotiations between Aborigines
and mining companies right across northern
Australia. What a record! We have been i n
session for only three weeks! I wonder what is to
come with this Government.

We knew the way the Government was goi .ng
last session when we saw some of the legislation it
brought into this House-legislation I was
expected to debate immediately without any pre-
knowledge of what was in it. That was the way
the Government was treating the Opposition, and
the public are becoming increasingly concerned
with what is going on. We can suppose only that
the Government is doing the Opposition a great
service by carrying on in the way that it is.

I am grateful indeed to the member for
Maylands for bringing this matter before the

House and I most certainly support every word in
the amendment.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
M r Jamieson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Cla rko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr Macl~innon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Skidmore
Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Hodge
Mr T. J. Burke

and a division taken with the

Ayes 16
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclvcr
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 24
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mrs Sprigs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Coyne
Mr Watt
Mr Treihowan

(Teller)

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cowan.

CONSTITUTION AMENDMENT HILL (No. 2)
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 11.27 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
WATER RESOURCES

Denmark, Kent, and Warren Rivers

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

(1) Does the Government intend to release
Crown land by way of sale, lease or
exchange in the Blackwood, Frankland,
Hay or any other catchment area, to
farmers who have been affected by
clearing bans in the Warren, Kent or
Denmark river catchment areas?

(2) If"Ys"-

Mr

(1)

(a) in what particular areas will such
land be released;

(b) what area will be made available in
each of the catchments concerned;

(c) will he table a map to show the
areas which it is proposed to
release?

MENSAROS replied:
Yes, to the Rural Adjustment
Authority.

(2) (a) In the upper portion of the
catchments of the Blackwood,
Frankland, and Hay Rivers:

(b) and (c) Full details of the areas to
be released will depend upon
considerations of agricultural
suitability of the soil and *of
accessibility, etc. Details are not yet
available.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North-West She&f Trade Training

5W0. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) How many applications were received
for the Government's trade training
programme for the North-West Shelf?

(2) How many of these applicants were
interviewed?

(3) What qualifications were required for
applicants to he accepted?

(4) How many of the successful applicants
have been placed with employers for
training?

(5) How many are still to be placed and
what is the position of these trainees
while they are waiting for such
placements?

(6) When are applications to be called for
more trainees to join the programme?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) In the first instance some 2 200

applications were received from persons
wishing to participate in the
Commonwealth/State special trade
training programme.

(2) Of the original 2 200 persons who
applied, approximately 1 400 were
referred to the Technical Education
Division counselling service for testing.
However, only 1 107 persons actually
presented for the test and 827 persons
were recommended for training.

(3) All courses conducted under this
programme will run over three years and
for this reason persons eligible for a
three-year apprenticeship training term
were sought. In addition, the Director of
Industrial Training has
discretion-under the provisions of the
Western Australian 1Industrial Training
Act-to approve the application of
credits for previously related experience,
or otherwise, Applicants initially
accepted under one of these criteria
were then referred to the Counselling
Service at the Technical Education
Division for aptitude and other testing to
determine their suitability for training
under this programme.

(4) A total of 114 persons commenced
training in the first intake under this
programme, on 30 June 1980.
Approximately 150 persons will
commence training in the second intake
on 22 September and the third intake
under the programme is scheduled to
commence on 12 January 19981.

(5) It will not be possible to provide an
accurate answer to the first part of this
question until all arrangements for the
22 September intake have been
flinalised. With regard to potential
trainees awaiting placement, the
majority are currently employed while
the remainder are out of work.

(6) It is likely that further applications will
be called in mid-October for the purpose
of the January and subsequent intakes.

COMPANIES

Government Interest and Assistance

527. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) In how many companies registered in
Western Australia does the Government
have a participating interest?
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(2) (a) What is the name of each of the
companies identified in (I);

(b) in what year did the Government
establish its interest in each
cornpany'?

(3) What is the extent of the Government's
interest?

(4) (a) What are the companies identified
in (2) (a) to which the Government
has granted financial assistance;,

(b) what is the value of the financial
assista nec

(c) what was the type of assistance
given;,

(d) for what purpose was the assistance
given;

(e) under what Act or other authority
was the assistance given?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) One.
(2) (a) West Trade Centre Ltd.

(b) 1978-79 and 1979-80.
(3) Subscriber to the Memorandum of

Association.
(4) (a) West Trade Centre Ltd.

Mb $1 3650oao.
(c) Government guarantee of a loan of

$1 265 000 and a direct advance of
$100000.

(d) (i) To assist with the refurbishing
of that portion of the city
railway station building
occupied by the company and
leased from Westrail;

(ii) To assist with working capital
requirements.

(c) Industry (Advances) Act 1947.

INDUSTRY ADVANCES ACT

Eligibility Criteria

528. Mr DAVIES. to the Treasurer:

(1) Will he detail the Governnient's
eligibility criteria for assistance to
industry under the Industry Advances
Act (1947)'?

(2) Are businesses engaged in the following
industries eligible for assistance under
the Act:
(a) agriculture:

(b) horticulture;

(c) manufacturing;,

(d) processing;

(e) service industries?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(I) The eligibility criteria applied in respect
of applications for assistance from
manufacturing and processing industries
under the Industry (Advances) Act
1947-1961 consists of the following-

(a) The Treasurer is satisfied that the
assistance is in the interest of the
State.

(b) All normal means of finance must
have been tried without success. In
this regard prospective applicants
are expected to have approached
their own bank and other
reasonable sources of finance
including the Commonwealth
Development Bank for the required
funds on a bank risk basis.

(c) The source of funds and terms and
conditions are acceptable to the
Treasurer.

(d) An applicant must be able to make
a reasonable contribution to the
venture by way of equity. In the
ease of metropolitan ventures this
would generally mean an amount at
least equal to the amount of
assistance requested.

In the ease of a country operation
the equity requirement would be
considered in relation to the policy
regarding assistance to
decentralised industries. This policy
provides for assistance of-

(i) Up to 75 per cent of the capital
cost of I-and and buildings and
100 per cent in selected cases.

(ii) U p to 7 5 per cen t of t he cost of
plant and equipment.

(iii) Up to 50 per cent for working
capital.

(e) The Government must be satisfied
that the enterprise will be viable
and capable of meeting all its
commitments including the loan
repayments.
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(f) The Government obtains a
reasonable level of security to
support a guarantee. This is usually
by way of a mortgage on premises,
debenture, bill of sale, personal
guarantee or such other security as
may be acceptable.

(g) Government assistance to an
applicant must not conflict with the
interests of others who have
established without such assistance.

(2) (a) No.
(b) No.
(c) Yes-subject to satisfying

criteria outlined in (1).
(d) Yes-ditto.
(e) No.

the

INDUSTRY ADVANCES ACT
Firms Assisted

529. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How many firms received Government
assistance under the Industry Advances
Act (1947) in-
(a) 1974-75:
(b) 1975-76;
(c) 1976-77;
(d) 1977-78;
(e) 1978-79;
(I') 1979-80?

(2) Further to (I). what are the names and
value or assistance to each firm in each
year granted by the Government undcr
the Act by way of-
(a) Government advance;
(b) a loan guarantee:
(c) a Government loan;
(d) a form of assistance other than (a).

(b) and (c) above'?
(4) Will he list the applicants for assistance

under the Act in 1979-80?
(5) Further to (4). what was the value and

type of assistance in each ease for which
application was made?

(6) Will he list the successful applicants and
the value of assistance approved in each
case under the Act in 1979-80?

(7) Further to (6). what was the nature of
assistance in each case, loan, guarantee.
advance, etc.. for which approval was
given'?

(8) For what purpose did the applicants seek
assistance in each case'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The answer was fabled (see paper No. 215).

INDUSTRY ADVANCES ACT
Losses

530. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What was the total value of cash
payments from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund in each of the following
years resulting from losses incurred by
industries assisted under the Industry
Advances Act (1947):

(a) 1974-75;
(b) 1975-76;
(c) 1976-77;
(d) 1977-78;
(c) 1978-79;
(f) 1979-80?

(2) Further to (l), what was the value of the
payments made in respect of losses
incurred from-
(a) Government advances;
(b) guaranteed loans;
(c) Government loans;
(d) other forms of assistance under the

Act?
(3) At 30 June 1980, what was the total

outstanding liability of the Government
resulting from losses incurred by
industries assisted under the Act?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) (a) 1974-75 S 143 268

(b) 1975-76 $1 165760
(c) 1976-77 $ 799 899
(d) 1977-78 S 666387
(e) 1978-79 $1 181 009
(f) 1979-80 $1 828 144

(2) (a) Government advances-
1975-76 $ 590613

(b) Guaranteed
1974-75
1975-76
1976-7 7
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80

(c) Government
1975-76
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80

(d) Other forms
1975-76
1977-78
1979-80

Loans-
$ 143 268
$ 86243
S 794082
S 347 387
$ 426 009
$1 428 144
Loans-
$ 300 760
$ 5817
$ 19000
$ 755000
$ 100000

of assistance-
$188 144
$300000
$300 000
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(3) The total outstanding liability of the
Government resulting from losses
incurred by industries assisted under the
Act for the year ended 30 June 1980
cannot be assessed until such time as a
claim is made against the Government.

INDUSTRY ADVANCES ACT

Security

531. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What types of security by way of
mortgage or otherwise were required by
the Government from Firms to which
assistance has been given under the
Industry Advances Act (1947)?

