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Wednesday, the 29th August, 1979

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

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

TRANSPORT: TAXIS
Shire of tvunda ring; Grievance

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) [4.53 p.m.]: I
direct my remarks to the Minister for Transport,
as my grievance relates to the Taxi Control
Board. I wish to refer particularly to the attitude
and actions of the board in respect of an
application for a restricted taxi service in the
Shire of Mundaring. I am afraid I have found the
board has been somewhat paternalistic in its
dealings, and has shown scant regard for the
needs of the district. I suspect the attitude
adopted by the board serves the general interests
of its operator members.

By way of introduction, I would like to mention.
that the Shire of Mundaring. being on the fringe
or the metropolitan area, has a fairly restricted
public transport service. This' is unfortunately the
case because there is no great support in the area
for public transport. It is for that reason
approaches and requests have been made rrom
time to time for an alternative form of transport. I
instance a request of 12 months ago when the
ratepayers went to the shire council and asked it
to run an intra-shire bus service for the
convenience of people who needed to move
between the individual urban cells within the
shire. Additionally of course, in my capacity as
parliamentary representative for the area, I
receive complaints from lime to time regaring
the shortcomings of public transport.

Therefore, I must admit to feeling a great deal
of pleasure, when I found at least one
businessman in the shire wanted to undertake a
taxi service to serve the needs of the community. I
was happy to see that someone was prepared to
'risk a considerable investment to provide a. taxi
service.

The person directed an application for a licence
to the Taxi Control Board, but was unsuccessful.
The board wrote to him and said in its view the
area was adequately scrved, The board gave no
other reason. I then took up the matter with the
Taxi Control Board. That was at least three
months ago, and to this date I still have not had
any firm response from the board.

When the board received my communication
one of its inspectors was allocated the task of
ringing me. He sought a meeting with me. I asked
him why he wanted to arrange a 'meeting and he
said the board was seeking further information to
justify my contention that there was a need for a
restricted taxi service within the shire. I pointed
out to him that I had already communicated to
the board all the information I had, and I could
provide nothing further. It must be appreciated
that if a service does not exist, it is hard to
establish a need.

I pointed out to the inspector that I felt I could
easily arrange a petition if he wanted me to, but
that otherwise I did not feel I could help very
much. The inspector said he had been instructed
to talk to me and also to the shire clerk, and that
he was told to obtain more information.

A meeting duly took place. The shire clerk
confirmed that he had no more information than I
had. However, we put it to the inspector that here
was a situation in which a private person was
prepared to take a risk, and surely that was the
best way to establish whether a need existed. If a
need did not exist the person would soon go out or
business and lose his investment. I think the
inspector felt much the same as we did; I think he
was a little embarrassed that he had been directed
to talk to us. Be that as it may, that was the last
time I had any contact with the Taxi Control
Board or its officers.

I would like to point out to the Minister that it
is extremely difficult to obtain a taxi service in
the shire. I emphasise this point, because thereon
hangs the whole question of whether a service is
needed.

The nearest- taxi rank is in Midland. I have had
experience on many occasions of trying to hire a
taxi to take me from the airport to my home at
flarlington. The taxi drivers are most reluctant to
go into the area. I do not know why this is so. but
it certainly is the case.

Many people in the shire, which is quite large,
may want to travel from one urban cell to
another, something quite impractical to do by bus.
It- see ms to me to be l udic rous t hat a taxi shou ld
have to come from Midland or somewhere else,
travelling a distance of 10 miles each way, to
carry people over a distance of two or three miles
in the area of the shire. That is why I think it is
important to have a service based within the shire.

I can identify many reasons: for such a service
to be established. There are people who want to
attend functions and hotels at night, but who have
no transport home. There are pensioners who
need to travel to medical and dental services.
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Taxis are required for shopping trips, courier
services, and other such needs.

About 8 000 people live to the east of Glen
Forrest. These are the people who would be served
by the restricted taxi service I seek.

I think three months is long enough for
investigations to be carried out and it is high time
an answer was provided. Hopefully the answer I
receive will be the right one. I believe the board
would find it difficult to substantiate that an
adequate service is available in the area to which
I refer.

If the board cannot see its way clear to
permit a restricted licence-and I understand
that there may be some problem with this-the
solution would be for a rank to be established in
Mundaring, which is fairly central in the shire,
consisting of one or two. already licensed
operators- I am sure that if that were done and
the operators were drawn from the ranks of the
existing taxi drivers who hold licences, my aim
would be achieved and the people in my area
would have the benefit of another type of public
transport.

I conclude by asking the Minister to intercede
in this matter, to try to obtain a speedy resolution
of the problem.*lf there is inadequate information
available at the present time, the board should
continue to pursue it expeditiously.

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Miniiter for
Transport) [5.04 p.m.]: I fully understand the
problem expressed by the member for Mundaring.
I have experienced a similar problem in a similar
outer area.

I take his point that a restricted taxi licence
may be the sort of service that would lead to
guaranteed services. That is what happened in my
own area. It developed to the stage where there
were enough people in the area to maintain a full
service and the boundaries were freed.

I take his point that a taxi service is part of the
public transport system. That is a matter to which
I am giving very close attention. I am placing
emphasis on the role of taxi siervices within the
whole structure of public transport.

For those reasons, -and because I have a
very deep sympathy with the problem he has
expressed. I will certainly accede to his request. I
will direct the attention of the Taxi Control Board
to his submission, and I will request that it receive
early attention. The memo I send to the board
will bear my support, because I believe an area
such as that represented by the member needs the
type of service he is advocating. It is a para-public
transport system, and it is a most efficient way of
giving to those people the service that they need.

HOUSING: RENTAL

Mildew: Grievance
MR WILSON (Dianella) [5.06 p.m.]: My

grievance concerns the failure of the State
Housing Commission to recognise certain
instances of substandard accommodation due to
the existence, over long periods of time, of mildew'
in houses and units let by the commission.

'The heart of the matter is that a proper
recognition of the problem would in all case to
which I shall refer necessitate extensive structural
alterations and repairs. While I can understand
that the commission may be vitalfly concerned
about the expenditure that would involve, I
cannot understand its hesitancy-indeed its
outright refusal-to rectify these situations when
the health of families and particularly young
children is involved.

I refer 'in the first i nsta nce to
tenants--husband, wife, and two young
-child rei-who have occupied a three-bed room
rental home for the past 18 months. At the
beginning of their tenancy, they laid carpets
throughout the house. In the course of those 18
months, they had to take up the carpets due to the
rotting effect of the damp on the carpets.

The walls-are covered with mildew. The stench
of mildew is in all of the bedrooms. It pervades
clothing in cupboards and wardrobes; and at
times the children's bed clothes have been
unmistakably damp as a result of the very humid
conditions in the bedrooms.

The youngest child, who is almost two years
old, has suffered from recurring colds and chest
complaints ever since the family moved into the
house.

A State Housing Commission inspector told the
tenants that they should wash the walls with
vinegar and bleach, and leave their windows open
more often!

When I subsequently spoke to the commission I
was advised that the reason for the dampness had
been identified, and it was connected with the fact
that the concrete drive, which is located on the
eastern side of the house, is higher than the lowest
cotirse of bricks. I was, told that water' is draining
off the drive into the brickwork, and that this
results in the damp problem in the house. I was
informed action would be taken to cut a channel
between the drive and the brick wall to alleviate
this problen.

There are two things wrong with this solution.
In the first place, there is already a 30 centimetre
gap between the drive and the brick wall of the
house. Secondly, the drive is adjacent to the
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lounge and the kitchen, which are the only rooms
in the house which are not affected by dampness.
in fact, the problem affects the bedrooms, which
are on the opposite side of the house-on the
western side.

Two officers from the Shire of Wanneroc
health department inspected the house at two
o'clock in the afternoon and round free moisture
on the north-western wall of one of the bedrooms
occupied by the children. They believe that the
condition of that house constitutes a threat to the
health of the occupants.

In fact, although the inspectors cannot fix on a
reason for the problem, they have investigated the
foundations of the house, and they have round
that the Polythene membrane which should have
been placed between the concrete slab and the
lower courses of bricks to prevent moisture
seepage is missing. They suggest that membrane
may never have been installed.

The inspectors found that the walls of the
house, which are made of sand/lime Calsil bricks
may also be responsible for the problem.
Apparently this type of brick is no longer used in
external walls because the bricks absorb so much
moisture.

One of the health inspectors wrote to the SHC.
offering to meet an officer of the commission on
site to discuss the problem. The response to that
request was a phone call from the SHC,
indicating that it had inspected the house and the
problem was that the people did not open the
windows often enough.

Mr Jlamieson: That is all they ever say.
Mr WILSON: The point about this house is

that the tenants moved in 18 months ago. Prior to
their occupancy there had been other tenants who
had been moved out because of the same problem.
The earlier tenants had also laid carpets in the
house, and they had to tear them up because they
rotted with the dampness.

The earlier tenants had been moved into
another house while the problem in this house was
rectified. When the commission had attended to
the problem, the earlier tenants refused to move
back into the house, and chose to stay where they
were.

