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

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW AND
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Annual Report: Tabling

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I have for
tabling the Legislative Review and Advisory
Committee annual report for the current year.

The report was ta bled (see paper No. 440).

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFIT ACT AMENDMENT

DILL

Introduction and First Reading

Dill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles Court

(Treasurer), and read a first time.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS:

PRECEDENCE

All Sitting Days

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

That on and after Wednesday, 7th
November, 1979,-

(a) Standing Order 226 (Grievances)
be suspended, and

(b) Government business shall take
precedence of all Motions and
Orders of the Day on Wednesdays
as on all other days.

Members will appreciate that this motion does not
apply today, but will apply on and after next

Wednesday, the 7th November. It applies to
grievances and also to private members' business,
generally. A certain amount of private members'
business has accumulated on the notice paper and
no doubt some of it will remain after this
afternoon's sitting. However, somewhere between
now and the end of the session we will rind a
convenicnt time for the items to be further
debated and, where appropriate, they will be
brought to a conclusion.

The procedure being followed is a fairly well-
established one of consultation. Sometimes during
the session, it is possible by arrangement to set
aside time so that private members' business may
be dealt with. That is a matter for discussion
between the Government and the Opposition.

I *am sure members wilt apprecilate that we are
now getting to the later stage of the session, and I
think it is fair enough for Government business 10

take precedence in November.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.20 p.m.]: The Opposition never
agrees to this motion with a great deal of
enthusiasm. However, we realise the requirements
of the Parliament dictate that about this time
each year such a motion should be agreed to by
the House.

The Premier has given an undertaking that
private members' business on the notice paper will
be dealt with. lie said this will be a matter of
consultation with myself at a suitable time. I hope
we will be given more than 24 hours' notice. If we
were told private members' business would be
debated next week or the week after, I am sure we
could arrange orderly and speedy procedures to
deal with whatever items are left on the notice
paper after today.

Of course, today we have until 6.15 p.m. to deal
with private members' business, and we might
deal with some of the remaining items on the
notice paper.

The Premier said the motion has been
introduced because we are getting towards the
end of the parliamentary session. I wonder
whether he has established a date on which he is
aiming to close the session. We are always
anxious to organ ise itineraries. I am sure both
Government and Opposition members are anxious
in that regard. Of course, the Government must
keep the House, and Opposition members have
the opportunity to go out into the electorate if we
fee] they should do so. The situation is more
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flexible for Opposition members than for
Government members.

However, I believe the place of members at all
times whilst Parliament is sitting is in the House
whenever it is humanly possible for them to be
here. Members would like to know whether there
is a suggested target date for the end of the
session so that they might arrange their itineraries
and programmes accordingly. This is a little more
important because this is a pre-election year. We
do not know what will be the election date
because that is the prerogative of the
Premier-and I do not argue with his having that
prerogative.

I would hopi that the Premier might be able to
say, "We think we will be able to finish the
session by Friday, the 23rd November, or Friday,
the 30th November"-if that would suit the
member for Whitford. If the Premier is able to
give us an indication when the final date of the
session might be, I am sure he would find co-
operation from this side of the House in aiming at
meeting that date.

We do not greet this motion with any great
enthusiasm. Oppositions never do. However, we
recognise that it is necessary, and we do not
oppose it.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
12.23 p.mn.]: I appreciate the support of the
Leader of the Opposition. There were two matters
arising out of his comments. One was the timing
of when we will consider the private members'
business. I would not like to be precise about it. I
had in Miind that we might have two bites at
whatever is left, having regard to what becomes
the conjectural date of the end of the session.

So far as the second question is concerned,
whether I could predict the end of the session, I
would not like to make any suggestion at the
moment on which members could rely. If one
predicts a date, then members will start planning
their itineraries accordingly.

Mr Davies: Do you have much more
legislation?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I apreciate the
significance of'the remarks by the Leader of the
Opposition about members wanting to move out
into their electorates.

When we meet on Tuesday I will be able to
give the Leader of the Opposition a list of the
legislation to be introduced, as I have done on

previous occasions. We have virtually finalised the
programme of legislation to be introduced, but I
want to allow a little more time to review it
between now and Tuesday, bearing in mind we
have a Cabinet meeting on Monday. On about
Tuesday I anticipate giving an indication of the
Bills yet to be introduced, so that we can then
assess the notice paper.

Mr Davies: Thank you.

Question put and passed.

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

introduction and Firs: Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Young

(Minister for Health), and read a First time.

HEALTH: TRONADO MACHINE

Experimental Study: Mlotion

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.25 p.m.]: I move-

That in the opinion of this House
immediate action should be taken by the
Government, notwithstanding any lack of co-
operation by the National Health and
Medical Research Council. to have an
experimental study carried out on the effects
of very high frequency radiation using the
Tronado machine on solid malignant tumours
in pursuance of recommendations contained
in the Report of the Tronado Case
Evaluation Committee established by the
Government in 1975 and the Report of the

4197



4198 ASSEMBLY]

Medical Advisory Committee of Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital 1918.

This motion could be cut off in its prime if the
Minister for Health were able to indicate to me
by way of interjection whether the National
Health and Medical Research Council-in future
to be referred to as the NHMRC- has been able
to do anything in regard to the request from the
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital to conduct
evaluation tests. If the Minister were able to say,
"Yes, that is well under way", that would satisfy
me and I would sit down. That would be all that
would be required of me.

However, apparently the research and tests
requested are not yet under way. That is a matter
of some concern 10 me.

On the 21st November, last year, I moved a
motion in this House relating to the use of the
Tronado machine. I detailed some of the history
of that machine and the work that had been done
since it was brought here by the Tonkin
Government during its term of office. I pointed
out that in May, 1976, a local committee headed
by Dr Letham, was set up. At that time, Dr
Letham had not been long retired from the Public
Health Department. That committee was given a
specific charter. In its findings-and I am quoting
from page 5230 of the 1978 Hansard-the
committee said-

The Committee agreed that conclusive
assessment is impossible within the context of
a retrospective study such as that which has
been undertaken. It considers that there is
Strong need for an experimental study on the
effects of very high frequency radiation using
the Tronado machine in solid malignant
tumors.

I want to draw attention to the fact that the
committee said it considered there was strong
need for an experimental study on the
effects-and so on.

Before that, the NHMRC had made an
assessment of the machine, and it was very
scathing in its report. Indeed, in its conclusions it
said, in effect, that the machine might as well be
sold for scrap metal. I will not quote the whole of
its findings because they have been quoted in this
House before. The NHMRC felt that there was
no need to give this matter any further
consideration. Of course, it did not know the type
of fellow that the sponsor of the machine, the
Hon. John Tonkin, was. It did not know that he
was going to get his teeth into it and, hopefully,
prove that what he expected the machine could do
it could in fact do.

John Tonkin did not let up at following up
cases, talking to the people who were using the
machine in private practice, and reading up,
whenever he could, on the history and use of the
machine throughout the world. What he found
out and what I quoted in my speech last year was
that, increasingly, machines of this type were
being used in centres throughout the world. I
think there were 18 centres in the United States
at that time using this sort of machine.

There was still same controversy about it and I
should imagine any new treatment would always
be subject to some controversy. I do not think
there was any controversy in regard to
hyperthermia in treating malignant tumnours; but
the method of applying the heat apparently was
suspect and as far as the NHMRC was
concerned, the use of the Tronado machine and
the way it applied heat was, as, I have already
indicated, quite useless. The council made that
comment back in 1974.

In 1976 a local committee was set up which
recommended that further research be done. That
research has never been done: but since that time
there has been mounting evidence that the use of
this specific form of treatment is finding more
and more fav6ur throughout the world.

It worried me that we had a machine here
which could be used but was not being used. It is
true there was a machine in use in private
practice. I believe there is now a second machine
in use in private practice and results of the
treatment given have been detailed in medical
journals1 am not suggesting that in every case it
was 100 per cent successful; I am not even
suggesting there were cures, because my research
has not taken me that far. As I said before, I
discuss this subject entirely as a layman without
any medical knowledge whatsoever. I am unable
to do other than draw attention to the detail of
the reports which have been published.

Because the form of the clinical trials was not
in the general accepted pattern they were not
taken to very kindly by some members of the
medical profession. Nevertheless, because of what
had appeared in medical journals overseas and
from what I was able to detail to this House on
Tuesday, the 21st November last, the Minister
gave an indication that he too was interested in
what the position might be. He.went in very heavy
on the fact that the Government would never
direct the medical profession in the use of the
Tronado machine, as I had requested the
Government to use its influence. I do not wish to
get into an argument, because, as I pointed out, I
too do not believe in Governments directing what
farm of medical treatment should take place. I

4198



[Wednesday, 31st October, 19791 49

drew this fact to the attention of the House when
we were debating the Hospitals Act Amendment
Bill. It is a matter of the Government's saying,
"This matter has been discussed in Parliament;
there may be something in the evidence that has
come forward. Do you think the matter should be
followed up?" That was as much as I hoped for
from the Government and, indeed, that is what we
got from the Government. I was pleased to note
that in reply to the debate at that time the
Minister said-and his comments can be found on
page 5242 of Hansard for 1978-

1 have asked the Board of the Sir Charles
Ciairdner Hospital to request the clinical
staff to assess the paper. I have no doubt
whatever that Drs Holt and Nelson will
make available any data, information,
statistics, and papers, provided the usual
doctor-patient relationship is not breached.
After the clinical staff have studied that
paper, I have requested the matter should be
referred back to the NI-MRC thereapeutic
devices subcommittee for further research
and evaluation.

The Minister said, "Surely that is the proper
course to take.'" I agreed with him. We were
going to use the best medical knowledge in the
land, through the agency of the NHMRC, to
assess the machine and to express a comment.

As I have said, the Minister indicated he would
get a report from the Medical Advisory
Committee of the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.
He received a report and the recommendation to
the Minister was as follows-

The Medical Advisory Committee
recommends to the Minister for Health,
without prejudice to the effectiveness of the
Machine:

That a prospective, randomised, clinical
trial of treatment should be undertaken for a
sufficient period, depending on statistical
advice, for a clear conclusion to be reached.
Such a trial should take place as soon as the
N.H. and M.R.C. declares that the Tronado
Machine to be used in the trial is working to
specification. Subject to this decalration the
N.H. and M.R.C. should be asked to
establish a Subcommittee to advise on the
protocol and ensure adequate supervision of
the trial.

As a first step we suggest that the Hon.
Minister for Health invite the N.H. and
M.R.C. to commission an individual group of
qualified persons to re-examine the Tronado
Machine at the Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital; its performance in relationship to

the specifications claimed by the
manufacturer, and in relation to the
performance of the machine on which the
treatment of cases in the Medical Journal of
Australia article was undertaken.

The committee said we should have a further
assessment of the machine and that we should
make certain the machine at the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital was of the same
specifications-I suppose beat out-put would be
the proper term-as the machines being used in
private practice. It said if we established that we
should try to run clinical trials- that would show
that, with identical machines, certain results were
being obtained. That was about December, 1978,
following the motion which had been carried in
this House in November of that year.

Following that, the board of management of
the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital received a copy
of the report and set out to do what the report
recommended-to find out whether the machine
it had there was of the same physical capacity as
the machines being used in private practice. I
think it was a Mr Stanford of the Royal Perth
Hospital who put the machine together again and
ran the evaluation tests. He came up with the
recommendation which was conveyed to the
Board of the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.

1 wrote to the Minister on the 3rd July this
year, as I was a little concerned that following his
undertaking given on the 21st November, 1978,
there had been no evidence of any action being
taken. About a fortnight later the Minister wrote
back to me and enclosed a copy of a letter which
had been sent by the Director of Administration
of the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital to the
NHMRC. That letter was dated the 11th July,
1979, eight days after my letter to the Minister
and eight days before the Minister replied to me.

The letter to the NHMRC was directed to Dr
Edmondson who I believe is the Secretary of the
NHMRC. It set out certain evidence in regard to
the specifications of the Tronado machine and
asked whether the NHMRC would conduct the
trials which had been requested, whether it would
look at the recommendations of Mr Stanford as to
the capacity of the machine, and whether it
agreed with what he said. I thought that was fair
enough.

The NI-MRC was asked to comment on the
following-
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(i) the nature and degree to which the
charges suggested by Mr. Stanford
would alter the physical capacities of the
original Tronado equipment, such
capacities having becn the subject of a
report by a National Health and
Medical Research Council sub
committee in 1974;

(ii) data on the present physical effects
produced by the VHF equipment
presently owned by Doctors Holt and
Nelson and referred to by Mr. Stanford
in his report to the Board of
Management of the Sir Charles
fGairdner Hospital;

(iii) is the report of Mr. Stanford acceptable
to the National Health and Medical
Research Council, having regard to the
protocol employed by Mr. Stanford?

(iv) if it is accepted by the National Health
and Medical Research Council that Mr.
Stanford's report is an acceptable
evaluation of the physical capacities of
the VHF equipment owned by Doctors
H-olt and Nelson, and that the suggested
changes to the Tronado machine
presently owned by the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital will produce VHF
equipment with identical physical output
and characteristics, does the National
Health and Medical Research Council
agree to collaborate with the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital in the conduct of a
clinical trial of the effect of heat as
produced by the VHF equipment on the
management of cancer?

They were the four specific proposals. The
administrator (Mr Arthur Smith) said, "My
board would be most grateful for the council's
assistance in the matter."

Before giving the recommendations, I said they
wanted to know whether the work done by Mr
Stanford was correct, whether the changes were
correct and, if so, whether they would conduct
clinical trials with the equipment. That letter was
sent to the secretary of the NHMRC (Dr K. W.
Edmondson) by the administrator (Mr Arthur
Smith) on the I1Ith February, 1979.

On the 19th July, 1979, the Minister replied to
me and said-

I believe that it is generally accepted that
hyperthermia increasing body heat, either
generally or locally, may be a useful adjunct
to a number of forms of cancer treatment.
There are a number of methods of increasing
body heat and these include microwave
therapy. Political controversy on what is

primarily a medical treatment does, net help
the cause of individual patients or progress in
treatment. We can never force doctors to use
any form of treatment and I am sure you will
agree it will be highly undesirable that we
should ever even attempt to. 1 refuse to
believe that doctors generally are not ea-ger
to accept any form of treatment which would
be helpful to their patients. There have been
notable exceptions but these methods won
acceptance in the end.

I do not know why the Minister gave me all that
information, because 1 was making no such
charges. All I did in my letter of the 3rd July was
draw attention to the fact that he undertook to
havd certain evaluations made. I said-

Can you advise please what has transpired
in this regard and whether there are any
published reports or comments available?

Any information you could let me have
would be greatly appreciated.

I received a little lecture on the ethics of medical
treatment. I was not seeking that and I can only
agree with what the Minister said. I have made
this very clear on other occasions whcn speaking
in the House. I was pleased the Minister was
happy to agree that microwave therapy was one
form of hyperthermia. which could be of some use
in treating cancer. That letter was written on the
19th July.

I wrote again to the Minister on the 21st
September, approximately two months later,
thanking him for his letter and saying that I
believed there had not yet been a response from
the NHMRC and pointing out it was a matter of
concern to me, particularly in view of the
Government's willingness to go on with the trials
of the NHMRC in relation to the Tronado
machine. I said that I understood there were
specialist doctors in Perth prepared to take part in
clinical trials and, of course, there were patients
who wished to participate. Obviously there were
patients who wished to be treated with the
machine owned by private doctors in Perth and
the machine, if available, at the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital.

I said I was a little disappointed that the matter
had been dragging on for so long and the fact that
the Tronado machine was in use privately was of
little solace to me when one machine was standing
idle at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital awaiting the
information from the NHMRC.

I said also-
I agree with the statement in your letter

that political controversy does not help in the
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evaluation but it does seem to mne that
medical politics are involved.

The matter calls for some decisive action. I
would be pleased to hear what you might
have in mind.

The Minister replied to me on the 2nd October
thanking me for my letter and saying they were
waiting for the information and he did riot believe
this was an issue which should be hurried. The
Minister also said in his letter-

I do not know what you mean by medical
politics. No doctor, to the best of my
knowledge, has ever complained that his
patients have been neglected or that a course
of treatment using the Tronado or a machine
like it has not been available.

You indicate that there are specialist
doctors in Perth who are prepared to take
part in clinical trials. What is stopping those
doctors, and who are they?

Being aware of what happened previously to the
work which had been done and the reception it
received, and having been told that the only
authoritative body we could consult reliably was
the NI-MRC, I found it a little surprising that
the Minister should say, "Why do not they go on
with their own clinical trials?"

The Minister said he did not know what
medical politics were. I can only congratulate him
on that. I am sure, as he continues in his capacity
as Minister for Health, he will soon find out what
medical politics are. I could define medical
politics as actions by people in the medical
profession who feel that their way is the only
correct way. Time and time again one will find
this reaction coming through. People follow one
train of thought and are Rot prepared to give way.
They want to follow through their own policies.

These people are not prepared to give way to
whatever might be said by someone on the other
side of the fence. If the Minister has not found
this out already, he will be made aware of it soon.
The Minister must have had his tonigue in his
cheek when he wrote that, saying that he does not
understand what is meant by "medical politics". I
am confident he will find out before very long.

As an example of this F should like to draw
attention to some letters which appeared in The
West Australian? in June of this year. Mr John
Tonkin wrote a letser suggesting an alternative
method of treating breast cancer to that used at
the moment. He talked about the fact that the
general practice seems to be radical mastectomy,
and in many cases that did not appear to be
necessary. In his letter in The West Australian of
the 8th June, Mr John Tonkin went to some

lengths to explain the results of his reading and
research. That letter appeared on page 31 of chat
newspaper,

In The West Australian of the 13(h June, 1979,
a letter appeared from Professor Catchpole and
Associate Professor Sheiner. who are both
members of the Surgery Department of the
University of Western Australia. The letter reads,
in part, as follows-

It is sad that J. T. Tonkin feels himself
able, on anecdotal evidence, to offer advice to
those who may have cancer.

To continue-
Doctors throughout the world are eagerly

awaiting a breakthrough in the treatment of
cancer. When insulin and penicillin were
discovered they needed no one to advocate
their use as their merits were obvious.

If micro-wave therapy is eventually shown
to be of use in the treatment of human
cancer, the Tronado machine, because of its
design, will still not be the apparatus to
provide it.

There we see a professor and an associate
professor of surgery saying that the Tronado
machine is no good for the treatment of cancer.
One would think that would put an end to it.
They are authoritative people. They have their
feelings on [he treatment of cancer and they told
the public at large their opinions. Mr John
Tonkin's letter appeared on page 31 of The West
Australian of the 8th June. The letter written by
the professor and associate professor was the lead
letter itt The West Australian of the 13th June.

There was a follow-uip to that. In The West
Australian of the 23rd June a letter appeared
written by Mr R. W. Stanford, head of the
Department of Medical Physics, Royal Perth
Hospital, residing at Broome Street, Cotcesloe.

With your indulgence, Sir, I should like to read
that letter as follows-

R. W. STAN FORD (head, department of
medical physics, Royal Perth Hospital),
Broome Street, Cottesloe: It is sad that
Professors Catchpole and Sheiner, in their
letter (June 13) referring to the treatment of
cance~r, sa-w fit to denigrate the Tronado
machine as a device to deliver microwave
therapy.

By now they must surely be aware that
many centnzs of repute throughout the world
are using hyperthermia, that is body heating,
as part of cancer treatment. Such a
pre-stigious body as the Medical Research
Council in Englanid has a unit in the Royal
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Post-Graduate Medical School at
Hammersmith Hospital devoted to work in
this field.

Recent work has shown that microwave
equipment identical to that used in the
Tronado does produce a rise in temperature
deep inside the body, this rise in temperature
is significant and it has an equally significant
effect upon living cells.

The professors give no reason for stating
that the design of the Tronado is such that it
could not provide microwave therapy, even if
microwave therapy were shown to be of value
in the treatment of cancer. Because the
Tronado can provide microwave therapy and
can provide heating deep inside the body it is
difficult to understand what is the alleged
design defect.

It is regrettable that at a time when the
future of this machine in public hospitals is9
under active consideration they should see fit
to make a public statement which is sweeping
in character and unsubstantiated in fact.

Now, there is a damning letter. Professor
Stanford was able to say that two other professors
of surgery who had been most adamant in their
statements, did not know what they were talking
about. If anyone should know whether or not the
machine is able to deliver the heating-which it is
supposed to do-then Professor Stanford should
because he was the man who carried out the tests
for the report to the board of Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital in December, 3978.

The results were convincing enough for the
board to write to the NHMRC to draw its
attention to Professor Stanford's remarks and ask
whether his work could be expanded and if it
could carry out clinical trials.

However, we heard Professor Catchpole and
Professor Sheiner saying that if hyperthermia is
to be used then the Tronado machine is not the
machine to do it. Professor Stanford, having done
the work on the machine, said that the Tronado
could deliver the goods. There we have a
divergence of opinion and whoever one may listen
to one would feel that one is on very good ground
in adopting that stand. Of course the Minister
may or may not have been listening to one or both
of these parties and therefore he would possibly
make up his mind on their statements because he
is a layman. He would have to reach a decision on
what he had been told.

The Minister has already demonstrated to us
that he is fair-minded enough to take positive
action if the evidence suggests that something
should be done. The Minister has been pleased to

give the nod that he is not displeased with what
has been recommended but the two letters I have
referred to indicate clearly what I mean by
medical politics. I make that comment only
because the Minister said in his letter to me that
he did not know what [ meant by medical politics.

People have indicated to me that they would be
interested in continuing trials. It has been
indicated to me privately that they would be
prepared to do this. Of course we must decide
whether these are the most competent persons
with the required knowledge in this field to do the
research. Whilst there might be many people
willing, not all would fill the bill. Nevertheless,
they are worth looking at.

Last November the Minister said that it might
be possible to take some action. The board of Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital took note of the report
it received in December and felt that the
NHMRC should be asked to take certain action.
I wrote to the Minister on the 3rd July and the
Administrator of Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
wrote to the NHMRC on the I11th July. The
Minister replied to me on the 19th July saying
that the matter was under way. I point out that it
has taken six months to get under way but
nevertheless I am satisfied that it is under way.
On the 2nd October in reply to my further letter
of the 21st September the Minister said that he
had no further information from the NHMRC. If
the Minister told us this matter was under way
and if positive action was being taken one way or
another then I would not have had to speak for
some half an hour on this subject.

Can the Minister give the House any guarantee
that the matter is being actively pursued? I have
received a copy of the letter which was sent to the
NHMRC last July and I would have thought that
we would have had some response from the
NHMRC by now. What kind of response are we
likely to receive?

I remind the House that in 1974 the NHMRC
said we might as well sell the Tronado machine
for junk. Now, five years later, there is evidence
that there is some -value in its use for the
treatment of certain types of cancer. There has
been continued evidence in Western Australia
though not on a clinically acceptable trial basis.
This treatment is being used extensively
throughout the world. I draw attention to
Professor Stanford's statement that such a
prestigious body as the Medical Research Council
in England has a unit in the Royal Post-Graduate
Medical School at Hammersmith Hospital
devoted to work in this field.
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We have the Tronado machine here but people
in Government hospitals cannot receive treatment
from it. There is no facility within Government
hospitals for treatment by the Tronado machine.
Patients have to obtain treatment from private
hospitals and I understand many people have
done this.

I have correspondence from a number of people
explaining the benefits they have received from
this treatment. One letter was from a lady whose
husband came from England for the treatment.
She wrote on the 27th September expressing her
appreciation of the improvement in her husband's
health. There are many other cases such as this. I
do not have time to research or follow them up
but case arc quoted to me from time to time and
it is apparent that we are lucky indeed to have the
machine in Western Australia,

I am quite certain that some members could
stand up and say they knew of a person treated on
the Tronado machine and that person is now in
Karrakatta. That could be perfectly true. I am
not suggesting that all the people treated on the
Tronado machine have had completely successful
treatment. However, it appears that this
treatment is a very valuable palliative and it is
one which should be in use in Government
hospitals; if the results up to date mean anything.
When I say "what has happened to date', I
include what has h4ppened in the Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital itself and the action the board
of that hospital has taken.

I am sceptical about the NH.MRC. That
council was so scathing in its initial report in
1974, some~five years ago, that I am doubtful it
even wants to interest itself in the case at this
time. It is a matter for great regret that I say
that, and I have not said it without consideration,
but I believe there could be enough bias and
medical politics in the NHMRC for it to say,
"We arc not going to have anything further to do
with this Tronado machine."

What is the NHMRCs excuse for not taking
some action between the time of the request on
the 11Ith July and today's date? As far as I know
it has referred the matter to the relevant
subcommittee and nothing further has been done.
The council does not want to finish up with egg
on its face, and perhaps it feels that might be its
position. But if in the face of mounting evidence
the council needs to change its stand, it is big
enough to do just that. I believe and hope-I have
enough faith in the council-it will do that and
say, "There have been advances and changes, and
there is evidence of which we were not aware, and
we will now change our opinion."

Anyone who can change his opinion with
justification is a respected person, but people who
fly in the face of evidence and refuse to change
their opinion, purely because they do not want to
change it despite the evidence, can only be
despised and rejected.

I think there is a hold-up somewhere along the
line and it is a matter for great pity that the
machine is not being used in clinical trials in a
Government hospital by people who arc actively
interested in this field. Because of the increased
use of the machine-at 18 centres in America, on
the last count, at IHa mmersmith in England, and
elsewhere-there must be something in it. Why
should people in Western Australia not be
enjoying some of the benefits the machine could
provide? If it is no good, it should be laid to rest
once and for all. I believe we should not
disadvantage people who are forced to go to
Government hospitals and want to receive
treatment on the Tronado machine but who are
told by their doctors they cannot have it, although
a machine is available within the Government
system.

I will be quite content if in reply to the debate
the Minister is able to indicate to me that a move
is afoot by the NHMRC to carry out the work it
has been requested to do; or alternatively, if the
Minister feels the NHMRC has no intention of
doing anything about it, he might be able to make
another suggestion. I have indicated that some
people in this field are prepared to conduct
clinical trials, and if the Minister is able to say
that he thinks something like this could be done
because of the inactivity of the NI-MRC, I will
be happy to let the motion proceed this afternoon.

Mr JAMIESON: I formally second the motion.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Young

(Minister for Health).

FREMIANTLE-PERTH RAILWAY:
CLOSURE

Public Opposition: Suspension of Standing
Orders-Order Discharged

Order of the Day read for the resumption of the
debate, from the 23rd August, on the following
motion by Mr Davies (Leader of the
Opposition)-

That so much of Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable this
House to consider the motion "that the
Government should urgently reconsider and
suspend its decision to close the Perth-
Fremantle passenger railway service on
September 2 in the light of overwhelming
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public opposition to the closure as revealed
by the public opinion poll published in the
Daily News of Thursday, August 23, 1979."

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.03 p.m.): As the time for this
motion has long since passed, rather than seek to
amend it and continue the debate, which I would
be happy to do, I seek permission to have it
discharged from the notice paper. I move-

That the order be discharged.
Motion put and passed.
Order discharged.

COUNTRY AREAS WATER SUPPLY
AC!' AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 12th September.
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley--Minister for

Labour and Industry) [3.04 p.m.): It is now some
weeks since this Bill was introduced by the
member for Stirling. During the session we have
had a great deal of debate in connection with
water supplies and many of the ingredients of this
Bill were covered in motions moved by the
member for Warren and the member for Mt.
Marshall.

I can understand the concern of the member for
Stirling, because much of the area involved is in
the electorate lhe represents. When speaking to
the Bill he criticised not the clearing bans but the
lack of guidelines from the department. I have
explained earlier, and I do so again, that when the
blanket ban was thrown over the area about
which the member for Stirling is concerned the
guidelines were similar to those covering the
Wellington Dam catchment area which were put
into force in 1976. While they gave rise to a few
problems, the people involved realised that some
action must be taken.

Members will appreciate the need to watch the
salinity of streams, particularly those which can
be of benefit in the future. I do not think the
member for Stirling disagrees with that. Thc
guidelines set up were recommended initially by
the Water Resources Council, which comprised
experts in the field of water supplies and
agriculture, shire councillors, and farmers. The
setting up of the council was acclaimed by most
members of this House, who recognised the need
for it.

Mr H. D. Evans interjected.
M4r O'CONNOR: If the member for Warren is

talking about the immediate action, it was
recommended by the council and we; took it.

Mr H. D. Evans: There should have been an
interim period of 12 months in which to develop
proper guidelines.

Mr O'CONNOR: I was the Minister at the
time the action was taken, and although that
alternative was suggested, the council indicated
very clearly that immediate action should be
taken, without allowing an interim period in
which people would clear a lot of land to the
detriment of those streams.

Mr 1-1. D. Evans: That is exactly what
happened.

Mr O'CONNOR: People have cleared land
illegally. Surely the member for Warren is not
suggesting that had an interim period of 12
months been allowed people would no( have done
the same thing.

Mr H. D. Evans: They suggested a moratorium
while you got things sorted out, and that is what
you should have done.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Warren
does not know what the committee suggested to
the Minister. I do know because I was the
Minister at the time.

Mr Nanovich: Therefore he should not bring it
up.

Mr O'CONNOR: The council recommended
very clearly that in the interests of the salinity of
the streams action be taken immediately and a 12
months' moratorium be not given. The council
believed if the moratorium were given land
clearing would take place to the detriment of the
streams in the area. That was the
recommendation of the committee to me at the
time and I can only speak on that basis.