(2) From how many firms to which
assistance was given under the Industry
Advances Act (1947) did the Treasurer
obtain security by way of mortgage or
otherwise in-
(a) 1974-75;
(b) 1975-76;
(c) 1976-77;
(d) 1977-78;
(e) 1978-79;
(f) 1979-80?

(3) What are the names of the firms that
have received assistance under the Act
since 1974 and from which the
Government did not obtain any form of
security?

(4) For each Airm identified in (3)-
(a) what was the value and type of

assistance given;
(b) what are the names of the firms

which no longer operate in Western
Australia;

(c) what is the total value of cash
payments from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund to realise losses
incurred by each firm which no
longer operates;

(d) what is the total outstanding
liability, if any, in respect of each
firm's losses?

Sir

(1)
CHARLES COURT replied:

Depending on the circumstances, the
following are usually taken as security
for assistance under the Industry
(Advances) Act. 1947-

(a) mortgage over land and buildings
where freehold, even if subject to
prior encumfbrances. Private
residences are accepted as security
only as a last resort;

(b) mortgage by way deed of sublease
where premises are leasehold:

(c) debenture of bill of sale over the
assets of the business, depending on
whether it is a company, sole trader
or partnership; and

(d) directors or partners joint
several guarantees where
applicant is a company
partnership respectively.

(2) (a) 17
(b) 13
(c) 14
(d) 8
(e) 9
(f) 9.

(3)
(4)

and
the
or

Nil.
Not applicable.

EDUCATION: PRE-PRIMARY CENTRES

Tranby and Rivervaic,

542. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Education:

With regard to the Tranby school pre-
primary centre established at the site of the
former "Happy Days" kindergaten-
(a) When does the Education Department's

lease expire;
(b) does the Education Department propose

to seek an extension of the lease:
(c) has consideration been given to the

establishment of a pre-primary centre
within the grounds of the Tranby
primary school;

(d) does this centre currently provide pre-
primary experience for students who
attend Rivervale school;

(e) has consideration been given to
establishing a pre-primary centre on site
at the Rivervale primary school in view
of the surplus accommodation at that
school associated with declining
enrol men ts?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(a) 2 January 1981 with an option of a

further five years.
(b) Yes.
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(c) No. because the transferred centre
is close to the Tranby School.

(d) This information is not kept in
central records and as schools are
on vacation the details requested
are not available.

(c) Yes, but there has not been the
demand from parents needed to
ensure that the centre would have
sufficient support.

543. This question was postponed.

HOUSING

Government Employees' Housing Authority

544. Mr BRYCE, to the Treasurer:
What level of Treasury funding has been
applied to the Government Employees'
Housing Authority in Western Australia
during each financial year since 1973-
74?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

1973-74
1974-75
1975-76
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80

G. L.F.
(Repay-

able)

I 000 000
500 000

2500000
1 750000
2 000 000
2000000
1 976 000

G. L. F.
Grant
(Non-
Repay-
able)

$000

00 0000
500000
500000
500 000

Treasury
Subsidy

1 700000
2 118 000
2 810 000
3 064 000
3 675 000
4 455 000

545. This question was postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SOLAR

Research Institute

546. Mr BRYCE. to the Treasurer:
What sums have been allocated for
research and development of solar
energy technology for each year since
the Institute for Solar Research was
established in Western Australia?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Since the Solar Energy Research
Institute's inception in 1977 the State
Government has allocated a total of
$1.65 million to the development of solar
technology in Western Australia. This
funding was allocated as follows-

1977-78 year $250000
1978-79 year $600000
1979-80 year $800000

Apart from State Government funding
the institute has attracted a further
$360 000 from other organisations
which includes the National Energy
Research Development and
Demonstration Council. the State
Energy Commission of Western
Australia, CSIRO, the State Housing
Commission, and industry.
By providing $1.65 million to the Solar
Energy Research Institute, the State
Government has been able to effectively
participate in projects the total value of
which exceeds $8.7 million.

FIS HER IES

Licences

547. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife:

Will the Minister provide details of the
different types of fishing licences issued
in Western Australia?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The following fishing licences are issued
in Western Australia-

(1) Fishing boat-licence.
(2) Professional fisherman's licence.
(3) Amateur fisherman's licence.
(4) Inland fishing licence.
(5) Rock lobster pot licence.
(6) Processor's licence.
(7) Limited entry fishing licence.
(8) Exclusive licence.
(9) Licence to take net over closed waters.

(10) Licence to take or obtain farm fish for
the purpose of farming those fish.

(11) Licence to farm fish or to carry on the
business of conducting a fish farm.

(12) Licence to process farm fish.
(13) Licence to sell or take for sale farm fish.
(14) Licence to export or send out of the

State farm fish.
(I5) Licence to bring into the State any

viable fish or aquatic organism.
(16) Licence to release any fish or aquatic

organism.
(17) Licence to acclimatize any fish or

aquatic organism.
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TRAFFIC: LIGHTS

Bayswater and Belmont

548. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Which intersections in-

(a) Belmont City;
(b) Bayswater Shire,
havc been approved for the future
installation of traffic lights?

(2) When is it expected the lights will be
installed in each instance?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) (a) Orrong Road-Wright Street.

(b) Crimea Street-Morley Drive
Broun Avenue-Collier Road.

(2) 1980-81 financial year.

HOUSING

Emergency Assistance: Homeless Youth

549. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Housing:

Have funds been allocated in Western
Australia to provide emergency
accommodation for homeless youths; if
so. will he indicate-
(a) the Sources and the date of

allocations;
(b) who administers the programme;
(c) the level of expenditure to date?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(a) to (c) No.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS

Efficient
550. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for

Education:

(1) Would he indicate the minimum
standards required to be met by a school
for it to be registered as efficient?

(2) What departmental procedures are
followed in ascertaining the required
information for a decision on whether or
not a school shall be registered as
efficient?

(3) Who makes the decision?
(4) Is his department satisfied that

standards and procedures are adequate?
(5) If not, what action is proposed?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Factors for consideration include the
enrolment numbers of school aged
children with regard to the

accommodation provided, the
educational programme to be offered,
the qualifications, experience and ability
of the teaching staff.

(2) Upon receipt of an application for
efficient status, the Director-General of
Education will require a Superintendent
of Education to visit the school and
make a report to him on the factors
outlined in (1). When the report has
been considered a decision is made.

(3) The Minister for Education on advice
from the Director-General of Education.

(4) Not entirely. This matter is currently
being reviewed, not only in Western
Australia but in all other States.
Concern over this matter has been
expressed nationally.

(5) It is likely that a Na *tional Working
Party authorised by the Australian
Education Council will be established to
recommend uniform guidelines and
procedures for the declaration of
efficient schools.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Gold fields

551. Mr E. T. EVANS. to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

(1) Does his department agree with the
statement made by the Federal Minister
for Employment and Youth Affairs, Mr
Viner, in Kalgoorlie on 10 August 1980,
that up to 17 000 new jobs could be
created in the Goldfields region over the
next decade?

(2) If "Yes", what is the breakup of these
17 000 jobs?

(3) In view of the fact that 17 000 new jobs
would probably treble the population of
the region, what contingency plans does
the Government have to upgrade
services such as schools, hospitals.
housing, etc.?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) to (3) 1 have seen the newpaper reports
relating to Mr Viner's statement.
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As indicated on many previous
occasions, the State Government is
confident that substantial progress and
expansion will occur in many areas of
the State during the next decade.
However, I do not believe that it is my
prerogative to attempt to explain
statements made by other persons.
I suggest that the honourable member
has the opportunity to obtain the
information he desires by having a
question asked in the Federal
Parliament of the Minister who made
the statement.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY

Admissions Examination Course

552. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) With respect to the tertiary admissions
examination course, would he advise
which educational services offered by
the various sections of the department
are seen as overlapping?

(2) When is this rationalisation to be
effected and how?

(3) Would he further advise what courses it
will affect?

(4) What will happen to lecturers concerned
in the teaching of these courses?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Correspondence courses in tertiary

admission examination subjects are
offered both through the technical
extension services and the isolated
matriculation scheme.

(2) Tertiary admission examination subjects
offered by the technical extension
service will be progressively transferred
to the newly established distance
education centre. The transfer will be
completed by the beginning of 1982.

(3) No other courses are under active
consideration.

(4) The normal policy of the Education
Department of protecting the position of
staff involved in new development will
apply.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Fuel Tax

553. Mr T. H1. JONES, to the Treasurer:

(1) Is Slate fuel tax payable on agitator
motors attached to Readymix cement
trucks'?

(2) If "Yes", will he explain why the tax is
applicable in view of the fact that the
motors are stationary types?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) 1 am advised that Readymix cement
trucks employ a mix of gas powered and
motor spirit powered agitator motors.
On the latter type of motor, the State
fuel levy is payable.

(2) U nder the Business Franchise
(Petroleum Products) Licensing
Scheme, which provides for the licensing
of wholesale outlets, there are no
exemptions from the fuel levy on the
sale of motor spirit.

RAILWAYS

Freight Rates: Library Books

554. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) Is it the Government's intention to
increase freight charges for the
transport of library books in Western
Australia?

(2) If "Yes", does the Government
appreciate the undesirable impact this
will have on small libraries in connection
with their ability to provide a
comprehensive service, especially to
country people?