The family to which I am referring was moved
in, and this problem has since recurred. The
members of the famnily have been sleeping in
makeshift beds in the lounge, which is the only
livable room. They have had their gas heater
running all night in order to protect the health of
the youngest child.

I do not know who is responsible. I do not know
whether the messages are not passed to the
correct people in the commission. Certainly one
could not blame the Minister directly for this.

The last word I have had on the matter is a
letter from the Minister indicating that he has
been advised that the cause of the dampness has
been located, and action has been taken to rectify
it. No action has been taken. As far as I know,
the cause of the dampness has not been found.

In case somebody might say this is an isolated
instance, I would like to quote the case of another
family comprising husband, wife, and three
daughters, who have been living in a duplex for
2 h years. Since the first winter of their
occupancy one of their daughters, who is now
nine, has suffered from frequent heavy colds
which have required monthly visits to the doctor.
Those colds have been caused by the intensely
damp conditions.

Durinj the first winter, black mould appeared
on the ceiling of the bedroom. Officers of the
commission came in and bleached off the mould.
They told the people to keep their windows open:
and the people did as they were requested.

This winter the whole ceiling of the same
bedroom has been covered with black mould. A
contractor was sent by the SHC. The contra ctor
said that he could not do anything about the
problem as major repairs were needed. He said it
was due to the bad pitch of the roof, which did
not allow for sufficient drainage.

An SHC inspector also called. He told the
people they were not leaving their windows open
sufficiently!

Three cleaners came out, and they bleached
and painted the ceilings and the walls. Since then,
the mould has reappeared.

A health department inspector from the Shire
of Wanneroo has inspected the house. He has
written to the commission about the unhealthy
state in which these people are living.

The house suffered damage in the recent
earthquake. When one looks at it, one can see
that there has been movement in the foundations.
The roof has been affected, because the tiles have
been ridged up, causing breakages. There must be
leakage in the roof.

In relation to both cases, doctors' certificates
have been sent to the commission. Those
certificates have outlined the effect on the health
of the children involved.

I could outline other cases, but I have not the
time to do so. I can only submit a plea to the
Minister that in these instances, and in other

2352



[Wednesday, 29th August, I1979]135

instances, when objective evidence is offered by
other authorities that there are real problems and
that the health of children is being affected, mare
adequate action should be taken.

If structural repairs are required to be carried
out to the houses concerned and that entails
major expenditure, priority should be given to the
major expenditure in terms of the threat to the
health of the families, and particularly of the
children involved.

MR RIDGE (Kimberley-Minister for
Housing) [5.15 p.m.]: I would like to indicate
that, as far as I am aware, the problems
enunciated by the member for Diariella are not
widespread; at least they have not been
represented to me on that basis. I recall receiving
one letter from the member in connection with
poor drainage or dampness in a particular house.
As the memb~er said, I replied to that letter
indicating the problem had been located and
remedial action was being taken. If remedial
action has not been taken, I will make sure the
property is inspected by officers of the
commission if the member gives me the details
involved.

It is obvious the commission does not want to
see its properties falling into a state of disrepair,
particularly from a structural point of view.
However, should this occur, we would expect that
the health inspector of the local authority
concerned would take action to ensure the
properties are maintained to a reasonable
standard, especially if the health of the residents
is at risk. It is only reasonable to expect that we
should be given the opportunity to rectify these
problems in a satisfactory way.

I believe the commission's building inspectors
are responsible people and, whilst some of them
when conducting an inspection might suggest the
residents who live in a particular house should
leave the windows open more frequently, I suggest
there are many occasions when in fact this should
be done. We all know that a number of tenants of
houses-State houses or other types' of rental
accommodation-seem to think there is no need
to open windows even in winter months. I have
seen cases where people have taken a hose into a
house in order to clean it. Obviously such action
will create problems such as dampness and
mildew.

I reiterate what I have said already; that is, if
the problem is represented to the commission and
it fiuils to take action, I should like to know about
the matter. If in future instances the member for
Dianella. or any other member, can demonstrate
the commission has not taken the appropriate

course of action, I would like to hear about it to
ensure we have the opportunity to salve some of
the problems he has referred to.

HOUSING
Provision of Services: Grievance

MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [5.17 p.m.]: My
grievance is something of a mixed grill, but I shall
direct it to the Minister for Fuel and Energy.
Perhaps he can look into the matter and see if the
problems can be solved.

The problems I am referring to occur
continually in newly developing residential areas.
Telecom, the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage and Drainage Board, and the State
Energy Commission provide the necessary
services. I would like to give a few examples of
some of the problems experienced by my
constituents.

In dne, case where a duplex was being built
there was a delay with the provision of the
driveway onto the property, because a large
underground junction pit had to be installed. This
needed reinforcing at a cost of $700. The home
builder was asked to pay the bill. I felt this was
wrong.

In another instance involving the Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage and Drainage Board a
fitting to allow satisfactory connections was not
provided. It was necessary to dig up the road and
the home builder had to pay the bill which
amounted to $600. I believe that was an unfair
charge on the home builder, because the problem
being rectified occurred as a result of the work of
the board.

Another Problem to which I wish to refer
concerns a pole erected by the SEC. This pole has
been installed over a sewer outlet and an officer of
the SEC has admitted it is slightly out of line. In
order that the home may be connected to the
sewer outlet the pole will have to be shifted at a
cost of $200. The responsibility for this work
should rest with the SEC. It has admitted it was
an error brought about by lack of communication.
if communications were improved these niggling
problems which Occur constantly would vanish.

I do not have any major complaints to make
about the SEC. The commission is doing a great
job. It operates most efficiently when an
emergency occurs and power failures are
experienced. Power is restored at the earliest
possible time.

The Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage and
Drainage Board works in an efficient manner
also. When a problem occurs repair gangs quickly
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restore water to the residents who are
inconvenienced through no fault of their own.

In another instance the provision of street
lighting was delayed, because a pad mount was
built over a sewer inspection pit. Nobody was
prepared to accept responsibility for this. An error
was made by one of the departments which did
not examine the plan and installed the sewer
inspection pit in the incorrect position. Street
lighting was delayed for some time because the
pad mount had to take the weight of a large
transformer. U~ntil the sewer inspection pit was
reinforced so that it could take the weight of the
transformer, street lighting could not be provided.

1 am aware that problems occur on occasions,
when a person is building his own home; but, in
the majority of cases, the responsibility is laid at
the door of the home builder, when in fact he is
not the person responsible.

When one negotiates with a builder to have
one's home built, he is the person responsible for
lodging the plans with the local authority
concerned. The authority has plans of the
proposed location of the central services, whether
underground or aboveground. The authority
approves the plan on the basis of the location of
these services. It points out to the applicant who
has lodged the plans the lqcation of the existing or
proposed underground services. The plan must be
revised if it does not conform with the design of
services laid down by the authorities.

I hope the Minister takes up the matters I have
mentioned. I believe they can be sorted out easily.
If better liaison existed between -the departments
involved, the problems experienced by a number
of home builders would cease.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for Fuel
and Energy) [5.25 p.m.]: It is difficult to
comprehend the grievance raised by the member,
particularly because it relates to one or two
concrete cases the exact details of which he did
not mention. The member could not say I have
ever refused to talk to him or objected to receiving
a letter from him.

Mr Nanovich: I did not say that.
Mr MENSAROS: It is difficult to deal with a

case in which somebody has to pay S700 when one
does not know the exact circumstances involved.
If the member communicates to me the details of
the matters he mentioned, I will examine them
and give him a proper answer.

I should like to point out to the member that
the SEC shares the burden of the provision of new
connections between consumers. Every consumer
pays a portion of the initial cost of the provision
of water and sewerage services. The consumcrs

have to pay a portion of the cost of the provision
of headworks. Consumers who build homes in new
areas do not pay high initial connection costs to
the SEC, as these are borne equally by all
customers.

ECONOMIC SITUATION

Foreign Domination: Grievance
DR TROY (Fremantle) [5.26 p.m.): I should

like to direct my grievance to the Premier.
Approximately 12 or. 18 months ago a famous
British journalist visited Australia. After he
returned home, he-made a number of comments.
He referred to Australia as a "lucky country". He
mentioned the resources found in this country
and, included in those resources, were the people

He made special reference to Western
Australia and said of it, "In the context of
Australia as a whole, which is a lucky country,
Western Australia is probably the luckiest."

We have to reassess our opinion of the remarks
made by that journalist bearing in mind the
problems this Government has created in what
was termed "a lucky country". A few days ago
the Commonwealth Employment Service
published the unemployment figures for Australia
in the local Press. Over 410 000 people are
unemployed in Australia. That represents 6.4 per
cent of the work force. In Western Australia the
percentage of the work force unemployed is 7.2.
However, that does not illustrate the serious
change which has occurred in this State.

If we look at the number of unfilled vacancies
advertised which were reported with the
unemployment figures, we see that 25 people are
looking for every job that is advertised in
Australia. In Western Australia there are 50
people for every job advertised.