The guidelines were set up by a committee of
the Water Resources Council which was selected
after a great deal of consideration. It comprised
officers of the Department of Agriculture, the
Department of Conservation and Envireniment,
the Mines Department, the CSIRO, and farmers
and shire councillors.

No-one can say that the Government has been
rigid in applying the bans in these particular
areas. One has to look only at the Wellington
Dam area to see what has been done. After
examination, the Governmient has agreed to
clearing where it is acceptable. Clearing permits
have been granted, compensation -has been paid,
and compassion has been shown in most cases.
There have been sonic areas of difficulty, but
these were expected.

The member for Stirling said that it would be
difficult for a farmer going onto virgin lard if he
could not clear it. However, how much more
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difficult would it be for such a person to clear the
land only to find that in 10 years' time the salt
encroachment has ruined his farm? Consider the
money he would have wasted.

In the long term the Government's actions will
be in the interests of the people concerned. The
Government has looked at the situation of farms
which have been split up and where certain
sections can be cleared and certain sections
cannot. We are trying to organise the substitution
of Crown land for the land taken from the
farmers.

We know that the clearing bans have caused
disruption and hurt to a number of people, and we
are sorry about that. However, if we had not
taken such action, there would have been
disruption and hurt in the long term to the whole
of the State because of the effect of salinity on
our water resources.

Any Government would show responsibility in
this area, and if the Opposition members were on
this side of the House, they would realise the
necessity to take action to protect the areas
involved for the long term. If we do not act
responsibly now we could be in terrible trouble in
the future. Our climatic conditions cause many
problems that are not experienced in other States.

We must be careful to preserve this most
precious resource. The member for Stirling
suggested a full trial of the Whittington
interceptor bank system. I have never criticised
this system, but members must remember that it
has been tried in various parts of the State for 30
years. Many thousands of acres have been
converted to this system under the guidance of Mr
Whittington. Surely the system has had a
sufficient trial to give us an indication of its
efficiency. Certain people have indicated they
have benefited from it, and I do not disregard that
fact, but surely the Government could obtain
guidance from the millions of dollars already
spent on this system rather than expend more
funds on further trials.

The member for Stirling suggested also that we
should repeal the provision which allows the
Government, by notice, to extend the area of
control. I can tell the honourable member that the
Government is not considering extending the area
of control, but if the Government has this
particular power, it can eliminate the danger of
irresponsible clearing and the necessity ror the
Government or future Governments to act in the
interests of the community as a whole if it feels
some unnecessary action is being taken.

Another suggestion putt forward by the
honourable member was that we should remove

the necessity for landowners to apply for a licence
to clear timber from windrows or regrown areas.
In most such cases approval has been given, but
we must be careful that we do not allow the
removal of very advanced regrowth, particularly
in some of these delicately balanced areas. Where
there is advanced regrowth that is helping to
restrict and contain salt encroachment, it would
be very unwise to give permission to clear it. This
is particularly so where several thousand acres are
concerned.

Mr Stephens: In that area of the State there
would not be any regrowth areas of several
thousand acres in one farm block.

Mr O'CONNOR: Where there is no problem
the Government does give approval. However,
surely it is is in the interests of everyone for the.
Government to ensure that any action taken is not
detrimental to the area as a whole. If we were to
act irresponsibly and the salinity increased, quite
rightly we would be criticised by the people in the
area. We know that the member for Collie is
concernied about a very delicate area in his
electorate.

Mr T. H. Jones: Unfortunately the problem has
not yet been rectified.

Mr O'CONNOR: I know, and if we let the
salinity increase further, the member for Collie
would complain bitterly.

Mr T. H. Jones: You could be a little easier
with the money.

Mr O'CONNOR: When I was the Minister for
Water Supplies, I received requests from certain
people in this area. I felt sympathetic to them.
and as the member knows I looked into the
problem. However, after certain matters were
explained to mre, despite the sympathy I felt, I
was unable to accede to the requests.

In my opinion licences should not normally be
issued to clear the land where there is advanced
regrowth. Normally licences are granted annually
for poisoning, and I would have no objection to an
extension of the period in certain cases.

The member for Stirling commented on the
subject of fees for the issue of licences. It is not
anticipated that these will be charged, although at
some future stage this might happen.

The member for Stirling also said that when a
licence is refused the reasons for that refusal
should be given in writing. I inform him the
reasons for refusal are included in a letter to the
applicant.

The provision relating to an appeals tribunal
does not seem to fulfil a useful purpose. The
member wants an appeal to go to a tribunal
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rather than to the Minister. He has suggested a
tribunal composed of three members appointed by
the Minister, one of whom is to be a shire
president and one of whom is to be a farmer.
However, one must remember that this would
involve 24 people altogether because the
catchment areas are under the control of various
local authorities: I8 shires, five catchment areas,
plus the other area. There would not be a
continuity of operation because all the members
of the tribunal would not know what was
happening in other areas.

Mr Stephens: They would-certainly know what
went on in their own particular area-that is the
significance of the provision.

Mr O'CONNOR: A problem could arise where
a shire president is friendly with an applicant for
a permit. In such cases it would be very difficult
for him to refuse an application. Also, a tribunal
composed of 24 individuals would be most
unwieldy.

Presently we have an appeals committee a
member of which is Mr T. Smith, the Deputy
Director of the Department of Agriculture and a
gentleman who should know a little about the
problems in the area. Another member of the
committee is Mr A. Wall. a farmer, and President
of the Cranbrook Shire Council.

Therefore, we have most of what the member
suggests represented by those two members alone:
He has suggested three members, one of whom
should be a farmer, one of whom should be a shire
president, and one of whom should be appointed
by the Government. The existing committee has a
member appointed by the Government-the
Deputy Director of Agriculture. It also has Mr
Ward, who is a farmer and shire president, which
covens the other aspects mentioned by the
member for Stirling. The existing committee
includes Dr Mulcahy, a research scientist with
great expertise in this field.

Therefore I feel the present system is a good
one. It provides an opportunity for people
adversely affected to come to the Government and
be treated as fairly as is possible. Where problems
arise, in the interests of the community we will
have to let the people concerned know. However,
they are treated as fairly as possible.

Under those circumstances the
recommendations of the member for Stirling have
not a lot of merit. I oppose the Bill.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) [3.21 P.m.]: The
Minister was hard pressed to defend the position
in which the Government has placed itself in
respect of its original legislation, which the
member for Stirling seeks to amend by this Bill.

The Bill contains three aspects. The member
for Stirling seeks firstly to allow clearing of
regrowth on certain land-windrowing regrowth
and the like-without having to make application
and pay a fee for a licence. Secondly he seeks to
set up an appeals tribunal. Thirdly be seeks an
optional reference to a compensation court; and I
do not think the Minister referred to this aspect at
all.

The Government has studiously avoided the
question of compensation, and I must confess it
does not appear to have come to grips with the
main problem, which is the need for proper
compensation evaluation. To make it clear to the
Minister right from the outset, the guidlines
established by the council-as explained to the
Farmers' Union by his colleague in another
place--clearly suggested that a moratorium
should be imposed for a period of 12 months,
during which time proper control measures should
be introduced. The Minister now has the temerity
to say that policy was not rigid, and it contains
the opportunity for the Government to change its
stance in respect of a number of difficulties
arising out of clearing bans. But the reason for
the bans has been changed.

The council might be expert, but it did not
know anything about the problems which were
occurring. It did not even know the extent of the
Warren catchment area, let alone who lived on it
and the individual problems confronting farmers.

Since then a rezoning has occurred and four
separate zones have been established to replace
the original blanket zone. Secondly, an endeavour
has been made to ascertain the precise position of
individual farmers. That was not even
contemplated until recently, and the Government
is trying to make a virtue out of a colossal
blundr-a sheer unprecipitated piece of
expediency. The Government's efforts to restore
the situation are almost unbelievable. I suppose
the Government is following the philosophy of
Hitler: That if one uses a blatant lie of sufficient
enormity, one is believed. However, the affair has
been unbelievably badly managed; and while the
Minister suggests the Opposition may have taken
somewhat similar measures in the circumstances,
certainly the Opposition would not have gone
about resolving the situation in the way the
Government has.

I can refer to a number of specifics. I have a
question on today's notice paper regarding
whether preferential treatment will be given to
farmers who are no longer viable or will not be
viable as far as the release of future conditional-
purchase land is concerned.
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Mr O'Connor: I commented on that.
Mr H. D. EVANS: Yes. Is it the intention of

the Government to give preference to the
applications of farmers in that position?

Mr O'Connor: We are holding discussions with
the Lands Department and looking closely at a
system. To answer your question: Yes, we are
trying to do something about the matter and I
think we can. We must look at the applications in
conjunction with the Land Act to see what can be
done and how it can be done. I think it can be
done.

Mr H. D. EVANS: If it is successful, that will
be an immense step forward. Several farmers
have bought conditional-purchase land in water
catchment areas, knowing they will not be able to
clear sufficient land to make it a viable operation.
If this is done on a schematic basis, many of those
farmers will be able to have viable operations.

I turn now to the question of compensation and
what is to be done about injurious effect, as
distinct from the precise area of land which
cannot be cleared. This is a matter to which the
Government has given no reply; and the answers
to questions simply state that the amount of
compensation has regard to the future earning
capacity of the land. That is just not so, because
no suggestion has been made that th future
earning ability of a piece of land is considered in
the overall effect on individual farms. If a farmer
can clear only 400 of his 1 000 acres, there is no
way he will be able to make a go out of that piece
of land. Further explanation is required by the
Minister in that regard.

I will not reflect upon the Whittington
system-although the Minister did touch upon
it-because the opportunity will arise, possibly
later this afternoon, to speak on the matter in
connection with a motion moved by the member
for Mt. Marshall, who undoubtedly will have
something to say in the light of the fact that a
report has been brought down and kindly
distributed by the Minister in another place. That
report was prepared by Professor Holmes of
Flinders University. A subsequent motion on the
notice paper will permit detailed discussion of
that report.

On the question of an appeals tribunal, the
Minister has gone out of his way to point out that
such a tribunal exists. An appeal of some sort is
allowed, but the appeal body has no power and
may only make recommendations to the Minister.
This is a matter about which farmers in the area
concerned have voiced strong resentment. That is
the reason the member for Stirling included this
matter in his Bill.

Mr Stephens: The existing body is only an
advisory committee and has no teeth whatsoever.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is correct.
Incidentally, that was another hastily introduced
modification of the brilliantly conceived
guidelines of the expert Water Resources Council,
which led the Government to make its original
decision.

The Minister suggested the committee would
be too unwieldly if it included the members
referred to by the member for Stirling. However,
at least the matter should be given a little more
consideration than has been extended to it so far.
The land board makes specific provision for the
president of the local authority area, or his
deputy, to be represented on any land tribunal in
that local authority area.

There is the precedent of a pastoral review
committee of which every pastoralist in the
area under review was a member on the occasion
when his property was being examined. That was
not too unwieldy. It was a measure which received
widespread acceptance. The principle could be
extended to this type of appeal tribunal.

The suggestion should be examined much more
closely than this Bill appears to have been
examined by the Government. The courtesy of
evaluating properly the operation of such a
tribunal should have been extended to the
member for Stirling. There is one thing certain: it
is necessary to have a better form of appeal than
has been provided so far. There is no way that an
affected farmer could feel secure and feel that he
is being accorded fair treatment under the
provisions of the Act.

For this reason, the measure of the member for
Stirling deserves greater examination than has
been given to it at present.

The question of compensation, which the
Minister skirted so carefully, is one that has not
been resolved yet. There have been several sales;
but in the main the number pending far exceeds
the auctions that have been finalised. The option
of appealing to a compensation court is a fair one.
There is no reason it should not be so. It applies in
many other areas and there can be no reason for
denying it in this area.

The Minister made reference to the large areas
of regrowth it might be desirable to retain. Once
again, the lack of research is evident. In how
much of the affected catchment areas has there
been regrowth? The only satisfactory statistics in
relation to the legislation in the first place came
from the Farmers' Union.

Surely the Government cannot expect the
Farmers' Union to do all its research. There was
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not a single set of figures provided at the time the
guidelines were made known other than those
provided by the Farmers' Union. That is a
shocking indictment of a Government. It shows
how little research has been carried out on this
matter.

While the Minister might have a fair criticism
if the area referred to is as extensive as he thinks
it could be, let him give facts and figures and base
his arguments upon them. It would be a
refreshing change if the Minister could do that.
He has not been able to do so to the present time.

I do not want to traverse the ground that I have
covered already in relation to a motion. It was
quite clear that the action of the Government was
reprehensible and ill-conceived on that occasion.
The member for Stirling's Bill should have been
reviewed or referred to an expert body for
assessment before being cast aside by the
Minister.

Before sweeping aside the first aspect of reform
that the member for Stirling wants in connection
with the possible areas of regrowth that might
exist, does the Minister know what areas of
regrowth do exist?

Mr O'onnor: No, and neither does the
honourable member.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is quite right.
Mr O'Connor: But it gave them the opportunity

to have a look, and they are quite happy. That
was not your question. No, I do not know.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister does not
know the extent of the catchmnent area s, Ict alone
the names of the people.

Mr O'Connor: Yes, I do.
Mr H. D. EVANS: Why have the guidelines

been changed? They did not know the people who
were on the catchment areas and who would have
been affected.

This is another indication of the lack of basic
research to obtain the vital information that
previously was supplied by the Farmers' Union.

Mr O'Connor: You asked a question: do I know
the people. Of course I do not; and neither do you.

Mr H. D. EVA NS: I he point I go on with from
there is that the Minister and the Government
should have obtained from the department the
necessary research so that the Parliament had a
clear picture of what was going on.

Mr O'Con;;or: They worked on the areas
involved, rather than the individuals who are
there.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The last area worked on
was the total south-wesk of Western Australia.

That is how much individual research was carried
out.

Mr O'Connor: The total south-west was not
included in the amendment put through by the
Water Resources Council.

Mr Ht. D. EVANS: The point I am making is
that no specific research was carried out on the
points I have enumerated. There should have been
detailed research. The Government should be in a
position to know the effect that this clause would
create, but the Minister does not. This is the
continuing saga of the whole concept and history
of the matter.

The Government has been forced to retrieve the
situation a little. It has modified its stand. It had
to do that because of the pressure put on it at
meetings in the area. It has brought about a form
of appeal through a committee. That is only
because of the pressure brought against the
Government, nut because it was good legislation,
and not because it was well thought out and
researched thoroughly. It was because of the
pressure that followed the introduction of the
guidelines.

The Government can
handling the Bill that has
member for Stirling in the

take no credit for
been brought in by the
way it has.

MR MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [3.37 p.m.]:
In giving my support to the measure before the
House, I want to make a few comments in respect
af several of the statements made by the Minister
a few minutes ago.

First of all, I believe that when the amending
legislation was brought to the House the
Government had not taken the farmers concerned
into consultation. It had not had discussions with
them to ascertain their attitudes and to obtain
their co-operation in an effort to provide some
measures which could be of benefit in retaining or
holding back the increasing salinity. That would
have given the farmers an opportunity to continue
clearing on their properties, instead of having the
confrontation, arguments, and biad feelings that
were generated. These things could have been
avoided if the farmers had tbeen consulted. If
there had been discussion of the whole problem in
great detail before the measure was brought to
the House, those argumtnts and confrontation
could have been avoided.

I do not think members could find any farmers
who would not express their concern about the
increasing salinity probkmis. We arc all aware
that salinity is a major problem in this State. We
are all aware there is a need for measures to
control it and to reduce it. There is a nced for the
salinity levels to be brought to the point we all
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desire. It has to be done on a co-operative basis
with all coneerrted--departmentaI officers, the
Government, and Farmers working together
without confrontation or dissension in an
endeavour to arrive at a system which would
bring about a. relationship which all desire, rather
than resorting to litigation, having bad feeling,
and so on.

From the comments made by the Minister, it is
quite obvious he is not fully familiar with the
operations of certain projects which have been
applied, and applied effectively, in many areas of
the State. He spoke about millions of dollars
having been spent on interceptor banks. That is
untrue.

Mr H. D. Evans: When was the First
interceptor bank established?

Mr MePHARLIN: Mr Whittington initiated
the banks and was experimenting on his own
property some 30 to 35 years ago. It has not been
until the last 15 years or so that the effectiveness
of the banks has been proven and been followed
up in various places extending over a wide area of
the State. I would definitely question whether
millions of dollars have been involved. There has
been a considerable amount of money invested,
but I doubt whether it would be in the region the
Minister indicated.

It is quite obvious that many members in this
House, including Ministers, know nothing at all
about this matter. They have never been out and
studied the system in detail; they have never seen
it in operation; they have never seen the
effectiveness of it. I will deal more with the
Whittington interceptor system when my motion,
which is next on the notice paper, is debated.I
shall go into the system in some detail and show
that some members who have spoken about this
matter do not know what they are talking about.

Over the years we have seen salinity increase.
We have not seen many control measures which
have been effective in the curtailment of the
spread of salinity, and we have reached a situation
of alarming proportions. Salinity is a major
problem, not only for the farmers but also for the
effect it has on our total water supplies. It is
indeed a very serious and major problem.

Recently I attended a seminar held at WAIT.
It was titled "Agriculture and the Environment of
Western Australia". There was a very good
attendance, with the majority of people being
farmers. It did appear the theme of the papers
presented was, in effect, critical of the
agricultural industries and their clearing of land.
The papers presented claimed this was producing
an increasing salinity problem in many areas. At

times there was some objection and hostility to
what was said.

It appears the methods which have been
advocated over the years have niot been effective,
otherwise we would not have reached this
situation; we would not be in a position where we
are talking about compensation to farmers and
reforestation.

I make this offer to all members of the House: I
will take any member at any time in my own car
and show him not one but 50 different instances
where the interceptor bank system is effective. It
is easy for members to sit here and listen and
perhaps smile at what is said, but my offer is
serious.

Mr H-. D. Evans: Has any alternative method
been successful anywhere else in the world?!

Mr McPHARLIN: I have heard it said that in
certain areas the planting of trees and grass and
the contouring of land has been effective: but I
have yet to see any of those methods anywhere
near as effective as the deeper interceptor bank
system.

I will speak in some detail about contour banks
and interceptor banks when we debate the next
motion on the notice paper. There is a big
difference between the two which many people do
not seem to understand-Certainly not the
member for Roe.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.03 p.m.
Mr MePHARLIN: A little while ago I referred

to a seminar I attended recently at WAIT. I do
not intend to go into great detail, but one of the
papers presented by two officers of the Public
Works Department contained the following
statement-

The technique of partial reforestation of a
catchrnent to restore water quality is
essentially untried and the benefits cannot be
accurately assessed on present technical
knowledge.

There is a great need for
undertaken to establish
reforestation of a number
control salinity.

more research to be
the necessity for

of areas in order to

A system should be implemented in the
catchment areas which co-ordinates the clearing
of tile land with a system of banking. A plan
could be drawn up whereby Farmers could be
allowed to clear a percentage of their properties
and install a banking system also. Bioth of the
problems would be met in that way. It is certainly
worth trying. I shall say more about this matter
when we deal with the next motion which is No. 3
on the notice paper., because that refers
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particularly to the matter and to the Batalling
Creek. The banking system could be used along
with land clearing and the problems of salinity in
the particular areas referred to would be
alleviated.

Increasing salinity is a matter of grave concern.
Many areas are being affected more and more
each year and there is a great need for effective
measures to be applied.

It will take a long time for reforestation to
become effective in this regard. It is possible that
by the time reforestation is achieved the problem
of salinity could be extremely serious in a dam
such as the Wellington Dam. The problem could
become so serious that the supply of water could
be cut and the salinity could reach dangerous
levels. Better methods must be found.

The method I have referred to is one which is
worth trying. It could be effective in the
catchment areas we are discussing at the present
time.

This measure has my full support.
MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [4.07 p.m.]: I

should like to say a few words on this very
important matter. I shall confine my remarks to a
specific area.

The member for Warren and other members
who have spoken on this Bill indicated the concept
of it and the desirability for this amending
legislation to be placed on the Statute book.

My main area of complaint is one which was
not attended to correctly and relates to clearing of
scrub. I have raised this matter with the Minister
by way of deputation and inspections.

In a number of areas and, in particular, in the
area I represent, scrub is taking over from clover
in the catchment area. Numerous representations
have been made by farmers in and around the
Collie district complaining that they cannot
obtain a permit to clear undergrowth. In the long
term, of course, if clearing does not take place the
scrub will take over from the clover.

One farmer in particular is thinking of selling
out. He sees the dangers which are arising. He is
a sheep farmer. In the long term he believes no
area will be available for growing crops. Anyone
who has experience in growing pastures knows
that unless farmers can keep scrub and
undergrowth under control, in the long run it will
take over from the pasture.

As the Minister knows, all the attempts I have
made to rectify the matter as a result of
representations from farmers have failed.

We have appealed to the Public Works
Department under the provisions of the Act to

have another look at its decision with a view to
relenting and perhaps allowing minor clearing of
scrub to take place. Unfortunately, to M~y
knowledge, no approval has been granted.

This is a matter of great concern. I realise the
salinity problem is one which we must all face up
to. I realise the problems facing the farmers in the
catchment areas and, therefore, I support the Bill.

We should rethink the matter, because it is
causing Financial problems to many farmers
throughout Western Australia. Unless the
provisions contained in the Act are relaxed they
will have the effect in the long term of putting
some farmers out of business and that is not in the
best interests of Western Australia.

I realise the importance of control; however, I
want to make a plea to the Minister and point out
to him that it is time these provisions were
relaxed, otherwise the final result is evident.
Pastures will cease to be available. This will mean
farmers will be forced off their properties.

I support the Bill.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [4.10 p.m.]:

Before proceeding any further with this Bill I
think we ought to have your ruling, Mr Speaker,
as to whether it is properly before the House. I
have no qualms about any of the comments which
have been made being desirable but if we are to
debate legislation we must be sure that when it is
finally approved it will stand the test of law. I
draw your attention to page 4 of the Bill which
reads as follows-

Each member shall be entitled to receive
such remuneration and or allowances as the
Minister may determine from time to time.
In making such determination the Minister
shall take into account the capacity in which
each member was appointed or elected.

I also draw your attention to the Constitutions
Acts Amendment Act, section 8, on page 70 of
our Western Australian Acts relating to
Parliament. It reads as follows-

A vote, resolution or a Bill for the
appropriation of revenue or moneys shall not
be passed unless the purpose of the
appropriation has in the same session been
recommended by message of the Governor to
the Legislative Assembly.

I do not know of any Message which has come
forth with this and obviously it gives the direction
to the Minister that he shall pay these people on
the board. I ask for &our ruling, Mr Speaker.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: I have given some

consideration to this matter. It is true that the
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Constitution says that no such Bill shall be
considered for which a Message has not been
presented during that session. There are times
when the House does consider legislation prior to
a Message being received, but that is still within
the rules. I am convinced that the passage of this
legislation would place an impost on the Crown
and I am also or the view that there is not likely
to be a Message coming forward. I therefore rule
the Bill out of order.

WATER SUPPLY CATCHMENT
AREAS: SALINITY

Whittington Interceptor Bank: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 12th September, on
the following motion by Mr McPharlin-

(1) That in the opinion of this House the
Government should immediately provide
finance to enable a full-scale trial of the
Whittington interceptor bank system in
at least one of the water catchment
areas which are the subject of clearing
restrictions under the Country Areas
Water Supply Act Amendment Act
1978.

(2) The planning of the trial to be on a
catchment area of a tributary creek
under the supervision of Mr Harry
Whittington in co-operation with the
Public Works Department, the
Department of Agri~ulture and the
farmers concerned.

MRl CRANE (Moore) 14.13 p.m.]: Some time
has passed since the adjournment of this motion.
There has been much discussion on the
Whittington interceptor bank system Over the last
few years and at times it has been discussed
emotionally. The Whittington interceptor bank
system is based on two hypotheses.

The first is that water moves approximately one
metre below the surface laterally and runs down
into the hollows and causes flooding. The second
is that the amount of water which moves directly
down into the deep valleys has no significant
effect on causing salt to break through to the
surface. Scientific experiments carried out by the
CSIRO, and the Department of Agriculture and
others suggest that it is very likely that these
hypotheses are incorrect. Also at WISALTS
meetings throughout the country it is usually
stated that a hard sole develops under the surface
of the soil and this of course prevents downward
movement of the water and causes lateral
movement.

We have evidence in Australia that these so-
called hard soles are often discovered in virgin
country in the changing soil types, and are not
necessarily formed as a result of cultivation. It is
interesting to note also that this lateral movement
of water has been shown in experiments in the
Corrigin area. The water there moves laterally 26
metres a year. This could not suggest that it is
causing much problem. In the wheatbelt area the
movement is 0.5 to ive metres a year and in the
Perth sandy areas it is 326 metres a year or 0.9
metres per week. This suggests that there is
lateral movement at varying rates according to
soil type.

It is quite obvious that this lateral movement of
water as claimed by Mr Whittington will not have
the effect of causing a salt problem. It should be
noted that water sinking directly down into the
soil is moving at 50 times the rate of its lateral
movement. In other words, it moves 16 300
metres per year.

The Department of Agriculture, the CSIRO,
and the PWD engineers have all steadfastly stuck
by their theory that salt is caused through
hydraulic pressure causing the water table to rise
to the surface. This is where there is hydraulic
pressure and the water rises to a depth of
approximately two metres from the surface.

From my own experiences I have always
believed that what has happened there suggests
that salting does occur. Many years ago when I
was clearing my own property-it was virgin
bush-and when I was drilling for water over a
large area of the farm I could usually find water
at a depth of 30 feet. It was very salty water. It
could not be used for stock. This water table is
still rising and I can still see the water in the bore
holes. It has risen to within six feet of the surface,
and even less at some times. This suggests the
claim of the scientists that hydraulic pressure
forces the water upwards to the surface is correct.

As a result of pressure on the Government,
experiments with the Whittington interceptor
banks system were continued on the property of
Mr John Keast at Quairading. The system was
constructed under the supervision of Mr
Whittington and paid for by the Government. The
Department of Agriculture had its own system
adjacent to this area to check floodwater. The
department was using its own theories on how to
control salt and has been advising farmers for
many years.

It is interesting to note we have been waiting
for a report from Professor J1. W. Holmes who
was commissioned by the Western Australian
Government to evaluate the Whittington
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interceptor bank trials. It was only yesterday that
the report was tabled in the House, and I have
here a copy of it. We have been waiting for the
report and would not be tempted to spend the
money, as suggested in the motion by the member
for Mt. Marshall, to carry out a full-scale trial. I
believe the Government was very wise to wait for
the report before committing itself to any further
trials.

It is interesting to note that on page 24 of the
report Professor Holmes said-

I recommend that the trial on Batalling
Ck. should now be terminated. It has served
a useful purpose of demonstration, in a direct
fashion, that the general thecory held by
PWD engineers, CSIRO scientists,
Department of Agriculture soil physicists and
agriculturists is correct.

The report
contrary to
been put
Whittington

by Professor Holmes is completely
some of the arguments which have
forward by supporters of the

scheme.
Professor Holmes is considered one of the

world's most eminent scientists in the field of
salinity problems. He is the most prominent in
Australia, and he would have had in addition to
his own inspection of the area all the data of the
monitoring which has been conducted by the
Department of Agriculture in this trial area over
the last few months. I might mention that 95
bores were sunk over the trial area at 40 different
sites. The bores were cased and tested by officers
of the soil research and survey branch, and the
results collated would have been available to
Professor Holmes.

I will leave the Whittington bank system for
the moment and turn to what I believe is the
correct theory in relation to combating salt. It
supports what our scientists have always claimed;
that is, that salinity is caused by the water table
rising in the valleys.

I recently attended a field day at Watheroo on,
the property of the Scott brothers, where very
deep drains, about 6 feet deep and 6 feet wide on
average, have been constructed by an excavator.
The theory was that the hollows would be
drained, thus retaining the land for further
cropping. The experiment has been in progress for
over 12 months and the results are quite
staggering. I saw some of the drains being
constructed on the day I visited the property. The
water which is flowing out of them suggests the
old theories of the Department of Agriculture
have stood the test of time, and in some areas
where drains were constructed last year crop has
been grown on ground which had been given over

to salt for many years. The results are staggering
and I would suggest that members journey to
Watheroo to have a look at the experiments which
are being conducted at the expense of the
property owners.

it is of great concern to me that so much money
has been spent in some areas by farmers who have
placed their faith in one system; that is, the
Whittington interceptor bank system. I believe in
a few years' time it will be shown this system is
not as effective as many people claim it to be, and
there will be many soreheaded farmers who have
spent a great deal of their hard cash in
constructing these expensive banks when in most
instances the same effect could have been
achieved by putting in ordinary contour banks.

On page 26 of his report Professor Holmes is
quite generous in his comments. He says in effect
we should not be looking at only one system. He
says in no uncertain terms that an effective
lowering of the water table in salt-affected
locations is the only answer to the problem. This
is what is happening on the Scott property at
Watheroo. The water table is effectively being
lowered and thousands of gallons a minute are
running out of the drains. It has to be seen to be
believed.

Professor Holmes goes on to say-
The direct attack is therefore to install

deep drains and to be able to dispose safely
of the saline, drainage water. An indirect
method of management could be to establish
again a woodland community upon strategic
landscape locations, and so to attempt to
return the valley and slope hydrology to its
pristine condition.