(3) Does he further appreciate the possibly
disastrous effect any increase would
have on the exchange of books between
libraries?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(I) With the introduction of deregulated
area rating from 14 April 1980, the
Library Board of Western Australia was
advised that the increased rates
applicable for library books movements
within the areas defined in the new
transport policy would be deferred and
considered with the introduction of
phase 2 of the new policy. The 25 per
cent of full rates applicable to the
regulated areas would continue to apply
statewide in the interim.
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(2) and (3) Under Westrail's public service
obligations the 25 per cent rate
concession for library books has been
operating since ministerial direction was
given 5 July 1954. The Government will
give full consideration to continuation of
the subsidy for library books, at the
appropriate time.

WATER RESOURCES

Maylands

555. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Adverting to question 425 of 1980
advising the presence of amoebae
naeglaria in the water sample tested at
Maylands, is his department concerned
that the amoebae naeglaria was isolated
in this test especially in the winter
months?

(2) Can he explain the statement "it is not
expected that further tests will show the
presence of amoebae naeglaria"?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The board is always concerned when any

organism that could indicate the
presence of pathogens is identified. On
such occasions it takes remedial action
as required-in consultation with the
Public Health Department-to clear the
problem.
Amoebae are likely to be isolated at any
time of the year- The significance of
summer to their life cycle is that during
the warmer months conditions can be
conducive to their proliferation.

(2) The statement that it is not expected
that further tests will show the presence
of anwe hue nacglarii was made
specifically to the Peninsular Road flats
test. More samples have been collected
from the area and no further
identifications have been made.

EDUCATION
Country High School Hostels: Supervisory Staff

556. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) Is it the intention of the Government to

continue operating the country high
schools hostels?

(2) If "Yes," does he intend to reinstate the
offer made on his behalf in December
1979 to cover the salaries and conditions
applying to supervisory staff employed
in the hostels?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.

PORT

Port Hedland

557. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

Adverting to question 186 (c) of 1980
relevant to Port Hedland Piers A and B
(Mt Newman), will he elaborate upon
what he means when be says "The port
will shortly accept a vessel of 225 000
dead weight tonnes which is within this
length restriction"?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

In mid-1979 the Port Hedland Port
Authority agreed to accept the vessel
Serge Brioni 227 557 dead weight
tonnes if it were to call at the port.

To date the vessel has not called.

MINING
Towns: Carly Report

558. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Mines:
Will he table further volumes of the
Carly Reports dealing with the
normalisation of mining towns?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
No. Mr Carly completed his assignment
in December 1§77. His reports have
been used as a starting point for
discussions between the State. local
authorities, and the companies involved.
Mr G. Cooper has been engaged to
implement the State's policy of
normalising particular mining towns in
the Pilbara.

FISHERIES
Two Rocks Marina

559. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Transport:

(I) In view of correspondence between his
department, the Premier and the
Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife with
regard to the price being charged to
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Fishermen for fuel at the Two Rocks
Marina by Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd.,
could he please advise what progress he
has made with the Crown Law
Department regarding the necessity for
Yanchep Sun City Pry. Ltd. to apply for
and obtain licences under the Jetties Act
1926 and the Western Australian
Marine Act 1948 in terms of paragraph
P, page I I of the special lease granted
by His Excellency the Governor in
Council to Yanchep Estates Ply. Ltd.?

(2) If no progress has been made to date,
would he please urge the Attorney
General to investigate the matter and
expedite?

Mr

(1)
RUSHTON replied:
and (2) Crown Law Department today
advised the Harbour and Light
Department that it will provide its
opinion on this matter without delay.

YANCHEP SUN CITY PTY. LTD.

Ownership

560. Mr CRANE, to the Premier:

(1) In view of the understanding that a
limited period was set for the one
hundred percent ownership of Yanchep
Sun City Pty Ltd by Japanese interests
to be amalgamated with Australia's
content of Fifty one percent as required
by Federal legislation, could he pleaste
inform me what steps are being taken to
bring this into effect?

(2) What period of time is left for this to
happen in terms of the original
arrangement?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) This matter is constantly under review

and, as late as 27 August 1980, in
response to my letter. I received a letter
From thc Federal Treasurer, John
Howard. advising that the Foreign
Investment Review Board met with
Tokyu Corporation representatives on 7
August 1980.
At the meeting it was stated that some
difficulty was being experienced for the
re-introduction of Australian equity into
the Yanchep Sun City project. However.

the Tokyu Corporation representatives
at the meeting affirmed their intention
to make all reasonable efforts to attract
a suitable partner into the project as
soon as practicable.

In our discussions with Tokyu
Corporation we have been kept fully
informed about efforts being made to
introduce a replacement Australian
partner. We arc impressed with the
efforts being made by Tokyu
Corporation, which is a very reputable
organisation.

(2) The original agreement provides that
Australian equity participation be
completed by 30 June 1983.

HOUSING: SHC

Bussellon Pro perly

561. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Honorary

Minister assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Further to question 290 of 1980 relevant
to the State Housing Commission's land
adjacent to the Busselton medical
centre, will he table the file and all
papers in connection with the proposed
sale of the land?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
Negotiations for the sale
still proceeding.

of this land are

TOURISM

School Holidays

562. Mr CARR, to the Honorary Minister

assisting the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Has, he or his department made any
approaches to the Education
Depirtment seeking an alteration of
school holidays away from the present
pattern of seven weeks in summer and
two veeks each in autumn and spring, to
a pattern of three holiday periods of
more even length?
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(2) I f not, will he please consider taking this
action in view of the considerable benefit
likely to flow to the tourist industry in
country areas, and particularly in
centres north or Perth as a result of
longer holidays in the more pleasant
seasons'?

Mr

(1)

LAURANCE replied:

and (2) Approaches were made by the
Department of Tourism to the
Education Department in August 1976
when a meeting was held at which
several other interested organisations
were represented.
The matter has been regularly reviewed
by the Department of Tourism since
that date.
This question was also recently raised at
the July 1980 meeting of the Western
Australian Tourist Advisory Council
following the decision of Queensland to
introduce a four semester school year in
1981.
The Department of Tourism is currently
in contact with the Queensland
Department of Tourism on this issue
and will continue to keep the matter
under review.

EDUCATION

School Holidays

563. Mr CARR. to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has he or his department given
consideration to the desirability of
changing school holidays away from the
present pattern of seven weeks in
summer and two weeks each in autum
and spring to a system of three holiday
periods of more even length?

(2) If "Yc&', will he please indicate the
attitude of his department and the
Government to such a change?

(3) If "No" to (1), will he please have the
possibility evaluated?

MrGRAYDEN replied:

(1) to (3) The Education Department
considers the present pattern should be
retained for a number of reasons, one
important one being to ensure that as
much as possible of the sevcrcst summer
weather is over before schools re-open in
the new year.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Ratses: Sysf ems Used

564. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) How many local authorities exclusively
use the gross rental value system of
rating?

(2) How many local authorities exclusively
use the unimproved capital value system
of rating?

(3) How many local authorities use a
combination of gross rental value and
unimproved capital value?

(4) Can she give a breakdown of the above
Figures i nto:
(a) country and metropolitan

authorities using each system:
(b) city, town and shire councils using

each system?
Mrs

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

CRAIG replied:
13.
43.
82.

(a) Country
Metro-

politan
(b) Cities

Towns
Shires

Rcu.' pr''d biii..ii,...
N 1.gI'I I,,r1' VAtI uagi, . f .v-

3 30 79

10
4
8

13
7
4

32

3

8I

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Rates: Systems Used

565. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Is it the policy of the Government to
encourage metropolitan councils and
country urban councils to use the gross
rental value system of valuations or does
the Government not have a preference
as to whether such councils use gross
rental value or unimproved capital
value?

Mrs CRA IG replied:
There is no Government policy with
respect to this matter.
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HOUSING
Pensioners: Geraldton

566. Mr CARR. to the Honorary
assisting the Minister for Housing:

Minister

(1) What stage did the State Housing
Commission reach with plans to
construct pensioner flats on land at the
corner of Fitzgerald Street and Cutler
Street, Geraldton?

(2) How many units were to have been
built?

(3) Has a decision been made to delete this
proposed development from the 1980-81
programme?

(4) When was the decision made?
(5) Why was the decision made?
(6) How many applicants are presently

listed for State Housing Commission
pensioner accommodation in Geraldton?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) to (5) A sketch plan for 28 units of

accommodation has been prepared and
the State Housing Commission is in
negotiations with the Geraldton Town
Council.
However, as the overall programme has
not been finalised there are no firm
commitments.

(6) 16.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Building Appeals Committee
567. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local

Government:

Further to the annual report of the
Department of Local Government for
the year 1977-78, which detailed the
results of appeals made to the Minister
and to the building appeals committee:
(a) are the corresponding Figures

available for the years ended June
1979 and June 1980;

(b) if "'Yes" to (a). will she please
provide them?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(a) I can provide full particulars for
1978-79. However. for 1979-80, the
number of appeals relating to each
municipality is not readily available
although aggregate details are.

(b) 1978-79-
Building
398 appeals were submitted of
which 236 were upheld and 162
dismissed.
These appeals related to the
decisions of the following
municipal itis-the number of
appeals for each municipality being
shown in brackets-
Cities

Belmont (43). Canning (8),
Fremantle (9). Gosnells (16),
Melville (11). Nedlands (9),
Perth (56), South Perth (13),
Stirling (61), Subiaco (1).

Towns
Armadale (3), Albany (3),
Bassendlean (2), Claremont
(4), Cottesloe (3), East
Fremantle (2), Geraldton (2),
Kwinana (1), Mosman Park
(3).