I contend we are submitting the people of this
country, and particularly the people of this State,
to an unlucky lottery. If members want to
examine the situation in Fremantle, taking one
section of the population only, they will see that
at the end of July the number of young people
unemployed was 984. Unfilled vacancies
numbered approximately 12 or 13. In Fremantle
the number of young people for every job is closer
to 100 to one than,50 to one.

This Government is submitting the people of
this country, particularly the youth, to an unlucky
lottery.

We must look at some of the reasons for this;
and the policies of the Government have a great
bearing ont the problem.
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The Government in this State has allowed the
economy to be dominated by the multi-national
companies. One of the largest companies in
Australia, BHP, has a big say in our economy. It
is no secret that in recent times these multi-
national companies have recorded stupendous
increases in their profits. These companies have
been brought into the country by the Government.
They have plundered our resources and then they
depart leaving nothing behind them. If the world
market collapsed tomorrow, the multi-national
companies would leave this country immediately.

During the l960s this Government tied the
income of this State to the US dollar, and import
earnings. It is no secret that since that
time-espcially 'over the last 1 2 months-the
import earnings of this State and the US dollar
earnings of this State have suffered a very serious
decline. It is reflected to some extent in its
opposite; that is, the US price for gold. On
Monday that price was $US316 per ounce. That
price compares with the guaranteed price of
$U535 per ounce in 1971. That means our income
in this State, over that period, has been reduced to
one-ninth of' our former income, in terms of US
dollars. Our decline has come about very directly
as a result of this Government's acceptance of
foreign domination of our economy.

We are soon to have an election in this State.
That election will allow the people in the State to
express their views about the way this country has
been run.

You, Mr Premier, as spokesman for the multi-
national types of interests, and the BlHP type of
interest, will have to answer to the people. I
believe that what will happen is clearly evident. It
has become evident in the problems which have
occurred in the Pilbara recently, and certainly it
is evident in the problems that have occurred in
Fremantle. You, Mr Premier, will be a man of the
past. In fact, your Government will .be a
Government of the past. The people of this State
will put you out into the dustbin of history where
you belong.

Several members interjected.
Dr TROY: I will be a happy man on the day

the date of the next election is announced. It is
true that as a result of the next election I might
find myself unemployed, but that will come about
not as a result of a decision of the people, but as a
result of a decision of my party-which I respect.

Mr Nanovich:, How many jobs have you got at
the moment?

Dr TROY: The member for Whitford, together
with many of his colleagues, will be answerable to
the people. Members apposite already know what

the people will do; they will kick this Government
out of office.

As I said, I will be a happy man when the date
of the election is announced. I am confident that
on the day of the election I will be even happier
because the working-class people in this State, the
pensioners in this State, the middle-class people in
this State, and* the professional people in this
State who have suffered at the hands of the Court
Government will give their answer and put you,
Mr Premier, and your Government into the
dustbin of history.

Sir Charles Court: You have had your answer
long before this.
* MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for
Labour and Industry) [5.33 p.m.1: I am not
surprised at all by the comments of the member
for Fremantle. He continually criticises and
attacks those who provide jobs for unemployed
people throughout the State. The Government is
very sincere in its sympathy for the plight of the
unemployed, and we are doing what we can to
assist in every way possible. I hope we will be able
to get some assistance from the Opposition in this
area.-

Prior to last month, we had ive straight months
during which employment improved in this State,
The employment statistics improved. Six weeks
ago I predicted that there would be a reversal; I
gave my reasons for that prediction. The cause of
the reversal has been the activities of a number of
unions in the Pilbara.

When one observes what has happened in the
Pilbara. it becomes obvious that we will have
further unemployment in Western Australia
during the next month. Not only do the strikes
affect the earning capacity of those who take part,
but also small industries have to lay off workers
as a result of the problems which arise.

The member for Fremantle criticised industry
and what he calls "multi-nationals". Thank God
we have some of those companies in this State. I
say that very sincerely because if those companies
were not here I wonder how many people would
be unemployed.

If we adopted the viewpoint of the member for
Fremantle we would not have the BlHP company
here, we would not have the Hamersley company
here, and we would not have other companies
here. What would happen to the people then?

We are very grateful to those companies which
have come to Australia and invested. The member
for Fremantle said they were taking money out of
this country. Certainly they do take something
out, but they are prepared to come here from
overseas and risk their capital. We believe that
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companies which are prepared to risk their capital
should be able to take something out. However,
they leave plenty behind.

We have to consider the wages paid to the
people of Australia; we have to consider the
holiday pay they receive and the sickness benefits
that accrue to them. We should show some
gratitude, especially when we remember the 47
per cent company tax which goes into our
Consolidated Revenue Fund, and is spent
throughout Australia. Those taxes help to make
us as affluent as we are, today, and for that we
should be grateful.

This State Government is concerned, about the
young people. In this State we have the highest
number ever of apprentices employed. For the
first time the number is over 14000. That
increase has occurred since 1974 when this
Government took office.

The latest statistics show the increase in
employment in Western Australia was 63 000, or
14 per cent, Compared with New South
Wales-with a Labor Govern ment-which had
an increase of 13 000, or I per cent.
.I reject the comments of the 'member for

Fremantle. I am glad that overseas companies are
prepared to invest in this Slate to the advantage
of those who need jobs.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Introduciion and Firs( Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O'Connor

(Minister for Labour and Industry), and read a
first time.

POLICE ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Third Reading

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister for
Police and Traffic) [5.36 p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the

Opposition) (5.37 p.m.]: l would like to make a
few comments on the passage of this legislation. It
went through this place after a lengthy debate
over a period of two days. I believe we finished up
with a eill which does little to improve the
position which existed previously.

I am disappointed the Government was not able
to agree to some compromise. In not accepting a
compromise, on a matter as important as this, the
Government could yet cause some distress in the
community. It could lead to industrial action. I

am sorry, indeed, the Government did not see fit
to try to improve the position a little and give
those who may want to operate under the
provisions of this legislation in the future some
feeling that there was real concern for the rights
of freedom.

We have heard quite a lot about the rights of
freedom, and the undemocratic erosion of those
rights. However, this Bill will not lead us to
believe the Government is genuinely concerned in
these matters. Let me say, first of all, the
philosophy from each side was much the same
except that we on this side believe there should be
an option open to people to elect to advise and
receive permission, or at least advise the
Commissioner of Police-or some person in
authority-that a march is to take place, and then
enjoy the protection which that advice would give.
Alternatively, a person could elect not to advise
and then suffer the consequences.

When we take away those options we take away
very basic freedoms. I cannot let this Bill go
through without protesting about that point. It is
basic, and it is one which is argued in this House
time and time again. Certainly, the electorate at
large will be disappointed that the Government
has not done better in its amendment of the Act.

The Premier waited until the heat was out of
the debate; that is very true. At one stage he said
he would not introduce an amending Hill until the
cases had been before the court. He then changed
his mind-as he does from time to time-and said
that he might as well introduce the legislation. I
do not know whether this measure will affect the
court hearings in any way. It is possible we could
have taken a sub judice point at some time or
other, although if I remember correctly our
Standing Orders give sonic protection in regard to
sub judice when dealing with legislation. That was
the basic difference between the Government's
approach to the matter, and the philosophy of the
Opposition.

Even if we accepted the philosophy of the
Government, it was most disappointing that the
Government did not grant a right of appeal. The
Minister said that during the past two years there
would have been two occasions only when appeals
could have been made. He said the other
applications had been% fully covered with the
granting of a permit.

It would have been a friendly gesture on the
part of the Government to write into the
legislation some form of appeal. A safety valve
should be provided so that anyone who feels
disadvantaged has a higher court to approach. I
did 'not want the appeal to go further than a
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magistrate-, I would have been prepared to accept
the decision of a magistrate, presupposing that if
the magistrate had a bias-and I am not
suggesting that magistrates are biased-that bias
would be towards the bureaucracy. It is a matter
of great regret that the Government did not see fit
to accept the amendments relating to appeals.

I found it curious that in one proposed new
subsection the Bill should state no action should
be taken by the Commissioner of Police, or an
authorised officer, to abort in any way the
application of section 54B as amended. However,
the next subsection sets out that the person to
whom authority was delegated would be able to
abort the application of section 540 by placing a
different interpretation on the directions given.

That was a simple omission on the part of the
Government and I brought it to the attention of
the Government. I thought my amendment in that
regard would have been accepted. There would
have been no advantages to any political party or
to any particular person. Indeed, there would. have
been a safeguard had the Government accepted
my amendment. Such was the state of mind of the
Government that it did not see fit even to accept
minor amendments. Whether or not the
Government was able to see the points raised, I do
not know.

It is also passing strange, and a matter of
disappointment, to note there will be no
requirement on the Commissioner of Police to
state in writing his acceptance or otherwise of an
application.