These two methods, in principle, should
not be regarded as competitors, and it would
be unfortunate if their respective protagonists
conceived of themselves as competitors. Each
can have its place, and the choice would
probably depend upon whether reclamation
of salt-affected land or protection of the
quality of stream water is the predominating
need. Decisions of this kind should ultimately
rest upon the advice of the professional
engineers and scientists.

Those are very wise words. We have our engineers
and scientists. It has been said they are not giving
the correct advice but the results have
overwhelmingly proved that their advice has been
sound. Professor Holmes says-

Those others who wish to enter this arena,
bearing their motives of concern for the
environment, or any other interest whatever
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it may be, should be willing to abide by
professional standards of accountability.

One day someone will have to account for the
enormous sums of money which have been spent
in the wheatbelt in the last year or so putting in
very expensive banks which in most cases will not
produce the desired result. Professor Holmes
continues-

Bad advice, tendered for laudable motives,
remains bad advice. Its translation into
practice and its capture of men's ideas, for
the time being, must emerge, sooner or later,
as a bad service to a community that deserves
better.

I believe this report has come out in good time
and I sincerely hope many people will avail
themselves of the opportunity to study it, because
bad advice will always remain bad advice and the
farmlands of Western Australia need nothing but
the best.

I do not criticise the enthusiasm of the
WISALTS group or any other group which is
keen to work towards the reclamation of salt-
affected land. I believe those groups should be
encouraged and, despite arguments to the
contrary, the Dcpartment of Agriculture has co-
operated in every possible way. This is
substantiated by the trials I mentioned earlier.

I cannot in any way support this motion
because the report of Professor Holmes shows in
no uncertain way that further expense on this
system would be absolutely wasted. I believe we
should stick to our better farming
methods-contour banks by all means and
interceptor banks which could be used to
advantage to carry some of the stormwater down
into the valley, and arrest lateral seepage to
prevent flooding.

However, it would be a sad state of affairs
indccd if anyone were to be fooled into thinking
this is a panacea for all our SAL land ills.' Any
persons who encourage this type of thinking
should be ashamed of themselves. As I said
earlier, I have many problems with salt on my
own property, and I have stuck fairly religiously
to the methods of the Department of Agriculture,
which has conducted experiments on my farm. In
the main I have followed the department's
recommendations. I think it is a sound and solid
principle to do that.

I am most concerned that so much money
should be spent and so much country used on
proceeding with a system of salt control which has
not been proved under test, [I is of interest to note
that aerial photographs of Mr Whittington's
property, while showing that erosion has been

contained, show no evidence at all that salt land
has been reclaimed. If anyone can produce
photographs which show otherwise, they should
be brought to this place and tabled. I understand
such photographs do not exist.

Mr T. H. Jones: Have you visited Mr
Whittington's property yourself?)

Mr CRANE: No, but I have seen reports. I
have not visited many places, along with many
other people who seem to be authorities on all
parts of the world.

Mr T. H. Jones: In other words, you are not
well informed.

Mr CRANE: I think I am well informed on
this matter. I have years of practical experience
with salt land. I have had to pay for my own
mistakes, and in my experience this is the quickest
way to learn.

Mr Stephens: You will pay for another one
soon.

Mr CRANE: No, I will not.
I believe some- members of this House would

advance this system for their own political ends.
They would suggest farmers should be held to
ransom and made to spend money on a system
which has been proven to be not as effective as it
is claimed to be.

I cannot support the motion. I do not need to
table the report, because it was tabled yesterday. I
can only recommend that all people who support
the scheme take home the report and read it
carefully.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.32 p.m.1: I
would like to make a few remarks in support of
the motion. I am amazed by comments made by
the member for Moore, who has just resumed his
seat. He spent most of his time attacking the
Whiittington interceptor bank system. but at one
time he said those using it should be encouraged.
Normally he sits on the fence, but this time it is a
matter of having two bob each way.

On the other hand, I will be definite and say I
believe the Government has a responsibility to
prove whether the system is right or wrong, not
from a theoretical approach, but from a practical
approach. That is the basic principle of this
motion.

It was said by a previous speaker in another
debate that the Minister made the point about the
tremendous amount of money that has been
invested by farmers in instituting the Whittington
interceptor bank concept. For that reason I
believe it is absolutely essential thiat the concept
be proven; and there is only one way to do it in
the light of the controversy that has existed for
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many years. The only way to prove the system is
to give it a full-scale field trial, which is suggested
in the motion.

Mr Crane: Against the recommendation of
Professor Holmes.

Mr STEPHENS: I am coming to him. A report
by Professor Holmes was tabled recently. Yes, he
produced some definite conclusions which were
read out by the member for Moore. However, on
page 8 of his report he refers to the available
literature concerning the salt land problem, and
he gives some quotations. Then he says-

These quotations have been included in
this review to show that all the elements of
the present-day policy of the Department of
Agriculture, for management and
reclamation of the saline soils, were explicit
in Teakle's work (and others too, including
Burvill's and S. T. Smith's). Furthermore,
the descriptive theory given by Teakle is
accepted now.

The theory is indeed accepted, but there is
nothing to substantiate it. On page 9 of his report,
Professor Holmes said-

The lack of quantitative calculations in the
work of the 1920 to 1950 period has been
made good in recent years, and the
descriptive theory has been substantiated.
But there have been some errors.

Presumably the errors were in the theory. Once
again, it is a matter of theorising and not
achieving a practical result. On page 15 we find
the following-

My reading and re-reading (I would like to
emphasise that I have had a professional and
working interest in this problem for more
than 20 years) confirms my view that the
research has been, and is, on a sound and
correct basis, with one exception. Statements
that there can be no significant input of
water or salts to the valley bottoms by the
mechanism of a "rising water table", must be
regarded as false at this stage.

Once again, he is referring to theories and their
interpretation, and an assessment of whether they
are right or wrong.

So no practical test to prove the benefits or
otherwise of the Whittington interceptor bank
system has been initiated on a broad scale by an
independent authority. As opposed to the
comments made by Professor Holmes, and his
frequent reference to theories, I would like to
mention a few practical situations as they were
related to me by farmers. I refer first of all to the
Mt. Marshall electorate, which I travelled about

four months ago. Farmers indicated to me they
had implemented the Whittington interceptor
bank concept on a small scale and after four or
five years of trial they were so convinced of its
effectiveness that they were extending their
installations.

Mr Crane: How much rain has fallen in that
area in the last four or five years?

Mr STEP-HENS: I do not know. I am quoting
the remarks of farmers, who know their farms
and their own situations. That is an area in the
dry country.

I now turn to my electorate. A farmer has had
a salt problem for about 10 years. He has
religiously followed the advice of the Department
of Agriculture in an endeavour to overcome the
problem. The net result of the implementation of
the department's advice has been a continuation
of the salt problem, and trees have continued to
die. In other words, the net effect was nil and the
degradation of land was continuing.

Last April that farmer saw a similar problem
developing on another area of his farm, so he
implemented the Whittington interceptor bank
concept. It cost him $14 an acre to implement the
system over the area involved. I spoke to him only
a fortnight ago and in the six months in which the
banks have been installed he has been so
impressed with the regeneration that is occurring
on the land that he is making plans to extend the
area next season.

On another farm a few miles away, but once
again in the higher rainfall area-I would say in
the 28-inch area-bad salt scalding occurred, and
the farmer spent $5 000 on Whittington
interceptor banks. This work also was carried out
in April this year.

I spoke to that farmer on that night two weeks
ago and he was so impressed with the
improvement which had taken place over the last
six months that he, too, had made plans to extend
the area of interceptor banks on his property next
season. These are both successful and competent
farmers who have made this assessment. I know
them personally. I do not claim to know
personally the farmer I mentioned from the Mt.
Marshall electorate.

For those reasons I believe we must give the
system a full-scale trial to see whether it can be
usefully employed for water harvesting and
agriculture so they can be complementary to each
other. The amount of money involved, whether is
it $200 000 or $500 000, would provide a lot
cheaper solution to the problem than the one
rammed through by the Government.
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It seems to me the Government sees no
question-marks about the salinity problems with
respect to the extension of bauxite mining; but
when it comes to the farming community in the
south-west of the State the Government considers
that water supplies are being put at risk and its
heavy hand descends. One could be forgiven for
thinking that perhaps one should not push around
the multi-nationals but that one can push around
the farmers.

Farmers have a vote and we will see the results
of that vote in the forthcoming election. I support
the motion.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [4.42 p.m.J: We
have to get back to the motion before the Chair.
The member for Moore spoke of the report that
has been received from Professor Holmes but
made little reference to the wording of the motion
and what the member for Mt. Marshall is seeking
to do. We have to bear in mind the context of the
motion which reads as follows-

(1) That in the opinion of this House the
Government should immediately provide
finance to enable a full-scale trial of the
Whittington interceptor bank system in
at least one of the water catchment
areas which are the subject of clearing
restrictions under the Country Areas
Water Supply Act Amendment Act
1978.

(2) The planning of the trial to be on a
catchment area or tributary creek under
the supervision of Mr Harry
Whittington in co-operation with the
Public Works Department, the
Department of Agriculture and the
farmers concerned.

In his opinion, and in my opinion, Mr
Whittington has not been given sufficient finance
to conduct a satisfactory trial.

If anyone were to visit Batalling Creek and talk
to the farmers involved he would learn that the
farmers have nothing but praise for the method.
Members can speak to Mr Max Ewan who is the
secretary of the local branch of the Liberal Party
in Darkan and who is one of those full of praise
for the system at Batalling Creek, limited as it is.
He is not a member of the National Country
Party or the Labor Party; he is a member of the
Liberal Party and he is full of praise for the work
achieved by Mr Whittington.

When Opposition members visited the area
they found that even the son of a member of
Cabinet was full of praise for the system.

Sir Charles Court: Is that correct? You want to
be careful.

Mr T. H. JONES: His mother is a member of
Cabinet.

Sir Charles Court: You said he is full of praise
for the system.

Mr T. H. JONES:. That is right. lHe spoke to
me when I went on the properties. The member
for Warren and the member for Gosnells
accompanied me on the inspection of the area.
The member for Gosnells heard that particular
farmer say be was full of praise for the system.
The member for Swan also was there. We went to
look at the achievements of the -limited scheme
introduced at Batalling Creek by Mr
Whittington. This cannot be denied.. I am sure if I
am not telling the truth the member for Swan will
correct me.

We queried each individual farmer we met in
the area. Mr Whittington did not accompany us
on our inspection. We spoke to farmers who had
gathered in the area and they were all full of
praise for the system. They rook us to an area
which had once been sandy country and was now
covered in regenerated growth following the
establishment of interceptor banks. They agreed
that the limited finance made available to Mr
Whittington did not allow him the opportunity to
establish a full-scale trial. This is an indication of
the unfortunate circumstances surrounding the
Batalling Creek trial.

The member for Mt. Marshall is asking for
sufficient funds to be made available so that an
orderly and proper trial can be conducted.

I ask the member for Moore: Has the system
been unsuccessful in Western Australia? If it has,
why are so many hundreds of farmers becoming
involved in it? Does the member for Moore think
farmers are fools who would involve themselves in
heavy expenditure without a good probability of
success? Of course they would not. The member
for Moore mentioned the enormous number of
farmers who have established groups right
throughout different parts of the State in an
effort to establish these interceptor banks.

An Opposition team went to Brookton to make
inquiries. We travelled around the district looking
at what had been achieved. We spoke with
individual farmers who indicated it was their
opinion the scheme had been highly successful.
That was a clear answer we received. We did not
rely on aerial photographs; rather, we travelled
around by car and spoke to farmers about their
experiences with this scheme. Again I ask the
member for Moore: If the scheme had not been so
successful would so many farmets in the State
become a part of it? That is a question the
member obviously cannot answer. He should have
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done his homewor k and travelled around the area
as we did. We are vitally interested in this heavy
salinity problem.

Mr Crane: Have you been to Watheroo?
Mr H. D. Evans: Yes; I have. Why?
Mr Pearce: The situation at Watheroo is totally

different from the circumstances at Batalling
Creek.

Mr T. H. JONES: The member for Moore
indicated that with respect to the trial at
Brookton, he gained all his information from
aerial photographs; he did not take the time to go
to lBrookton as Opposition members did and ask
the farmers what had been achieved in the
district. That would have been the correct thing
for him to do.

Mr Crane: I could not go there 30 years ago. I
was wanting a comparison with what was and
what is.

Mr T. H. JONES: The member need not talk
to Mr Whittington. Other farmers in the area will
explain what their experiences are with this
interceptor bank method. I am sure the member
for Mt. Marshall knows that. The member need
not talk to Mr Whittington; he should get in his
car and travel to Brookton where he will find that
100 per cent of the farmers in the area are behind
Mr Whittington's approach. That is the way he
will find the 'answer to the question.

Mr Crane: I condemned the system as being
unable to cure salt encroachment in its own right.

Mr T. H. JONES: Let us analyse that.
Mr Crane: Scientific evidence proves that salt

comes up by pressure from deep faults. It has
been proved conclusively.

Mr T. H. JONES: Is the member saying that
what the farmers have said to me is not true?

Mr Crane: It is good soil and farm
management; but it will not stop t he salinity
problem from water which is coming from deep
beneath the surface.

Mr T. H. JONES: That has not been proved.
The scheme has been successful in Brookton and
it has been extended to other areas of the
wheatbelt. Farmers have flown down to the area
to discuss the project. We had Mr Whittington
come to Coll ie to discuss the matter with the shire
and the Minister for Water Supplies. Everyone
was of the understanding that the M'inister had
given. an assurance that sufficient funds would be
made available to Mr Whittirigton. I wrote to the
Minister after that meeting and he denied making
the statement.

Suffice it to say I support the move initiated by
the member for Mt. Marshall. Batalling Creek is
a good indicator of what can be achieved. If any
member doubts my word I suggest he visits the
area and perhaps arranges for Mr Max Ewan to
explain the situation. They can leave Mr
Whittington out of the conversation. Members
will be able to see what has been achieved on a
very limited basis. Mr Ewan is the secretary of
the Darkan branch of the Liberal Party. This man
is a very sincere and honest person.

Mr O'Connor: You are not suggesting the
Government did not give money to Whittington
are you?

Mr T. H. JONES: I am not suggesting that,
but what I am suggesting is that after speaking
with Mr Whittington I know he has been starved
for funds. He has not been provided with
sufficient finance by the Government to carry out
a successful trial.

Mr O'Connor: Hie was given finance by my
department to develop the project and he
requested further funds which were granted.

Mr T. H. JONES: They were insufficicnt
because the Batalling Creek exercise is being
conducted on a limited scale. This is the
information I have received from farmers.
However, there has been no shortage of funds for
the CSIRO and the Public Works Department in
conjunction with the Forests Department for their
trials. As far as their trials are concerned there
does not appear to be any problem with finance.
Unfortunately the Whittington trial has a
problem.

The member for Moore should consider the
matter and note that all we are attempting to do
is to have the Government provide finance for
proper planning to take place.

Mr Crane: I would not chase good money after
bad.

Mr T. H. JONES: Again, the member for
Moore is not experienced enough to make that
decision. He has not been to the trial areas. He
has taken a look only at aerial photographs.
Government members should be talking to the
farmers in the area. Surely one should not make a
judgment from an aerial photograph. We in
Parliament have a responsibility to make
judgments, but here we have an opinion based on
an aerial photograph.

Mr Grewar: You can have a lot of
interpretation from an aerial photograph.

Mr T. H. JONES: A lot of good and bad
interpretation can be made from a photograph. A
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photograph could make a member appear
handsome at election time.

I understand Professor Holmes was in Western
Australia for only three days. I ask the member
for Moore and the members of the Government.
was that long enough for him to make a full
evaluation of the Situation? Professor Holmes
stated as follows in the report-

I recommend that the trial on Batalling
Creek should be now terminated. It has
served a useful purpose of demonstration..

But, he did not say whether the system was
successful or otherwise. HeI stated further-

... ... the general theory held by PWD
engineers, CSIRO scientists, Department of
Agriculture soil physicists and agriculturists
is correct.

I understand there is some friction between these
departments and Mr Whittington. This is an
unfortunate situation and I just wonder whether if
the position were in reverse and the CSI RO or the
agricultural expert mentioned in this report had
engineered the idea, a similar policy would be
adopted by the Government. I suggest that from
the investigations I have made I am "spot-on"
when I say there is some friction there.

Mr Crane: Are you suggesting that Jock is the
only soldier in step?

Mr T. H. JONES: I am not suggesting he is the
only soldier in step but I understand from
investigations I have made that friction does exist.
Maybe the Government can argue that point at a
later stage.

It appears all the Government wants to do is to
get the damn thing Out of the road. The
Government is obviously sick and tired of the
concept. It suits the Government to do this.
However, if the Whittington interceptor system
were so unsuccessful why are so many farmers
involved in it? I would like to bear an answer to
that. No-one can deny that is not the factual
situation. The call from the member for Mt.
Marshall is quite clear and should be supported
by this House.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [4.57 p.m.]: One of
Western Australia's leading agricultural
journalists, Michael Zekulich, said that salt was
regarded by farmers as the cancer of the
agricultural areas. His statement was correct.
There would not be too many farmers in Western
Australia who do not regard salt as being one of
their major problems.

Before 1970 there was a system whereby any
person who had objections to a farmer clearing

land was able to make that objection by making a
referral to the Commissioner of Soil
Conservation. Any objection to an application for
a permit to clear was made to the commission and
it made inquiries to decide whcther the land was
suitable for the purpose of clearing. I do not know
of any farmer in Western Australia who did not
accept that situation. The farmers were quite
happy to abide by the permit system to clear land
for agricultural purposes.

I do not think there would be anyone now
engaged in agriculture in Western Australia who
would be opposed to a system whereby the
clearing of land came under some degree of
control. With the last set of clearing bans it is
obvious that the Government or departmental
view is that it has recognised the salt problem and
that it will do something about declaring a
moratorium on the clearing of land in Western
Australian agricultural areas.

With some reservations we support the idea of
controls on the clearing of land. However, no
Government department has taken any action to
combat soil and stream salinity on the land
already cleared. In the last 10 or 15 years the
Department of Agriculture has promoted a
method of control, which is in some ways
unacceptable to farmers and, because of the high
failure rate of soil salinity controls promoted by
the department the farmers have been forced to
find their own. So far the Whittington interceptor
system appears to be the most advantageous and
most successful method of soil salinity control.

As I have said, in the last six months a great
deal of political activity has been evident in
connection with the control of the clearing of
land. No similar activity has been carried out in
relation to the control of soil and stream salinity
in those areas already cleared; and it is those
areas which are causing the problems, not the
bushland. No move has been undertaken to do
anything about this aspect.

The Department of Agriculture, the PWD, or
someone should undertake some commercial
testing of all possible methods, but principally of
the Whittington system because that has been
favoured by farmers as being the best. If we could
put some of this salt land treatment process on
trial on a commercial basis and monitor it we
would then know whether it was successful. Only
then will we be able to go ahead and allow for the
controlled clearing of land utilising the soil and
stream salinity processes which are able to
combat the problem.

I would like to conclude on one note, as I am
sure my colleague, the member for Mt. Marshall,
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will go into the subject more thoroughly than I
can. I ask anyone in this House to tell me whether
he would accept that a person could write a report
after being in the area for only three days. How
much merit could be placed on such a report? I
remind the member for Moore that he spent some
time as chairman of an Honorary Royal
Commission which inquired into the meat
industry. What value would people have placed on
his report if he had conducted his inquiries over a
period of only three days? If the member for
Moore were honest, the answer he would give to
that question would be, "None."

Mr Crane: He is honest.
Mr COWAN: Theo he had better give the

answer, "N'one", because that is the value people
are placing on the report by Professor Holmes.

Mr Crane: You don't want to be confused with
the facts. Your mind is already made up.

Mr COWAN: The facts are that Professor
Holmes came here for three days. It was already
known' that Professor Holmes had views and
sympathies aligned with those of the officers of
the PWD and the Department of Agriculture who
are opposed to the Whittington system. It was not
very hard to deduce that the report Professor
Holmes would deliver would be favourable to the
Government's point of view and it was not very
hard to deduce that that report would be tabled
two or three days before this motion was brought
before the House.

The member for Moore referred to politics
having entered into the problem of salt land
treatment. He is quite right, and I accuse the
Government of being the prime instigator of the
entry of politics into the problem.

I firmly support the motion. The time has long
since passed when the Government should have
been making strong efforts to combat soil and
stream salinity instead of merely placing all sorts
of curbs and controls on the clearing of land.

Mr Blaikie: Before you sit down, did you
oppose the appointment of Professor Holmes
when his name was announced; and if not, why
not?

Mr COWAN: If someone had asked me,
certainly I would have investigated his credentials
and then I may have been opposed to his
appointment or in favour of it; but no-one asked
Me.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [5.05 p.m.J:

I would like to thank all members who have
contributed to the debate which has revealed

some interesting aspects, and the fact that some
members in the House do not know what they are
talking about. I will elaborate on that Statement
later.

Mr Skidmore: They do not have the faintest
idea.

Mr Tonkin: They understand that they Must do
what they are told.

Mr McPHARLIN: When he was speaking, the
Minister said that all those in the House are
concerned about the increasing problems of
salinity. Of course we are. He then went on to say
that he does not criticise Mr Whittingtoni for
what he is trying to do; and that is fair comment.

At this stage I say that if today or tomorrow
Mr Whittington ceased his work and experiments
and took no further active part in them, the
process would still continue because it is
supported by farmers throughout the State. They
have analysed it thoroughly and are in favour of
it, so it will be continued, irrespective of what
happens to the motion before the House.

I give credit to the former Minister because
when I introduced him to Mr Whittington, he
listened to his arguments and was wise enough to
agree that a trial would be desirable because there
was nothing to be lost as a result. After some
eight or nine months of negotiation, a trial was
commenced. The banks were eventually put in
after some difficulties between the parties were
overcome.

During that period I spoke to Mr Whittington
on a number of occasions and he indicated that he
became very frustrated at times, but was inclined
to keep costs down. The Minister indicated that a
sum of something like $10 000 had been set aside,
but Mr Whittington hoped to keep the costs down
So that the experiments would be carried out as
cheaply as possible.

For that reason he surveyed the area
thoroughly and selected a site which was above an
area where a monitoring unit had been
established. Again he did not want to incur
unnecessary expense by installing another
monitoring unit. However, since then the PWD.
has added to that monitoring unit and added one
on one of the banks so that it could be monitored.
Consequently the Government has spent more
money on that aspect; and it was a considerable
SUM.

However, the project was not spread over as
wide an area as it should have been. Perhaps after
further analysis, it could be said that the banks
could have been placed in a more advantageous
situation.
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Mr Crane: He designed them.
Mr MePHARLIN: The Minister spoke on the

22nd August, and so did the member for Roe who
made the comment that hundreds of thousands of
hectares of farming land have been lost as a result
of salt encroachment. That is valuable farming
land which has been lost to production as a result
of the increasing salinity problem.

The member for Roe went on the comment
about certain methods which could be tried, and
one of those he suggested was that the salt could
be flushed out of the soil with large volumes of
fresh water; but he did not indicate from where
such a quantity could be obtained. Consequently
that system could not be applied.

He then went on to say that farmers became
desperate and they tended to cling to any
suggestion put before them. The farmers about
whom he spoke have been farming for many
years; in fact, they have been farming for far
longer &~an he has been. They have been in the
industry all their lives and they carefully analysed
the situation before they installed the trial banks.
Following the trials, they installed more banks.
Yet the member for Roe said that these farmers
cling to any suggestion put before them. What a
load of rubbish!

Many of these men have been farming all their
lives. Farming is their livelihood, their heritage,
and the security for their families. Do members
believe that they will spend money on a project
which will not have the effect they desire? Of
course not. When the member said that the
farmers cling to anything and are being misled,
and are not investigating the system thoroughly
before they install these banks, he revealed that
he does not know what he is talking about.

Several members interjected.
Mr McPHARLIN: I am stating the facts. The

honourable member went on to refer to the
brochure issued by the Department of Agriculture
and he recommended that everyone should read
it. That is fair enough; I also say that everyone
should read it. I am not condemning it;, but I
wanted to draw to the attention of the member for
Roe and others the fact that he has not read the
publication.

Mr Tonkin: He would not know.
Mr Grewar: I have read it.
Mr McPHARLIN: If he read it, he obviously

does not understand it.
Mr Orewar: I have read it and I understood it.
Mr McPHARLIN: The comments he made

prove that he does not understand it because it
mentions the problems of salinity encountered in

the lower reaches of the Belka valley which is
recognised as one of the worst areas in Western
Australia.

I have here a letter from a Mr Willis. It was
published in the Western Farmer and is headed
"Land cancer. What farmer is not aware of its
presence in some form or another?" Because he
owns a farm in the lower reaches of the Belka
valley he put in these interceptor banks and he is
now so satisfied with the results he has obtained
that he is proposing to install more banks. This is
a man who was as critical as anyone else of the
system when it commenced, but he is so convinced
that the banks are advantageous that he is
prepared to go further with the project.

The member for Roe referred to the use of
contour banks. I do not think he knows the
difference between a contour bank and an
interceptor bank; and I am sure the member for
Moore does not know. I do not think he has ever
seen one. In this publication the department
recommends the use of contour banks. Many of us
put in contour banks years ago, and the
department is still proposing that they be
installed. The idea of contour banks is that they
hold the water where it falls. A drain bank is
installed every so often in order to allow some
water to run off; but the idea is to hold the water
where it falls. A contour bank and an interceptor
bank follow the same principle; yet we have
members standing up here and talking utter
rot-uninformed rubbish-about -interceptor

banks not being acceptable. The difference is that
the interceptor banks do what the contour banks
do not do.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr McPHARLIN: That is exactly what

happens. The interceptor bank does what the
contour bank is meant to do, and that is the
difference. I suggest that the member for Moore
should look at a few of these banks because
certainly he does not understand them. The
interceptor bank catches the water and holds it
where it falls. That is what it is meant to do. A
drain bank is put in where the farmer calculates it
is needed to drain the water off into a creek or a
lake. The Department of Agriculture has been
advocating the same principle for many years and
obviously anyone who says, as the member for
Moore has said, that the system does not work,
just does not know what he is talking about.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr McPHARLIN: I have looked at more than

50 farms on which this system has been installed
and to say that it has not reclaimed some of the
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land on Mr Whittington's property is an outright
misstatement.

Mr Crane: Will you table the photographs?
Mr McPHARLIN: I have seen Mr

Whittington's property not once but several times.
Mr Crane: You did not answer the question.
Mr Barnett: The member for Moore is in real

trouble over there.
Mr McPHARLIN: Any member who says that

these systems of banks are ineffective just does
not know what he is talking about.

Mr Crane: I did not say they are not working. I
said that in themselves they wilt not cure the salt
encroachment problem. That is the difference, but
I doubt that Mr McPharlin would have the
intelligence to know the difference.

Mr Tonkin: You are being personal again.
Mr McPHARLIN: I can assure the member

for Moore that a copy of his speech will be sent to
WISALTS. It is incredible how much rubbish he
can talk.

Mr Crane: Yotfr speech will be shown to the
farmers.

Mr Jamieson: You will not need to worry-the
member for Moore will not be back.

Mr McPHARLIN: I have never knocked the
officers of the department; I have always sought
their co-operation. What we need is more co-
operation. There is a difference of opinion as to
whether the major cause of the increased salinity
is a rising water table or the through-flow of the
water. There is a difference between surface flow
and through-flow.

I have some documents here which I would like
to refer to. One of these was put on my desk by
the member for Roe after he had spoken on this
matter. I have looked carefully through this
document written by two scientists, a Mr
Williamson and a Mr Bettenay of the CSIRO.
No -positive proof is given that a rising water table
is the major cause of salinity. Reference is made
to one bore hole only where water has risen. The
prevailing hypothesis among scientists is that a
rising water table is the major cause. However, let
us look at the meaning of the word "hypothesis"
becuiase I believe some members use the word
without knowing what it means. The meaning of
the Word "hypothesis" is the groundwork.
foundation, supposition, to place under a
supposition, a supposition which takes for granted
in order to draw a conclusion or inference from
proof of the point in question. Something not
proved but assumed for the purpose of argument.

And so we have an hypothesis on this matter of
a rising water table. The member for Moore does
not understand it. It has been proved thousands of
times that there is a hard pan under most soils.

Mr Crane: Out in the virgin bush you can find
it.

Mr McPHARLIN: Test drilling has proved
this point thousands of times. The interceptor
bank system ought to be tested in each particular
area. It may be that in some areas it will be less
effective than in others, but this hypothesis about
a rising water table-

Mr Crane: It is not an hypothesis because it has
been proved that the water table is rising.

Mr Old: That is right.
Mr McPHARLIN: I have here a publication

entitled Search, and it contains an article by a Mr
Conacher of the Department of Geography at the
University of Western Australia. He has
conducted some experiments about this
hypothesis, and at the national symposium on
hydrology he quoted Professor Holmes as
follows-

....the valleys have experienced a rise in
the water table over quite extensive areas..

He then referred to comments made by Adrian
Peck and Dr Mulcahy, and he says that to the
best of his knowledge there is no published
substantial evidence to support this widely
accepted hypothesis. He has monitored a number
of bores, and he has this to say about his
research-

Most monitored bores have shown a
decline in groundwater table levels following
bauxite mining in the State forests, and in
only one case was a rise recorded (up to
2.0 mn between 1975 and 1977).