Shires
Albany (1), Augusta- Margaret
River (1), Bayswater (19),
Bridgetown-Greenbushes (2),
Husselton (2), Capel (2), Collie
(2), Coolgardie (1), Corrigin
(1), Dandlaragan (1),
Esperance (1), Gingin (2),
Harvey (5), Irwin 0I).
Kalamunda (15), Mandurab
(7). Mundaring (8), Murray
(9), Peppermint Grove (3),
Plantagenet (1), Port Hedland
(2). Rockingham (1 3),
Roebourne (2). Serpentine-
Jarrahdale (1), Shark Bay (2).
Swan (6), Toodyay (1),
Wanneroc (25).

Building Appeals Committee
The building appcals committee
considered 31 appeals and in 22
cases it recommended that the
appeal be upheld and in 9 that it be
dismissed.
Excavations
There were no appeals.
Strata Titles
29 appeals were submitted of which
20 were upheld and 9 were
dismissed.
These appeals related to the
following municipalities-
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Cities
Canning (1), Nedlands (1),
South Perth (5), Stirling (4).

Towns
East Fremantle (1). Geraldton
(I).

Shires
Kalamunda (1), Rockingham
(14), Wanneroo (1).

1979-80
Building Appeals
359 appeals were submitted,
which 256 were upheld.
dismissed and I8 withdrawn.

of
85

Building Appeals Committee
27 appeals were considered by the
committee. In 19 cases the
committee recommended that the
appeal be upheld and in 8 that it be
dismissed.
Excavations
3 appeals were submitted of which
I was upheld, I dismissed and I
withdrawn.

Strata Titles
29 appeals were submitted, of
which 22 were upheld and 7
dismissed.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEES
South Australian Barytes Ltd.

568. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of South
Australian Barytes Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee'?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given'?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) This question is but one of a great

number of similarly worded questi ons
the Leader of the Opposition has asked.
To answer them in the detail he requests
would involve a very large amount of
time by fairly senior officers.

It is difficult to see what purpose would
be served in undertaking this work
unless the Leader of the Opposition can
amplify his purposes when every
reasonable endeavour will be made to

a ssist.
if there are specific cases where the
Leader of the Opposition has special
reasons for seeking the information, it
would appear to be more practical to
concentrate on those.
There is no intention or desire to
withhold information to which the
Parliament and its members are entitled,
but there has always been a degree of
confidentiality with transactions of this
kind-especially in view of the overal
supervision that takes place at
departmcntal. Treasury, and then
Auditor General levels, in addition to
overall ministerial involvement.
This answer applies to questions 568 to
587.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Kalgorlie Lake View Ltd.

569. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Kalgoorlie
Lake View Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

t he guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I ) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Industrial Extracts Ltd.

570. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Industrial
Extracts Ltd.?
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(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Hill SO Gold NL

57 1. Mr DAV IES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Hill 50
Gold Mine NI?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?

Si r C HA R LES COU RT replied:
(I) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Cygnus Productions Pty. Ltd.

572. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Cygnus
Productions Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
or the guarantee?

(.3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?

(6) When did it become necessary to honour
the guarantee by repaying the loan?

(7) Why did it become necessary to honour
the guarantee?

(8) What arrangements have been made for
repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Southern Crass Fish Processors

573. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Southern
Cross Fish Processors?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect

of the guarantee?
(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

t he guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it became necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Academy Entertainment Ply. Ltd.

574. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:.

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Academy
Entertainment Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.
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GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Lenhani Tanneries Pty. Ltd.

575. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Lenham
Tanneries Pty. Ltd?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee'?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given!
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Mitex International Ltd.
576. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Mitex
International Pty. Ltd?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Southern Ocean Fish Processors Pry. Ltd.
577. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Southern
Ocean Fish Processors Pty. Ltd!

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

WA Worsted Woollen Mills Pty. Ltd.
578. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of W.A.
Worsted Woollen Mills Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the quarantine was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become ncessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Cavsol Ltd.

579. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Cavsol
Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?



1014 [ASSEMBLY]

(8) What arrangements have been made for
repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Coral Bay Pty. Ltd.
580. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Coral Bay
Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE
Foster Clarke Pty. Ltd.

581. Mr DAV IES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Foster
Clarke Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I)I to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE
Graincol Ltd.

582. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Graincol
Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE
John Cochran Pty. Ltd.

583. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of John
Cochran Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Kinmark Marble Ply. Ltd.
584. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Kinmark
Marble Pty. Ltd.?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?
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(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COUR 'T replied:
(I)I to (8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Max Schmidt

585. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Max
Schmidt?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?
(8) What arrangements have been made for

repayment of the loan?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(I ) to0(8) See answer to question 568.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE

Sou thern Cross Tra wlers

586. Mr DAVIES. to the Treasurer:

(1) How much did the State Government
guarantee for or on behalf of Southern
Cross Trawlers?

(2) How much has been paid out in respect
of the guarantee?

(3) When was the guarantee given?
(4) For what purpose was it given?
(5) What studies were undertaken before

the guarantee was given?
(6) When did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee by repaying the loan?
(7) Why did it become necessary to honour

the guarantee?

(8) What arrangements have been made for
repayment of the loan?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) to (8) See answer to question 568.

COMPANIES

Government Assistance

587. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) For what purposes did each
following enterprises
Government assistance-

of the
receive

Agnew Clough Ltd.
Agnew Nickel Project.
Albany Battery Manufacturing Co.

Pty. Ltd.
Australian F~aper Manufacturers

Ltd.
Bashford M. E. & L. D.
Bunbury Foods Pty. Ltd.
Candle Light Co. Ply. Ltd.
Carnarvon Transport Co-operative

Ltd.
G. J. Clarke Pty. Ltd.
Club Hotel (Collie) Pty. Ltd.
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd.
Coranda Pty. Ltd.
Daniels R. E. & N. J.
Dumar Hotel
Eyre Investments Ply. Ltd.
Grain Pool of W.A.
Gandy Timbers Pty. Ltd.
Gorges Caravan Park Ply. Ltd.
Greyhound Racing Control Board
Hawkestone Finance Ply. Ltd.
Heseltine R. 0. & M. E.
Hotel Kununurra Pty. Ltd.
Hyden Hotel
Jones Partners Pty. Ltd.
Kaleeya Investments Pty. Ltd.
K.B.B. Malting Co. Pty. Ltd.
Laporte Australia Ltd.
Manjimup Canning Co-op Co. Ltd.
Marion Manufacturing Company

Pty. Ltd.
Mason W. E. & H. S.
Midland Junction Abattoir Board
National Theatre (Inc.)
Noveyre Nominees Pty. Ltd.
Ord River District Co-operative

Pty. Ltd.
Perth Trades Hall Incorporated
Phillips- Merredi n
Pinjarra Bricks Pty. Ltd.
P. G. Prindiville Pty. Ltd.
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Reef Motel. Mandurah
Roitnest Island Board
Southern Meat Packers Ltd.
Southern Ocean Fish Processors

Pty. Ltd.
Systems Research Institute of

Australia
W.A. Egg Marketing Board
W.A. Potato Marketing Board
W.A. Worsted and Woollen Mills

Ltd.
West Trade Centre
Westralian Plywoods Pty. Ltd.
Wesiside Mines N.L.
Wongan Hills Civic Hotel
Wyndham Meats Pty. Ltd.
Wypro Products Pty. Lid?

(2) What was the type of assistance given in
each case?

(3) Will he list the Acts under which the
assistance was given'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(I) to (3) See answer to question 568.

STATE FINANCE

Cash Balances Investmeni and Suspense Account
Bal[ance

588. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What was the balance of monies held in
the Treasury departmental receipts in
suspense account at 30 June 1980?

(2) What were the amounts, constituting the
balance held, derived from-
(a) short term investment earnings:
(b) accrued salaries;
(c) funds awaiting allocation;
(d) other'?

(3) What were the items and the amounts, if
any. comprising the amount shown in
answer to part (d) of (2)?

(4) What was the total amount of monies
earned through the investment of
Treasury cash balances in 1979-80?

(5) What was the amount of monies earned
through the investment of Treasury cash
balances in 1979-80 transferred to-
(a) trust accounts:
(b) Government instrumentalities'?

(6) What was the total amount of monies
earned from the investment of Treasury
cash balances transferred to the-
(a) Consolidated Revenue Fund in

1979-80;

(b) General Loan Fund in 1979-80?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) $40 493 567.02.
(2) (a) $26 484 625.72, the whole of which

is committed to the Consolidated
Revenue Fund and General Loan
Fund Budgets for the current year
as will be shown when the budgets
are presented to Parliament.

(b) $10 709 030.94, the whole of which
was expended on paying salaries
and wages in the first pay period
this year.

(e) $3 299 910.36, representing pay-
ments received and banked but
awaiting determination of the
revenue account to which they are
to be credited. The balances held on
this account fluctuate from day to
day and are made up of many
different items none of which
remain in suspense for more than a
few days.

(d) Nil.

(3) Not applicable.

(4)

(5)

$24 325 324.02.

Amounts distributed to other accounts
at the end of the year being earnings on
balanees invested from those accounts
were:

(a) $1 960 818.84:
(b) $5 295 491.42.

(6) (a) $11 367 151.87;
(b) $23 775 659.0 1.
Both of these transfers were in
accordance with explanation given when
the budgets were presented to
Parliament last year.

589 and 590. These questions were postponed

STATE FINANCE

Fuel Levy

591. Mr DAVIES. to the Treasurer:

(1) What are the additional costs, if any.
charged to the Consolidated Revenue
Fund resulting from the Government's
ruel franchise levy in 1979-80?