The authorised Officer does not need to say in
writing that the permit is granted, and he
certainly does not have to say it has not been
granted. We suggested that he should say in
writing either the permit-.has been granted or it
has not been granted, and if the permit has not
been granted, then I think he should state why it
has not been granted and give one of the four
reasons listed in the Act. I accept that he must
operate within those constraints, but it would not
be unreasonable to ask him to say for which
reason he has refused the application. Not that
anything could be dune about the matter, except
that perhaps an officer could be held to ridicule if
he made a bad decision, and in- that case he
deserves to be held to ridicule.

At the Very least the Government should have
accepted the amendment Which 'Provided that the
rejection of an application should be in writing
and that the reasons for that rejection should be
stated. We put forward a simple amendment that
in no way would have affected the
implementation of the legislation as the

Government proposes it. It is sad to think that
this piece of legislation wh ich has caused so much
heat right around the nation, which has been
scorned right across the nation, and which has
caused the State to be held to ridicule, has not
been amended in a way that everyone could flnd
acceptable. Certainly it would be a very difficult
task to produce legislation that everyone would
find acceptable, but at least some attempt should
have been made to let the public see that we
acknowledge the concept of freedom and
democracy.

Of course the Government kept saying that the
Opposition was interested only in the trade union
movement. I invite any member who says that to
read the various comments I have made in regard
to this measure, and certainly it would be seen
that I am not concerned only with the trade union
movement. It is true that because of the nature of.
the action that brought about the need to review
the legislation the trade unions were affected
vitally, and it is true that from time to time the
trade unions take to the streets to express their
point of view on a matter about which they are in
disagreement with the Government.

1 drew attention to the fact that during the past
two years there have been more marches on
Parliament House than I have seen in my previous
16 years here. However, these marches caused no
great disruption, and whether permission was
obtained to hold the marches or whether the
action taken was merely to advise the Police
Force that a march was planned, exactly the same
situation transpired with the kind of legislation
under which we were operating.

So I want to say that we are concerned about
the freedom of all individuals-the people who
are not taking part in a meeting or a march have
a right to expect some protection. I do'not believe
that public marches and public meetings get out
of hand or become riotous and I believe that
police officers themselves would say they are quite
able to control any situation likely to arise in the
city.

As I have said before, in the case of a
spontaneous march, the existence or otherwise of
this type of legislation will not make the slightest
difference. I do not say that in the form of a
threat-I am just being practical. If people are so
moved to march from a private meeting in the
town hall or at some other place to Parliament
House, then they will do just that. It is disgraceful
that we had the earlier legislation on our books,
and we obtain no satisfaction from saying, "We
told you so." However, we know what happened
because of a bad decision made by someone or
other in a Pilbara town. We knew that something
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of the kind would happen, and we tried to tell the
Government that. Under this present measure the
same kind of situation can develop and we see
that as very sad indeed.

We wish that the Government ha d show~n a real
willingness, to accept some, of the suggestions we
made. Had the Government accepted those
suggestions, I am sure the electorate generally
would have applauded such an approach and
would have appreciated a spirit of compromise.
We did not see a spirit of compromise, and I can
only hope and pray that the continued existence
of this legislation will not foment any further
industrial action.

MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [5.51I p.m.]: I wish
to contribute to the debate because I believe, this
Bill will protect the rights of the individual.

Mr Jamieson: You have been sniffing the dry-
cleaning fluid again.

Mr WILLIAMS: This measure satisfies me
because it guarantees the right of freedom of
speech and assembly in public places for those
people who wish to obtain a permit and to abide
by the law. The Bill guarantees the right of
protection for those with a permit who wish to
demonstrate, and it guarantees that they will not
be interfered with unduly by any group within the
community. Therefore, it guarantees the right of
free speech in a positive way.

Mr Jamieson: Subject to the Commissioner of
Police.

Mr WILLIAMS: It guarantees also the right of
people within the community to be free from the
effects of riotous behaviour. For instance, if it
were planned to hold a procession during a rush
hour, that procession would interfere with traffic.

Mr Jamieson: Have you seen how the police
handle such things in Melbourne?

Mr WILLIAMS: The remainder of the public
are protected because the Police Department
would not allow a permit to be issued.

Mr Davies: Have you seen how they are
handled in London'!

Mr Watt: Have you seen how they are handled
in Moscow?

Mr Davies: I have not been there.
Mr Jamieson: You tell us, you smart person.
Mr Watt: They do not have them!
Mr WILLIAMS. In limited circumstances the

commissioner has the right to refuse a permit, and
we must remember that the circumstances are
very limited.

.Mr Jamieson: That is all you know.

Mr WILLIAMS: A person does not have to
show why a permit should be issued, but, the
commissioner must show why a permit should not
be issued. Under those circumstances, can anyone
say that the right of free speech within the
community is anything else but guaranteed under
this measure?

Mr Stephens: Subject to the opinion of the
police.

Mr WILLIAMS: The fact that this law exists
will protect the people.

Let us look at the ones who are attacking this
law. What are their objectives? Why are they
attacking the law? How are they attacking the
law? Have they attempted to comply with the law
and yet been refused the right of free speech?
That is the important thing.

Mr H. D. Evans: He has been reading Noddy
backs again.

Mr WILLIAMS: Is that what trade unionists
are complaining about? Are they complaining
about the law because it restricts their right of
assembly?

Mr T. H. Jones: Who wrote this speech for
you?

Mr WIL LIAMS: From the very beginning they
have set out to confront the law. They want to
disrupt the community.

Several members interjected.
Mr H-. D. Evans: Who wrote your speech? You

can't even read it.
Mr WILLIAMS: That is what it is all about.

We have been given no indication up to date
about the people who have been refused a permit.

Mr Davies: Where were you while the second
reading debate was in progress?

Several members interjected.
Mr WILLIAMS: Some 500 permits have been

issued, and only two have been refused. This is
what members opposite are complaining
about-two permits only have been refused, and
they know which ones they were. What is the
complaint of members apposite?

Mr Davies: We have plenty.
Mr WILLIAMS: There is no complaint at all.
Mr Davies: Where were you during the second

reading debate? You should have been listening.
Mr WILLIAMS: In this House the other day

the member far Welshpool said that when people
are emotional and upset they have a right to
march. That is the time that people should not be
given the right to march.
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Mr Jamieson: But you will not stop them. You
are an absolute nut if you think they will not
march.

Mr WILLIAMS: The law will stop them.
Mr Jamieson: No it will not.
Mr WILLIAMS: The member for Welshpooll

says that because he does not respect the law.
Mr Jamieson: It is like making murder

illegal-it does not stop it.
Mr WILLIAMS: The member for Welshpool is

arguing on behalf of his comrades who want to
control the streets. That is what it is all about.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILLIAMS: The member for Welshpooll

has no intention of doing otherwise. He does not
believe in law and order, and that is what it is all
about. This law protects the rights of individuals,
and if an individual is prepared to acquire a
permit, it gives him the right to march.

Mr Jamieson: No.
Mr WILLIAMS: But members opposite do not

want that; they do not want law and order to
protect the individual.

Mr Davies: Are you in the leadership stakes?
Mr WILLIAMS: As I have said in this House

before and as I will say again, members opposite
represent the strong left-wing element of the
community.

Mr Jamieson: Good heavens!
Mr WILLIAMS: Members Opposite represent

that element, and they know as well as I do that it
wants to see law and order broken down
completely in Australia. For that reason the onus
is placed on them-members opposite are no
better than the left-wing element because they
want irresponsible rabble to control the streets.
This is a responsible Government, so that will not
happen. Therefore, I support the Bill.

Mr Davies: That speech was quite incredible.
MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.57 p.m.]: It is

quite obvious that the- member for Clontarf
entered this debate at a very late stage-at a
fairly emotional time.

Mr Laurance: A most appropriate time.
Mr Grewar: Obviously he worried you.
Mr T. H. JONES: I have 45 minutes, and

certainly the member for Clontarf did not worry
me. After we have discussed this Bill for-many
hours it is quite remarkable that the member
chose to get to his feet and to read from a speech
obviously prepared for him. He could not even
read it properly. No-one in the House could
disagree with that statement: Hecould not read

what he had been directed to have recorded in this
Parliament.

Mr Jamieson: He had been practising for a long
time.

Mr Mensaros: The member for Coillie went out
of the debate at an early stage. You left the
debate and the Leader of the Opposition took it
over from you.

Mr Jamieson: It was determined that was how
it should be.

Mr Davies: Absolutely.
Mr T. H. JONES: The Leader of the

Opposition moved amendments during the
Committee stage, amendments which he had
desired to move. Surely that is the right of any
member of the House, even the Minister.

Mr Clarko: And the member for Clontarf.
Mr T. H. JONES: There is no need to resort to

the type of gutter tactics that the member for
Cottesloe used last night. It is the right of the
Leader of the Opposition to place amendments on
the notice paper, just as it is the right of any other
member to do so.

My leader indicated, on behalf of our party,
that when we become the Government we will
take certain actions. It is his right to speak on
behalf of our party.