In another research program, 70 wheatbelt
farmers who have salinity problems on their
properties were. interviewed between 1970
and 1972 and asked (amongst other
questions) whether there was any long-term
historical evidence of increased water levels
in their farm wells and bores. (in passing it
should be noted that even if water levels had
risen this would not necessarily substantiate
the hypothesis, since the actual pathways of
water movements into the wells and bores
would still need to be established.) No such
evidence was found in the York-Mawson,
area.

This man has done his research.
Mr Crane: Put the bore holes down in my area

and I will show you where they are.
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Mr MePHARLIN: I have put dawn many and
I have seen hundreds of bore holes and I have
Struck Salt water at all depths. That water level
never rises; it stays at the same level year after
Year.

Mr Crane: Bulldust!
Mr MePHARLIN: It will stay at that level

year after year.
Mr Crane: Oh don't be so stupid.
Mr McPFIARLIN: So although many claim

that the rising water level is a major cause of
salinity, it has not been proved.

Mr Crane: The water level is almost up to the
blades of the windmill in one place.

Mr McPHARLIN: I sought the opinion of the
Farmers' Union about my motion. I was told that
the union agrees with the logic of my proposal. It
believes that the system should be given a full-
scale trial to determine whether it is effective. The
project at Batalling Creek shows evidence of an
improvement in the salinity, but that is only a
small trial. The system needs a far wider
application so that it can be thoroughly tested.

I am sure we could obtain the co-operation of
all concerned. I have here a letter from the
Farmers' Union to the effect that it is prepared to
support such a trial. Also, the Pastoralists and
Graziers. Association has said that it will support
any scheme that will assist in the control of
salinity. In a letter to me the association has this
to say-

It is possible that interceptor banks as
proposed by Mr Whittington may provide a
method by which saline flow may be
reduced-

So both of these organisations can see the logic
and common sense of instituting such a test. The
need for controls is urgent, and the need for a
system which offers more than we have at present
is absolutely paramount.

Mr Crane: I will agree with that.
Mr MePHARLIN: Although the system has

operated in a small way, an analysis of the water
from the drains has proved there is a far lower
salinity content than in the water in the creek.
The surface flow of the water is far less in
quantity than is the through-flow of the water
beneath the surface. The water flows downwards
over the hard pan at various depths. One can put
in level banks, or grade banks, and either hold the
water or diveit it into the tributary stream.

The member for Moore commented on the
experiment carried out on Mr Keast's property at
Quairading, although I do not think he has visited
the area. I have visited that property on several

occasions, and I have seen the land where the
experiment is being carried out. Mr Keast is so
convinced of the effectiveness of the banks that he
intends to put in more. If the honourable member
does not believe me, he should look at what is
happening there.

The member for Moore referred to drainage. In
this brochure published by the Department of
Agriculture, the scientists refer to drainage
systems. They say that in the wheatbelt areas the
system would be far too expensive and ineffective.
I believe that a drainage system can be used in
certain areas, but one must not forget the
increased eutrofication of the water supply. This
was mentioned at the seminar.

Mr Crane: Nothing is as expensive as a scheme
that does not work.

Mr McPI-ARLIN: The acids and surplus
fertilisers are washed down, and there is an
accumulation of these minerals in the lower levels
of the streams.

Mr Crane: Have you had a look at the drains at
Watheroo?

Mr MePH-ARLIN: No, I have not seen them.
Mr Crane: Well do not accuse me of not having

seen sonmc of these other things.
Mr Pearce: We are not discussing the drains at

Watheroo.
Mr McPHARLIN: I am talking about a

system involving hundreds of farmers, men who
have closely co-operated with the Department of
Agriculture. These men do not knock the
department; they talk to the officers, and they do
all they are asked to do.

Farmers have been faced with increased
salinity, so they have fenced off the land; they
have kept stock off it; they have had to shift their
fences further and further back. They have
reached the point where they have to try a System
which will give them the result they seek.

I was on a property about 10 days ago. The
farmer had been losing a large area of land
because of flooding and salinity and he put in a
mile-long interceptor bank on the lower level of a
large sandplain slope. He cut off the water by
putting an interceptor bank there. That bank has
not stopped draining water since he put it in at
least six months ago; it is flowing water at the
rate of about 84 000 gallons a day. It is taking the
water away from the low-lying flat area and
directing it into a lake. That is there for anybody
to see and the farmer is very pleased with it. The
grass is starting to grow on the area. He is so
pleased he is going to put in another mile of hank.
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This is the sort of story mentioned by the
member for Stirling and by others. It is a repeat
operation. Time and time again the farmers are
going back for more.

There has been criticism of the cost of
installing banks; but that is a decision for the
farmer. He will spend only the amount of money
he thinks he has available. A farmer will not go
into it without careful analysis. It is only after
testing, drilling, costing, and observing the effects
that the farmer makes the decision.

The system applied at Datalling Creek is a
water harvesting technique. It is a technique
whereby one catches water in the drain banks,
and this water is diverted quickly through to the
main stream. The water is stopped from flowing
through the heavily salted areas. It is logical
common sense to say that by keeping that water
away from the heavily salted areas, one must
reduce the salinity.

The system has been proved to be effective at
Batalling Creek, because the water coming from
the drains has been measured as having far less
salinity than the water coming down where there
are no drains. That information is contained in
the Public Works Department report.

We come now to the report which was tabled
last night by the Minister for Water Supplies.
That is the report of Professor Holmes, who was
brought here by the Government to examine the
Batalling Creek project and to report on it.
Professor Holmes was to advise Lhe Government
on what he saw after analysing the project.

Professor Holmes was in Western Australia for
three days. He went to Brookiton and Qunirading
and looked at the system there; he went to
Narrogin; and he went to tBatalling Creek. He
came back to Perth, and he spent a fair amount of
time talking to representatives of various
departments, the Farmers' Union, and the
pastoralists and graziers. I had the opportunity to
discuss the matter with him in my office for about
an hour. Since that time, Professor Holmes has
returned and submitted this report.

It is stretching things somewhat to expect any
man, however qualified he may be, to analyse
thoroughly any salinity trial project in a period of
three days. That is the time he was here.
Therefore, I believe this report is based on an
inadequate analysis, an inadequate survey, and
with certainly not enough time to inspect what
has taken place at Batalling Creek and other
areas.

The member for Merredin said he believed
Professor Holmes had a preconceived idea before
he reached Western Australia. The report lends

itself to that sort of comment. Other people have
made that sort of remark to me. Those people
include members of WISALTS, including some of
the people who spoke to Professor Holmes and
showed him some of the areas involved.

The member for Moore referred to certain
pages of the report. I will not refer to those pages,
but I will refer to page 27 where Professor
Holmes said-

I can think of no alternative to the
maintenance of fresh water in streams other
than by design of the waterways to keep out
the saline water.

The report continues-
We must assume that the most saline

water occurs underground of the valley
bottoms, and that it seeps upwards and
enters the creeks and rivers by base flow.

Again an assumption! There is no proof in the
Batalling Creek project; there is no proof in the
PWD report that that has happened! The report
continues-

In principle, then, the malady could be
cured by a reversal of the head difference.

It is the next paragraph to which I want members
to listen. It is as follows-

The sources of fresh water tend to be
distributed upon the highest ground that was
cleared the longest time ago.

This is the professor talking, not the member for
Mt. Marshall, not Mr Whittington, not a PWD
officer. This is the man in whom the Government
has placed all its confidence. The report
continues-

Furthermore, much of the landscape may
contribute fresh water as runoff during and
shortly after exceptionally wet weather.

That is a profound statement, is it not?
Mr Skidmore: He is a real burster.
Mr Pearce: It probably impressed the member

for Moore.
Mr McPHARLIN: The report continues-

The sources of fresh water, wherever they
are located, and the usable water that they
supply, in the valley streams, need to be kept
separate from subsequent saline water inflow.

That is the principle advocated by Mr
Whittington. There it is on page 27 of the report.
He is saying the same things. Further, he says-

Canals, or drains, constructed at an
elevation higher than the potentiomeiric head
of water in the valley bottoms is the only way
to do it.
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Mr Skidmore: I thought that is what Mr
Whittington's scheme did.

Mr McPHARLIN: He is suggesting a canal or
a drain. That is the principle advocated in the
Batalling Creek project. It is exactly the same. It
continues-

It would ensure that any stream in such a
man-made canal could never become a
gaining stream-

That means it would not accumulate salt water as
it went on. It continues-

-where its course had to traverse a salt-
affected part of the valley.

That is what Professor Holmes said.
The principle Professor Holmes is advocating is

exactly what is being done. However, he does not
advocate that it be continued. He is contradicting
himself.,

The banks system is the same principle that the
Department of Agriculture had advocated for
years. It is exactly the same principle as that
advocated hy Professor Holmes.

Mr Skidmore: I am having difficulty myself in
reconciling Professor Holmes' report.

Mr McPHARLIN: Of course, the member for
Swan will not have read all the formulas
contained in the report. I have not had time to
look at them. I will certainly put in more time.
The report needs more analysis.

I have discussed the comments of Professor
Holmes on page 27 with one or two others. It is
evident that he is advocating exactly the same
system and the same idea that is being promoted
in parts of this State. However, members of this
House stand up and condemn the system. They
condemn it, when it has been proved that the
water coming out of the banks is far less saline. It
has been proved by tests at Batalling Creek.

The professor has advocated a similar system,
and yet we hear members condemning it and
saying it does not work. Of course it works. The
situation is becoming a serious problem.

I am serious in what I say and what I believe.
Nobody has said that the Whittington interceptor
system is the panacea for all problems. The
system has to be tested and alterations made to
suit all areas.

Mr Crane: Read the second paragraph on page
18.

Mr MePHARLIN: I have quoted from page
27. The member for Moore can read that for
himself.

There is need for further analysis and further
study of this report. I am disappointed that a

scientist with the qualifications of Professor
Holmes-a man with many years' experience-is
not prepared to accept what he saw. I am
disappointed he had preconceived ideas which he
was not prepared to change. Had he been here for
a longer time, and had he looked at more areas
and spoken to more farmers to learn what is being
done, it is possible he could have come up with a
report quite different from the one he submitted.

Mr Crane: Why doesn't WISALTS bring him
back?

Mr McPHARLIN: WISALTS will be
continuing with its operations. I do not know what
it proposes to do. I know many farmers are
planning to go ahead with more banks because of
the effectiveness of the system.

I have heard it said that the banks look ugly.
They are little bigger than the contour banks. If
they do not work-and I have not yet seen any
that a farmer is prepared to say do not
work-what. is to stop the farmer 'from filling
them in again? That is no problem.

There are 900 members of WISALTS now. Is
the member saying they are fools? Of course they
are not. They are men of experience, careful men,
men who watch their dollars, and men who
analyse a situation before they enter it. I have
been on a number of their properties. I have been
there for the testing; I have been there for the
installation of banks. I have watched them for
several years. I have talked to the farmers, and I
have taperecorded interviews with them. Time
and time again they are going back for
repeats-installing further banks.

There are members in this House who say these
farmers are fools. I have never heard such rot. I
have never heard such condcmnation of men who
have great experience and great business
acumen-men who are prepared to do something;
men who are prepared to took after their land to
prevent it from going out of production so our
heritage is preserved. That is what it is all
about-the preservation of our heritage.

The problem has reached such proportions that
it is becoming a very serious threat to our
agricultural production. If we do not employ
systems that will give us control and prevent the
salinity from spreading any further we will lose
some of the most valuable land we have under
agricultural production. That is a very serious
matter.

The Minister has indicated that the
Government will not support this motion. I
anticipated that would occur. I do not agree with
the Government's action in that regard. Whether
or not the Government accepts the motion, it will
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have to look at the type of system I have referred
to in the future and carry out research ini order to
ascertain whether it will work. Many farmers are
using the system; therefore, the Government
should give consideration to it. I only hope the
Government will see its way clear, in its own way
perhaps, to give this matter a trial.

Mr Davies: Do you think the Government is
playing politics in this matter?

Question put and
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Brce
Mr B. I. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Mclver
Mr Harman
Mr Grill

a division taken with the

Ayes 22
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mcrharlin
Mr Pearce
M r Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
Noes 26

Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridg
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
MrTubby
Mr Hassell
Mrs Craig

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

PERTH AND TATTERSALL'S
BOWLING AND RECREATION

CLUB (INC.) BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr Clarko, read a first time.

Second Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

second reading.
MRt CLARKO (Karrinyup) [5.50 p.m.]: I

move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to enable the Perth
Howling and Recreation Club and the Western
Australian Tattersall's Club to amalgamate. The
Bill will enable these two fine clubs to become
one, without first disposing of their separate
assets, and then beginning again as a single new
club, which they would otherwise have to do.

Both of these clubs have long and excellent
histories. I shall not discuss their respective
histories now, except to state that the Perth
Bowling Club, as it was then called, was founded
in 1899 and the Western Australian Tattersall's
Club was founded in 1903. Each of these clubs
has, therefore, been in existence for over 75 years
and virtually for all of this century. Both clubs are
very proud of their histories.

Unfortunately, despite their long and eminent
histories, circumstances have arisen in recent
years which have led the separate clubs to decide
that their futures would be better served by
amalgamating, rather than by continuing to exist
separately.

Throughout Australia and elsewhere numerous
inner city clubs are today facing a crisis of
membership principally due to the increasing
decline in suburbanites using their city centres
both during the day and at night. Dramatic
increases in suburban facilities and the advent of
television in recent years are blamed or credited
for this trend.

This change in people's social habits has made
it necessary for these two clubs to come together
in order that they may share common facilities at
a reduced cost and thus overcome the financial
and other disadvantages that result from
dramatically reduced individual club membership.

I am sure the demise of so many inner city
clubs is regarded with much regret by the
community in general. It is, therefore, much more
satisfactory wvhen amalgamation such as this can
be arranged in an amicable way, as has happened
in this case.

I wish this new club, which is to be called the
Perth and Tattersall's Bowling and Recreation
Club (Inc.), a rich future based on the best
traditions of the two clubs which constitute it.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Sir Charles
Court (Premier).

QUESTIONS
Questidns were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6. 16 to 7.30 p.m.
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DELIS (4- RETURNED
1.Unauthorised Documents Act Amendment

Bill.
Bill returned fromn the Council without

amendment.
2. Armorial Bearings Protection Bill.

Bill returned from the Council with an
amendment.

3.
4.

Fisheries Act Amendment Bill.
Local Government Act Amendment Bill.

5. Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment
Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION BILL
In Committee

Resumed from the 30th October. The
Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in the
Chair;, Mr O'Connor (Minister for Labour and
Industry) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 6 put and passed.
Clause 7: Interpretation-
Mr TONKIN: This clause contains the

definitions, and it refers to many matters of
importance. I want to deal with two in particular.

I might say at times I find the behaviour of the
news media extraordinary. I was castigated by a
certdin reporter for prattling on for six hours on
the Electoral Act Amendment Bill (No. 2), but
criticised in today's issue of the Daily News for
speaking for only two hours on this Bill last night.
Apparently during those two hours nothing I said
was worth reporting, anyway.

Mr Old: That would be right.
Mr TONKIN: Had I spoken for three, four, or

five hours, perhaps the Press could have found
something of interest in my speech. I believe I
spoke on matters of importance, and the Press is
to be condemned for keeping the people ignorant
of the matters I raised.

A matter that I raised last night in my second
reading speech, and which I will canvass again, is
that of workers' compensation being taken from
the jurisdiction of the Industrial Commission.
This has two effects. The immediate effect is that
about 40 per cent of awards under the State
commission will lose make-up pay provisions.
That will mean a threat will hang over the head of
every employee under those awards. The threat is
that if they are injured, they will be paid under
the provisions of the Workers' Compensation Act
which, of course, are far inferior to the provisions
of their present awards. We are aware that an

amendment to the Workers' Compensation Act a
couple of years ago removed many matters of
importance from the calculation of the weekly
rate. Over-award payments, etc., were removed
from the calculation.

If when this Bill becomes an Act an employee is
injured, he or she will be subject to a large
diminution -in his or her take home pay. That is
the first effect.

The second effect is that this paves the way for
an attack upon the Workers' Compensation Act
which will undoubtedly follow the State election if
this Government is returned. If workers'
compensation payments are reduced to 85 per
cent of the award rate, the situation will
deteriorate further.

I remind members that under this Bill, which is
ostensibly to settle industrial disputes, but which
will actually cause industrial disputes, employees
will receive savage financial penalties if they have
an accident in the service not only of their
employer, but also of their country. Bear in mind
people who serve industry serve their country just
as truly as those men and women who fight in a
war.

flat will be a cause of industrial disputation.
Clause 7 says that is not an industrial matter.
Does that mean the commission will not be able to
deal with such disputation? No, it does not,
because under clause 45 the commission will be
able to inquire into matters which are not
industrial matters, as well as being able to inquire
into industrial matters.

If that should happen, the Bill contains a
provision for the Attorney General to refer the
matter to the commission which may then deal
with it. Suppose after the next election-athough
this is by no means a foregone conclusion-we
have an Attorney General of the political colour
of the present Government, what will he do? Will
he refer the matter to the commission to enable it
to deal with it? If he does not refer the matter to
the commission and the industrial dispute is
serious, how will the Bill help to resolve the
situation? The dispute is in respect of workers'
compensation, which is not an industrial matter.
What would a conservative Attorney General do?
HeI may either refer it or not refer it to the
commission. If he does not refer it, the dispute
will continue.

The commission can then use the punitive
provisions of the Bill to attack the employees who
are defending their standard of living; indeed,
they are defending their bodies because it is their
bodies which are on the line when we are talking
of workers' compensation. The commission will be
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able to deal punitively with the union and
unionists, but it will not have the power to remove
the cause of the dispute.

The commission will be able to deal only with
the symptoms. Some members may recall that is
one of the main points I made last night; that the
Bill takes away from the commission the power to
deal with causes in many cases, and allows it to
deal only with symptons. That is hardly goad
medicine. It is true that modern medicine
sometipies deals only with symptoms, but that is
because we do not know how to deal with the
causes; it is not done from choice. However, that
is what is being done under this Bill and that is
why it is a Bill of charlatans.

So if the Attorney General does not refer the
matter to the commission the dispute will
continue and an attack will be made on the unions
involved. If the Attorney General refers the
matter to the commission, what will the
commission do? What power will it have to deal
with a matter which is not an industrial matter?
Very long legal argument will ensue. I will not go
further into that matter.

Certainly I want to warn the employees of
Western Australia-and as they represent well
over 90 per cent of the work force, I am speaking
to the vast majority of Western Australians-that
this Bill paves the way for the Government to do
something it is not courageous enough to do now;
that is, to adopt parts of the Dunn report which
will further reduce the living standards of
Western Australians. The Government would like
to amend the Workers' Compensation Act now,
but it is not game to do so on the eve of an
election. It sees workers' compensation is not a
winning subject, although it thinks the matter of
industrial relations is. But when the Government
amends that Act after the election there will be a
real diminution of living standards for Western
Australians. Secondly, there will be real cause for
industrial disputation.

This is the Act which the member for Moore
said last night was a great one. It is an Act which
will prevent the commission dealing with one of
the main causes of industrial disputation in this
State. How can that be of benefit to Western
Australia? We say it is not a benefit to do this
kind of thing. We also say it is not a benefit to tell
people that a strike includes a refusal or a neglect
to offer Or accept employment in an industry in
which one has usually been engaged if one does it
in combination with one other person. As I said in
my second reading speech, this means if two
people go to take a job, look at the conditions, and
decide not to take that job, they are on strike and
the matter can be dealt with by the commission.

No-one questions an employer's right to survey
the marker and decide whether or not to establish
a factory; to decide whether or not to move in.
Consider Mr Holmes a Court. Who has criticised
him because he surveyed the scene and decided
to take certain action? What if he had
decided not to take over Ansett? Would that have
been a crime in the eyes of this Government? Of
course not. But two employees who have never
worked for a person and who believe a job would
be too dangerous could be dealt with because they
have done something which is illegal; that is, they
have been on strike.

A strike has never had that definition placed on
it before. Never before has it beeni suggested that
people who do not offer to take a job are on
strike. It has always been accepted that if people
withdraw their labour after having entered into a
contract of employment they are on strike.

Can we say seriously that this Government
believes in a fair thing? If it does not, can we say
seriously it wants to lessen industrial disputation?
Quite clearly, it is a malevolent Government with
jaundiced attitudes towards employees who decide
to organise in a certain way. It is a Government
which is passling through this Parliament a Bill
which will discriminate particularly against
employees; against the majority of Western
Australians.

People might ask, "How is it possible for a
Government to discriminate against the majority
of Western Australians when we have elections?"
We have here an indication of the way in which
the evil done in this place does not get out into the
community.

Mr DAVIES: Last night I dealt at some length
with the attitude of the Government in
introducing this legislation. I said it seemed to be
hell-bent on pushing it through as fast as it could.
We have got only as far as clause 7, but I am
aware, as I said last night, that there are some
amendments to be made to this Bill. I do not
know how many are to be made to the clauses we
will consider tonight. I do not know whether this
clause is to be amended.

If the Government had any courtesy at all; if it
were dinkumn about supplying information as to
what it intends to do with amendments to this
Bill, it would have distributed a copy of the
amendments to members of the Committee.

Does the Government intend to wait until we
reach a clause which it intends to amend and then
throw the amendment before members? What
kind of courtesy is that? The Minister might let
us know what amendments he has. I do not know
whether this clause is to be amended. But if we
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are to consider these clauses properly we have to
have the amendments before us as soon as
possible. If the clauses are to be amended tonight,
surely to goodness the amendments should have
come up from that inadequate and inept
Department of Labour and Industry by now. Any
amendments should have boon on the notice paper
last night.

The Government still has the amendments
hidden. Why? Why are we not allowed to see
them? Why have they not been circulated? 1
would be glad of an answer from the Minister.
Unfortunately we have seen the sort of courtesy
shown by the Minister and the Deputy Premier!
They have not even bothered to answer points
raised in debate in the past. I hope we will get
answers tonight.

Mr H. D, Evans: How many amendments are
there?

Mr DAVIES: I have been told there are
between 30 and 40 amendments. I was given an
indication this afternoon that there are
amendments to be made to clauses we will
consider tonight. Unfortunately we have not seen
those amendments. There is a bit of a flurry in the
Speaker's 4Gallery, because a present member of
the Minister's staff has a vested interest in this
Bill; he is a Liberal candidate. Do members think
that is fair? Should a man close to the Minister
be advising him on legislation like this when that
man is in fact a Liberal candidate?

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr DAVIES: Where is the fairness in that?

This indicates the bias I was talking about last
night.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! There are far too

many interjections. When I call for order I expect
there to be order. I believe the debate to date has
given members an opportunity to speak. That is
my purpose and that is what I wish to occur.

Mr T. H. Jones: Name the members opposite.
Mr DAVIES: There is a staff member and

adviser close to the Minister who has a vested
interest in this Bill because he is an endorsed
Liberal candidate for the next election.

Mr Williams: Every member of the public has a
vested interest in this Bill.

Mr DAVIES: The member for Clontarf has
been sniffing dry-cleaning fluid again. I am sure
he will give his usual speech about how wonderful
the Bill is, about how the Premier has done the
right thing, and how good the Government is, and
how he supports the Bill. That is all we hear from
him.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: So far, the Leader of the

Opposition does not seem to have referredl to
clause 7 at all.

Several members interjected.

Mr CHAIRMAN: Order! I say again that
when I call for order I expect members to take
note. If I have to call for order two or three times
I will take further action. I see no point in
repeated cries of "order". It is appropriate for the
Leader of the Opposition to relate remarks which
move perhaps a little from the centre to the
peripheral as long as he returns promptly to the
clause under discussion. I will see that he does so.
I believe his remarks are in order.

Commit tee Resumed

Mr DAVIES: The reactionary attitude of the
member for Cottesloe is again coming to the fore.
We saw a disgraceful demonstration of this last
night and I imagine he is bursting to get back into
the debate and tell us to bring back the canie and
things like that.

Can the Minister tell us whether there are any
amendments to clause 7?

Mr Shalders: Tell us about clause 7.

Mr DAVIES: This clause contains the longest
number of definitions in the Bill. It covers some
nine pages. It is London to a brick on that 75 per
cent of Government members have not read the
clause.

Mr Spriggs: Have you read it?

Mr DAVIES: Yes I have. The member can
look at the notations I have made. I will not go
over the ground covered so adequately by the
member for Morley. This clause is one that will
affect every working person in Western Australia.

Mr Shalders: Rubbish.

Mr DAVIES: The member for Murray is very
conversant with rubbish.

Mr Shalders: I am listening to a lot of rubbish
tonight.

Mr DAVIES; Why is there a need for a
definition of "canvasser" on page 6, lines-9 to 19?
So far I have not come across any reason for that
definition being in the Bill. If there is to be a
definition of a canvasser, a person dealing with
industrial insurance, I would like an explanation
of why it is in the Bill; why it needs to be there;
why it says what it does; and why it says what it is
not.

Further on we have a definition of "industrial
inspector" appointed pursuant to this Act. I
pointed out last night that factories and shops
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inspectors no longer did the job they were
supposed to do. They should be going around
checking on time and wages books to see that the
proper wages are being paid for the time Worked.

It was the reactionary member for Cottesloe
who said we need not worry because we had the
minimumn wage, set hours, and so on. I pointed
out last night there were no factories and shops
inspectors doing the job they were supposed to be
doing. The Government said a few years ago that
they were not to do this work. The Government
said this sort of work should be done by the
unions to protect their members. Now the
Government- is trying to get rid of unions, yet it
will still not allow factories and shops inspectors
to do the job they are supposed to do. This has
been going on for some four or five years.

There is a definition on page 9 of "industrial
matters" dealing with the employment of people.
When do we start to employ children? Why is it
necessary to take into account the employment of
children in an Act like this? Surely there is no
need for this provision. Surely there are Acts of
Parliament prohibiting the employment of
children; yet here we have a provision covering
the employment of children and young persons.

Is the Government about to change the law so
we can put children back into factories and
mines? Surely not. Can the Minister explain what
this provision means?

The clause then refers to "industrial matters"
dealing with the "privileges, rights, or duties of
any union or association or any officer or member
thereof in or in respect of any industry". Will that
protect the right of entry of unionists into
factories and shops so they can check on working
conditions? The Goverment has said it will not
allow the factories and shops inspectors to do this

work and if the unions cannot undertake'this task
we will not have anyone to do it. An industrial
inspector will not do it. Is the Government going
to say that because an "industrial matter" does
not refer to the right of entry of unions, unions
will not be able to police the time and wages
books? As I said last night, many awards will be
wiped out because of this Bill, and half the
clauses which have been argued at length will no
longer exist.

I refer now to page 12 and the definition of
"office" which reads-

(b) the office of president, vice president,
secretary, assistant secretary, or other
executive office by whatever name called
of the union;

What kind of English is that? Mr Chairman, you
were a lecturer in English, [ believe.

The CHAIRMAN: No.
Mr DAVIES: But you have read a fair bit.

Does it make sense to you? Does the Minister
intend to explain what this means?

I would like an answer to the questions I have
asked. I do not think it is unreasonable Jot me to
be upset, because the Government has not
extended us the courtesy of showing us the
amendments. There are no amendments on the
notice paper and I checked today, because I
thought for certain there would be amendments
on the notice paper, Surely amendments should
have been handed around this evening. We have
not seen hide nor hair of an amendment and some
of the English in the Bill does not make any sense
at all.

The Government should have passed the
amendments around, not just to the member for
Morley because he is handling the Bill, but to all
the members of the Parliament. I have been in the
Chamber all day and I was present during the
disgraceful episode which resulted in the member
for Fremantle being suspended for one day. It was
an absolutely disgraceful episode.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr DAVIES: The Premier did not answer a

question because he believed it was frivolous. He
said that because he could not answer it.

The CHAIRMAN: I would urge the member
to stick more closely to the Bill.

Mr DAVIES: I was here this afternoon as I
said and I did not receive a copy of the
amendments. I do not know who has them, but it
is not the responsibility of the member for Morley
to hand the amendments to me. The Minister
should have passed them round as the Opposition
always does when it is giving notice of
amendments.

Mr HODGIE: Last night during the second
reading debate I told the Chamber that a certain
large employer group in this State, the Australian
Hotels Association, had approached the
Government and expressed concern about the
changes to be made to the industrial relations
scene in this State. The Minister interjected and
told me that I was wrong; he told me that the
AHA had not been to see him. I guess he thought
he was being smart or he was deliberately trying
to mislead the Chamber by saying that I was
telling a blatant untruth.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would ask the
member to relate his remarks to clause 7.

Mr Tonkin: Subclause (8), Mr Chairman.
Mr HODGE: This is an important matter and I

want to put the record straight.
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The CHAIRMAN: The member will be able to
do so only if he relates it to the clause.

Mr H-ODGE: I have not been given much of a
chance to get along with it, Mr Chairman. I do
intend to talk at some length on claus 7.

The Minister accused me last night of saying
something which was not correct. I checked with
the AHA and its representative to tell me
the date they saw the Minister, the time and the
place. They stated quite categorically they did go
to see the Minister at 11.00 a.m. on the 2nd
August, in his office.

Mr O'Connor. I did not see them after the Bill
was introduced.

Mr H-ODGE: The Minister saw them on the
2nd August-only recently. Of course the
Minister did not see them this morning as he said
he would.

Mr O'Connor: You should know that they had
an appointment to see me.

Mr H-ODGE: The Minister misled the House
and tried to make me look a fool.

Mr O'Connor: I cannot help it if I make you
look what you are.

Mr Jamieson: Just a smart aleck.
Mr HODGE: The Minister knows very well

that he has been caught out. He has been caught
misleading the Chamber.