(2) What is the estimated additional cost
charged to the Consolidated Revenue
Fund from the recent increase in the
fuel franchise levy'?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) The additional expenditure charged to
the Consolidated Revenue Fund in
1979-80 was estimated to be $640 000.

(2) Approximately $67 000 in 1980-81.

STATE FINANCE
Income Tax: States'Share

592. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) Will the Premier table a copy of the
officer's report (7A) on the review of the
States' percentage share of income tax
under the Stage I arrangements of the
"new federalism"?

(2) if "No", why not?
(3) If "Yes" to (1), will he table it at the

next sitting of the House?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
and (3) The report is a confidential
document prepared by Commonwealth
and State Treasury officers for
consideration at Premiers' Conference.

STATE FINANCE

Commonwealth Fuel Levy: Policy

593. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

What was the additional cost resulting
from the Fraser Government's import
parity oil pricing policy and the increase
in the crude oil levy to the operations of
the Railways Commission, the
Metropolitan Transport Trust, and the
Shipping Commission in-
(a) 1977-78;
(b) 1978-79;
(c) 1979-80;
(d) 1980-81 (estimate)?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(a) to (d) It is not possible to estimate

the impact of the crude oil levy as it
relates only to Australian
production. The proportion of
petroleum products produced from
imported and Australian crude oil
consumed by the operations of the
Railways Commission, the
Metropolitan Transport Trust, and
the State Shipping Commission ts
not known.

WATER RESOURCES

Metropolitan Water Board: Revenue and
Expenditure

594. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What was the total estimated funds

available to the Metropolitan Water
Board in 1980-81 as submitted to
Cabinet prior to the 4 June, 1980?

(2) What were the sources and
corresponding amounts from each
source comprising the total funds
identified in (I)?

(3) What was the total estimated
expenditure of the Metropolitan Water
Board in 1980-81 as submitted to
Cabinet prior to 4 June 1980?

(4) What were the items and corresponding
amounts from each source comprising
the total expenditure identified in (3)?

(5) What is the total estimated funds
available to the Metropolitan Water
Board in 1980-81 resulting from the
decision to limit increases in property
valuation based water sewerage and
drainage charges to 150 per cent of the
charges in 1979-80?

(6) What are the sources and correspondintg
amounts from each source comprising
the total identified in (5)?

(7) What is the total estimated expenditure
of the Metropolitan Water Board in
1980-81 resulting from the decision
mentioned in (5)?

(8) What are the items and corresponding
amounts of expenditure on each item
comprising the total identified (7)?

Mr

(1)

(2)

MENSAROS replied:
It is not customary for any Government
to publish Cabinet submissions.
The total estimated revenue funds for
1980-81, based on Cabinet's decision on
3 June 1980, were $102 384000.
The estimated funds for capital budget
will only be available after the Loan
Budget is introduced and passed by
Parliament.

Rates, Residence
Other

Annual Fee
Dome-tic Water Salas
Other Wr Sales
8uitdin,

3 ~'ee
Sundries
TOTAL INCOME

(3) $99 053 000

Water
50100s
17594
21 505
1 503
8 280
2 475

522
1 156

310
53 345

S.ee.
sae

40 746
1444

983
SOS

43 979

Dmin.
age Total

S000's $000',
1 7594

4980 679131
2 947
8 280
2 475

522
173 2312

8 1 123
06 1 02384
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(4)

Oeaingl Expenses

Depreciation
3 Pe cent Levy
Los= Expens
TOTAL EXPENSES

(5) $100233000
(6

Rates Residence
Other

Annual Fee,
Domestic Water Sales
Other Water Sales

RuLrj ees

Sundries
TOTAL INCOME

water

24 669
18 010
6 800
11L16

410
5I100$

Sewer-
ase
1000
I1 583
16039
6 9W0
I 089
30$

42916

Sewer-
Water a
sow.
I17594
19924 403
1 503 1 444
S 280
2 475

522
1 156 . 983
3 10 80S

5I 764 4 34 fil

(7) $99 053 000 as answered in (3).
(8) Answered in (4).

WATER RESOURCES
Metropolitan Water Board: Revenue

595. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What is the estimated additional
revenue in 1980-81 from the increases in
Metropolitan Water Board rates,
charges and annual fees, announced by
the Premier on 4 June 1980?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
$14.4 million, taking into consideration
the effects of the amending Act recently
passed by Parliament. The revenue from
water charged for in excess of allowance
is not calculated.

596 and 597. These questions were postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges: Increases
598. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Fuel and

Energy:

What is the estimated additional
revenue to the State Energy Commission
in 1980-81 resulting from the increases
in electricity and gas charges announced
by the Premier on 4 June 1980?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:.
Increases in electricity and gas charges
were announced by the Premier on 23
April 1980 to be effective from 1 May
1980. It is estimated that these increases

Drain-
age Total

swc's swr
2670 43922
15387 35 636

700 14400
140 2345
35 730

5 132 99053

17 594

H 280
2 475

522
173 2312
H 1 123

5001 '002313
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will generate $47.5 million in revenue to
the State Energy Commission in the
1980-81 IFinancial year.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE
TRUST

Premiums
-99. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Local

Government:
What is the estimated additional
revenue to the Motor Vehicle Insurance
Trust in 1980-81I resulting from the
increases in motor vehicle third party
insurance premiums announced by the
manager of the Trust on 2 May 19807

Mrs CRAIG replied:
Approximately $20.5 million.

HOUSING: RENTAL
Rents

600. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Housing:

What is the estimated additional
revenue to the State Housing
Commission in 1980-81 resulting from
the increases in State Housing
Commission rents announced by the
Minister in June?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
It is estimated following the rent review
that net revenue will increase from
$27.9 million to $30.9 million, an
increase of $3 million. However, the
Overall rental operation will incur a
deficit in the order of $7.4 million for
1980-81 after the rental outgoings are
taken into account.

RAILWAYS, SHIPPING, AND TRANSPORT
rreight Rates and Bus Fares

601. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

What is the estimated additional
revenue in 1980-81 resulting from the
increases announced by the Premier on 4
June 1980 in-
(a) vehicle registration fees;
(b) (i) MTT bus fares;

(6i) MTT train fares;
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(c)
(d)

(e)

Westrail freight charges;
State Shipping Service
charges;
Port Authority charges?

freight

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(a) $1 147 000;
(b) (i) $2 918800;

(ii) $381 300;
(c) $11 400 000;
(d) $523 000;
(c) $2 900 000.

WATER RESOURCES AND SEWERAGE

Rages and Charges: Increases

602. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Works:

What is the estimated additional
revenue in 1980-81 resulting from the
increases announced by the Premier on 4
June 1980 in country areas-
(a) water supply rates and charges;
(b) sewerage rates and charges;
(c) irrigation charges?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The estimated additional revenue in
1980-81 resulting from the increases
announced by the Premier on 4 June
1980, in country areas is-
(a) waler supply rates and

charges $1 790000
(b) sewerage rates and charges 484 000
(c) irrigation charges 262 000

$2 536 000

WATER RESOURCES, SEWERAGE, AND
DRAINAGE

Rates, Charges, and Water Sales: Revenue

603. Mr DAVIES to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) What is the total estimated revenue for

1980-81 from-
(a) rates and annual fees for-

(i) water supply to residential
consumers;

(ii) waler supply to non-residential
consumers;

(iii) sewerage services to residential
properties;

(iv) sewerage services to non-
residential properties:

(v) drainage services to residential
properties;

(vi) drainage services to non-
residential properties;

(b) water sales to.-
(i) residential consumers:

(ii) non-residential consumers?
(2) What was the total revenue to the

Metropolitan Water Board in 1979-80
from-
(a) rates and fees for-

(i) waler supply to residential
consumers;

(ii) water supply to non-residential
consumers;

(iii) sewerage services to residential
properties;

(iv) sewerage services to non-
residential properties;

(v) drainage services to residential
properties;

(vi) drainage services to non-
residential properties;

(b) waler sales to-
(i) residential consumers;
(ii) non-residential consumers?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Reply: in S000's.

(1) (a) (Rates only)

(i)
(ii)

(iv)
(vi)

Water Annual fees
Sewerage Annual fees

(b) (i)
(ii)

(2) (a) (Rates only)

(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
IV)
(vi)
Water Annual fees
Sewerage Annual fees

(b) (i)
(ii)

17 594
21 505
29 337
11 409
3 318
1 562
1 503
l 444
8 280
2 475

11 409
13 968
22 844
10750
2 854
1 676

986
1 012
7 522
2 609
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WATER RESOURCES

Wetlands: C'onservation and Rehabilitation

604. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) In the light of increased public
dependence on shallow ground water in
the Swan coastal plain, does the
Government have a policy of
conservation and rehabilitation of the
remaining wetlands and their
surrounding native vegetation?

(2) Whether "Yes" or -No-, will he outline
which wetland areas and/or lakes it is
intended to preserve; which to
rehabilitate and which allowed to
disappear?

(3) Are lakes and wetland areas being
monitored in terms of their seasonal
water and nutrient levels?

(4) If -Yes- to (3). is such information
available from 1975 to the present?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Not the statutory responsibility of the

Metropolitan Water Board.
(3) Yes.
(4) Yecs.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Water Table: Monitoring

605. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

Does the Metropolitan Water Board
monitor fluctuations in the water table
outside the designated public water
supply area'?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

Yes.