I would like to inform the Minister for Fuel and
Energy that I am not the shadow Minister or the
spokesman on police matters. That gentleman is
in another place and sometimes I handle
legislation relating to police matters in this
particular Chamber. Let there be no
misunderstanding on that point.

Mr B. T. Burke: And handle them very well
too.

Mr T. H. JONES: Of course the member for
Clontarf resorted to the old bogey; he did not
mention Communism, but he went very close to it
when he referred to left-wing extremists. If he
would like to undertake a little homework he
would discover that the area I represent has the
best industrial record in Western Australia.He
cannot deny that, and if he was slinging mud at
me, the mud was not justified. No group of unions
in Australia has a better record than does the
group I represent. So I hope that when the
member makes another speech he will consider
his comments more carefully than he has done
tonight.

Let us look at the events that led up to the Bill
before the House. The Government was pressured
to do something about amending the Act.
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The Govern ment is not amending the Act of its
own volition; it has been forced to do so. The
Government said in 1976 there was nothing
wrong with the legislation and we disagreed on
that occasion. What we said in 1976 would
happen in fact now has occurred, and public
opinion has demanded the Government amend the
Act. The 1976 legislation simply was no?
workable.

I draw members* attention to my remarks
during the second reading debate, which appear
in Hansard of Tuesday. the 21st August. 1 said
that in my opinion, problems created by the
provisions of the existing Act also would be
created by the amending legislation. Only time
will prove the Opposition right or wrong on this
point. However, the Minister, in his reply to the
second reading debate chose not to say a word
about that. This Bill will alter the relevant
provisions of the existing Act only marginally; it
will change nothing.

Like my leader, I was disappointed the
Government refused to accept any of the
Opposition's amendments. Indeed, at the
commencement of his reply to the second reading
debate, the Minister said, "I will be brief" and
brief he was! He dealt with only very few of the
points raised by the Opposition and went on to
refer to provisions contained in the by-laws of
certain authorities in Western Australia. He
failed to answer any of the major points raised by
Opposition speakers.

This legislation is a nice piece of window
dressing; it is the result of weeks of consultation
between Federal and State Attorneys General,
but it fails to improve the existing provisions of
the Act.

The Minister did not justify his Government's
refusal of all the Opposition's amendments.
Although on each occasion he rose to speak he
atttmpted to explain why in his view the
amendments were unacceptable, any fair-minded
member would agree he failed dismally to explain
the Government's stand on this issue. The
Government has the numbers and it is a numbers
game in this place. Unfortunately, the attitude of
the Court Government in recent years has been,
"We will make the laws in Western Australia.
The vicws-of other people are of no concern to us;
we do not consider them."

The Opposition opposed this legislation during
the second reading and Committee stages, and it
opposes it now.

MR MeIVER (Avon) [6.03 p-m.I: I fully
support the view of the member for Collie that
this Bill is only a piece of window dressing.

Following the arrests in the Pilbara, th Premier
and the Deputy Premier time and time again
reiterated that in no way could they interfere with
the course of Lhe law in this State. We would not
abject if they were consistent in this attitude.

However, they do not always take this course,
as the following example will reveal: Several
weeks ago there was an accident at the Royal
Street level crossing at Kenwick and,
unfortunately, a youth was killed. Some weeks
later, Westrail prosecuted several youths who
were on railway property. However, court
processing was allowed on only two of those
youths. These lads now have a record. I
understand they received only a caution;
nevertheless, if they come before the court again
they will not be tried under the provisions relating
to First offenders.

The important and pertinent point is that I
understand the Minister for Transport had the
other charges withdrawn, and prosecution was not
proceeded with.

Mr Rushton: You are on dangerous ground
now. Stick to the facts and you will be all right.

Mr MOlVER: I am not on dangerous ground; I
have it on very good authority that the charges
were dropped by ministerial direction. What is
sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander; if two
youths were prosecuted, the remaining youths also
should have been prosecuted.

Here we have a Government which says,
"There is no way in which we can interfere with
the law" while at the same time it condones
interference in the law by a Minister of the
Crown.

I emphasise that point because of the remarks
made by the member for Clontarf, who is shallow
indeed when he speaks on this subject. I support
the remarks of the Leader of the Opposition and
the member for Collie, and I register my
disapproval of the Bill before us.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [6.07 p.m.]:
Unfortunately I was not able to be present during
the second reading debate the other evening. I
understand, however, that other members
expressed concern about the effect of this Bill
upon the law. As I see the situation, the trouble
under section 54R of the Police Act arose because
a preponderance of the public took the view that
people were being prosecuted under that section
in circumstances which were not acceptable to the
public. The Government intimated it would
change the law so that no longer would people be
charged on the same facts.

I understand that early in his second reading
speech-and theje seems to be some evidence of it
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at page 1994 of H4ansard-the member for Collie
at the very outset of the debate said he was
seeking to ascertain from the Government
whether it was a fact that if the Bill currently
before the Parliament were law the 39 people
already charged would still be charged. In other
words, he wanted to know whether any
substantial change from the existing law was
being made.

Up to a few days ago 39 people had been
charged under existing section 54B. It is
contended by lawyers and members on this side of
the House that the same 39 people will be
charged under the present Bill when it becomes
law. If that is so. the Government ought to say so.
The Minister has not made his position clear.

Mr Speaker. you were good enough yesterday,
no doubt for very good reason-to get the
Minister off the hook-to rule that a question
without notice I asked of the Minister was
inadmissible. In that question I asked the
Minister how many of the 39 persons charged
under section 548 of the Police Act behaved in
manner which would have amounted to an offence
against section 54B if that section as now
proposed to be amended had been the law at the
time such behaviour occurred.

That is what we want to know, My
understanding of the public discussion at t he t ime
when the controversy was at its peak is that the
obvious thing to do is to cancel section 54B
retrospectively: because the public take a dim
view of the fact that people should be convicted of
such a technical offence under a law which people
do not accept and wish to repudiate. In fact that
has not happened at all. We in the Opposition
believe that people behaving in the same manner
as those 39 persons already charged will find
themselves charged under new section 548. Men
and women will have convictions recorded against
them when in our belief they should not be
charged. Of course, the adverse consequences that
flow from having a conviction against one are well
known to us.

There is nothing new about retrospectivity. In
this place it is spoken of almost with hushed
breath; but whenever the Government wants to
introduce retrospectivity to assist its friends, it'
does so. We had a classic case of retrospectivity in
respect of section 57 of the Local Government
Act to get off the hook sundry councillors who
had not been declaring their interests. That was
done only a year or so ago, and it was done in
respect of a very serious offence. Yet according to
the public a breach of section 54B is not serious at
all.

The Government has gone through a good deal
of humbug and pretence. I refer to conferences
between the Premier and the Minister for Labour,
the Premier and the Prime Minister, the Acting
Premier and the Attorney General, and the State
Attorney General and the Federal Attorney
General. They were all involved in the time-
consuming window dressing exercise that ensued.
What a scandal it was for those who knew what it
was about.

After all that we now find-and the Minister
will not come clean about this-that people who
have been charged already would be charged
again when this Bill becomes law if they were to
behave in an identical manner. I believe the
public need to be told about that; they will be
astounded that that should be the outcome.

We do not want the Minister to dodge this
again. Is this allegation substantially or
completely true? Is it a fact that under the same
circumstances and behaviour people will be
subject to a charge under new section 548? That
is a simple question; we do not want any
vacillation, dodging, or further humbug. We want
to know whether that is true or false.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 730 p.m.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
(PROMOTIONS APPEAL BOARD)

ACT AMENDMENT DILL
Third Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister
Labour and Industry) [7.31 p.m.]: I move-

for

That the Bill be now, read a third time.
MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the

Opposition) [7.32 p.m.]: During the debate
yesterday evening I charged that certain
correspondence had been sent to the Minister's
office and to the Premier's office. I said that if I
was wrong I would apologise to the House. I now
do this.

I was told that the correspondence had been
sent on by someone who had referred it to a
person who had referred it to someone else. I
checked this matter out just after the Minister
had rung the office. After I had checked out the
whole chain of events this morning I found that
whoever had been charged finally with getting the
information away had used the excuse that he
could not find. the original correspondence. I
apologise for misleading the Minister and the
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House last night; it was unintentional and done in
the best of good faith.

However, the feelings I expressed are still the
same and the Railways Officers Union did write
to the Department of Labour and Industry on the
28th July. and as yet it has not received a reply.
The fact remains that I have made the protest
that that union would have made itself. My
thinking is in line with the general thinking of the
majority of those unions which the Trades and.
Labor Council represents. I am sorry the
Government did not see fit to take action which
would at least have brought a greater
communication between the unions and the
department in this matter.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

FREMANTLE-PERTH RAILWAY:

CLOSURE
Public Opposition: Motion

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leadet of the
Opposition) [7.34 p.m.]: I move-

In the opinion of this House 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
public opposition to the closure.

Members who are alert will notice that the
wording of the motion is very similar to one which
was moved in this House last week relating to the
suspension of Standing Orders. At that time I
moved that so much of Standing Orders be
suspended as would enable the House to consider
a motion similar to the one I have just read except
that I added the words, "as revealed by the public
opinion poll published in the Daily News of
Thursday, August 23, 1979".