With regard to clause 7, 1 would like the
Minister to tell us why the Government has
chosen to delete the minimum age requirement in
the definition of an employee. In the present Act
there is a definition which defined a worker and
stated a minimum age limit of 14 years. In this
new legislation the termn "employee" has been
used instead of "worker" and the minimum age
has been excluded from the definition. I would
like some explanation because it seems to me to
be an oversight. Whether it was an oversight or
not I would like an explanation.

Another important section of the Bill is the
exclusion of domestic workers in private homes.
Although this provision was in the old Act I do
not believe that it should have been continued
with and placed in the new Act. I can see no
reason for that exclusion and I would like the
Minister to give me some explanation for it. Does
he believe that the people who work in private
homes should not have the privilege of an award
and access to the Western Australian Industrial
Commission?

Another exclusion is the academic staff
employed in post-secondary education and
tertiary institutions. This matter has been debated
at some length and I doubt whether the Minister

will give an adequate explanation this time.
However, it would be remiss of me if I did not
draw the attention of the Chamber to the plight
of the workers in these institutions who will not
have access to the Western Australian Industrial
Commission.

Mr Tonkin: They want access to an umpire.
Mr HODGE: Another small point is the

definition of a union. The Bill says that a union
means a union that is registered. I wonder why it
did not use the terminology "registered under this
Act". I believe the Government should have used
that terminology to be more specific. There are
unions registered under other Acts and I would
like to know whether the Government means
unions registered under other Acts or unions
registered under this particular Bill. It seems to
me that it would clarify the point if the
Government used the term "registered under this
Act".

Mr O'CONNOR: I will attempt to answer the
questions asked by the Opposition members. It is
pleasing to see that members generally know that
this Dill is required by the public and has the
support of the general public.

Mr Tonkin: Are you saying the workers'
compensation provision?

Mr O'CONNOR: We are not talking about
workers' compensation. However, the clause we
are talking about includes it. The member for
Morley said that the Government brought this
Bill forward for electoral advantage.

Mr Tonkin: That is your calculation.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Opposition believes it
will be an electoral advantage.

Mr Tonkin: I am not saying it is right.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Morley
believes there will be. The member stated that
approximately 40 per cent of State wages have
make-up pay. That is just not true; it is something
like 15 per cent according to the information I
have. It may be 15 per cent and certainly not 40
per cent. The member can have all the say he
wants, but the information I have shows that less
than 15 per cent will be affected by this Bill.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will speak to the Bill and
try to ignore the interjections. Members must
realise that at the moment there are three
different areas which handle workers'
compensation.

Mr Tonkin: It is handled at present by the
Industrial Commission.
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Mr O'CONNOR: It is bandied at present
by the Industrial Commission, by the Workers'
Compensation Board, and through civil action
whereby if an individual has been suffering or has
permanent damage or is not receiving 100 per
cent of average pay from the Workers'
Compensation Board he can take action for
damages suffered.

Mr Skidmore: What happens with their
workers' compensation payments? Are they
repaid that total debt?

Mr O'CONNOR: The fact that there is 100
per cent pay under the Workers' Compensation
Act has caused a lot of unemployment in many
ways because what has happened since that time
that is the premiums for workers' compensation
have gone from $12 million to an estimated $84
million.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! There has been

quite a bar-rage of interjections from some
quarters and I would ask the Minister to express
his points to the Chair.

Mr O'CONNOR: Since the introduction of the
amendments to the Workers' Compensation Act
in 1974 and the 100 per cent payment of wages
for workers' compensation the premiums have
risen from $12 million to an estimated S84 million
and many people in business tell us that since the
100 per cent payment came in there has been a
great increase in the number of people who take
More time off.

Mr Davies: Doctors give them certificates for
it.

Mr O'CONNOR: The figures show that
increase. I can understand Opposition members
not wanting me to have my say.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: Surely if the Opposition

members wish me to reply to the points they made
they could give me the courtesy of listening to
what I am saying.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: It is obvious the days of a

fair go have gone as far as the members of the
Opposition are concerned.

Mr Tonkin: Are you giving everyone a fair go?
Mr O'CONNOR: Surely the Opposition does

not want a compensation payment of 110 per cent
up to 150 per cent. Surely 100 per cent is
sufficient. Individuals can claim 100 per cent of
their wages.

Mr Tonkin: But their proper wage is not ad~ded
to it.

Mr O'CONNOR: Does the member for Morley
believe that a person should have $30 added on to
his 100 per cent compensation to make tip for the
overtime he did not work? Under section 132, the
fire officers obtain a percentage on top of their
100 per cent compensation payment.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Industrial Arbitration

Act provides for payment up to 100 per cent
compensation.

Mr Tonkin: One hundred per cent on what? Is
this on the normal weekly pay?

Mr O'CONNOR: I have told the member this
approximately three times and if it does not sink
in I cannot be blamed for it.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Minister will

resume his seat. I say to the member for Morley
that he understands that a certain number of
interjections are acceptable but he is interjecting
at very great length. He has been interjecting
particularly when the Minister has been
indicating that he seeks to proceed beyond the
answer. It is not my purpose to prevent
interjections when the Minister is happy to reply
to them, but the interject ions are far too frequent
and I urge the member not to continue at the
same length.

Mr O'CONNOR: I find it very strange that the
Leader of the Opposition said he had no
indication of the amendments, yet last night he
said he knew there were 40.

Mr Davies: I did not know the nature of them.
Mr O'CONNOR: Before the sitting resumed

today I spoke to the Leader of the Opposition and
said we intended to go to clause 20 today and that
there were four amendments to those clauses. I
said I would confer with the member for Morley,
which I did, and I showed him the amendments
just prior to or just after the sitting resumed.

Mr Davies: What is wrong with extending that
courtesy to all members?

Mr O'CONNOR: I have no objection to that.
Mr Davies: Why not do it then?
Mr O'CONNOR: I also indicated the

amendments were of a minor nature and were
mainly drafting amendments.

Mr Davies: Just hand them around.
Mr O'CONNOR: I indicated they made no

great variation to the Bill. I object to the fact that
the Leader of the Opposition said he had no
indication there would be any amendments when
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I personally told him the situation before the
sitting resumed.

Mr Davies: You arc misconstruing what I said.
Mr O'CONNOR: Outside we discussed the

issue with the member for Morley and I showed
the amendments to him, and he listed them.

Mr Davies: I told you to see the member for
Morley and you said you would let us have them.
Where are they?

Mr O'CONNOR: I have not received a copy of
them. I have given the member notification.

Mr Davies: Great efficiency on the part of the
department! You have not seen the amendments!

Mr O'CONNOR: The amendments have been
sent to the Chair and I am quite happy for them
to be photocopied so that everyone can have a
copy.

Mr Davies: I should think so!
Mr O'CONNOR: In clause 7 there are only

two amendments.
Mr Davies: It is nice of you to tell us.
Mr O'CONNOR: I have told the Leader of the

Opposition and the member for Morley.
Mr Davies: You have not told me.
Mr O'CONNOR: In line 8 on page 6 I wish to

move to delete the words "a worker" and
substitute the wyords "an employee" because in
the rest of the Bill the word "employee" is used
and not the word "worker". We are trying to
standardise the situation.

The Leader of the Opposition asked a question
with regard to a canvasser and he wanted to know
why this was under the definition of "employee".
It is included under the definition of "worker"
under the present Act and is being included under
the definition of "employee" in this legislation.

Mr Davies: That is no answer. I want to know
why it is there.

Mr O'CONNOR: Why should we delete a
canvasser?

Mr Davies: Why not?
Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the

Opposition can move to delete it if he so desires. I
believe a canvasser should be covered.

Mr Davies: Why should it not be in ordinary
insurance business? Why is it referred to as
industrial insurance business?

Mr O'CONNOR: Frankly I can see nothing
wrong with it.

Mr Davies: There might not be, but why not
have all insurance canvassers included instead of
just industrial insurance canvassers?

Mr O'CONNOR: They are all included
because most of the rest of them are under a wage
situation.

Mr Davies: Why differentiate?
Mr O'CONNOR: 1 will check for the Leader

of the Opposition.
Mr Davies: You do not know.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the

Opposition asked whether there was the same
right of entry to go through books. The rights
which exist under the present Act are included in
the Dill. There is no alteration in that regard.

The member for Melville raised the point
regarding the AHA and said I indicated I had not
seen them and that I had misled members.
Naturally I thought the honourable member was
referring to the fact that the AHA had asked to
see me and I had agreed to do so this morning. I
did not see them this morning. I did see
representatives of the Al-A some two or three
months ago, but I had not seen them since the Dill
was introduced. They rang and asked to see me.
Naturally I thought the honourable member was
asking me whether I had seen the AHA regarding
the Bill since it had been introduced.

Mr IHodge: They saw you in August before it
was introduced to express their concern about
what was reported about the Bill in the Press.

Mr O'CONNOR: Certainly, but they asked to
see me following the introduction of the Bill and I
had agreed to see them this morning.

Mr Hedge: Last night you said you had not
seen them.

Mr O'CONNOR: In connection with this Bill,
no I have not.

Mr Hedge: Yes they did because they were
concerned about the speculation about what was
in the Bill.

Mr O'CONNOR: They did not discuss the Bill
because it had not been finalised. If the
honourable member wants to split straws, fair
enough.

Mr Hodge: You are telling untruths.
Mr O'CONNOR: I will not ask for a

withdrawal because we are used to that sort of
remark from the honourable member.

Mr Skidmore: Why did you ask me to
withdraw?

Mr O'CONNOR: Because I thought the
member for Swan was gentlemanly enough to do
SO.

May I continue? I did see the AHA
approximately three months ago. I also saw its
representatives one year ago, two years ago, and
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four years ago. However, naturally when 'the
honourable member referred to the 'matter I
thought he was referring to my having seen those
people after the Bill had been introduced and they
had had an opportunity to study it. I told the
association I would be prepared to discuss the Bill
with it after it had been introduced. Yesterday
AHA representatives contacted me and I agreed
to see them this morning. I thought the
honourable member was referring to that aspect.

I have covered the access to homes.
Mr Davies: What about the employment of

children?
Mr Mclver: Do the people of Western

Australia want this Dill? Will you elaborate on
that?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the Minister
not to elaborate on it at too great a length.

Mr Mclver: Why not go to the people on it?
Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: I have been asked why it

,should not be possible for entry to be made into
domestic homes. I think if unions had the right to
go through the books and private homes we would
experience what occurred in the Kimberley when
Aborigines were covered under special awards.
Most would then lose their jobs and this would be
unfortunate because many of the people
concerned are handicapped in one way or another,
and we would do them a disservice if we made
such a provision.

I hope members will accept the clause to which
I move an amendment-

Page 6, line 8-Delete the words "a
worker" and substitute the words " an
employee".

Mr DAVIES: I now have a copy of the
amendment for which I thank the Minister. I
know very well hie spoke to me before the sitting
resumed tonight, but [ thought we were talking in
committee and we do not repeat in public the
things we talk about in committee. Many times in
and around this House we talk confidentially and
privately and express opinions, but we do not talk
about those things in the Chamber. There is still
some respect left for the processes of Parliament.

As I was well aware of the fact amendments
were to be moved, because the Minister had told
me privately, I was amazed they had not been
circulated. The amendments should be circulated
to all members because I am sure those on this
side of the Chamber are interested even if those
on the other side are not.

The amendment is necessary because of sloppy
drafting and checking. As the Minister said in his

second reading speech, the word "worker" is to be
deleted. As far as the Government is concerned
there is no such person as a worker. The word
"&employee" is to be used. It is a fine distinction,
but a distinction which the Government probably
appreciates. We are all workers on salaries. Most
of us work, even here. Some people will be happy
because no longer will they feel there is any
aspersion cast on them as a result of their being
called workers. Everyone will now be calle an
employee.

In the Minister's second reading speech-l am
sure we will all remember it for the rubbish it
contained-he said this amendment would be
made and that no longer would reference be made
to workers. Having made that momentous
decision, the Government was sloppy with its
drafting and its checking because the first time

the word "worker" appeared it was skipped over;
the Government did not know it was there. I
assume we are debating the amendment at the
moment.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Mr DAVIES: We have no objection to it. We

say it is necessary because of sloppy drafting. and
careless checking.

Mr O'CONNOR: I rise to defend the Crown
Law Department which has a difficult job. Last
night the Leader of the Opposition criticised
officers of the Department of Labour and
Industry. Now he is criticising officers of the
CLD.

The point on which I wish to take him to task
concerns what he said about showing some respect
for what I said to him tonight. I spoke to him
about this subject at 2.15 p.m. today before the
House resumed. He shows a lack of respect by
saying he knew nothing about the amendment.

Government members: H-ear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: He did know amendments

were to be made. He asked me to see the member
for Morley, which 1 did. I was not disrespectful.
The Leader of the Opposition should have been
honest and said he had discussed the matter
although he did not have the amendments given
to him personally. If he had asked for them he
would have received them.

With all the work involved in a Bill of this
nature, and bearing in mind the difficulties
experienced by the CLD when it has a large
number of Bills to handle during the session, it is
understandable that errors should be made from
time to time. The fact that the amendment is
necessary is unfortunate, but surely all we need to
do is make the amendment. It is not a big one, hut
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it is reasonable and is designed to bring the clause
into line with the rest of the Bill.

The Leader of the Opposition has said he
accepts the amendment, which I commend to the
Committee.

Mr DAVIES: We are not objecting to the
amendment, as the Minister knows, but I am
objecting to the inference he drew. I did not at
any time deny that he spoke to me before the
House resumed this afternoon.

Mr O'Connor: I did not say you did. You said
you did not know anything about the
amendments.

Mr DAVIES: Because that was said in
committee and we were not supposed to know
anything about them. The Minister said he would
let us have them. [ still had not seen them when I
asked for them. If the Minister wants anything
said in the corridor privately to become public
property, he should say so.

I asked for the amendments because I knew
they were to be moved. I did not say the Minister
told me they were coming. During debate last
night-it was reported in this morning's paper- I
indicated I knew there were to be amendments,
and I also indicated how-I found out.

The minister said that I am criticising the
CLD. That is absolute rubbish! The CLD does
only what it is asked to do. The Minister and the
department are responsible for checking the Bills.
They have more staff than has the CLD and they
can go through the Bill line by line to ensure no
errors are made.

The Minister likes to start a fight between the
Crown Law Department and me. If he goes back
through Hansard he will find that on many
occasions I have said this Government has
introduced sloppy legislation and the reason is the
Ministers themselves and their departments do
not read and check their Bills. This is not the
fault of the CLD.

I have had sonme experience of the CLD and I
know what happens, but the ultimate
responsibility rests with the person who introduces
the Bill into Parliament. It is absolute rubbish to
say I am criticising the CLD. I am criticising the
Minister and the department.

Day after day on the notice paper we find lists
of amendments which the Government must make
to its own legislation, some of which has been in
the Chamber-for less than a week. This Bill was
on the notice paper for a fortnight yesterday. The
Minister apologised for the fact that it was
introduced in a hurry. This was not necessary.
Week after week when asked what would be in

the Bill the Government said we were to wait and
see; that we would know when the Bill was
introduced.

Government members had to say that because
they did not know themselves. They grabbed
hastily at any thoughts on it, and now we are told
that the Crown Law Department made a mistake.
The staff of the Minister's department made a
mistake, and he cannot sidestep the responsibility
for it.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr T. H. JONES: I take this opportunity to

join in the debate on what is probably the most
important clause in the Bill.

Government members have attacked the trade
union movement. However, we have heard very
little about the activities of employers. It is most
unfortunate that the Government, having
obtained the services of Senior Commissioner
Kelly, did not completely follow his
recommendations. If the Government had done
so, we would not be discussing legislation of the
type presently before us.

Senior Commissioner Kelly brought down a
lengthy report after exhaustive studies here and in
the Eastern States. He held discussions with the
President of the Australian industrial commission,
and he invited submissions from unions,
employers' organisations, and the public. On page
8 of the report he had this to say-

IS. Having noted the foregoing comments it
is appropriate that I also record that in
my discussions with representatives of
the Trades & Labor Council I advised
them that although I had a relatively
unrestricted brief one could not
reasonably expect the Government to
bring forward legislation in terms which
were contrary to the policies on which
the Government was elected to office.
With that in mind I have studied the
1977 Liberal Policy document on
Industrial Relations and, to the best of
.my understanding, no provision in the
attached recommendations conflicts
with that policy.

Why were not the recommendations of Senior
Commissioner Kelly accepted in :oto7 The
Minister knows that the inquiry was a joke. The
Government tried to win favour with the public of
Western Australia, and it obtained the services of
Senior Commissioner Kelly. However, when he
brought down recommendations, the Government
deleted those it did not like and added ones it
wanted.
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The Minister's second reading speech was an
attack on the trade union movement, and he
cannot deny that. There is very little reference in
the Bill to actions taken by employers. Senior
Commissioner Kelly did not let the employers off.

Mr O'Connor: Which interpretation do you not
agree with?

Mr T. H. JONES: I know the Minister does
not like what I am saying, but I ask him to listen
to me. The Government might as well have
employed one of the senior officers of its own
department to rewrite the Industrial Arbitration
Act. Senior Commissioner Kelly has a deep
knowledge of the problems with the industrial
system, but the Government does not want to
accept his views. Senior Commissioner Kelly did
not reflect the Minister's attitude of attacking the
trade union movement. On page I I of his report
he had this to say-

The right of workers to strike-i.e. to
withdraw their labour collectively as a means
of resisting the imposition of unacceptable
working conditions or of improving their
conditions of employment is widely
recognised throughout Western democracies
as a fundamental right.

In Senior Commissioner Kelly's view it is not
necessary to hold a ballot before a union goes on
strike. With his vast knowledge of the industrial
processes of Western Australia, he accepted that
the trade unions have a fundamental right to
strike. The Government is attempting to take
away that right.

Mr Shalders: Don't talk nonsense. There was
no such right in the old Act.

Mr T. H. JONES: On page 11 in clause 26
Senior Commissioner Kelly had this to say about
employers-

Although the present Industrial
Arbitration Act and the attached proposals
contain provisions for dealing with strikes a
balanced assessment of the importance of
those provisions should include the fact that
much more time is lost in industry generally
through industrial accidents than through
industrial disputes; that the vast majority of
registered unions, though asserting that they
have the right to strike, seldom do so; and
that strikes are often caused by foolish or
provocative action by employers-

We did not hear one word from the Minister
about this. Senior Commissoner Kelly went on to
say-

-and sometimes deliberately for ulterior
purposes.

This is not Bill Latter or Peter Cook addressing a
trade union meeting; this is one of our own
industrial commissioners speaking.

Mr Laurance: What about clause 7?
Mr T. H. JONES: I am dealing with clause 7.

The member for Cottesloe made a rosy speech
last night, but he must have thought he was still
in the Supreme Court. He omitted to mention the
action of employers in provoking disputation. All
he could say was that the unions are at fault.

Mr Hassell: You were not listening to what I
said.

Mr Mclver: Could you blame him?
Mr T. H. JONES: The member for Cottesloe's

speech was an attack on the trade union
movement.

Mr H-assell: It was not.
Mr Rushton: Very unfair.
Mr T. H. JONES: From the moment the

member for Cottesloc rose to his feet until he
resumed his seat he attacked the trade union
movement.

This legislation has been a fizzog. In all my
years in this Parliament I have never seen the
Premier with such a long face as he had last
night. He was most disappointed. He wanted the
trade union movement to call for stoppages right
throughout Western Australia, probably in the
hope of an early election. The Minister knows this
also; he was most surprised that we did not
interject during the second reading debate. The
Minister's colleagues were saying to me, "We
have ordered our breakfast tomorrow at six". I
said, "is that so?" Little did they know of the
tactics which the Opposition had designed for the
second reading stage.

Government members interjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):

Order! I remind the member he should speak to
the subject matter of clause 7.

Mr T. H. JONES: I thought I was dealing with
industrial disputation.

Mr Shalders interjected.
Mr T. H. JONES: The member for Murray

should stick to the bridge at Mandurah. If he
handles that problem, he will be doing his duty to
the community. There is a lot of erosion of the
banks at Mandurah which should also receive the
attention of the member. I suggest if he did a
little bit down there he would be held in much
higher esteem than he is on industrial arbitration.

I want to deal with the question of the rights of
people engaged in private homes. The commission
has no rights where fewer than six people are
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employed. What will be the position of those
people? The employer will say, "You will work 12
hours a day for $50 a week", and they will be able
to do nothing about it, Where would they go?
What if one of the members had his wife or
daughter employed in such a boarding house? Is
that fair play? Those employees would have
nowhere to go.

Or course, members on the Government side
accept this as a reasonable proposition in the
am bit of conciliation. We know it is unreasonable.
It is tantamount to slave labour--expecting young
people to accept the wishes of a boarding house
keeper. That is not fair play at all. If it is fair play
in the minds of Government members, it certainly
is not fair play so far as members of the
Opposition are concerned.

This Bill will bring about an erosion of the
working standards of many workers in Western
Australia.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I remind the
member that this clause deals with definitions. I
would like him to relate-

Mr Skidmore: He is dealing with definitions.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I would like him

to relate his remarks to a particular definition.
Mr T. H. JONES: I am dealing with page 10,

paragraph (j)-workers' compensation. That is in
clause 7, is it not?

Mr Skidmore: Let the member for Collie show
the Deputy Chairman where it is.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I ask the
member to proceed with his remarks.

Mr T. H. JONES: The make-up of workers'
compensation is covered in clause'7, so therefore I
have a right to refer to it.

This is a very serious clause. Up till now, the
Industrial Commission has had the authority to
make up wages for workers in Western Australia.
When this becomes law, many workers will
receive a reduction in their pay packets. Is this
fair? Has there been any problem with the
system? The Minister has not indicated. Where is
the problem in giving the Industrial Commission
jurisdiction in this respect? The Minister did not
mention it in his second reading speech.

We want a clear interpretation of why it is
necessary to implement this clause.

One of the main problems is the preference to
unionists clause, which is also contained in this
provision. It is one of the worst features of the
Bill. It is introducing scab unions into Western
Australia. Is it right for a person to accept all the
union can get for him without making a
contribution? Is that right, in our democratic

society? If Liberal Party members did not pay
their affiliation fees, 1 wonder how they would
stand with the Liberal Party. How long would
they remain members? Not very long, I would
suggest.

The clause provides for scab trade unionists.
That is wrong in principle. If a worker is prepared
to accept the benefits the trade union movement
gives him, is it unfair to suggest that he should
make a contribution to the winning of those
benefits? Is there anything wrong with that
principle? Can any member tell me?

There is a worse provision still later in the Bill.
A worker, who is not a member of a union, has
the same rights as a trade union member. I
cannot deal with that at this moment. However, it
is a very serious thing in a democratic society
such as ours. We cannot go along with that
proposition. What if we continued this principle?
What if we did not pay our taxes? What if we
refused to pay to go to the race track or a football
match? We pay so that the standard of sport can
be improved. I could go on, and on, and on.
Certainly such a clause is against my principles,
and it must be against the principles of any fair-
minded Western Australian. I oppose clause 7
strongly.

Mr SKIDMORE: I suppose we could spend
many hours in taking this clause to pieces. We
would find out how completely obnoxious it was.
However, I would like to deal with a couple of
specific areas which are of concern to me.

I would like to refer to the question of the
interpretaton of "industrial matters" placed on
certain issues. In the Kelly report it indicates that
any item which gives rise to industrial disputation
would be covered. On pages 7 and 8 of the draft
Industrial Arbitration Act Commissioner Kelly
refers to the following in paragraphs (g) and
(h)-

(g) any matter, whether falling within the
foregoing definition or not, which the
Commission in Court Session on its own
motion or on a reference made by the
Minister on behalf of the Crown
declares to be--
(i) consistent with the objects

mentioned in section seven; and
(ii) necessary or desirable to be dealt

with under this Act in the public
interest;

(h) what is fair and right in relation to any
industrial matter, having regard to the
interests of the persons immediately
concerned and of the community as a
whole,
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I place emphasis on three very important parts of
that which this Government seems to have
overlooked.

The legislation before us destroys all those fine
concepts that Commissioner Kelly had.
Commissioner Kelly had a far better
understanding of what was involved. The
Government, through its Minister, has taken the
opposite viewpoint. I have said that if the
Government is to go about it in this way, it is
doomed to failure. The Government cannot give
something with one hand, and then start belting
the recipient over the head with a house brick as
he is starting to receive the gift. However, that is
exactly what this Bill does.

Commissioner Kelly is the Senior Conciliation
Commissioner of this State. The Government is
making him appear to be stupid in the eyes of the
community of Western Australia. Commissioner
Kelly has come down with a fair-minded
recommendation which did not suit Liberal Party
policies, so the Government has repudiated it and
brought in a provision of its own. The Kelly
proposal would have enabled any matter giving
rise to industrial disputation to be dealt with by
the Industrial Commission. That is very
important.

Any matter at all that would give rise to
industrial disputation would be before the
commission. Is that not the basic fundamental
that we should want so that workers, employers,
and the Government, by intervention of their own
motion or any other means, would be able to get
to the commission on any industrial matter? But
no, the Government has seen lit to restrict the
matters to be dealt with by the commission. The
member for Collie has dealt with some of them.
The Government has ignored the commissioner's
remarks by the failure to include paragraphs (g)
and (h) which were basically fundamental in
regard to industrial relations. Therefore, the
commission's jurisdiction is restricted by those
items specifically mentioned in the Statute, but
additionally, all determinations made by the High
Court on what is a matter which comes within the
jurisdiction of the Federal industrial commission,
are relevant to a determination of the Western
Australian commission's jurisdiction.

I made mention of this last night in a very
broad way. I made mention of the difficulties I
saw facing unions when they went before the joint
commission sitting and wished to lodge an appeal
against the decision. To whom do they appeal; the
Federal jurisdiction or the State jurisdiction, or
maybe both? I will not say any more on that
because people with knowledge of industrial law
will realise what is involved. However, that is one

of the problems which will come about. The
limitations will cover compensation, union
membership, superannuation, check-off-the
deduction of union dues by employers-security,
definition of employment and other matters
including employment relations arising out of the
introduction of new technology.

One should consider all the things involved with
the advance of technology, where we will have
computerisation taking over many facets of
human work and human endeavour and where
very shortly, in the foreseeable future-even in
my time-humans will become redundant in the
work force. We will find that this Bill-this piece
of garbage-will not provide for workers under
those circumstances. And the Government thinks
this is good industrial'relations; that it is a great
plug for industrial relations! This Bill is
completely reprehensible; in fact I get so angry
that words fail me. This Bill does little for the
credibility of the Government in industrial
relations.

I shall refer now to some of the restrictions to
be imposed which can be found on page 10 of the
Bill. I am referring to the interpretation clause
which is before us. Paragraphs (j) and (k) on page
10 refer to the exclusion of workers. Last night
the Minister made great play about the increased
rates which will apply with respect to workers'
compensation. H-e cited a figure of $12 million for
premiums paid prior to the application of 100 per
cent workers' compensation payments for
insurance costs to the insurer. This applied up to a
certain cut-off time.

Mr O'Connor: The estimated amount this year.
Mr SKIDMORE: After the application of the

100 per cent workers' compensation the amount is
$84 million. I do not know over what period of
time that would apply. It would be about four
years.

Mr O'Connor: Approximately.
Mr SKIDMORE: There are lies, damn lies,

and statistics and this is the best I have come
across in my entire life. It seems the Government
can ignore any comparison with the number of
workers who are employed in industry and who
are making up the cost of the insurance premiums
of $12 million.

This is one facet the Minister ignores when he
compares the $84 million against the number of
workers now covered.

Mr O'Connor: Would there be a 100 per cent
increase in the number of workers?

Mr SKIDMORE: I will guarantee there would
be thousands More workers in industry covered by
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insurance premiums of $84 million. The Minister
is dishonest when he uses that type of comparison.

The worst part of it all is that increased wages
form part of the premiums. That has to be taken
into account; but the Minister ignores that. The
Minister takes no notice of the fact that inflation
is a factor which must be considered; he ignores
the fact that both State and Federal Liberal
Governments are responsible for this inflation.
The Minister ignores this because it suits his
argument. It is a dishonest approach. I would
expect better from the Minister.

Mention was made of workers' compensation
payments as they affect fire brigade employees.
Most of the accidents to these workers happen
when they are on the job, when it is almost
impossible for them to avoid accident situations.
They may be overcome by fumes from a plastics
fire; they may be injured by falling walls; and
they may suffer from smoke inhalation. These are
all unavoidable accidents, but dangers they accept
as pant or their job.

Mr Sibson: Or a visit from the union advocate.
Mr SKIDMORE: The secondhand car dealer

should keep quiet; he is out of his depth. The
dcdication shown by these workers is recognised
by their board and they are paid certain
allowances over and above the base rate to cover
that dedication. They go into places where the
Minister and myself would never go, even with all
the safety equipment available. We would not go
where they go because we know of the: dangers
involved. But they enter these dangerous areas
and so are paid special allowances.

They have to be on 24 hours' notice and they
get an allowance for this. They do not ask for it; it
is to cover the service they provide. They also get
shift loadings. But what does it all mean in hard,
cold cash? A fireman employed under the Fire
Brigade Employees' Award receives something
like 5250 a week and the Government is going to
take $70 a week from him. So a worker receiving
$250 a week because of the recognised dangers he
faces will be denied the opportunity to receive full
wages if he is injured while carrying out duties
which are accepted to be highly dangerous. The
Government is to take $70 from his weekly wage.