WATER RESOURCES; UNDERGROUND

Water Table: Effc of Private Bares

606. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Can he state the present effects and
likely future effects on the local water
table of the growing number of private
bores'?

(2) Whether "byes"~ or "no would he advise
what surveys and/or reports have been
made of the foregoing, and which of
these are available for perusal?

M r M EN S AROS repl ied:

(1)
(2)

Not in detail.
The Metropolitan Water Board is in the
process of planning a study of urban
groundwater resources aimed to identify
the effects of private abstractions.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Bores: Licensing and Metering

607. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

Does his department see the need, or has
it considered the need, for licensing and
metering of private bores in areas
outside the public water supply areas?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

The honourable member is referred to
the answer to question I80, Wednesday
13 August 1980.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Bores: Licensing and Metering

608. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What factors, such as number of private
bores and density spacing of private
bores, will determine when licensing and
metering of private bores may be
necessary to prevent large numbers
drying up?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

Sec answer tu question 180 of 13 August
1980. The Statute provides for
regulation within public water supply
areas and water levels are monitored
within such areas.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Bores: Licensing and Metering

609. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) In the light of section 57 1(2) of the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage
and Drainage Act, 1909-79 which refers
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to water which may be "improperly or
wastefully used" would he outline
whether he has considered or is
considering the licensing and/or
metering of private bores?

(2) Has the Government considered or does
it intend to amend this Act to in any
way define the terms "improper or
wasteful use . ,.. and ... in such a
manner or in such quantities ... as
stated in sction 57 1 (2)?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(I) The member is referred to the answer to
question 180, Wednesday, 13 August
1980.

(2) No.

POLICE

Prosecutions: Transcripts

610. Mr WILSON. to the Minister representing
the Attorney General:

(1) Can the Attorney General say whether
the request he has received from Mr A.'Letts, under scction 740 of the Criminal
Code, for a copy of transcripts of
prosecutions launched by the Police in
1956, 1960 and 1962, free of charge, to
facilitate the preparation of a petition to
the Queen for a review of the matters
involved, will be granted or refused?

(2) How many charges have been laid under
section 64A of the Police Act since it
vias introduced in 1959?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Recently Mr Lctts was asked to identify
the documents of which he required
copies from the Supreme Court tiles.
Difficulty was experienced in identifying
the documents from the descriptions Mr
Letts supplied. Mr Letts has been
requested to call at the Supreme Court
and identify those documents required
whereupon consideration will be given to
an application to the question of fees.

(2) This information is not readily
ascertainable from the records of the
Crown Law Department, as statistics in
respect of the section referred to are not
maintained.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Voluntary Organisations

611. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for

Community Welfare:

(1) Is he aware that many welfare
organisations claim that recently there
have been increases of up to 50 per cent
in the number of calls for emergency
assistance in the form of food parcels,
furniture, blankets and help with the
payment of overdue accounts to the
State Housing Commission and State
Energy Commission?

(2) Is it a fact that the Wearne Trust and
Distressed Persons Relief Fund are
unable to assist many deserving cases in
need of emergency financial assistance
because of a shortage of funds?

(3) Does the Community Welfare
Department have any plans to try and
provide more assistance to voluntary
welfare organisations because of the
present demand on their services?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) I have been advised that there has been
an increase in demand.

(2) I understand that the Wearne Trust and
the Distressed Persons Relief Fund
cannot assist all cases.

(3) No, an increased number of cases are
however being referred to the
Department for Community Welfare.

ABORIGINES

Deceased: Transport to H-ome Town

612. M r HODGE, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:

(1) Has the Government received a request
from the Aboriginal Advancement
Council for financial assistance to help
them to purchase a new refrigerated
vehicle For the transportation of bodies
of Aborigines who die in Perth, back to
their home town for burial?

(2) Is he aware that Aborigines have a
deeply held belief that they must be
buried at the place in which they were
born and that if an Aboriginal dies in
Perth their family is responsible for the
cost of returning the body for burial?
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(3) Is the Government prepared to help the
Aboriginal Advancement Council to
purchase a new refrigerated vehicle so
that low income Aboriginal families do
not have to pay fees to commercial
funeral directors For their services?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1)

(2)
(3)

No. I was aware that a request for funds
to provide such a vehicle had been made
to the Commonwealth Government.
Yes.
I was made aware by the Commissioner
for Aboriginal Planning, Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority, that the
Aboriginal Advancement Council was
provided with a grant of $13000 to
purchase a refrigerated vehicle by the
Commonwealth Department of
Aboriginal Affairs on 24 iune 1980.

6 13. This question was postponed.

WATER RESOURCES, SEWERAGE, AND
DRAINAGE
Rates: Interim

614. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Is it fact that the Metropolitan Water
Supply. Sewerage and Drainage Board
can issue a new assessment when a
properly valuation alters during a
Financial year?

(2) Why is the Metropolitan Water Board
permitted to continue interim rating
whereas local councils are not?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes, as provided for under the provisions

of the Metropolitan Water Supply
Sewerage, and Drainage Act.

(2) Because that was Parliament's decision
when passing the above Act.

LAN D

Agricultural: Release

615. Mr McPHARLIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

Now that the emu proof fence has been
realigned, has further consideration been
given for the survey and release of
farming land east of Dalwallinu known
as the Mt Gibson area?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
There are no immediate plans for survey
and release of farming land in the Mt.
Gibson area.

MINING
Mineral Leases and Tenements: Fees

616. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What fees are charged for holding a
mineral lease or tenement at the present
time?

(2) What fees will be charged under the
drafted regulations of the new Mining
Act?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Under the Mining Act 1904 the rental

payable for a mineral lease is $2 per
acre or part thereof per annum-$4.95
per hectare.

(2) Under the draft regulations of the
Mining Act 1978, the rental proposed
for a mining lease is S5 per hectare or
part thereof per annum.

For the information of the member, a
list of fees payable under the Mining
Act, 1904 is contained in Form No. 57
of that Act and in respect of the draft
regulations of the Mining Act. 1978,
issued on 20 December 1979. the fees
proposed are listed in the second
schedule.

WATER RESOURCES

Calchrnent Areas: Acquired Land

617. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Is the Government able to exchange,
lease or sell all the land which it has
acquired by purchase or exchange in the
water catchiment areas in which clearing
bans apply?

(2) If "No"-

(a) what are the circumstances which
preclude the Government from
leasing or exchanging land which it
has acquired in these areas,
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(b) does the Government intend to
amend existing legislation to permit
all acquired land in such areas to be
leased or exchanged wherever this
is considered appropriate?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(I) No.

(2) (a) Section 1 2E of the Country Areas
Water Supply Act, as amended,
gives power to acquire land where
an application for a clearing licence
is refused. However, neither this
section nor any other section of the
Act gives specific power to dispose
of any land so acquired.

(b) Yes.

ABATTOI R

Midland Junction; Plant and Equipment

618. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Have any items of plant been moved
from Midland abattoirs this year?

(2) If so, what items of equipment have
been moved, and to where have they
been sent?

Mr OLD replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Items of equipment moved to Robb

Jetty are viscera tables, portable
amenities buildings, brisket snips,
cookers and associated by-products
equipment, and other minor items. This
equipment was transferred to facilitate
the operation of the second shift during
the lamb season.

ABATTOIR

Midland Junction: Lamb Skins

619. Mr H.-D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Are the skins of lambs being killed at
Geraldton on behalf of the WA Lamb
Marketing Board being returned to
Midland for drying?

(2) lf"Yes"-

(a) what is the cost per skin of
returning skins to Midland and
drying;

(b) are Iamb skins returned from any
other country abattoirs being sent
to Midland for drying?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

620. This question was postponed.

HERBICIDES

Dibenzofura ns

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

Do any herbicides which have been
released in Australia contain
dibenzofurans. and if so, which ones?

Mr YOUNG replied:

As far as I can ascertain, no.

WOOD CHIPPING

Environmental Impact Statement

622. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) Did the Senate Standing Committee
which in 1979 inquired into the forest
operations concerned with the saw
Iog/woodchip industry in Western
Australia, draw any conclusions or make
any recommendations in connection with
allegations that the management terms
of the environmental impact statement
had been breached?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) what were the conclusions and/or
recommendations which were
made;

(b) in what way is the existing forest
management in breach of the
environmental impact statement;

(c) does the committee accept the
present management methods and
techniques as meeting the
requirements of the environmental
impact statement?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) I am advised that earlier this year the

Senate Standing Committee on Science
and the Environment reviewed its visit
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made to Western Australia in 1979 and
decided that a report was not necessary.
The eommittce would, however,
continue to monitor the activities of the
industry.

(2) (a) to (c) Not applicable.

FISHERIES
Albany: Boar Facilities

623. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Works:

(1) As the Albany Port Authority does not
have responsibility for the provision of
fishing boat facilities, and as the town
jetty under its control has fallen into
such an unsafe condition as to cause its
permanent closure to all except its own
staff, will he please advise if it is possible
for the Public Works Department to
effect temporary repairs to make the
town jetty usable, at least by fishermen
with boats having a deeper draught than
that which can be accommodated at
Emu Point marina?

(2) What stage has planning reached for a
new fishing boat facility in Princess
Royal Harbour?

(3) When is it likely to be both commenced
and completed?

(4) Will he treat the matter as urgent
because of the substantial increase in the
number of fishing boats now based at
Albany?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Despite the best enideavours, the
allocation of funds from the Public
Works vote for fishing industry facilities
could not be justified to temporarily
make the Albany Town Jetty safe for
vehicular traffic.