We were disappointed that the Government on
that occasion was not prepared to debate the
matter. It would have given an extra six days in
which the Government could have considered the
views that we might put forward. At that time we
were debating only the suspension of Standing
Orders, yet the Government was not prepared to
put that question to the vote. It could have
defeated the move to suspend the Standing Orders
quite easily, and that would have eliminated the
likelihood of any further debate.
* However, the Government chose not to do so. It
was hell-bent on getting the Government
Employees (Promotions Appeal Board) Act
Amendment Bill debated. The Government did

not get much legislation through and, indeed, we
have only just dealt with that Bill. It was
disappointing to find that the Government was
not prepared to suspend Standing Orders because
of the public opinion poll. We wanted to debate
the matter while the Government still had tithe to
reconsider its position.

.Even at this late time the Government should
not be past the stage where it cannot reconsider
its position. In the light of what has happened it
should be prepared to give an undertaking that at
least until after the next election the line will
remain where it is.

Mr Rushton: You must be very uninformed.
Mr DAVIES: I thank the Minister for his

correction. I will be expecting to hear from the
Minister later. Any time he wants to interrupt he
has merely to raise his hand and I will give him
the nod. I am not being patronising to the
Minister; he has had a fairly rough run lately and
I do not want him to strain his voice or himself.

Mrs Craig: Dear, dear!
Mr DAVIES: It is not a matter of, "Dear,

dear!" It is merely a matter of being fair and just
to the Minister, who really has had a rough time.

Mr Shalders: Will you observe the same
courtesy?

Mr DAVIES: I will be quite prepared to
observe the same courtesy. This has been
demonstrated by me.

Mr Young: The strongest steel goes through
the hottest fires.

Mr B. T. Burke: The finest steel.
Mr DAVIES: Again, I thank the Minister for

his correction. We should leave the Perth-
Fremantle passenger railway service until after
the next election. Of course, the line will stay
there. Initially the Minister spoke about taking up
the line, and then he said he would leave it until a
diversion line was built. We have not heard about
that line since; we have not heard about a
Government survey. The Minister might tell us
about that when he replies to the debate. The very
least we could have expected, because of the huge
swell of public opposition to the suspension of this
service, was that the Government would
reconsider its position and say, "There are certain
important events coming up and we will be able to
see whether the line is going to be patronised. We
can conduct a survey before we suspend the
service."

If that had been done everyone would have
been moderately happy, but over the past several
months we have gone from the, "I am right, you
are wrong" attitude to a character assassination
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campaign, the like of which has rarely been seen
in ibis House. However, as we noted from the
actions of the member for Cottesloe last night,
things are changing and the calibre of members
opposite is changing. Perhaps we can expect more
character assassinations.

Mr Young: We all remember when the
chainsaw started.

Mr DAVIES: We will be pleased to hear from
the Minister for Health at a later time. If the
Minister upholds the type of action taken by the
member (or Cottesloe last night, I will be quite
surprised.

Mr Young: What about the member for
Welshpool and the member for Balcatta?

Mr DAVIES: I saw nothing wrong with their
actions.

Mr Jamieson: I will have a bit of you any time
you like, you brazen thing.

Mr Young: We were wondering when someone
would tag you as part of it.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have been particularly
nasty, so I have worn my suit so that you would
not call me scruffy.

Mr DAVIES: The best thing to do would be to
change the Government so that some of the
tempers which seem to fray so
easily-particularly on the ministerial
benches-could be given a well-earned rest. I do
not wish to comment on the outbursts of the
Premier over the last several days. They have
been very strange and surprising.

The debate taking place tonight is one or the
most important that has yet taken place during
the entire lire of this Government. I do not think
this is the most im portant issue racing the State,
but certainly it is one of the most important
issues. We have debated it iii various guises
before, but this is the last opportunity the
Government will have to state its case fully. It is
its last opportunity to recant, and recant it should.

.Equally important matters include the
economic recession: the continued high
unemployment which is the highest in Australia,
despite the Premier's promise to cure it in six
months: and rising inflation. Those three issues
are the most important facing this nation today.

This State. Government, like the Federal
Government. has declared that it is not able to do
very much about unemployment, rising inflation,
and the economy generally. The State
Government's record certainly does not do it any
credit. However, it can do something about the
Perth-Fremantle railway line.

This is an important debate tonight, because it
is significant in that it reflects the Government's
attitude towards the electors of this State. It is the
symbol of its approach to government; an
approach which has been causing a good deal of
concern to a large section of the community for a
long time. Nothing epitomnises the attitude of this
Government more than the closing of the Perth-
Fremantle passenger service. it typifies the
difference between the attitudes of the
Government and the Opposition. The Opposition
is prepared to listen and to do what the public
generally want. Of course, Governments have to
make decisions which are not popular at times.
There are also decisions they have to make which
are so unpopular that a huge wave of, public
protest is caused; on those occasions Governments
should take stock of their position.

The Opposition would listen to the public; but
the Government's approach is quite different. The
Premier believes his Government is the only
source of wisdom, the only source of knowledge,
and the only source of common sense in the whole
State. There is no possibility that the Premier, or
his Ministers can make a mistake! He
believes-as I have said previously over the radio
and as I have stated in the Press-that anybody
who disagrees with him is a traitor. Anyone who
disagrees with him is trying to undermine
democracy. It is high time he discovered that not
everybody who disagrees with him is stupid, a
traitor, a conspirator, or a saboteur. That is the
attitude the Premier has been adopting.
Conventional loyalty to Western Australia has no
correlation to agreeing with everything the
Premier espouses. He behaves as though it is
disloyal for anyone to disagree with him. What a
situation for anyone to be in.

Behind the attitude of the Government at, the
present time is one of the oldest and most
disgusting political tricks: that is, when one starts
to lose an argument one has to discredit the
loyality of the opponents

Mr MacKinnon: Is that why you try to do it all
the time?

Mr DAVIES: In answer to that interjection, let
me interpose and say that the language I use is
nowhere near as objectionable as that written by
the writers in the Premier's office. If our Press
releases are compared with those of the Premier,
there is quite a difference. Thankfully, not all of
the Premier's Press releases are printed. However,
some of the language used is quite surprising
considering it comes from a man who claims to be
almost God. It is unbelievable. I would soon get
rid of some of those writers because I would not
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want Press statements put out along the lines of
those published now.

Mr .Jamieson: They are scurrilous and personal
attacks of the worst kind.

Mr DAVIES: The Government claims that
anyone who opposes it is subversive, and those
people are painted as such. That is a cause for
regret. It is a tactic which I deplore and which I
have never indulged in. However, I am learning
fast and if that is what the Government wants, I
can match those tactics.

Let us look at some of the situations which have
disturbed me. When conservationists disagreed
with. the actions of the Premier he called them
saboteurs and fifth columnists. That is on record
in printed form; they are saboteurs and fifth
columnists.

Mr O'Connor: Is that what he called the people
who have made responsible reports?

Mr DAVIES: It probably was, because anyone
who is considered to be a conservationist is a
saboteur and a fifth columnist. That is not Very
fair at all.

When unionists disagreed with the Premier, he
claimed they had a hotline to Moscow. One can
imagine them behind an iron ore dump at
Newman asking -Moscow what they should do
now, and then receiving their orders! What utter
nonsense. The Premier was ridiculed, and so he
should have been.

Mr Clarko: To whom do Carmichael and
Marks talk generally?

Mr DAVIES: I do not know. They do not talk
to me. I have passed the time of day with them,
and shaken hands.

Mr Clarko: Is it not a great coincidence that
they are both leading Communists?

Mr DAVIES: Not at all.
Mr Clarko: Are you suggesting there should be

Communists in the union movement?
Mr DAVIES: No, that is their trade. They are

there because they are competent and because
they have been elected to those positions by the
rank and file members of the union. I believe on
the last occasion that Marks was up for election
no-one put up against him. That is what the rank
and file think of him; no-one nominated against
him at the last election. Where are all the
Liberals who want to take control of the unions,
and who -want to do something about the
situation?

Mr Tubby: What did Marks mean when he
said, "Let's get rid of the Court Government and

the Fraser Government and elect a Government
that is sympathetic to our cause?"

Mr DAVIES: I think he would have been
saying we should get rid of the mob opposite, and
get a Government which would do what was
required by the working man; a Government that
would give some justice and a Government that
would provide some employment for the working
man. That is what he meant. The member
opposite will not understand what I am saying,
but that is what he meant He was not talking
about his cause.

When entrepreneurs disagreed with the
Premier with regard to Her Majesty's Theatre, he
said they were acting out of self-interest. That is
the kind of Government which has developed, and
it is related to the attitude of the Government to
the Fremiantle-Perth railway service.

Mr P. V. Jones: They were acting out of self-
interest.