The other people involved are those fire brigade
officers on the salaried staff. I was told they earn
about $400 a week. It is accepted they face
similar dangers to the men on $250 a week; but
they will lose $127 a week if they are injured.
And the Minister reckons this is a fair sort of
deal!

The worst part of it is that the Government
wants to reduce that amount by another 15 per

cent; it wants to increase the loss to the worker by
another IS per cent. This would be about $60 for
a man on the top range and perhaps $15 for a
man on the bottom range. This being so, the
Government has the hide and temerity to come
here and tell members that for the purpose of
good industrial relations it will make sure that
awards will not contain make-up pay for workers'
compensation. Yet the commission recognised the
factors involved in the workers receiving their
payments. Now the Government wants to take
this money from them. I cannot understand this.
The Minister himself has said he does not want
industrial confrontation and that he wants people
to work within the framework of the Industrial
Arbitration Act.

I would go so far as to say the totality of the
trade union movement in this State and elsewhere
wants to work within the framework of industrial
arbitration and conciliation, But it will not work
within the framework of these sorts of
provisions-and why should it? As far as 1 am
concerned, the Government is heading along the
road of no return if it thinks the workers will be
prepared to be subjected to these sorts of
provisions.

As I understand it, to the credit of the WA Fire
Brigades Board, it has recognised the worth of its
workers; it has recognised the service they provide
to the community; it has recognised that they are
entitled to fair wages because they are employed
in a job which demands duty over and above most
other occupations. It has said to its workers, "We
will make it up"; but I guarantee at the first
opportunity available to the Government, if it is
true to form, it will rip it off the workers as
quickly as it can.

Mr Sibson interjected.
Mr SKIDMORE: Once again we hear

utterances from the secondhand car dealer. H-e
sounds like a broken muffler.

There are good reasons to oppose the Bill. I
have touched on two matters which are ample
r eason for opposing it if one is interested in justice
in the interpretation of industrial matters. 1 could
find 15 or 16 other examples which show the
Government's complete disregard for harmonious
industrial relations. It astounds me that the
Government has introduced such a Bill in an
election year saying, "Let us have some industrial
peace and do not let us have industrial
disputation".

Mr SODEMAN: I had not intended to speak to
this clause, but as the debate has ranged far and
wide, I feel the time is appropriate for rme to
comment.

4237



4238 [ASSEMBLY]

Yesterday evening the member for Cottesloc
remarked that one single piece of legislation
would not solve all our industrial ills. I certainly
endorse that comment. He stated also that he saw
this legislation as providing a new direction. I
agree with that.

It seems to me from the remarks made by
members opposite in regard to this clause that
they oppose the new direction this Government is
endeavouring to take.

Mr Skidmore: Aren't you clever! Aren't you
good!

Mr SODEMAN: The member for Swan was
critical earlier when the member for Melville was
speaking and members on this side of the
Chamber butted in.

Mr Skidmore: I got a fair serving from the
secondhand car dealer.

Mr SODEMAN: I do not believe he got into
the member at all. If he gives me a little time I
will endeavour to be somewhat more effective.

For some reason the Opposition is opposing the
change in direction proposed by the Government.

Mr H. D. Evans: I wonder why.
Mr SODEMAN: The Opposition says this

Government has no concern for individuals,
unionism, and so on. The main changes in the Bill
are directed at those matters. What is wrong with
the secret ballot?

Mr Tonkin: How about dealing with the clause.
Mr SODEMAN: Secret ballot is mentioned in

the clause. The member for Swan was dealing
with it a moment ago.

Mr Skidmore: It is the results of the clause.
You do not know what you are talking about.

Mr SODEMAN: Everybody has been talking
about the secret ballot, compulsory unionism, and
Workers' compensation under this clause.

Mr Tonkin: That is right; we have been talking
about workers' compensation.

Mr SODEMAN: I intend to talk about
workers' compensation also. It seems members
opposite are against the changes which these
definitions cover. I wonder how the lead speaker
for the Opposition, who has been criticising the
Bill in total and the provisions contained in clause
7, can reconcile his statements with his earlier
remarks in the Press.

I should like to refer to subclause (1)0) under
the definition of "industrial matter". I do not
believe anyone has read it, so I shall read it in
total. It reads as follows-

(I) any claim for or on behalf of an
employee entitled to compensation under
the Workers' Compensation Act, 1912
for a benefit greater than that provided
by that Act; or

It says that this will not be included in the
provisions of this Bill.

Mr Tonkin: It does not say that. It says it is not
an industrial matter.

Mr SODEMAN: I agree, and this is an
industrial Sill.

Mr Tonkin: It can still be dealt with. You
should read the Bill.

Mr SODEMAN: The complaint from members
opposite is that individuals covered by workers'
compensation will suffer a reduction. They will
not suffer a reduction of their award rate of pay.

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr SODEMAN: That is what we have been

saying and the Workers' Compensation Act as it
now stands states that an individual will receive
100 per cent of his award rate of pay.

Mr Tonkin: What about the drop to 70 per cent
next year?

Mr SODEMAN: We are talking about clause 7
of this Bill and dealing with it at this particular
time.

Mr B. T. Burke: The Minister has said already
that there are some workers who receive
payments in addition to their award pay. It will
affect them, won't it?

Mr O'Connor: It will not affect all of them.
Mr B. T. Burke: You have said there are 15 per

cent. There will be some; so address yourself to
that argument.

Mr SODEMAN: If organisations want to pay
individuals additional amounts, it is up to them.

Mr B. T. Burke: The amounts are in their
awards at the present time.

Mr SODEMAN: However, as far as the award
is concerned, these individuals will suffer no
reduction in their award rate of pay.

Mr B. T. Burke: The Minister has said there
are individuals who will suffer a reduction in their
compensable payment.

Mr SODEMAN: Members opposite have made
great play on the preference aspect and the
Opposition spokesman made a statement in The
West Australian of the 31st March in which he
agreed that preference to unionists should go.

Mr Tonkin: No I did not. That is not true.
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Mr SODEMAN: Perhaps I might be doing the
member a disservice; therefore, I shall read what
he said.

Mr Bryce: Quote what the newspaper said.
Mr SODEMAN: I did not see the member

refute the statement made in the newspaper. If he
would like to change direction now 1 am quite
happy for him to do so; but he certainly did not do
so after the newspaper article was printed. The
article reads, in part, as follows-

People should not be forced to join unions,
the Opposition's spokesman on industrial
matters, Mr Arthur Tonkin, said yesterday.

Mr B. T. Burke: But that is not preference to
unionists. They are not forced now. They can pay
money into the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Mr SODEMAN: The member also commented
as follows-

But that did not mean unions should be
able virtually to point a gun at someone's
head and say they had to join.

Instead, unions should have to sell their
advantages to persuade people to join.

Mr Tonkin: You have left something out.
Mr SODEMAN: 1 am not going to read the

whole article.
Mr Tonkin: It said, "But". It referred back to

something else. Would you like to read it out?
Mr SODEMAN: The part I did not read, reads

as follows-
He said it was absolutely clear that it was

in the best interests of employees to join
unions.

The other night the member for Swan said,
"Show us who the people are who suppress
unionists. Who are the ogres in the union
movement?" The Opposition spokesman said
union officials should not be able to suppress
people.

Mr Gilbert, the State secretary of the Electrical
Trades Union of Workers made the comment the
other day that individuals were entitled to opt out
of the union if they wanted to, but as far as he
was concerned if they did, they were not going to
continue to work in the electrical industry. That
contradicts completely what the Opposition
spokesman said. Obviously he has a battle on his
hands with Mr Gilbert. There is one individual
who is diametrically opposed to the views put
forward by the Opposition spokesman. The
member for Morley said also--

There was a lot of research to show that
many unionists were actually anti-union.
This was disturbing.

We talked about a survey in which 75 per cent of
people were against compulsory unionism. The
member for Morley, who is the Opposition
spokesman, has virtually admitted that himself in
those words.

Mr Tonkin: What did I admit?
Mr SODEMAN: He admitted that the

majority of the population feels there should not
be compulsion in unionism. That is one of the
Cornerstones of what we are talking about here in
this Bill.

Mr Ton kin: As you are aware, there is no
compulsion now.

Mr SODEMAN: The member for Morley said
here that people should not have -a gun held at
their heads to force them to join a union; but Mr
Gilbert said "Opt out if you like, but if you do
you cannot work in your particular trade." The
preference is, if you do opt out there will be no
work and you can starve.

Mr Tonk in: The law allows people to opt out at
the moment, and they do so in droves.

Mr SODEMAN: The report continued as
follows-

He believed that it might be better for
unions to lose members rather than throw a
net to get a 100 per cent membership--many
of whom would be alienated from the union
movement in the process.

Mr Tonkin said: "I believe that the trade
union movement is at crisis point."

If it has so much to offer-and I am not being
critical of the unions because they have done a
tremendous amount of good in this State-

Mr B. T. Burke: You speak about respect
again.

Mr .Jamieson: After your ad in the paper.
Mr SODEMAN: It is not new for the

Opposition to claim when the people on this side
of the Chamber say or do anything, it is not true,
sincere or genuine; but when someone on the
Opposition side says something, it is true.

Mr Skidmore: Your actions do not make up for
the words you use.

Mr SODEMAN: The Leader of the Opposition
made the statement that we were reactionary.
Perhaps we are and we are reacting to the
situation which the lead spokesman says exists as
far as some of the union organisations are
concerned today. The member said we had
reached a crisis point. We have not heard him say
that the Press misquoted him.

Mr Tonkin: What do you think it refers to?
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Mr SODEMAN: The member for Morley says
unions are unpopular.

Mr Tonkin: I will tell you why they are
unpopular. They are unpopular because there has
been a continued attack on them, largely through
the media and because the media have not put
their case across as well as they might. That is
why there is a crisis point in trade unionism.

Mr SODEMAN: One of the reasons for the
crisis point comes across loud and clear. I will
read from the guide for shop stewards provided by
the AMWSU. Members on the other side have
stated we should be looking at a consensus, and
have consultation, understanding, and humanity.
The Opposition talks about our not mentioning
management and that in this Bill we are not
covering the shortfall of management. Right
throughout the Bill it states the unions cannot and
the companies cannot; it is in parallel, and then
they say the unions are blameless and have not
put their case across properly. They say that they
have approached the matter of industrial
relationship properly but I want to bring a
particular matter to the attention of members and
ask them to bear in mind that shop stewards
receive this from their union.

The guide reads in part as follows-
A SHOP STEWARD CANNOT BE

NEUTRAL
Mr Hodge: Where does this relate to the Bill?
Mr SODEMAN: We are talking about

preferences and the reason for having them and
that is why it is in the definitions. The Opposition
has been saying we are crucifying the unions and
we are trying to break them up. I wish to indicate
that Governments are not always to blame. When
the Opposition says they are at a crisis point I
want to say there are other reasons apart from the
bad Press they receive. The guide reads as
follows-

It is very easy to be impressed by some of
the problems and difficulties the employer
can claim he has to face. It is sometimes
quite a convincing argument when the
employer points out that the future
employment and prosperity of employees is
dependent on the future prosperity of the
company. Shop Stewards under the influence
of these concepts sometimes feel impelled to
"see both sides" to "see the employers point
of view" and "to be fair and unbiased".

They are saying it is a disease to be fair and
unbiased. It is a disease to be objective and
neutral. If one is then he is no good to the union.
To continue-

A Shop Steward who is pushed into this
position has lost his sense of direction.

He might feel it is the right thing to do; the
honest and only thing to do. To continue-

He fails to see that representatives of the
management who are paid by the company to
protect the company's interests have
succeeded with a confidence trick.

There is no management guide that I have read
that has ever set out to be biased and unfair.
Management is supposed to be fair; of course,
people in management also make mistakes but
they do not go out of their way to do so. To
continue-

The employers have never "seen both
sides". If they had, we could point to some
improvements in living standards and
working conditions that were introduced or
initiated by the employers

Someone interjected earlier and asked what
electorate I represent. One has only to go to the
Pilbara to see the housing standards there. They
are better then anywhere in the metropolitan area
and the unions themselves know it. The houses in
company towns have all been provided by the
companies. To continue-

On the contrary every move for higher
wages or improved working conditions has
been bitterly opposed by the employers.
Hence there are no common interests
between employers and workers.

Our Shop Steward must remember that he
represents one side-the members side--the
side that elected him and he must be biased,
prejudiced and one-eyed. He represents the
A.M.W.U. members and no one else.

That is a guide to shop stewards on how they
should go about their functions in a responsible
manner. The Bulletin of the 16th October made a
comment that the trade union movement in
Australia has for a long time sought the
protection of the law and to escape from the
restraints imposed by the law, both at the same
time, and that is why the unions played their part
in bringing the Labor Party into existence.

Mr B. T. BURKE The Opposition does not
pretend to have the numbers to defeat the
Government on this legislation, but that lack of
numbers does not deprive the Opposition of the
responsibility to point out to the Parliament, and
to the people of Western Australia, the very
faulty performance of the Government in general
and the Minister for Labour and Industry in
particular. This is reflected in the legislation
which is now being considered by the Committee.
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If we look firstly to the Minister's contribution
when he was replying to the debate, initially on
this clause, we see that he said the member for
Morley was wrong when he claimed that up to 40
per cent of unionists working under State awards
could be affected by the removal, under this
legislation, of the commission's ability to deal
with workers' compensation.

The Minister said that the figure was more
likely to be 15 per cent and of that 15 per cent
only a lesser percentage would actually be
deprived of any of the income they might expect
to receive were they under the Workers'
Compensation Act. Be that as it may, the
Minister did not address himself at all to the
question as to why that percentage, however small
it might be, should be deprived of part of the
income they are now receiving under the present
law. Why is it that 3, 4 or even 7 per cent deserve
to be treated more harshly under the legislation
than they are being treated under the proposed
law? To say that the member for Morley's
estimate of the number who will be affected is
incorrect does dot remove from the Minister the
responsibility to explain just why any percentage
should be treated so harshly as they will be
treated under this legislation. That is one
shortcoming of the Minister in this matter.

The Minister then referred to the three
different avenues through which people who were
injured at work might pursue their position in
order to obtain compensation. Everyone present
would have heard the Minister, ad nausean,, refer
to the prospects that injured workers have of
pursuing their position according to civil law in
the civil law courts. What he did not mention was
that to be able to do that the employee has to
prove there has been negligence on the part of his
employer. Perhaps the Minister might interject
and tell us whether he is aware of that fact. Of
course he is. Then he was irresponsible and
misleading not to have dealt with it i n his
contribution when replying to the debate on this
clause.

Mr O'Connor: Not only the employer, but I
will qualify that in due course.

Mr B. T. BURKE: It does not matter whether
the negligence was by the employer, or whether
there has been some negligence which was not the
fault of the worker, because the result is that the
worker has been injured.

The point is the Minister, in flaunting this
particular avenue of retribution that the injured
employee has, failed to mention at any time that
there needed to be some provable negligence on
the part of someone other than the injured worker

in order that the worker might pursue the avenue
the Minister outlined. The Minister now tells the
Chamber that he was aware when making that
contribution that that sort of restriction was
imposed on the worker.

I say by his failure to point to the ingredient of
negligence the Minister has acted irresponsibly
and has misled the Chamber. He has held up as a
legitimate and wide-ranging avenue of retribution
an option so narrow as to be of only passing
interest, and when talking about those options he
does not bother to mention that should civil action
be pursued by an injured worker his option to
obtain workers' compensation payments as a
result of that injury is denied to him. So
effectively, if one wants to talk about three
avenues one cannot say they exist, according to
the Minister's contribution, because the pursuit of
one denies the availability of another.

The Minister went to great pains to point out to
the Chamber and the public that injured workers
would become eligible for 100 per cent of their
award pay. He was followed in that fashion by the
member for Pilbara who pretended, by ignoring
something the Minister himself had admitted,
that the truth would cease to exist. He implied
there would be no change in the situation as it
affected workers whose compensation situations
revert under this new law to something which
does not exist at the present time.

The fact of the matter is this new law
pretending to deal with arbitration and
conciliation will effectively cause a significant
number of workers in Western Australia to
receive when they are injured less money than
they now receive. Does the Minister deny that?
He is significantly silent.

Mr O'Connor: I will reply in due course.
Mr Tonkin: It is potentially a cause of

disputation.
Mr B.' T. BURKE: It is quite true that a

significant number of workers will receive lower
compensation payments as a result of the passage
of this legislation.

Then we saw the Minister venture into the
harshest and least worthy of excuses when he
spoke about the effect of workers' compensation
premiums on employment, on industry, and, by
inference, on investment. If we follow the
Minister's argument to its logical conclusion, we
will abandon workers' compensation altogether to
ensure there is no effect on unemployment,
employment, investment, or profitability. The
obvious argument is that when talking about
workers' compenisation we are talking about what
is fair, just, and moral as far as the injured
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worker is concerned. We are not talking about
profitability for those for whom he works. We are
not talking about those who want to malinger or
pretend they are injured when they are not. It has
been said investment is deterred by workers'
compensation premiums which industry is liable
to pay, but we are talking about what is fair and
just for the injured worker.

If we combat malingering-and there are not
so many malingerers as the Minister and the
Government would have us believe-by reducing
the payment genuine people will receive when
they are injured, we are being harsh, immoral,
and unfair. If we want to talk about those who by
their malingering are causing others to suffer,
whether it be employers or fellow workers, let us
talk about the doctors who co-operate in schemes
which will allow workers who are not injured to
claim with some substantiation that they are
injured. If we want to talk about what is fair, just,
and moral, that is what we need to police.

It is of no use the Minister saying, by analogy,
that because some age pensioners cheat on the
pension we will cut the benefit in half and make it
half as profitable for anybody else to cheat. If we
want to be fair and just, we should pursue the
small percentage who can be proved to be
cheating and prevent them from repeating the
offence. We certainly do not want to Confiscate
from the other 99 per cent of worthy recipients
the living wage they should receive.

That applies to injured workers as much as to
pensioners- It is inaccurate to say an injured
worker can exist on lower wages than the same
worker would receive if he were employed,
healthy and fit. The Minister does himself no
credit, nor does he bring credit on his
Government, by using that sort of argument as a
basis for reducing payments to injured workers.

The contribution of the member for Pilbara was
interesting to me. He completely misled this
Chamber and the public of Western Australia by
misrepresenting entirely the position of the
member for Morley. If members want some
sanity, reason, and rational behaviour in this
debate, they should not misrepresent the
statements of the member for Morley when he
attempted to talk with some precision about those
matters upon which members on the Government
benches so often sloganise.

When talking about compulsory unionism the
member for Morley said it was not desirable for a
union to hold a gun at an employee's head in
order to make him join. In making that statement
he had the full support of the Opposition in this
Parliament. The support Was given to him then

and has not wavered since. His position, then, is
that preference to unionists is not compulsory
unionism, and the ability to opt out of the union
by electing to pay into Consolidated Revenue an
amount of money representing the dues which
would have been paid had the partkcular member
elected to join the union does not constitute
compulsory unionism, because the person is not
compelled to join a particular union.

Mr Coyne: It is the kiss of death.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Of course the union is not

compelling the member to join. What is
happening is the member is exercising a choice
whether the constitution, rules, and behaviour, if
one likes, of a certain organisation suit him, and if
they do not he may choose not to join that
organisation. The evidence is quite clearly
available to anybody who bothers to look for it, in
the numbers who have chosen not to join unions,
but have elected to pay into Consolidated
Revenue the amount represented by their union
dues, to go to a charity of their own choice.

That is the position of the member for Morley,
and if that subtle difference between preference to
unionists and compulsory unionism does not seep
through the skulls of people like the member for
Pilbara that is not the fault of the member for
Morley. It is the fault of the inability of members
on the other side of the Chamber-perhaps quite
deliberately-to discern for themselves the
position of someone putting forward an argument.

In conclusion I want to make two points. The
first is that in concert with this sort of
attitude-the sort of spirit embodied in this
Bill-has been the most significant, deliberate,
and obvious run-down in the inspectorial facilities
of the Department of Labour and Industry that I
have experienced during my six years in this
Parliament.

I refer specifically to a case which occurred just
three weeks ago. I rang the department and
brought to its attention a particular case about
which the complainant had approached me saying
the department seemed loath to pursue the rights
of the individual as that particular individual
discerned them to be. I spoke to the head of the
inspectorial staff and that officer told me that a
week prior to my call a submission had been put
to his superiors seeking permission for overtime to
be worked to allow the staff involved in this
particular complaint to be interviewed away from
their work premises. When I called him no
approval had been given for that overtime to be
worked.

He told met he was not expecting approval for
at least another four days and that such a ceiling
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was being placed continually on his efforts. If the
Committee wants to believe he was complaining
idly and was another Labor stooge, then let me
inform members that this man who was
complaining about the interference of his masters
happens to be my opponent at the next election,
the Liberal candidate for Balcatta. This man is
acknowledging the serious shortcomings of the
Government on this particular matter.

The final point I want to make is this: This
legislation will see the most definite and centralist
shift in industrial relations that we have ever had
in Western Australia. No longer will the State
control the industrial relations of the workers
within its boundaries. Mark my words, within a
few short months, unions in their droves will be
migrating to the Federal sphere. Already one
union has made application to do this. I urge
members to reflect on the statements made
previously by the Premier when he said he
believed there should be one arbitration system
throughout the country. This legislati on is a
subterfuge to inflict that centralist system upon
the people of Western Australia.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will endeavour to answer
the queries raised. It makes one smile to listen to
the comments just made by the member for
Balcatta when he says there is no compulsory
unionism in this State. In that case, why are
members complaining about the legislation? We
are trying to give people the freedom of choice to
be or not to be members of a union.

Mr B. T. Burke: Can I explain it to you once
more? Do you understand the difference between
preference and compulsion?

Mr O'CONNOR: I believe I understand the
difference better than the member does. The
member for Collie talked about democracy, but
then he wants to refuse to give people the right to
be or not to be members of a union. What does
the member know of democracy when he makes
comments like that?

Mr Pearce: I choose not to join the Royal Perth
Golf Club, but it will not let me use its facilities.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Collie
asked why we are changing the system. There are
several reasons for this, but firstly let us look at
our present system. The legislation was
introduced initially in 1963, and the Australian
Labor Party opposed it bitterly; its members said
it would be the death of arbitration. Yet here
tonight the Opposition is fighting to retain the
system it said would be the death of arbitration.

We have several reasons for introducing this
legislation, but the main reason is that the present
system is not working.

Mr T. H. Jones: You did not give evidence of
that.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Collie could
not have been present in the Chamber. One only
has to lock at the recent industrial unrest in the
Pilbara to realise that some change is necessary.
One company alone-Hamersicy Iron Pty.
Ltd.-in 10 weeks lost $95 million-worth of
export income to this State.

Mr Bryce: Whose fault was that?
Mr O'CONNQR: I will not reply to the

interjections. I am replying to the comments
made.

Mr Skidmore: It was not lost-it is still in the
ground.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Swan
should know very well that some of these
contracts have been lost. We lost $95 million in
export income, $7.363 million in wages, and $4
million in royalties. Subsequently jobs were lost.

Mr Bryce: Whose fault was that?
Mr O'CONNOR: It was the fault of the

unions, and I will give the reasons for that.
Mr Bryce: It ' was the fault of the Prime

Minister, the Deputy Prime Minister, yourself,
and the Commissoner of Police. The principals of
the company will tell you that the dispute was
nearly solved about three times and big mobths
were opened politically to deliberately extend it,
and you know your leader was disgusted when it
was solved.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Watt):
Order!

Mr O'CONNOR: The reason for the strike was
that the unions irresponsibly lodged a log of
claims, five in all, and stated that four of them
were not negotiable. One log of claims was for a
40 per cent increase in wages or a $95 increase on
the base rate. After 10 weeks, and a heavy loss in
wages to the workers, the strike was settled in a
week. That speaks for itself.

Mr Bryce: You did it deliberately to inflame
and prolong the strike.

Mr O'CONNOR: The honourable member is
again talking through his hat. Certainly nothing I
did at any time inflamed the situation. I was
anxious to see the strike settled because of the
cost to the State and the unemployment that
could follow.

The member for Collie commented on the Kelly
report. Very clearly I said that we used the Kelly
report as a basis to introduce new industrial
arbitration legislation.
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At no time did the Government indicate it
would implement the Kelly report. However, its
recommendations were discussed with the unions,
the Confederation of Western Australian
Industry, and other interested bodies. It was the
Government's responsibility to bring in legislation
that it thought would be acceptable and while 1,
as the Minister, conferred with the parties I have
mentioned, naturally the Government wanted to
implement the policy it believes in. The legislation
on preference fits in with the policy of the United
Nations on unionism, it fits in with the
International Labour Convention policy, with the
policy of the Liberal Party, and with our idea of
the thoughts of the majority of the people in this
State.

Never did this Government believe or indicate
that it believed it would implement the Kelly
report. We have implemented much of it and
certainly this Hill will upgrade and improve the
system that has applied for so long and so
unsatisfactorily.

I cannot understand why members opposite *do
not agree with the principle of secret ballots. We
should have had such a provision before this, and
in that respect we are covering new ground. I
have never said that the legislation we are putting
forward is without fault. If anomalies arise, I will
be quite happy to endeavour to iron them out. We
may have some early disruptions, but we are used
to that. In the long term the legislation will be
much better than the Act we have at present.

Mr Bryce: Should there be secret ballots for
shareholders?

Mr O'CONNOR: I am talking about this Bill.
Mr Bryce: Of course, one thing for labour, but

something quite different for capital.
Mr O'CONNOR: It depends on the issue and

what is involved.
Mr Bryce: Of course it is different.
Mr O'CONNOR: A few months ago 12 unions

voted against a one-day national strike and four
unions voted for it. In other words, the majority of
the membership of the 16 unions involved did not
want to go on strike. Despite this, the executive
instructed them to do so.

Mr Skidmore: Where was this?
Mr O'CONNOR: This was the Railway

Officers Union of Western Australia. The
member for Swan can look at the minutes and he
will see the reprimand the union received from the
members.

Mr B. T. Burke: Will you deal with workers'
compensation?

Mr O'CONNOR: I will deal with the various
aspects as I go along. I believe people should have
freedom of choice to be or not to be members of a
union.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: Instead of bullying people,

the unions should seek to attract them by offering
something worth while. Unions have much to
offer.

Mr T. H. Jones: These people want to pay
nothing.

Mr O'CONNOR: We ought to give this
legislation a try. In my opinion the wording of the
interpretations deserves our support.

Mr T. H. Jones: Why did you go against
Commissioner Kelly's recommendation?

Mr O'CONNOR: In what respect?
Mr T. H. Jones: In the respect to which I

referred.
Mr O'CONNOR: In regard to preference to

unionists? If the member looks at Commissioner
Kelly's report-and he also indicated this to me
very clearly in discussions-he will find that most
of the complaints received were in respect of
compulsory unionism.

Mr T. H. Jones: Oh!
Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Collie is

ducking for cover. Commissioner Kelly said-and
this can be checked with him-that most of the
complaints he received were from people who
wanted to opt out of unions. He considered very
strongly including that matter in his proposed
Bill. That answers the member for Collie.

Some members have mentioned the matter of
workers' compensation. Under the Workers'
Compensation Act, 100 per cent of the award rate
is paid to injured workers.

Mr Tonkin: Not after the election.
Mr O'CONNOR: If members opposite want to

listen-and I doubt that they do, because I do not
think they are sincere-they would not interrupt
constantly. The Workers' Compensation Act
allows injured workers 100 per cent of the base
rate.

Mr Tonkin: Not after the election.
Mr O'CONNOR: Perhaps it will not if

members opposite get in. Apart from that 100 per
cent of the award rate, injured workers have the
right to go to civil courts, and they do.

The member for Balcatta said they must prove
their case. Of course, if a worker hits himself on
the head with a bottle he would not expect much
by way of compensation. That provision is there,
and members know it.
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Mr B. T. Burke: What about the percentage of
people you spoke of who will receive less under
the new Bill?

Mr O'CONNOR: I did not say anyone would
receive less. I said some may receive less, and I
was referring in particular to members of the fire
brigades unions.

Mr B. T, Burke interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: Let me finish, or I will not

answer the member.
Mr B. T. Burke interjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):

Order! The member for Balcatta!
Mr O'CONNOR: I will not answer if the

member for Balcatta carries on in that way. I am
trying to reply to him, and he does not want to
listen. What I am saying is that fire brigade
workers also have regulation 132, which gives
them many advantages additional to the 100 per
cent of the award rate. This Bill will not affect
those advantages. Nothing in the Bill will prevent
an employer from coming to an arrangement to
pay his employees an amount over and above 100
per cent of the award rate, or above what they are
entitled to receive under regulation 132. Those
advantages must be taken into consideration.

Mr B. T. Burke: So is it right to say that if the
Fire Brigades Board makes such an agreement, it
will meet no opposition from you?

Mr O'CONNOR: I did not say that. I said the
Bill will not affect the benefits applicable under
regulation 132. 1 have told the fire brigades
unions, through Mr Latter-and I will confer
with him again later-that from the information
available to me it appears fire brigade officers
and firemen will not be affecred. Possibly persons
who. check hydrants. etc., may be affected by the
Bill. That is why I said some may be affected.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have said you would have
no objection to employers making such an
arrangement. I am asking whether you would
object to the Fire Brigades Board making such an
arrangement.

Mr O'CONNOR:. I did not say I would either
encourage or discourage it; I was simply stating a
fact.

Mr B. T- Burke: Would you tell us what you
would do?