(2) A preliminary concept plan was
circulated for comment by appropriate
organisations during January 1980.
These comments showed that the
provision of breakwater protection was
essential even for the first stage, and a
revised concept plan is being prepared.
The concept plan made provision for the
approach neck of the Town Jetty to be
in reclaimed land.

(3) Subject to the availability of funds, it is
currently program med for construct ion
to commence in 1981-82 with
expenditure spread over live financial
years.

(4) 1 do realise the importance of (he
matter; hence the above programme is
the most realistic that can be achieved
when related to competing requirements
for the provision of facilities for the
fishing industry throughout the State.

TRANSPORT: BUSES

Speeding

624. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has the Metropolitan Transport Trust
received complaints listing licence
numbers, concerning buses speeding in
Widgee Road, Noranda?

(2) If "Yes", what action has been taken in
response to such complaints?

(3) If "No" to (1), will the Metropolitan
Transport Trust investigate complaints
made to me by residents in Widget
Road, to ensure that buses using the
street comply with required speed
limits?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) No.
(3) Yes. However, in the final analysis

compliance will be enforced by the Road
Traffic Authority.

BIRDS

Trapping Licences

625. Mr WILSON, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife:

(1) How many bird trappers are currently
licensed to operate in Western
Australia?

(2) In which parts of the State and in
respect to which species of birds do these
licences apply?

(3) Can the Minister confirm that a ban has
been imposed on the issue of any further
licences?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), when was the ban
imposed and for what reason?
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(5) If' "No" to (3), what considerations are
taken into account in deciding whether
or not applications for licences are
approved?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Fourteen,
(2) Licenses are issued in the Kimberley

Land Division for the trapping of
finches for aviculture purposes. In other
parts of the State, mainly in the South-
West Land Division licences are issued
for trapping of parrots and cockatoos
causing property damage mainly to
crops and orchards.

(3) There is no current ban imposed on the
issue of further licences.

(4)
(5)

Not applicable.
Licenses are issued to meet the
requirements of the trade and to control
damage to property, consistent with
conservation of the species.

HOUSING

H-ot Water Systems

626. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Can he confirm that there has been a
delay of up to nine weeks in the
installation of gas hot water systems in
some cases where tenants' needs for such
hot water systems have been recognised
in terms of urgent medical grounds, and
that this delay is due to a hold up in this
month's funds?

(2) Will he investigate this situation to
ensure that the necessary funds are
allocated promptly to meet the urgent
needs involved?

Mr LAURA NCE replied:'

I)The particular case to which the
member refers was inadvertently
delayed twenty days from the date of
approval to issue of job order due to a
misunderstanding in the clerical process.

Steps have been taken to ensure there is
no future occurrence.

(2) Answered by (1) above,

ROAD

Bunbury-Pertli Coast Road

627. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that recently and for a
distance of about three kilometres,
double lines were painted on the centre
of the Perth to Bunbury Coast Road
near Nova ra?

(2) If "Yes" what were the circumstances
which caused this to be done?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes. For 2.4 kilomnetres through the
Falcon area-near Novara-on the
Bunbury Highway south of Mandurah.

(2) The double lines were painted following
a request from Mr Shalders, MLA, on
behalf of the Falcon Progress
Association for such provision past the
tavern and shopping centre.
Investigations showed this section of the
road to have a particularly bad accident
history.

STATE FINANCE

Suspense Account: Balance

628. Mr STEPHENS, to the Treasurer:

At the end of each nionth of June, July
and August 1980, what was the balance
in the Treasury Suspense Account?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) June 1980 $40493 567.02. details of

which, including the purpose for which
these funds were held, were given in my
reply to question 588 on today's notice
paper.

(2) July 1980 $28 742 063.22.
(3) August 1980 $30 380 846.03.

I would point out that these are rnot
surplus funds available no the
Government to spend as the member
suggested in an irresponsible article
attributed to him and recently published
in the Albany Advertiser,
The balance at 30 June 1980 was
comprised principally of' accrued salaries
and the balance or' interest earned from
investments on the short term money
market during 1979-80. The former was
cleared in July to meet the salaries for
which it was provided. 'The interest
earnings, which form most of the July
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and August balances, will be included in
this year's capital and revenue budgets
and details of the distribution of these
funds will be announced when the
Budgets are introduced to Parliament.
I must emphasise again that funds
shown as accrued balances at 30 June
which are expended on works and
services in the following year cannot in
any way be seen as surplus funds which
are available to finance other works that
are not in the budget. The money cannot
be spent twice.

EDUCATION
Eastern Goldfields FederatLion of Post Secondary

Institutions

629. M r G R ILL, to the Minister for Education:

(1) What monies have so far been spent on
new buildings for the Eastern Goldfields
Federation of Post Secondary
Institutions in Kalgoorlie?

(2) In what financial years was it spent?
(3) From what sources was the money

obtained?
(4) What is the present budget for new

buildings?
(5) What is the proposed programme of

building in the next three years?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) (a) For the rebuilding of the Eastern

Goldfields Technical College-
$2 184 1ll which includes a sum of
1448 218 for additions and
improvements to existing buildings.

(b) For extensions to the WA School of
Mines-S 142 500.

(2) Eastern Goldfields Technical
College-1977-78 is $363 691, 1978-79
is $850 839; 1979-80 is $969 581.
W.A. School of Mines-1978: $16 500;
1979:-. 1980: $126 000.

(3) (a) For the rebuilding of the Eastern
Gold fields Technical College-
General Loan Funds.

(b) For extensions to the WA School
of Mines-Commonwealth-State
Grants (Tertiary Education
Assistance) Act.

(4) (a) Eastern Goldfields Technical
Collecge-prov ision for 1980-81 will
be announced in the forthcoming
State budget.

(b) WA School of Mines-the
Commonwealth Tertiary Education
Commission has recommended that
$400 000 be provided in 1981 to
allow construction of the technology
building to commence.

(5) (a) Eastern Goldfields Technical
College-subject to the availability
of funds it is hoped that the
library/resources centre and
student amenities buildings will be
completed and a start made on the
workshops building.

(b) WA School of Mines-the
technology building is expected to
be completed in 1982 at a total cost
approaching $2 million.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Kalgoorlie and Boulder

630. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) What progress has been made in
determining die tariff to be charged to
consumers in Kalgoorlie and Boulder
when the State Energy Commission
takes over the power supply?

(2) If the interim tariff has been calculated,
could he disclose what the charges are to
be?

(3) Is it contemplated that there will be any
delay in the proposed State Energy
Commission takeover?

Mr P. V. JONES repl ied:

(1) Good progress continues to be made to
develop an equitable and realistic tariff
for the Kalgoorlie-Boulder electricity
supply area.

(2)
(3)

No, the matter is still being finalised.
Work is still in hand to effect the
transfer on 10 September. the previously
announced date.

EDUCATION

Eastern Gold fields Federation of Post Secondary
Institutions

631. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Did his predecessor make a decision for
the establishment of the Eastern
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Goldfids Federation of Post Secondary
Institutions with a federated
autonomous council, at Kalgoorlie?

(2) (a) H as that decision been
implemented;

(b) if not, why not?
(3) What proposals does he presently have

before him for the setting up of the
institutions?

(4) When is it likely that a Final decision
will be made on the matter?

(5) What are the factors causing a delay in
a final decision on the matter?

(6) Are Perth based academics within
WAIT and the Education Department
opposed to the Federated Institutions in
Kalgoorlie?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
(a) No.
(b) Consideration is being given to [he

final form of the federation to be
established.

(3) The federation council has prepared a
paper setting out various models varying_
chiefly in the extent to which integration
is achieved. Interested parties have
submitted comments.

(4) As soon as possible. hopefully within the
next two months.

(5) There are considerable differences of
opinion on the degree of integration and
the nature of the federation. It is hoped
that some reconciliation can take place.

(6) The structure of regional colleges can
vary considerably and many differing
views have been expressed by
educationalists in respect of the
proposed regional college at Kalgoorlie.
It is important that careful consideration
be given to all the views which have
been expressed as the regional college
concept can have far reaching
implications for the whole of the
education system in Western Australia.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Child Welfare Act

112. Mr HASSELL (Minister for Community
Welfare):

I would like to record a correction to an
answer that was given to question 31 5
on 19 August. I have already written to

the member concerned pointing out the
error. In the reply reference was made
to the Child Welfare Act having come
into effect on I January 1980. The date
should have been I January 1978.

CONSTITUTION

A mendment: A bsolutre Majority

113. Mr STEPHENS, to the Premier:

in view of the constitutional importance
of the ruling made by the Speaker with
respect to the need, or otherwise, of an
absolute majority when amending the
Constitution, and also to the Speaker's
reference to the need for the courts to
decide legal questions, after the
legislation is assented to will the
Government finance the National Party,
or any other citizen, in a test case on the
issue?

Sir CHARLES COUI-Trreplied:

....The honourable member gave me some
notice of the question, the reply to which
is as follows-

The Government would not be
prepared to finance the National
Party for such a test case.

I would have thought that if its
members felt as strongly about the
matter as they profess, they would
want to test the matter on their own
initiative.

In any case, the legislation is still
before the Parliament and it is
hardly the time to be considering
such a proposal.

In due course the Government will
consider what action, if any, should
be taken, and by whom.