Mr DAVIES: They might have been acting out
of self-survival. The whole thing was in such a
mess that the Minister could not even tell me to
whom I should refer clients. He told me to refer
them to his office, and when I asked to whom I
should refer them in his office, he replied, "Not
my office; the Entertainment Centre." I rang a
person at the Entertainment Centre and he said
he did not know anything about the matter. That
type of mismanagement is common.

At that time the people wanted to do something
and get some order out of the chaos, but the
Premier said they were acting out of self-interest.
If the Minister wants to debate that one I will do
so on any occasion. The board of management
still has not been announced. A sum of
approximately $4 million extra has been spent,
and the programme is eight~ months behind
schedule. We will debate the matter of Her
Majesty's Theatre, and the people having a self-
interest, at any time suitable to the Government.

The latest round of abuse concerned the 82 per
cent of the people recorded in the Gallup poll who
said they wanted the rail service to remain. It was
said those people were a threat to the democratic
system. The logic of the argument was then
completely destroyed in the claim that the I I per
cent who wanted the line to go were supporting
democracy. Where one gets that sort of logic I
just do not know. What a strange democrat the
Premier has become. He is the man who, in recent
days, has been slandering anybody who gets in his
way.

That slander has applied particularly to the
Friends of the Railways. The Premier implied
that they had some mysterious form of finance.
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Let me declare my interest; I gave them $10
because I believe they are doing a good job. I do
riot know where the rest of their money comes
from, except from the sale of pamphlets. I am
sure they would not go too far on the $10 1 gave
them. I was happy to mnake a donation, as I do to
other causes. I believe the FOR needs support,
particularly when the Government spends some
56 000 or 57 000 of 'the taxpayers' money in
stating its case. A sum of $9 000 or $10 000 has
been spent by the Government on advertisements.
So, I think I am entitled to donate a sum of $ 10
and I believe the FOR are entitled to collect
donations. I only wish I was in a position to give
more.

Mr Nanovich: Do you reckon you will get sonic
publicity from your donation?

Mr DAVIES: I am quite certain I will not, but
I thought I had better declare my interest before
somebody claimed I was in control of FOR. I
actually wish I had control of a group as well
organised.

Mr Stephens: The way the leading articles have
been written in The West Australian lately, you
may have some interest there!

Mr DAVIES: I am sorry to say, I have not.
However, if the Premier has any evidence that the
FOR are supported by some -subversive
organisation, or some subversive concern, I ask
him to state what it is. HeI should not make
accusations and then fail to come up with
evidence. He leaves the query hanging in mid-air
That is an old political trick. Why not state the
source of the money instead of supposing it is
coming from a subversive organisation.

These actions have prompted bitterness, hatred,
and division within the community and that is a
great shame. This matter should properly have
been debated int a sensible manner, instead of in
the manner which has developed. We could have
had a common sense of purpose and done away
with provocation and disruption. However, this
Government thrives on provocation and
disruption. It does not seem to get the required
result.

We want a Government that will not condemn
those who do not agree with it. That is what this
Government does.

Mr P. V. Jones: You have used a double
negative.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister has suggested I
used a double negative, and I thank him for his
correction. I was amazed to read the other day
that after six years in government the Minister for
Education said something would have to be done
about education, and there would have to be a

review. I wondered what he had been doing for
the past six years. It. was an astounding statement;
my God, it was absolutely astounding. However,
that is another subject which we are prepared to
debate also. I do not think the Minister would
come out of that too well.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you want to bet?
Mr DAVIES: The Minister asks whether I

want to bet. He has been inisleading the public
because after saying that everything was okay he
now says that wd should have a review, it is not
quite that simple. The Minister cast a slur on the
whole of the Australian population when he said
we were chilling too many tinnies and watching
too much television. I advise him to be careful
because on the last two occasions he has promoted
the concept of good health he has finished up in
hospital. I think he had a kidney complaint on one
occasion and I do not know what was wrong -on
the other occsion. However, he needs to be
careful when he turns to health; it is not good for
him.

Let us look at what has happened since the
closure of the Fremantle-Perth line was
announced. I am sure members will agree that the
Government is no longer fit to govern. The
decision to close the line was announced on the
17th January in a fairly long, conventional, and
windy Press release. The release dealt with the
Midland line and the Armadale line, and as if it
was an afterthought, it was stated that firstly the
service between Fremantle and Perth would be
closed. I think most people would remember that
announcement. I had just arrived at an outer
suburban hotel for dinner and the Press was
waiting for me to comment. I said it was the
beginning of the end for the Government. Little
did I know how true my statement was.

Less than two weeks after that announcement,
it was made public that arrangements had been
made to purchase buses. Mr Shea of the MIT,
for whom 1 have a very high regard-and I am
sorry to hear he is to leave the service in
January-we understand was given a charter last
November to go to Europe to select suitable
buses. I suppose the Government had some
thoughts in mind at that time as to what would
happen; the decision was not made overnight.

Mr Rushton: Do you accept the statement of
Mr Shea? You are now calling him a liar.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister did not put up his
hand but I will lIisten to what he has to say.

Mr Rushton- Mr Shea told you publicly what
was to happen. If you do not trust him, say so.

Mr DAVIES: What was it that I was told?
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Mr Rushton: You read the paper.
Mr DAVIES: IEdo not have a paper. Would the

Minister tell me what happened?
Mr Rushton: You can read, I hope.
Mr DAVIES: I think the Minister has

forgotten he can forget. As the member for
Subiaco pointed out, when the Minister was
challenged on the decision to close the line he
said, "Do not blame me, I was not there that
day.:' I am quite certain the Minister would have
been there and even if he had not been there he
would be man enough to accept responsibility
because he -would have to submit a minute to
Cabinet. Whether or not he was there is of little
consequence but, as the member for Subiaco said
the other night, he is a man who deals in the
truth. I know the truth sometimes hurts and that
the member for Subiaco Sometimes does not care
if he hurts people, but I accept him as a man of
honesty.

I point out that less than two weeks after the
announcement arrangements had been made to
purchase the buses, despite the immediate
opposition to the closure. I do not, think the
Government had any intention of honouring its
promise to consider alternative plans or objections
at a later date. The Government went straight
ahead because it knew it had deadlines to meet.

Five days after the announcement of the
closure 450 people gathered in Fremantle to
oppose the closure. I was staggered at the variety
of people who rang my office and my horhe, wrote
to me, and sent messages conveying opposition to
the closure. Some personal friends who I knew
were Liberal voters rang me. I have some personal
friends who are Liberals, and I am working on
them, but I have yet to convince some of them.
One in particular, a businessman in Fremantle,
rang me and said he was quite shocked. He said
he would do everything possible to ensure the
decision was reversed. He is a man who would set
out to do that, but not because he is a subversive
element in the community; as a matter of fact he
is a rather steady businessman and an orderly
person. He said he would be there because he
believed he would be doing the right thing. So five
days after the announcement was made, 450
people gathered in Fremantle to oppose the
closure.

Less than a month after the announcement was
made the Fremantle City Council opposed the
closure, and sonic allegedly scurrilous underhand
work took place at that time. The Premier took
the Mayor of Fremantle to task for something he
was alleged to have done, but the Premier finished
up with egg on his face because he had misread

some of the newspaper reports and the position
was not as he claimed. That is not the first time
that has happened.

The Friends of the Railways group was formed
early in March. After three weeks it had 400
members. I have no idea what constitutes
membership of the Friends of the.Railways. I do
not know what their constitution is or what fees
they pay but we know from Press reports-and I
am taking most of these facts from Press
reports-that within three weeks. the Friends of
the Railways had 400 members.

By the 9th April over tO00000 people had
signed a petition opposing the closure. The
Minister and I were asked to receive the petition
on the steps of Parliament House. When asked
what I thought of the petition I said, "it must
have taken a lot of work to get so many
signatures. It means people are interested in the
retention of the service. A Labor Government
would see what could be done to retain it. The
Labor Party believes it could and should be
retained."

The cameras were then focused on the
Minister, who said, "The service will cease on the
2nd September." I was literally shocked that that
was all the consideration he gave to a petition
which was brought up in a wheelbarrow or on a
railway trolley. Without any consideration at all
he said, "The service will cease on the 2nd
September." When I expressed my amazement he
said it was mock indignation and I had planned it.
How I could plan a reaction to what he was going
to say when I did not know what he was going to
say is quite beyond me, but it is certainly
indicative of his muddled thinking. I did not
realise it at that time. but it has certainly become
evident since then. That was his comment and
that was all the attention he intended to give to
the views of more than 100 000 people who signed
the petition.

We all know what happened the next day. The
Minister tabled the petition in this House, saying
it was in order and conformed with the Standing
Orders of the House.

The next significant move was on the 25th
.April when the member for Subiaco warned his
colleagues that eople in hii electorate vigorously
opposed the closure and would not vote for the
Liberal Party at the next election. He told this
House. "I have had letters from good Liberals
saying they will not be voting for the Liberal
Party again or contributing to party funds." The
Government ignored its own member on that
occasion and has heaped scorn upon him ever
since. Despite the fact that I have had many rows
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with him over the years. I know whose credibility
is higher when one compares him with the
Premier or the Government. The member for
Subiaco, small in stature, stands head and
shoulders above the rest of them. He was at least
prepared to stand up and say what he thought and
believed in.