Mr O'CONNOR: It is up to the employers and
unions. If arrangements are made outside this
legislation, they will not be affected by it.

Mr SKIDMORE: I gave some figures to the
Minister off the top of my head, and he pooh-
poohed them and said they were ridiculous.

Mr O'Connor: You referred to an increase of
thousands per cent, and you were wrong.

Mr SKIDMORE: Am I? I understood the
Minister to say there had been an increase of 100
workers.

Mr O'Connor: No, I was referring to a
percentage.

Mr SKIDMORE: I was not aware of that.
Mr O'Connor: I accept that.
Mr SKID MORE: I am refering to the Western

Australian Year Book, No. 17, 1979, and I am
looking at figures of the total work force,
excluding defence forces, employees in
agriculture, and employee in private domestic
service. It can be seen that the persons excluded
from these figures are also excluded from the
existing Act, and have been excluded from the
new Bill. The statistics show that in June, 1974,
243 000 mate workers were employed in industry.
In June, 1977, the number was 253 800. My
arithmetic indicates the male work force
increased by 10 800 during that period; and two
years have passed since then. In June, 1974,
132 300 females were employed in industry, and
in June, 1977, that figure increased to
142 800-an increase of 10 500. Therefore, my
guesstimate was not far out. I said the work force
had increased by about 20 000 over that period.

Mr Sibson: Quite a good record for a Liberal
Government.

Mr SKIDMORE: The analogy , I was trying to
draw was that the Minister referred to 312
million for X-number of workers, and then he
referred to $84 million for the same number of
workers. Yet in the period to which he referred
the work force grew by over 21000 persons whom
insurance companies must cover by indemnity
policies taken out and paid for by employers. The
Minister misled the Chamber when he referred to
amounts of $12 million and $84 million because
he did not take into account the variation in the
work force. That is a convenient way to cloud the
issue.

Mr O'CONNOR: I said that in 1974 premiums
for workers' compensation amounted to $12
million, and I said the anticipated amount this
year was $84 million. I understand that the
member for Swan may have misinterpreted what
I said; that is something which happens. He said
an increase had occurred in the work force. I
asked him whether it was 100 per cent, and he
said it was thousands. Obviously, he
misinterpreted what I said.

I freely acknowledge that a substantial increase
has occurred in awards since 1974. Let us say the
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increase was 50 per cent, which is probably not
unrealistic. That would mean the cost of
premiums would increase to $18 million.

Mr Skidmore: Come on!
Mr O'CONNOR: Well, we could increase it by

100 per cent if the member wishes. Let us assume
that the number of people has risen by 100 per
cent, which of course it has not. That would put
the figure to $24 million in total. I am glad the
member acknowledges that there has been a
substantial increase in the work force of Western
Australia during that period. I have checked
recently, and since 1974 the increase in the work
force in Western Australia has been 63 000, or 13
per cent. That was the highest increase in
Australia. The increase in New South Wales was
14 000 or I per cent. I acknowledge there has
been an increase in wages; there has been an
increase in the work force; and there has been a
very substantial increase of 600 per cent as far as
premiums are concerned.

I move an amendment-
Page 11, lines 35 to 37-Delete the

passage "and includes a person holding an
appointment as a Commissioner pursuant to
section 49 of the Supreme Court Act, 1935;"

The reason for the deletion is that if the provision
were left as it is it would allow magistrates to sit
on the Industrial Appeals Court. This is not
meant to be. A judge should sit in that case. By
that amendment, we are allowing the status quo
to remain.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 8 put and passed.
Clause 9: Qualifications for appointment of

President and chief Industrial Commissioner-
Mr TONKIN: The essence of an industrial

arbitration system is that the arbitrator should be
regarded by both sides as impartial and fair.
Before 1963 we had the situation where the
labour side of industrial relations was represented
openly. We believe that this clause has been
drafted unfairly. I refer to paragraph (b) of
subclause (3).

If the person is to have had experience at a high
level in industry and commerce, why should he
not have experience at a high level in a trade
union? The paragraph calls for experience in
"commerce" and "industry". There is the
emphasis on the capital side of things. There
should also be emphasis on the labour side. There
should be allowance for a person coming from a
union.

It might be argued that the paragraph does not
prevent a trade unionist from being appointed
because it says "industrial relations". If that is so,
why do we not remove the words "industry" and
"commerce"? If one can argue that "industrial
relations" include a unionist, surely it would
include also a person highly placed in commerce
or industry.

If the Industrial Commission is to be seen as
fair and -reasonable, it is more likely to be
accepted when it makes a pronouncement if it is
not shown to be prejudiced.

The other matter I would like to raise is that in
subclause (3) after paragraph (a) there is no "or"
but after paragraph (b) there is the word "or".
Does that mean that a person must comply with
(a) and may comply with (b) or (c)? That is the
way I would read it, but I would be interested to
know whether the Minister would agree.

Mr O'CONNOR: I appreciate the comment
made by the member. There is no intention of
precluding trade unionists from being involved
here. Trade unionists are covered by "industrial
relations". I assure members there is no intention
of excluding trade unionists from this area. I have
discussed this with the commission and with
others involved.

In relation to the other matter raised, I am
advised that each of those clauses may be read
separately. It is not necessary to have the word
,or" in the various places.

Mr Tonkin: Why is it in one place?
Mr O'CONNOR: As far as English is

concerned, it is correct to put it there. Legally, it
applies also to the first paragraph. I have been
advised by Crown Law -that that is so. Each
paragraph can be read separately, and the person
does not have to have qualifications provided for
in each of two sections.

Mr Skidmnore: So anybody who wishes to
become the Chief Industrial Commissioner may
fall within (a) or (b) or (c), and no accumulation
of those?

Mr O'CONNOR: That is correct, yes.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 13 put and passed.
Clause 14: Exercise of powers and jurisdiction

of the President and the Commission-
Mr O'CONNOR: In line 36 on page 16 the

word "Commissioner" appears. As the clause
reads, that would preclude the president from
sitting on or constituting the commission. That
was not meant to be. I move an amendment-
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Page 16, line 36-Delete the word
"Commissioner" and substitute the words
-member of the Commission".

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 15 and 16 put and passed.
Clause 17: Appointment of acting members of

the Commission-
Mr O'CONNOR: I move an amendment-

Page 18, lines 9 to 12-Delete all words
after the word "Commission" down to and
including the word "President".

I am moving this amendment because that
provision is duplicated virtually by the following
subelause (2).

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 18 to 20 put and passed.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again,
on motion by Mr O'Connor (Minister for Labour
and Industry).

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

Second Reading: Budget Debate

Debate resumed from the 25th October.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) (10.03 p.m.]: I

have been caught napping on this as I did not
anticipate speaking to the Bill tonight; but I am
never stuck for a few words when I have nothing
to say! I have noticed over the last few weeks
there have been some criticisms of the Opposition
Leader's reply speech to the Premier's Estimates
speech. The member for Mundaring had quite a
deal to say about no alternatives being offered
and a couple of other potential Cabinet Ministers
said it was terrible that the Opposition should pull
apart the Government's Budget proposals without
putting forward reasonable alternatives. I thought
that in the past there must have been some gems
of speeches made on the part of Liberal Party
Opposition members during the time the present
Premier and the previous Liberal Party Premier
were in Opposition. When I researched the matter
I found that neither of those gentlemen put
forward any gems of wisdom or any alternative
proposals. Instead, they criticised all sorts of
things.

When the late Sir David Brand was Leader of
the Opposition, at one time it seemed his biggest
complaint was that the Chamber had not been

air-conditioned. lie was Premier for 12 years
after that and the Chamber was not air-
conditioned during that time-it is still not air-
conditioned. He complained about the fact that
the Federal Government was not giving enough
money to the State and followed the line most
Leaders of the Opposition are wont to follow.
They either compliment or denigrate the
Government of the day which happens to be in
Canberra, depending on whether it is of their
political colour. That seems to have been the
general trend. But there has been nothing
startling put forward in the way of alternative
proposals.

I am indebted to members opposite for inducing
me to research back to 1958 when the present
Premier was the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. He had been speaking at length and
criticising all and sundry to such a degree that
later that year he copped a book in the side of the
head from one of his own members who gave him
the nickname of "Chattering Charlie". He had
been speaking for around three hours. He finally
moved to break down the Esti mates by 11. I t wa s
not a very remarkable performance. Many
members had done it before him. On running
through his little homily it seemed he was not
very impressed with the people running the
country.

I found that in fact he was advocating the same
thing he advocated in his maiden speech; he
wanted separate taxation for the States as well as
the Commonwealth. He referred to the State's
position then as being like that of a prostitute; the
State had the power, but no responsibility. Over
and above that I could not gain much from his
dissertation. He was critical of all sorts of things
done by the Hawke Government of the day.

So if the members who were critical of the
Leader of the Opposition's speech care to look at
that speech which was made on the 16th October,
1958, they will find the present Premier was going
on with a rather long-winded dissertation which
was perhaps typical of the contributions of many
Leaders of the Opposition. He is not there to
make policies. In the past, to my regret, I have
found that if one makes suggestions too early,
they are picked up quickly by Government
members if there is a bit of a glimmer about
them. The Liberal Party has a magpie-like trait:
It picks up anything that shines.

Mr MacKinnon: We should go out and pick up
the member for Ascot.

M r JAM I ESON: 1 do not know whether or not
members opposite pick up the member for Ascot.
I am not sure why they would want to do that,
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except perhaps because part of him might shine.
He has to look after himself. I cannot protect him.

In the past all this wonderful information has
not been made available by leading Opposition
members. In years gone by I have noticed that
when one announces an intention, it is usually
criticised extensively. I remember about six
months before the last election as the then Leader
of the Opposition, I had the temerity to make an
announcement that if we were elected, we would
complete the road between Port Hedland and
Broome. All hell was then let loose. All the
Dorothy Dix questions were asked. It was clearly
the opinion of all the experts that if this was done,
construction on all other roads in this State would
have to cease. This was a nonsensical way to look
at the matter. It was said that the suggestion I
made would cause all other country centres to be
neglected.

Members have only to read Hansard to obtain
confirmation of what I am saying. As a result I
was not sure whether I had made the right move.
Nevertheless, when the election came along we
found that part of the Liberal Party's platform
was that it would complete the road between Port
Hedland and Broome within the following three
years.

Mr Coyne: A pure coincidence.
Mr JAMIESON: A few of these coincidences

occur along the line. I should like to know,
however, why members opposite carped about the
matter when I first raised it.

After looking at the proposition. I decided it
would be feasible to have centred on Point
Samson an educational establishment similar to
that situated at Point Peron. This could be used
by the schools in the north. When I was in the
area recently, I discovered the Education
Department was taking over all the old buildings
which belonged to the Harbour and Light
Department. We accept that our suggestions may
be put into effect on occasions, but we are not
going to assist the Government in this manner all
the time. Some of the time we prefer to keep our
ideas to ourselves until such time as we can use
them.

Certainly when the Government has been in
Opposition it has not assisted any Labor
Governments. In answer to recent remarks made
by members that this should be the normal
practice, I invite them to read the gems of wisdom
which have come from former Leaders of the
Opposition. The Hon. David Brand and the Hon.
Charles Court, as he was then, have, at various
times, made their peace.

Sonme members come into the Chamber and
they want to change everything in one term of
Parliament. They want to change the views not
only of members on their side of the House, but
also of those on the opposing benches. Such
members should concentrate on their own
shortcomings in the hope that they will be able to
overcome them.

I shall speak in more detail on the departmental
votes later. I should like now to mention several
general matters. Members will recall that last
year when speaking to Division I of the
Estimates, I excelled myself and spoke for much
longer than usual ink this House when putting
forward the case that improvements should be
made to travel concession for members of this
Parliament throughout the State, because they
were badly off when compared with members of
other Parliaments.

Some time earlier I had been told in a letter
written by the Premier that no change would be
made to the situation before the next election.
However, as a result of that particular
contribution I have achieved more than has the
member for Mundaring since he has been a
member of the House. Even the Premier, who
takes a hard line on such matters, had another
think about it. He gave additional concessions to
members, something which he had not proposed
to do until after the next election. One flight a
year within this State was awarded to members.
One frequently achieves results by being
persistent. The Government of the day was not
very keen on accepting my ideas, or probably the
ideas put forward by anyone else; but if one is
persistent, one may achieve results.

I attended a recent meeting of the CPA at
which a number of "honorary life members" were
present. Some of them are former Premiers and
have given the State many years of service. The
Chief Secretary will probably fall into this
category when the next CPA annual meeting
takes place. I moved a motion at the meeting I
attended recently that action should be taken to
upgrade the position in relation to travel
arrangements for the people to whom I have just
referred.

At the beginning of the century when the
trans.-line was opened between Perth and the
Eastern States, concessions were given to
members who had been in Parliament for a
certain period of time. They were able to retain
those rights when they left Parliament. However,
the concessions have never been improved since
then as far as this Parliament is concerned. The
concessions have never been changed. They are a
long way behind the times.
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This is the State that is "on the move". It is
hard to understand how it can move on some
matters, but flat on others. There should be a
qualifying period before a member is eligible for
such concessions. The Chief Secretary has given
over 21 years' service to the State. Better
conessions. than those existing should be
available to people such as he when he retires.
The concessions in other States are much more
generous and they should be available here. We
are not so poor as to be unable to afford to extend
these concessions a little.

Frequently visitors come from the Eastern
States. Ex-members of Parliament visit Western
Australia, but they do not use their privileges
excessively. They may take one trip by air a year
to the State of their choice. They do not always go
to the same State, because they do not necessarily
want to do so. Sometimes they will fly from
Brisbane to Perth or from Brisbane to Melbourne.
They are free to choose whichever State they
would like to visit.

The concessions available to e-members of
Parliament in Western Australia should be
improved and updated so that members who have
served a qualifying period will benefit.

Later on I would like to refer to some of the
items of estimated revenue and expenditure. I
should now like to mention some matters which
need attention.

The Premier js a great one for lauding himself
about what he has done in the north and all his
moves up there, but one needs only to tread the
roads of the far part of the north to see into how
many mistakes he has led the locals. I pity the
people there because they need some direct
guidance-I[ have always stated that. They need a
good basic crop such as sorghum, sunflower or
others instead of having to change crops each
year. They should have a base crop as do selected
agricultural areas right throughout Australia.

Queensland has sugar cane and in the dry areas
north, south, and east of Perth they have wheat as
a base crop. They have other crops as cash crops
which help to keep finances flowing. However,
without a base crop it becomes indeed difficult,
but some do get by by having a small type of
mixed farm. They have fruit trees, a few sheep or
cows, or perhaps cattle. In that way they are able
to make their way through, but they never get
into the massive production or a very attractive
production from the point of view of having a big
financial development.

I would say that the proper development of this
area requires this sort of thing. I have made news
releases about this because I have always been

interested in the betterment of this area for the
people of the Kimberley. I believe this area should
be turned into a giant ethanol factory. Brazil has
a requirement that the automobile fuel should
contain at least 20 per cent ethanol and this. is
something we should be looking at. We should be
looking at the production of motor spirit.

We should give some encouragement to the
region firstly by putting in a pilot plant and then
follow that up with a major plant. I know that Mr
Wran in New South Wales has decided to go into
ethanol production in a big way with one of the
major oil companies. Wheat will be the base for
the factory. I have always wondered about this
because if one uses such a base and there is a
famine overseas the stock may need to be sent
overseas to meet that demand.

We need to look at a region or area where stock
feed can be produced in such a way that it would
not be transferred to other places or be required
elsewhere. Sugar is a good stock feed to consider
because it has been proved that it can be grown in
abundance in the trial plots in the north. There is
no reason that that cannot be repeated on a
gigantic scale throughout the whole region. It
could be grown not only in the Ord area but also
in the Fitzroy area and in some of the not-so-large
river areas. However, the rivers are certainly big
if they are compared with the rivers we have near
Perth.

The Kimberley and the northern areas are ideal
for crops because there is a considerable amount
of water available and the vagaries of nature
would not have to be suffered. There is plenty of
water and sunshine to grow crops and of course
there is a vast amount of land available. This is
the way we could make that area really go ahead.

Molasses and other products could be used for
stock feed; or maybe other products from the
current industry in the region. There would also
be an incentive for farmers to grow unusual crops
such as sunflower, safflower, and mungbeans. The
potential is enormous but it must not be left to the
stupidity of changing crops almost every year. A
programme must be set and even at this juncture
if it did not show a complete cash return it would
still be a good investment for the future.

We would have something to show; we would
not have to change our style of development every
time the wind changed, as has been happenifig in
the past. It would be a good thing to grow some
base crops, The crop could even be cassava. It is
said that this is difficult to grow because it is
difficult to obtain a reliable seed germination. I
do not think it is beyond the power of man to be
able to get a good supply of seeds for future crops.
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There may be a need to grow the seed crops in
other areas. I think cotton was grown in the
Meekatharra or Wiluna area. Apparently seed
should not always be cultivated in the same place
because it becomes somewhat inbred and does not
give the production it should. However these are
the mechanics of agriculture and should be looked
after by the experts. It is not something that lay
people should become involved in; the lay people
should just set the goal and tell the experts to go
to it and produce the goods.

There is another project in the north which has
been discussed for some time; that is, the
production of abundant water sources for the
Pilbara. So far for the Port Heland area and
indeed for the general region in the Pilbara most
of the sources have been found by tapping the
aquifers in the river basins or those aquifers
closely associated with rivers like Millstream.

If there is to be development of this project
there must be dams provided on some of the rivers
in the region. This becomes a rather difficult job
in this day and age because we are beset with the
44greenies" who rightly remind us that there is
sufficient water from other sources and that we
should not destroy that which might be valuable
to man.

Mr Davies: They are a bit subversive, are they
not?

Mr JAM IESON: They are a bit subversive. 1
do not know that the -greenaes" exist in Egypt,
but when the Aswan Dam was constructed there
was so much pressure from the multitudes that
they physically had to cut out the vast Egyptian
carvings in the rocks and take them away to
higher ground because otherwise they would have
been flooded. If we find the best available place
for a dam and run into an Aboriginal sacred site
we might have to abandon it or find another site,
but with the vast resources which exist there must
be some sites which could be sorted out without
crossing Aboriginal sacred places.

The Public Works Department says we find the
sacred places and the Aborigines claim them.
They might not have known they existed, but they
find they have been sacred places from time
immemorial and have been forgotten or
discarded; or, being nomadic, the perhaps with
the intention of finding their way back to them
generations later if it is a very sacred area which
was dear to the hearts of their forefathers and
which they want to keep. I have no argument with
that. That is the way the Aborigines are and we
must ensure we do not despoil their sites in our
endeavour to develop our resources in the Pilbara.

I hope the noises we have been hearing in
recent times about the development of area "C"
do not bellow out as an election gimmick, as they
have previously. We have been faced with this in
the last two or three elections.

A rather unfortunate consortium was Set up in
the Premier's own mind-nothing more nor
less-to develop the Alwest project in conjunction
with the Wagerup production of Alcoa. As soon
as the election was out of the way we realised the
convenient consortium was only a verbal
agreement between Alcoa's Chrome George and
Reynolds of Reynolds Metals. After the election
one rang the other and said, "We are no longer
interested in this", and that is as much as it ever
meant. Yet in the newspapers here day after day
we saw feature articles about how these two
mighty organisations would be coming together to
get the project off the ground. Aiwest has not got
off the ground yet. It will in its own good time,
but I was told years ago the Reynolds people were
not prepared to develop until the 1980s. They
have as much as they can handle. It is a family
company and if they were to bring their own
financial resources into it-and hundreds of
millions of dollars would be required-they would
need time to develop the financial arrangements. I
am hoping against hope. No doubt the Premier
has his scribes working already on all these major
developments and wonderful things which are
going to happen.

Area "C" has been proposed for many years. I
understand the Japanese said long ago to the Mt.
Goldsworthy people that because they were the
first company to supply the Japanese market with
premium grade ore they would not let the
company sink. In addition, the Japanese
themselves have an interest in Goldsworthy, so
they probably want to protect it. If that is the
case, it is not unreasonable to expect that the
Japanese would be looking for ways of financing
the development of area "C", and it would be no
mystery as to which company might go next or
which company might get off the ground next.

We also have the Hancock proposals to get the
Marra Mamba district off the ground. People say
many things about Hancock and he is no
supporter of our party. He does not seem to be a
particular supporter of the Liberal Party, either,
for that matter; he does not Seem to get on very
well with the Premier. At one time he was tied up
with a gift of a few hundred thousand dollars to
the Country Party or the National Party. It is
said money is the root of all evil, and look at what
that did. It caused an unholy row. I do not know
whether anyone got any money out of it, but the
Press certainly got a lot of copy out of it.
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Lang Hancock is quite a remarkable man. He
knows that area like the back of his hand and can
describe and designate the areas right throughout
the length and breadth of the Pilbara where there
are deposits of iron ore and other minerals. It is
unfortunate he has not been about so much lately.
Like many of us, he is getting older. He has his
three score years and ten, and one cannot hope to
continue to be lively from then on. We have not
heard much about him since his 70th birthday.

Mr Hancock had a dream of getting the
Mvarra Mamba proposition off the ground by selling
to the various Arabian countries. This is most
important. Probably we should be looking more to
those countries. My understanding of the
proposition was that he would not be looking to
selling great amounts to any one of those
countries, but to a number of sheikdoms or
principalities, or whatever one likes to call them.
They seem to change their names from day to
day. However, they are still in existence. They are
oil-rich countries which have cash to invest. As
soon as one of them accumulates a bit of cash its
first aim is to have its own national airline and its
second is to have a steel mill in order to gain
prestige in the eyes of the world. So it is not
surprising that they should be looking for a place
from which they can get supplies of iron ore of
reasonable quality.

As they would be using the direct reduction
method, the Marra Mamba type ore from
Marandoo, would be ideal. I might add that area
"C" could probably also provide it because it has
the same sort of deposit and would be most
suitable for that type of furnace production of
steel, using the excess gases and the excess
availability of by-products from oil production.

So we see there are markets in the world which
can still be exploited. I do not think we do enough
about them. We seem to rely too much on the
companies finding their own way. Although I
agree we should not interfere in the development
of the companies, sometimes a bit of Government
initiative to point them in the right direction does
not hurt, and once we get them going in that
direction very often we achieve a better result
than we set out to achieve in the first place.

Those are the possibilities in only one
instance--that of iron ore. We have other
minerals in vast quantities. We know only too well
the availability of nickel in this State, and there
are some rather big projects which could and will
eventually get off the ground in that general
territory, such as Mt. Keith. Some of the others
which have been on care and maintenance could
be put into production again when the demand for
nickel improves.

Of course, we would not like to start a war.
Wars always seem to demand plenty of nickel and
steel and other resources of which we have plenty.
A war would give further impetus to the alumina
industry, not that it needs much pushing along,
because of automobile manufacture and the desire
of the American central Government to reduce
the weight ratio of cars from the point of view of
mileage. The necessity to conserve fuel is forcing
all the automobile companies to look to
aluminiumn in the future.

It is my understanding that by the end of the
1980s in all automobiles produced the block and
the heavy parts of the motor will be made
completely of aluminium. The United States is
obviously prepared for this, and one can see this
at any of the exhibitions that the various
aluminium companies mount for the automobile
firms. Some companies have shown that the
weight of each wheel can be reduced by 10
pounds by the use of open-spun aluminium;
something that has not been attempted so far.
Most of the mag wheels are of the cast aluminium
variety, but new ideas are being perfected all the
time. Bumper bars are now made out of thicker
aluminium pressings and huffed up, and they
always remain reasonably bright. It is only the
elaborate cars that have chrome-covered bumper
bars. In such ways the motor vehicle companies
are reducing the weight ratio to an acceptable
level.

We hope that similar projects can be developed
in this State. I think they will be, but not while
the Premier continually uses such developments
for election purposes. One- can reflect on how
lucky he was in our major development period.
Many people believe he was the saviour of this
State, but he did his work as he saw it. Had it not
been for about 50 DLP votes in the Murchison
electorate in 1959, the boot would have been on
another foot. By the time of the next State
election the development of the Pilbara would
have commenced no matter what party was in
power and the people would have had a different
attitude about the party they wanted to control it.

When the Hawke Government was in power
over the years 1953 to 1959, it foresaw the
possibility of developing our iron ore resources.
However, that Government was completely
frustrated. It was not even permitted to develop a
small integrated iron and steel mill in the
Bunbury region. The proposal was to sell a few
million tons of iron ore from Koolyanobbing but
the Commonwealth Government refused the
request on the grounds that Western Australia
had insufficient iron ore for its own needs-
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No-one really knows how much iron ore there is
in this State. About this time last year I was
privileged to take part in a tour with Lang
Hancock and sonie representatives of the Press.
We spent some days travelling in jeeps and many
hours flying over obvious outcrops of iron ore. An
American on this tour used his calculator to get
some idea of the amount of iron ore in the
deposits. Of course, we realised that not all the
iron ore was of the highest premium quality, but
nevertheless on his figures he estimated that we
could export 100 million tonnes of iron ore from
the Pilbara each year for one million years and we
would still have sonic iron ore left to export. So
these deposits are vast, and I point out that that
was without taking account of the Marrs Mamba
belt because no-one really knows how much of
that iron ore will be available. However, we must
move away from the concept of development on a
political bias basis just to give one side or the
other an advantage at an election. If this attitude
continues we will have constant friction between
the forces of the various political panics, and
obviously development will be restricted if we deal
only with companies that lend themselves to this
type of political manipulation. Some of the
American companies are very wary of such an
attitude, but others indulge in it. It is time such
companies were warned that they must come
clean with the people of Australia and they must
stop making stupid statements through the Press
facilities of the Premier. Obviously the Premier
will use these companies only for his own private
political endeavours.

The Premier likes to push himself ever
upwards-I have never known a person to build
such a high pedestal for himself. I have told him

often in this House that if he falls off his pedestal
he will break his neck.

As my time has nearly expired, I will leave my
various parish pump items to be discussed during
the Committee stage. However, I would like to
mention one matter to the Government before I
sit down. I complimented the Deputy Premier on
his attitude towards nude bathing facilities on
certain beaches. I find it hard to imagine the
Deputy Premier going down to the beach with a
rather large towel.

Mr O'Neil: They don't make them large
enough!

Mr JAMIESON: The people who have been
using these beaches for a long time for nude
bathing should not be disturbed, and some
facilities should be provided for them. I notice in
the letters to the Press that one woman was
aghast to discover that thousands of people
regularly indulge in this pastime. For the
information of this lady, if she wants to see these
people enjoying themselves, she can drive along
from Cottesloe at any time and park on the high
rise just past that beach. Although she may need
binoculars to see the people individually, certainly
without binoculars she could see just how many
people are there. I applaud the Deputy Premier
who has indicated that no action will be taken
against them. Any attempt to keep the people
from the beaches they use now would only send
them to other beaches and would give us
additional problems. Perhaps many members will
be off to purchase large towels!

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Laurance.

House adjourned at 10.49 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Letuwin-Naturaliste Ridge: Management Plan

1896. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(1) On what date was the National Parks
Authority's planning officer appointed
and when did he commence duties?

(2) On what date was the first draft of a
proposed management plan for the
Leuwin-Naturaliste National Park
considered by a meeting of the
authority?

(3) What stage has now
toward finalisation of
management plan?

been reached
the proposed

(4) When is it anticipated that the
management plan will be submitted to
the Environmental Protection Authority
for approval, in accordance with
Cabinet's endorsement on the 20th
October, 1976 of an Environmental
Protection Authority recommendation?

(5) Considering the Implications of the
Environmental Protection Authority
recommendation, endorsed by Cabinet,
on the first page dealing with System I
of Red Book 2, concerning walking
trails, what consulation has been
initiated by the National Parks
Authority with the Department of
Recreation relating to the management
plan?

Mr
(1)

(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

O'CONNOR replied:
Appointed and commenced duties on the
9th May. 1977.
The 9th June, 1978.
The draft outline plan was tabled at the
advisory committee meeting on the 23rd
October. 1978. Input to the plan has not
yet been received from all of the
advisory committee members.
Not known.
Informal consultation has been carried
out with the National Parks Authority
and the Department of Youth, Sport
and Recreation. Further consultation is
dependent on the final outcome of the
management plan.

GRAEME MITCHELL HANSSEN
Question: Speaker's Ruling

2010. Mr PEARCE, to the Speaker:
Would he rule whether question 1976 of
1979 asked by me of the Chief Secretary
on Thursday, the 25th October, was in
order?

The SPEAKER replied:
This question is, itself, out of order.
It is not in order to seek a ruling from
the Speaker by way of a question.
I have permitted the question to be
placed on the notice paper so that
members might be reminded of the rule.
A similar ruling was given by me on this
matter on the 28th November, 1978 and
it is reported in Hansard, page 5770.
As the member would know, the
appropriate time to raise this matter was
at the time at which the reply was given.
I would add that it is Finally the
Speaker's responsibility to determine the
admissibility or otherwise of questions
on the grounds of their compliance with
the rules and practices of this House. If
any member feels that either a question
or an answer is disorderly the member
should raise the matter with me.
In seeking to establish a. case for or
against a question or answer I would
counsel members to be guided by, in
order of precedence, the Standing
Orders of this House, the practices of
this House and, lastly, the practices of
the House of Commons.
It is not appropriate to make reference
to passages in May's Parliamentary
Pr-actice when there is available
adequate and established practice on the
relevant subject in this House. This rule
is Precisely set out in our Standing
Order No. 1.