SHOPPING CENTRES

Moratorium on Development

114. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) Did she take seriously the call earlier
today by the member for Clontarf for a
moratorium on the development of
additional suburban shopping centres?
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(2) Does she intend to impose such a
moratorium?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) I regret to have to inform the
member for Ascot that I was not in the
Chamber this afternoon when the
member for Clontarf spoke.

Mr Davies: You were lucky.

Mrs CRAIG: However, had I been here. 1
am quite sure I would have listened to
his comments very carefully. It is very
difficult to say whether or not a
moratorium on shopping centres can be
imposed. Is it being suggested that the
erection of those buildings already under
construction and for which approval
may have been given as long ago as four
years should cease'? If the member for
Ascot cares to be more explicit in
relation to this very vexed question of
shopping centres. I would be pleased to
answer him.

ROAD

Pa raburdoo- Tom Price

115. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) On what dale did the new alignment on
the Tom Price-Paraburdoo Road open
for use by the public?!

(2) Will the blacktop on the new section of
the road be completed by December
1980 as originally planned?

(3) If not, what is the reason for the delay
and when is it now anticipated to be
completed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
1I) The road was opened for public use on

14 August 1980.
(2)
(3)

No.
Difficulty in locating suitable gravel for
use as a base course and late completion
of construction contract. Unfortunately
it will be necessary to delay application
of the blacktop until after the coming
wet season and it is anticipated that it
will now be complete by August 198 1.

Although only a side benefit, the
earthworks will have additional time to
consolidate.

NOONKANBAH STATION

Omen? ly. Ltd.

116, Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

I ask the Treasurer the following
question, notice of' which was telephoned
to him yesterday-
(1) What is the total amount of public

moneys paid to Omen Ply. Ltd. by
the Government in-
(a) July;
(b) August?

(2) What was the total amount
approved for payment to Omen Pty.
Ltd. in the warrant of the Governor
or his deputy in-
(a) July;
(b) August?

(3) What was the total amount
approved for payment to Omen Pty.
Ltd. in the supplementary warrant
of the Governor, or his deputy, for
the month of July?

(4) is it a fact that the Governor, or his
deputy, has not yet issued a
supplementary warrant for the
month of August?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
In answer to the Leader of the
Qpposition, although he gave me notice
of this question yesterday, I could not
obtain the information in time to reply
before today. The reply is as follows-
(1) to (3) Nil.
(4) Such a supplementary warrant is

not yet due for submission.

NOON KANBAH STATION

Drilling: Cost

117. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
M ines:

(I) What is the estimated total cost of the
drilling operations at Noonkanbah
Station?

(2) What proportion of the total cost is to be
miet by the taxpayers of Western
Australia?
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The SPEAKER: The Minister for Mines is
not in the Chamber, and unless another
Minister indicates he is in a position to
reply, the question cannot be answered.

Mr H-. D. Evans: I gave notice of the
question.

Sir Charles Court: I will undertake to have
the Minister contact the member.

NOON KANBAI- STATION
Drilling: Cosr

118. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

In view of the Trcasurcr's recent
comments that the State's financial
position is tight, that State Government
expenditure will have to be cut back,
and that public servants might have to
be sacked, how can the Government
justify pouring millions of dollars of the
taxpayers' money down the drill hole at
Noonkanbah Station, a drill hole that
will almost certainly be dry'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I think it is presumption on the part of
the Leader of the Opposition to assume
that the hole will be dry, just as it
would be improper for me to assume that
the hole will be successful. I must
remind him it is an exploratory hole. It
has always been publicised as such; it
has been known as such. It is part of the
geological process. I do not associate the
actions of the Government in connection
with the Noonkanbah project in any way
with the overall budgetary situation
because in the life of a Government,
some decisions must be made as evcnts
occur, and this is one of them. The
Government, in its wisdom, has decided
that what it has done is the right thing
to do, and I believe it has the support of
the public.

NOON KANBAK STATION

A max Exploration: Assignment of Rights

119. Mr PEARCE, to the Premier:

In respect of oil exploration or drilling at
Noonkanbab-

(a) did Amax or any other party assign
its rights under any contract to the
Government or any Government
instrumentality;

(b) was the assignment written or
verbal;

(c) what was the date or the
assignment;

(d) will the Minister table any written
document evidencing the
assignment;,

(e) what rights or obligations were
assigned;

(r') did the Government compel Amax
or any other party to assign any
such right or obligation;

(g) If "Yes", to (f) under what section
of which Act did the Government
proceed?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(a) to (g) I thought my colleague, the

Minister for Resources
Development. Minister for Mines
and Minister for Fuel and Energy
has fairly extensively covered some
of the detailed procedures which
had occurred in respect of the
circumstances under which the
Government took the action it did
at Noonkanbah. Whilst 1 am very
well informed on the total exercise,
Iwould not presume to have the

capacity to reel off the answers to
the questions asked. From listening
to the Minister this afternoon, I
believe the member for Gosnells has
already received the answers to his
questions. However, if he cares to
place his questions on notice, I will
answer them again, or get the
Minister to answer them.

NOONKANBAH STATION

Amax Exploration: Compensation

120. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:

(I1) In view of the fact that-
(a) the Government has taken control

of the drilling rig at Noonkanbah
Station and is to meet all the costs
of drilling; and,

(b) according to the Government Amax
met a substantial part of the costs
of transporting the rig to
Noonkanbab,
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does the Government now expect to
have to reimburse Amax for
transport costs or is this an act of
nationalisation without
compensation?

(2) If the Government does not expect to
have to compensate Amax. for transport
costs, why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) It is obvious the Opposition is on

another of its fishing expeditions; as far
as I am concerned, it is just wasting its
time.

Mr Davies: That is how you are treating the
people of Western Australia-with
contempt.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I suggest that the
honourable member place his question
on the notice paper. I remind him, as I
have remuinded some of his colleagues,
that the Government intends at the
appropriate time to make a
comprehensive statement on the entire
Noonkanbah operation. I think that is
the right way to do it, and that is the
way it is going to be done. We are not
going to be precipitated into giving some
sort of half-baked answer, which could
start an unnecessary controversy.

Mr Davies: You have lost control, and you
know it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is going very
Well.

NOON KAN BAH STATION
Amax Exploration: Compensation

121. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Cultural
Affairs:

Following the Minister's comments
during my speech on the Address-in-
Reply, will he indicate to the House the
assessment which was before Cabinet of
the amount of compensation which
would have been payable to Amax if
drilling at Noonkanbab had not
proceeded?

MrGRAYDEN replied:
No consideration would have been given
by Cabinet to that issue. If the member
for Gosnells requires a more extensive
reply, he should place his question on
the notice paper, and I will be pleased to
obtain one for him.

NOON KAN BA H STATION
Omen PMy. Ltd.

02. Mr HAR MAN. to the Premier:

This is a very simple question which, in
his role as Treasurer and Minister Co-
ordinating Economic and Regional
Development, he should be able 10
answer fairly smartly without asking
that it be placed on notice. My question
is: Who paid Jackson McDonald and
Company for the incorporation of the
company known as Omen Pty'. Ltd?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Surely the member for Maylands does
not in his right mind expect me to know
the answer to that question. I imagine
that whoever owns Omen would be
responsible for paying the legal adviser.

SHOPPING CENTRES
Proliferation

123. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) In view of the Minister's earlier allusion
to the "vexed question" of shopping
centres, is the Government currently
considering any proposals for resolving
the problems associated with the
proliferation of shopping centres?

(2) if not, why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) What I said in reply to an

earlier question was not an allusion.
However, the matter of the proliferation
of shopping centres is one to which I
have devoted a great amount of time. I
have had many discussions with local
authorities relating to rezoninig
amendments they presently have before
me-amendments they would very much
like to proceed but which have not
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proceeded. The areas over which the
Government has no control-I refer to
areas which are correctly zoned for
commercial purposes at the present
time-may, of course, be developed for
shopping centres and the like, if the
local authority in whose area the zoning
is sees fit to grant approval. In such
cases, there is no need for the
Government to be involved in any way;
indeed, the process has never allowed for
the Government to be involved in any
way. That is why I said in reply to the
previous question that this is a very
complex matter. The honourable
member's question indicates quite
clearly he does not have a real grasp of
the situation, because only a small
portion of the problem can be overcome
by the Government.

SHOPPING CENTRES
Moratorium on Development

124. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

My question is supplementary to the
previous question. Does the Minister
believe a moratorium on shopping centre
development would work, and does she
support such a moratorium?

Mrs C RA IG replied:
It would seem to me the member for
Ascot has been particularly careful not
to listen to what I said previously. Is he
suggesting I should impose a
moratorium on local authorities? Is he
saying that the current development

approvals could somehow be withdrawn
by the Government? Perhaps the
member for Ascot is referring to the fact
that the Press has reported in recent
weeks that action has been taken in
Victoria and Queensland to effect a
moratorium. I have had a careful look at
the legislation brought down in both of
those States, and I have also closely
inspected all Press releases on the
subject. It is fair to say the action taken
in both States is simply to bring their
planning requirements into line with
those already existing in Western
Australia. If the honourable member
wishes to indicate to me the methods by
which he believes a moratorium could be
effected, I will be prepared to examine
them and give him the precise answers
to his questions.

EDUCATION
School Year

125. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:

Has the committee which has been
examining the starting and ending dates
of the school year made its report after
the two-year trial period? If so, what are
the recommendations of that committee,
and what is the likely or projected
Government action on those
recommendations?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
The matter currently is under
consideration and we expect to have a
report very shortly.
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