COCKBURN SOUND: JERVOISE
BAY

Power Ba Club and Launching Ramp

2011. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) Further to her answer to question 816 of
Tuesday, the 15th May, 1979 with
respect to the proposed siting and
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construction of the power boat club and
the public launching ramp in Jervoise
Bay, is it still intended to move the
above facilities from their present site?

(2) If "Yes", has any recent decision been
made as to when construction of the new
facilities may begin?

(3) Can she intimate for the benefit of the
power boat club approximately when the
club may be required to move?

Mr Young (for Mrs CRAIG) replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) The matter is still under investigation.

RAILWAYS: MIDLAND-PERTH
assenger Service: Disruption

2012. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Was the Perth-Midland passenger rail
service disrupted last week?

(2) If -Yes" on what days of that week was
the service disrupted?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), were the breakdowns
due to:
(a) the mechanical failure of rolling

stock;
(b) the failure of the signalling system;
(c) other reasons?

(4) What was the duration of any of the
delays that may have occurred?

(5) If there were delays, what action is to be
taken by him to ensure that passengers
are provided with the service that they
are entitled to receive in view of the
Government's oft stated comment that it
is updating the passenger service on this
and other lines?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I ) Yes.
(2) Monday, the 22nd October, 1979.
(3) (a) to (C) Three separate incidents were

involved. The first was caused by
employee error, the second was
caused by signalling failure and the
third was caused by mechanical
failure of a freight locomotive.

(4) First incident at 0525 hours at
Claisebrook, which delayed empty diesel
railcars working to Midland with
consequential 30 minute delay to first
train 0542 hours from Midland to City.
Second incident at 0613 hours at
Guildford resulted in following train
delays-

Hours
0605 Midland to City, started from Ouildford-
0623 Midland to City-
0643 Midland to City-
0550 City to Midland-
0605 City to Midland-
0635 City to Midland-
0700 City to Midlnd-

Minute,
33
27
9

27
13
7

17

Third incident at 1105 hours near East
Guildford resulted in the following train
delays-
Hor
1040 City to Midland. terminated at Guildford-
1100 City to Midland-
1120 City to Midland-
1125 Midland toCity. started fron Guildford-
1145 Midland to City-

Minute

40
20
7

15
7

(5) The delays referred to were three
coincidental but separate incidents
which occurred on the same morning
and are no guide to the generally
satisfactory services on the Midland and
Armadale lines.
The Government plans expenditure of
approximately $13 million on urban rail
public transport improvements over the
next five years for purchase of
additional rail cars, bus-train transfer
facilities, car parks at railway stations
and other projects. Some of the work
has already commenced.
This is clear evidence of the
Government's commitment to upgrade
rail passenger services on the Midland
and Armadale corridors.

HEALTH: TALC MILL
Dust

2013. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has he or his department received
complaints concerning emanations of
dust from the talc mill in North
Fremantle?

(2) Is the Department of Public Health or
any department under his control
concerned about the dust emanations
from the talc mill?
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(3) Have any tests been made to ascertain
whether the talc mill is in breach of any
regulations concerning the control or
escape of dust?

(4) Is he aware of any plans better to
prevent the escape of dust?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) to (3) Yes.
(4) Yes. The Air Pollution Control Council

has placed conditions on the clean air
licence for these Premises for the
upgrading of the plant and premises to
prevent dust nuisance, and it is expected
that the conditions will be met by the
31st December, 1979.

TOWN PLANNING
Maddingeon

2014. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

IHaving in mind the various zoning
proposals in the Maddington area, what
is the zoning for the triangular area
bounded by Bickley Road, Kelvin Road
and the proposed Gosnells-Beechboro
Freeway?

Mr Young (for Mrs CRAIG) replied:
The land is included in the rural zones
of the Metropolitan Region Scheme and
the City of Gosnells District Town
Planning Scheme.

2015. This question was postponed.

ROAD

Belmont Road

2016. Mr BATEMAN, to the
Transport:

Minister for

is the Minister aware of the following
allegations:
(1) That Belmont Road, Kenwick, is in

a terrible state of repair?
(2) That the heavy trucks which use it

are dangerous and noisy?
(3) It is dangerous to walk on the side

of the road without getting run
down?

(4) It is difficult to walk on the verge
where the footpath should be
without breaking a leg?

(5) The children who live in Belmont
Road are unable to cross the road,
ride a bicycle or walk to the nearby
shops without endangering their
lives?

(6) It is becoming increasingly difficult
to steep at night due to the noise
from the trucks which use the road
24 hours a day?

(7) With the new school being built,
the danger to children will be
increased tenfold?

(8) If "Ye?' to questions (1) to (7),
will he make a special grant to the
Gosnells City Council to have the
problem rectified?

(9) lf not, why not?
(10) Is it a fact the Main Roads

Department directs certain trucking
companies, such as Beliway, etc., to
use certain roads to fulfil their
contracts?

(It) If "Yes" to (10) is Belmont Road,
Kenwick, one of these roads?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (7) 1 am aware that Belmont Road,

together with Austin Avenue, forms part
of a route used by vehicles travelling
between Albany Highway and Midland.
However, I would point out that traffic
using this route will be greatly reduced
when the First part of the foothills route
between Albany Highway and Hardey
Road is completed in 1980-8 1.

(8) and (9) Road grants totalling S242 900
are available in the current financial
year to the Gosnells City Council for
works on Belmont Road and Austin
Avenue.

(10) The Main Roads Department does on
occasions direct contractors to use
certain roads in the execution of
departmental contracts, When roads
other than highways or main roads are
involved, there is consultation with the
local authorities concerned.

(11) No.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS AND HIGH
SCHOOLS

Combat Sexism Kit

2017. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is the Education Department aware of

any cases in which a "combat sexism
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kit" published by the Australian Union
of Students is being sent to Government
primary or secondary schools?

(2) Has the kit been approved (or use in
schools?

(3) Are school principals responsible for
material available to students in school
libraries?

(4) What measures do principals take to
ensure that they are aware of the kind of
materials available to children in school
libraries?

Mr R. V. JONES replied:
(I) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes.
(4) Principals would rely upon their own

professionalism, staff expertise and
departmental central resources.

COMMISSIONERS FOR DECLARATIONS
Appointment: Application Forms

2018. Mr WILSON, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Is he aware that in the latest application
forms of appointment as a
Commissioner for Declarations issued by
his department, the word "criminal" has
been deleted from the question seeking
details of convictions?

(2) What is the reason for and significance
of this deletion?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The word "criminal" had been

interpreted in various ways and this had
tended to destroy the value of the
answers.

LAND
Reserve No. 1 7495

2019. Mr i. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands;

Is it intended to place Reserve No.
17495 under the control of the National
Parks Authority, or will it be vested in
the Manjimup Shire Council?

Mr YOUNG replied:
No. The reserve is currently vested in
the Manjimup Shire Council and the
department is not aware of any
proposals to alter this vesting.

LAND
Broke Inlet

2020. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Adverting to question 958 of the 8th
August, 1979, in which it was stated
that a study by a working group of class
'C' camping Reserve 19787 at Broke
Inlet was expected to commence in
October of this year, is he in a position
to say if it is intended to grant the
cottage owners at Broke Inlet a leasing
arrangement of the land upon which
their buildings are erected?

(2) (a) If "Yes" what conditions of such
proposed leasing will apply;

(b) if "No" to (1), what is the intention
of the Government for the use of
the area upon which, the buildings
referred to in (1) above are
constructed?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1)
(2)

No.
(a) Not applicable.
(b) Any decision

completion of
studies.

must await the
the working group

LAND
Cliffy Head-Point Noytes

2021. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

(1) Have the fishing tracks to Banksia
Camp and Long Point been closed?

(2) (a) Is it intended to allow access to
amateur fishermen to the section of
coast between Point Nuytes. and
Cliffy Head; and

(b) if so, to what particular points?
(3) (a) Was there any public notification

that the Banksia Camp and Long
Point tracks would be closed;

(b) if so, what form did it take; and
(c) in what newspapers did it appear?

4256



[Wednesday, 31st October, 1979] 25

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

(b) Long Point, Mandalay Beach,
Banksa Camp, Cliffy Head.

(3) (a) to (c) No, they have never been
closed.

LAND
Agricultural

2022. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works:
(1) In instances where farmers have been

made, or will become unviable as a
consequence of the introduction of
clearing controls in catchment areas,
does the Government intend to allow
preferential consideration in the release
of conditional purchase land which may
become available to such farmers?

(Z) (a) Are there any areas of land which
will be released for agricultural
purposes in Western Australia in
the next 18 months;

(b) if so, where is it located; and
(c) what area is involved?

(3) Will farmers in the catchmsent areas who
have been, or will be affected by
clearing controls be notified of the
impending release of any such
conditional purchase land?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Government is considering a

proposal to release vacant Crown land
on an exchange basis to farmers whose
properties on proclaimed water
catchments have been made, or will
become, unviable as a result of clearing
controls.

(2) and (3) Should be directed to the
Minister for Lands.

LAND: BROOME
Cable Beach Area

2023. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) How many requests for release of land

in the Cable Beach area, Broome, have
been received in the past two years?

(2) Is it intended to release any land in this
area for-

(1341

(a) residential purposes;
(b) industrial purposes;
(c) agricultural and other purposes?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), when is it intended that
such releases will be made?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Mailing lists are based on requests or

inquiries received fdr land for various
purposes and a separate record is not
maintained specifically for the Cable
Beach area.

(2) and (3) The department does not have
any immediate plans for land release in
thc Cable Beach area. Any land release
will be undertaken in strict conformity
with an approved zoning plan under a
statutory town planning scheme.

HEALTH: ALCOHOL AND
DEPENDENCY

DRUG

Voluntary Agencies

2024. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Adverting to question 1733 of the 16th
October, 1979 can he now indicate the
separate allocations of finance for 1979-
80 to the voluntary agencies treatin$
alcohol and drug dependent persons?

(2) If not, when will these allocations be
made by the WA Alcohol and Drug
Authority?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1)
(2)

No.
Details will be available within the next
few days when the respective agencies
have been notified.

HEALTH: BENEVOLENT HOMES
Pensioners

2025. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

Is he aware that the Australian
Government propose a change to
existing funding arrangements for
benevolent homes so that pensioners
already domiciled in such homes will be
able to keep $18.75 per week from t heir
pensions but newly admitted pensioners
can keep only $7,95 per week?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
I am not aware of any advice from the
Commonwealth Government indicating
changes of this nature.

HEALTH: FLUORIDATION OF WATER
SUPPLIES

Cancer
2026. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for

Health:

(1) Is he aware that the United Kingdom
House of Commons all party committee
investigating the use of fluorides was
recently informed that at least 2 000
extra cancer dIeaths occur per year in
fluoridated areas of the United Kingdom
and would increase to at least 20 000
deaths per year if the whole of the
United Kingdom was fluoridated?

(2) Is he aware that the committee was told
that there is now convincing evidence of
a higher incidence rate of cancer in
breast, colon, rectum, kidney and throat
sites in fluoridated areas of England?9

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) No, but this and similar misinformation
is often distributed by opponents of
fluoridation. I continue to be convinced
by the authoritative advice of the
world's health authorities, including the
World Health Organisation and the
National Health and Medical Research
Council.

(2) No, but I would not be surprised at any
unscientific or unsupported claim by the
opponents of fluoridation and I sincerely
hope that the member is not going to
assume that role in this Parliament.
Many millions of people have been
consuming fluoridated water for up to
30 years with substantial demonstrated
improvement in children's teeth and no
demonstrated ill effect whatever.

I table a copy of a recent statement by the
Director-General of Health in Canberra (Dr
Gwyn Howells) which contains information
regarding this issue which may be helpful to
the member.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 44 1).

HEALTH: FLUORIDATION OF WATER
SUPPLIES

United Kingdom Inquiry

2027. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

Is he aware that the United Kingdom
Thatcher Government has announced a
full scale inquiry into the use of
flubrides?

Mr YOUNG replied:
No, but fluorides have many uses and
naturally the Government would be
most interested in the outcome of any
inquiry by the British Government.

HEALTH: FLUORIDATION OF WATER
SUPPLIES
Queensland

2028. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is he aware that fluoridation has ceased

in the Gold Coast area of Queensland
after 10 years?

(2) What were the reasons for this action?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 understand this was a decision by the

local 'council and was not the result of
any particular scientific study.

HOSPITAL
Boyup Brook

2029. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Are untrained nursing staff being
employed on night duty in the Boyup
Brook Hospital'?

(2) If "Yes", in what ratio to trained staffl
(3) With regard to parts (1) and (2), what

is the position in other country hospitals
in Western Australia?

(4) With regard to the registration of nurses
available for duty on a casual basis-
(a) how frequently is the register

checked;
(b) when . was the last review

undertaken?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) Monday to Friday: 1 registered nurse
and I nursing assistant.
Saturday and Sunday: matron available
on-call and I registered nursing aide.

(3) The majority of country hospitals have
registered nurses rostered ror night duty
for most nights. If a registered nurse is
not available on duty, one is always
available to be called should the need
arise.

(4) (a) and (b) Country hospitals usually
maintain a list of the registered
nurses available for casual duties,
but no Statewide register is
maintained.

HEALTH: NOISE
Industry: Regulations

2030. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that the Noise and Vibration
Control Council has adopted the policy
that a noise hazard is deemed to exist at
a workplace where noise exposure levels
exceed 9OdB(A)?

(2) Is the Government in the process of
preparing bearing conservation
regulations?

(3) If the answer to (I) is "Yes"-
(a) when is it anticipated that the

regulations will come into force;
(b) what will be the maximum noise

level allowable under the proposed
regulations;

(c) will the noise levels prescribed in
the regulations be phased in and, if
so, over what period of time?

(4) Is it a fact that model regulations drawn
up by the National Health and Medical
Research Council in 1977 recommended
noise exposure levels should not exceed
85dB(A)?

(5) Is it a fact that most Western European
countries and the United States have
adopted regulations setting 85dB(A) as
the maximum noise level in industry?

(6) Is it a fact that the United States
Environmental Protection Authority has
stated that the only safe noise level is
below 70d13(A)?

(7) Is it a fact that studies show that 90 per
cent of workers exposed to a noise level
of 90dB(A) over a 10 year period lose
28dB of their hearing?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) (a) The hearing conservation of
employed persons regulations will
be regulations under the Noise
Abatement Act. The. operation of
the present Noise Abatement Act,
1972, rests on the statutory concept
of nuisance, such nuisance having
to exist before action can be taken.
As bearing conservation measures
are preventative in nature, requiring
action to be taken before nuisance
is proved, an amendment to the
Noise Abatement Act is required
before the hearing conservation
regulations can be brought into
force,

(b) The proposed regulations deem that
a noise hazard exists at a work
place-

(i) in respect of any location
where a peak noise level,
measured by an impulse sound
level meter, exceeds 145 dB
(linear); or

(ii) in respect of any area where,
by reason of any fixed,
permanently located or
regularly used machinery,
plant, equipment, operation or
process, noise exposure exceeds
90 dB(A) at any readily
occupied position; or

(iii) in respect of any portable tool
or item of mobile machinery,
plant or equipment which
when in normal operation
results in a noise level
exceeding 90 dB(A) being
present at the location of the
operator or any other worker.

(c) The present draft regulations have
no timetable for reduction to an 85
dB(A) criterion. Nevertheless, it is
proposed that industry be made
fully aware of the intention that
such change will be made when
noise control technology and
economic conditions permit.
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(4) The National Health and Medical
Research Council considers it desirable
to legislate for reduction of noise
exposure to 90 dB(A) for eight hours a
day and require a reduction to the
desirable 85 dB (A) for the same period
in five years' time.

(5) No.
Germany
France
UK
USA
Sweden
Austria
S. Africa

90 dB(A).
906dB(A)
90 dB(A).
90 dB(A).
85 dB(A).
85 dB(A).
85 4B(A).

(6) For industrial purposes the EPA
currently recommends a limit at 75
4B(A) for continuous exposures of eight
hours with other patterns of exposure
restricted to the same total energy. The
70 dB(A) limit refers to a 24-hour noise
exposure.

(7) No. The United States Environmental
Protection Authority's "4Levels
Document" concludes from various
studies that 90 per cent of workers
exposed to levels of 90 dB(A) for eight
hours a day over a 10 year period lose
24 dB or less of their hearing.

BOATS
Ban on Leaving Fremantde Harbour

2031. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that officials from the
Harbour and Light Department
prevented a number of boats from
leaving the Fremantle Harbour on
Thursday, the 25th October?

(2) If "Yes--
(a) why was this action taken;
(b) who was responsible for initiating

the action;
(c) what Statute gives authority for

such action to be taken;
(d) how many boats were prevented

from leaving Fremantle Harbour;
(e) were all types of vessels prevented

from leaving the harbour during the
ban;

(f) at what timei was the ban applied
and when was it lifted;

(g) was the public advised beforehand
of the ban and, if so, by what
method?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) yes.
(2) (a) The department was acting on

behalf of the Fremantle Port
Authority which closed the inner
and outer harbours. of the Port of
Fremantle in accordance with
accepted Australian practice
applying whenever nuclear powered
vessels visit Australian ports.

(b) The Harbour Master, Fremantle
Port Authority.

(c) Freman tie Port Authority Act and
regulations.

(d) Not known.
(e) All vessels other than those

authorised by the authority.
(f) Approximately 8.30 am. to 10.00

a.ni.
(g) Yes, by notice in the "Public

Notices" section of The West
Australian newspaper dated the
17th October and the 19th October,
1979, and by circular to
commercial and private boating
organisations.

ENERGY: NUCLEAR POWER STATION
Announcement

2032. Mr CRANE, to the Premier:

(1) Has he seen the circular letter from the
organisation calling themselves
"Campaign Against Nuclear Energy"
which claims the Premier has announced
intention to build a nuclear power
station near Perth 7

(2) (a) When did he make
announcement;

(b) in which paper was
announcement printed; and

(c) on which date?

this

the

(3) If he has not made such an
announcement, what announcement did
he make to prompt this statement?

(4) Will he clarify the position and state
factually what are the Government's
intentions with regard to nuclear power
within the next 10 years?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) No, but I have heard of one which I

understand is along the lines set out in
the question.

(2) (a) to (c) Not applicable.
(3) and (4) The Government's position with

regard to nuclear power in Western
Australia has been made perfectly clear
on a number of occasions and, in
particular, was spelt out in the
Government energy policy announced in
April, 1979.
The Government is taking steps to
ensure that the Stats remains abreast of
nuclear energy developments in order to
allow decisions to be made on the
requirements for nuclear power in the
future.
The Government is encouraging the
mining and processing of nuclear energy
materials in Western Australia and the
enrichment of uranium with proper
safeguards.
The Government has arranged for
planning and siting studies to be carried
out so that Western Australia can
proceed to the installation of a nuclear
power station by 1995 and has recently
annouciced sites which are under
investigation as possible sixes for such a
power station.
The Government firmly believes that
nuclear power has a logical part to play
in solving Western Australia's future
energy problems and is taking the
necessary steps to ensure that the State
can proceed with the installation of a
nuclear power plant when required and
with appropriate safeguards for ensuring
the health and safety of the community.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS
Penguin- Waimea Roads Intersection

2033. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Would he please advise how many
accidents have occurred at the
intersection of Waimea and Penguin
Roads, Safety Bay?

(2) Would he please take steps to have -sign
posting erected at the junction of
Waimea and Penguin Roads, Safety
Bay?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Reported accidents are as follows-

1976 1 injury accident.
1977 1 injury accident.
1978 Nil.
1979 2 damage accidents.

(2) The site will be inspected to see if any
signing is required.

TRAFFIC

Light Street, Dianefla
2034. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police

and Traffic:

(1) Is the Road Traffic Authority aware of
hazards posed by a possible continuing
increase in the volume of through traffic
in Light Street between Alexander Drive
and Morley Drive, Dianella?

(2) What action is the authority prepared to
take to provide some relief for residents
in Light Street from traffic problems in
this area?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) The Road Traffic Authority is aware of

the increasing volume of traffic in Light
Street and problems caused by the
behaviour of some drivers.

(2) Increased attention will be given by
patrols.

HEALTH: COMMUNITY CENTRE
Mirrabooka

2035. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

Further to the answer provided to
question 534 of 1979 relevant to a
community health centre, what is the
present state of proposals to develop a
community health centre within the
Mirrabooka regional centre?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Community health programme funding
is unavailable in 1979-80 and the
proposal will be reviewed in the context
of Budget submissions for 1980-81
funding.

STATE FINANCE: SHORT-TERM
INTEREST TRANSACTIONS

Securities

2036. Mr GRILL, to the Treasurer;
In respect of the Public Moneys
Investment Act, where the Government
invests moneys pursuant to section
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3(1 )(c) of the Act, does the Government
invest in securities of or guaranteed by a
State other than the State of Western
Australia?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I again invite the attention of the
honourable memb er to the recent
answers which I have given to questions
on this subject.

The Government has given
comprehensive details of its operations
under the Public Moneys Investment
Act in response to previous questions,
and I candot see how Parliament can be
more fully informed by continuing to
answer further questions.
I have invited the Leader of the
Opposition to meet me with senior
officers of Treasury to discuss the
matter. That offer is still available to
him. However, it must be realised that
certain aspects of dealings on the short-
term money market are confidential and
the Government would not be prepared
to breach the ethics of the market in any
discussions that took place.

STATE FINANCE: SHORT-TERM
INTEREST TRANSACTIONS

Llnaurhorised Dealers

2037. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Treasurer:

(1) In respect of the Public Moneys
Investment Act, was the $38 million
advanced to dealers other than
authorised dealers in the short term
money market placed directly "on
deposit" by the dealers with a trading
bank to purchase the negotiable
certificates of deposit which were lodged
with the Treasury at the 30th. June,
1979?

(2) If "No", in what way did the dealers
employ the funds?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) and (2) See answer to question 2036.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

WATER SUPPLIES: RATES

Country

1. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:

(1) Are charges for domestic use of water
on properties over 4046 square metres
in country areas determined by levying
7.Sc on the gross rental value without
any maximum amount being applied?

(2) If "Yes" to (I)-
(a) is it intended to place a maximum

rate which will apply to country
properties in excess of 4 046 square
metres;

(b) how will this maximum be applied
to properties of varying size and
value;

(c)
(d)

from when will it apply;.
if there is no intention of
introducing a maximum in such
cases, will he give urgent
consideration to doing so?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The question of rates on

domestic properties in country areas
above 2 500 square metres in area is
being reviewed.
It is intended to introduce a maximum
rate and, when a decision is made,
amended accounts for the current year
will be issued.

WATER SUPPLIES
Services: Disconnection

2. Dr TROY, to the Premier:

Will he celebrate the 150 years of
western society here by guaranteeing
adequate water supplies to every
household, or does he advocate a return
to the bucket-and-well water supply?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I would have to say quite categorically
that I regard the question as being quite
irresponsible and that it could in fact be
ruled out of order as being frivolous.

V
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WATER SUPPLIES
Services; Disconnection

3. Dr TROY, to the Premier:

I would say that what is irresponsible
today is-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr TROY: -the attitude of the Premier

refusing to answer-
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable

member will resume his seat.
Dr TROY: -a member's questions,

particularly when they concern-
The SPEAKER: Order! If the member for

Fremantle does rnot resume his seat I
will take appropriate action.

Dr TROY- -the disconnection of water to a
home of a lady who has two babies in
napkins.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Fremantle will resume his seat. I will
now ask the member for Fremantle to
stand and apologise for his most
unacceptable behaviour.

Dr TROY: The decision, or the statement by
the Premier-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Fremantle will resume his seat. He will
tpologise to me for his behaviour or I
shall take the appropriate action. I am
not expecting him to make any
explanation, but just to apologise. The
member for Fremantle.

Dr TROY: If you feel offended that this man
can get away-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Fremantle will resume his seat. I will
give him one more opportunity to make
an unqualified apology; otherwise I shall
name him.

Mr Jamieson: You should name the Minister
for Health as well while you are about
it.

The SPEAKER: I name the member for
Fremantle.

Suspension of Member

Sir CHARLES COURT: I move-
That the member for Fremantle be

suspended from the service of the
IHouse.

Question put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remarks during Division

Mr Davies: It is disgraceful that the water
supply of tjaese people is being cut off,
and you know it.

Mr Jamieson: You will not answer any
questions.

Mr Davies: When you do not want to answer
a question you say the question is
frivolous.

Mr B. T. Burke: Absolute disgrace!
Sir Charles Court: Do you support the

member for Fremantle? If you do, you
are a disgrace.

Several members interjected.
Mr Davies; Anything you are embarrassed

about you say is frivolous because you
will not answer. It is exactly like the
situation with regard to the questions on
the investment of money. You are
embarrassed and so you will not answer.

Sir Charles Court: Be careful or you will not
survive until the election.

Several members interjected.
Mr Davies: It is absolutely disgraceful!
Sir Charles Court: Watch your blood

pressure!
Mr Davies: You could at least have been a

little understanding!
Several members interjected.
Sir Charles Court: Arc you proud of your

member?
Mr Davies: Yes, when he represents a case

like that, of course we are!
Sir Charles Court: You ought to be ashamed

of yourself!
Mr B:. T. Burke: You ought to be ashamed of

yourself!
Sir Charles Court: Why not ask the question

in a civilised way?
Mr B. T. Burke: He did!
Sir Charles Court: Why are you so touchy?
Mr Davies: Why are you grinning like you

are?
Sir Charles Court: If you could see yourself

from here you could see the humour of
it.

Mr Jamieson: It is a disgraceful position.
There is too much of it going on with the
Water Board and with the SEC.

Sir Charles Court: There is little credit
indeed when you carry on like that.
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Mr Bryce: Let the record show that the
Premier smiled and smirked right
through.

Sir Charles Court: If you could see
yourselves, you would be ashamed of
yourselves.

Several members interjected.

Sir Charles Court: You are being stupid and
childish.

Mr Sodeman: The comments of the member
for Ascot should not be recorded
because they were made when he was
not in his seat.

Mr B. T. Burke: I think you all missed the
point and that is that I 000 consumers in
the month of August had their water
supply disconnected.

Mr Pearce: That is right.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The question is that
the motion be agreed to. Those in favour
say "Aye" and go to the right of the
Chair, and those against say "No" and
go to the left of the Chair. I appoint the
member for Murray the teller for the
"Ayes" and the member for Canning the
teller (or the "Noes".

Mr T. J. Burke: What a farce!

Mr B. T. Burke: There were 1 000 in the
month of August. That is an increase of
500 per cent on the previous August.
That is the sort of Government you are
responsible for.

Sir Charles Court: That is not the reason at
all.

Mr B. T. Burke: Of course it is. It is the Sort
of Government you are running. An
increase of 500 per cent in the number
of disconnections.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
MTrCoyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Can
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mr Tubby
Mr Hassell
Mrs Craig

Ayes 28
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr RUShwon
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr William
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 19
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes
Mr Mclver
Mr Harman
Mr Grill

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed.
Questions Without Notice Resumed

WATER SUPPLIES
Services: Disconnection

4. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Premier:

Now that the matter has been raised
before the Premier, does he intend to
take appropriate action to have
redressed the problem outlined by the
member for Fremantle at personal
expense to himself?

Mr Davies: That is a frivolous question!
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

One would be entitled to treat as
frivolous the question by the member for
Warren-

Mr Davies: Nonsense!

Sir CHARLES COURT: -because he has
moved on from the question by the
member for Fremantle, which was the
question to which exception was taken.
If the member for Warren looks at the
question he has asked he will realise-

Mr Davies: We do not want a lecture on
Standing Orders. We merely want an
answer to the question.

Result of Division
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Mr Bryce: Arc you or are you not prepared
to look at it?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the honourable
member will examine his question he
will see it is an extension of the question
asked by the member for Fremantle and
to which exception was taken. If the
honourable member wants an answer on
this subject and he places a responsible
question on the notice paper for
tomorrow, or1 if he-

Mr B. T. Burke: And leave the woman
without water all night!

Mr Davies: Dodgemn Charlie!
Sir CHARLES COURT: -gives me

appropriate notice-
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: -the question will

be answered.
The SPEAKER: 1 will take one last question.

STATE FINANCE: SHORT-TERM
INTEREST TRANSACTIONS

Discussions with Treasury Officers

5. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Treasurer:

Will he explain why tonight he has seen
fit to impose added restrictions on the
sort or discusiions he will allow his
Treasury officers to have with the
Leader of the Opposition? I refer
specifically to the confidentiality

alluded to by the Premier tonight when
he saw fit to say that that sort of
confidentiality should persist as he did
when answering previous questions at
other times.

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I can only invite the member for
Balcatta to look at the answers that have
previously been given because what I
said tonight is not new at all.

Mr B. T. Burke: They are contradictory.
Sir CHARLES COURT: First or all, the

member should know-and [ think he
does-that when papers are examined
and discussions take place in a
Minister's office by invitation of the
Minister, they are on a confidential
basis. That is automatically understood.
The Leader of the Opposition asked a
question in which he requested 10 be
absolved from that. He- was told for
obvious reasons he could not be
absolved.

Mr B. T. Burke: Tonight you went further
and said that some questions you would
not discuss with him.

Sir CHARLES COURT: 1 did nothing of
the sort. I remind the Leader of the
Opposition that previously questions on
confidentiality have been asked and
answered. 1 remind the member for
Balcatta also-for the second
time-that on a previous occasion his
leader asked a question in which he
requested to be absolved from the
normal conditions; but, for obvious
reasons, there can be no absolution from
that.
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