Then we bad the next significant development
which was reported on the 27th April. The new
opponent or the closure was the member for
Moore. I am quite certain he remembers it well.
According to the report in the newspaper on the
27th April he opposed the closure.

Mr Mclver: How do you think he will shape up
tonight?

Mr DAVIES: He will have the opportunity to
put his vote where his mouth is.

Mr Stephens: Will you give him a pair?
Mr DAVIES: I think all pairs are out.

Unfortunately he will have to absent himself
because all the pairs are taken. I have to
announce to anyone who might think of ducking
out-

Mr Crane: There was an example of that the
other night with the member for Stirling. So I
know what to do.

Mr DAVIES: It has now been signalled to us
that when the vote is taken tonight the member
for Moore will be absent. That is not surprising,
of course, because many Government members
who were worried about the position have been
whipped into line.

On the I15th May the Government warned that
opposition to its decision to replace the
Fremantle-Perth railway with buses was futile. It
said. "it doesn't matter what you say or what
kind of argument you put up. We announced our
decision on the 17th January. It is now the 14th
May. Whatever you say will be futile because the
buses will go in." What an astounding statement
to make! I am sure it astounded you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, that knowing opposition was mounting
and that a report was being prepared the
Government should say any opposition was futile.
I suppose the Government was hoping the Friends
of the Railways would disappear and all the
opposition with them.

It was about that time or just before then that
the Minister for Transport sent his clerk up here
helter-skelter to thumb through the petition and
find some bogus names on it, despite the fact he
had signed a certificate that it was in order. He
said ho-was shocked to ind some bogus names on
it. I was shocked he had not checked the petition
before he signed the certificate. But he was

prepared to take things as they came, and once
again I think it showed scant regard for the
wishes of the people. His purpose in bringing that
matter to notice was to discredit the petition and
all the petitioners. He felt if he could iay a dozen,
100, or more names out of sonic 100 000 were'
false or bogus, the whole thing had no credibility,
and anyone who had signed the petition would
lose all credibility. It was part of the campaign to
discredit.

.That actually happened about the 14th May,
which is a rather significant date. The
Government had said opposition to buses was
futile and the Minister had said in effect the
petition was bogus; not in so many words-I do
not want him to say I am misleading the House.
He said despite the fact he had sworn the petition
was in order, it turned out that it contained some
incorrect names. As far as I could see at a cursory
glance, only a handful of names appeared to be
bogus.

On the 14th May the Minister gave an
undertaking that data compiled by the Friends of
the Railways Supporting the retention of the
railways would be put before State Cabinet. I do
not believe he was sincere. Perhaps I had better
rephrase that: he may have been sinodre but I
think he knew what would be the fate of the data
which had been compiled-that it would receive
scant recognition by the Government.

On the 15th May, 300 Subiaco ratepayers
demanded that the council oppose the
Government's decision to scrap the railway.

Mr B. T. Burke: They were bogus, too!
Mr DAVIES: I presume they were bogus, too,

as the member for Balcatta says. I will not weary
the House with full details, but if one goes
through the files one finds that in the meantime
numerous overseas experts had warned the
Government it was absolutely idiotic to scrap the
railways. The trends overseas had indicated that
retention of railways was a wise policy, and at this
time of course it was particularly crucial.

On the 15th May, the day after the Minister
had said the information compiled by the Friends
of the Railways would be placed before Cabinet,
the Friends of the Railways introduced a 98-page
report which was presented to Cabinet. On the
same day the Minister for Transport said the
report of the FOR showed that people could still
question the Government. He said it was a good
thing and his officers would examine the report. I
think they were fair words. We like to think it is
still mete and proper for groups of people or
individuals to question the Government. The
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Minister said he would have his officers examine
the report.

On the 15th June the Friends of the Railways
released a detailed document which was requested
by the Minister after he had read the group's
alternative transport study. He asked them to
comment further, and I think it was at that lime
that he asked them to comment on the signalling
aspect.

Since then, he has denied they ever gave any
attention to the signalling matter. He has a short
memory because, as I recall the Press cutting at
the time, that is exactly what happened.
Signalling was one of the arguments on which he
asked them to comment. But it was quite
apparent to me that he had dismissed the study of
the Friends of the Railways Very quickly indeed.

The next significant move was on the 19th
June. when the Claremont Town Council came
out against the proposed closure of the passenger
rail service. I do not think anyone could say that
council is loaded with saboteurs, fifth columnists.
or people who are disloyal to the Government, or
has even one Labor voter.

Mr Hassell: The Mayor of Claremont says the
council never questioned the closure of the
railway. It questioned the traffic arrangements'in
the light of the closure but the council as such
never expressed opposition to the closure of the
railway.

Mr Mclver: You had better have a look at this
correspondence.

Mr DAVIES: At this stage I am merely
detailing the reports as I read them in the
newspapers.

Mr Hassell: The newspaper report was wrong.
Mr DAVIES: I have had no information from

the Friends of the Railways other than what has
been published in the newspapers. That has been
my only contact with them. I did not go to them
to ask what I might use in debate. I went through
the Fles to try to point out that the Government
has belittled those who oppose the closure of the
railway, and because of what the Government
believes is the correct position the railway line will
be closed.

The Press report showed that on the 19tI une
the Claremont Town Council came out against
the proposed closure of the passenger railway
service. On the 24th June an opinion poll carried
out by Marketing Focus showed that 80 per cent
of metropolitan voters were against the
Government's decision to axe the railway line.
Nearly 70 per cent of those who voted Liberal at
the last election were opposed to the policy. Forty-

eight per cent of voters thought that the Minister
for Transport's attitude was either a positive
nuisance or negative. Sixty-two per cent of those
polled indicated they would consider paying extra
for the retention of the railway. I think that was a
very strong reaction. That poll was taken in June
when public opinion was still very moderate. As I
said, it was carried out by Marketing Focus and
reported in the Sunday Independent.

Eighty per cent of metropolitan voters were
against the decision to axe the railway line. That
figure is very close to the one obtained in the later
Gallup poll, to which I will refer in due course.
However what is-significant is that 70 per cent of
those who voted Liberal were opposed to the
policy. If the Government does not want to please
Labor supporters, saboteurs, National Party
supporters. National Country Party supporters,
fifth columnists, and Communists, surely at least
it should try to retain the support of its own
voters.

It is significant to note that 60 per cent or those
polled indicated they would consider paying extra
for the retention of the railway. We have had a lot
of nonsense from the Minister for Transport.
Whenever he is queried he says. "Do you want to
pay an extra S31.62 every time someone travels on
the service?" as though every single person in
Western Austraja would pay an extra 31.62-or
some such figure-whenever a person travels on
the rail service.

Perhaps that is a good debating tack, but I
believe it is highly irregular and quite immoral.
Many public services have to be propped up by
the Government for one reason or another. I do
not use the term "propped up" in a disparaging
way; these services need to be supported by the
Government. The Metropolitan Transport Trust
has always had to be supported by the
Government-last year to the tune of some 36
million or $7 million. Most transport services
throughout the world receive substantial
Government support. Governments are elected for
the purpose of ensuring that the service is
provided. I suppose it is part of the reason that we
pay taxation. 1t is quite immoral to use as an
argument the allegation that everyone will pay
S1.62 or some such figure for every person who
travels on the line. Of course, there are means of
assisting the railways, and that is what
Governments are for.

On the 30th June the State Government
rejected a request by -the Friends of the Railways
to carry out questionnaire surveys on Perth and
Fremantle trains. I do not think the request was
unreasonable. However, of course, the
Government said passengers would be harassed. I
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suppose one could make some excuse in those
circumstances, but we recall that earlier the
Government came down with a heavy hand-[
say "the Government" because I am certain the
Commissioner of Railways would not have done it
on his own initiative-and said signatures to the
proposed petition could not be collected on
railway property.

I can recall the present Premier, when he was
the Minister for Railways, taking off one morning
on the Ausrralind. I think that train had been
reconditioned or newly put into service. He was
handed an anti-Government pamphlet on the
platform. Did not that cause a furore! Every
person or politician who wished to distribute
anything on railway property was banned
forthwith. Therefore it was easy to see the
mentality behind the banning of the collection of
signatures to the petition on railway property; it
has happened before. History wairepeafing itself.
Some of us remember the earlier disgraceful
episode. What has now become all too apparent
was then starting to emerge as the feeling of the
present Premier who was then a Minister in the
Brand Government.

On the 27th July the Government rejected the
submission of the Friends of the Railways and
announced plans to go ahead with the closure of
the link on the 2nd September- There had been a
great wave of public opposition, and the Friends
of the Railways organisation had been formed
and had prepared an excellent report. That report
has been acknowledged as one of the best of its
kind ever to be presented to .a Government by
fair-thinkiog people. I am in no position to judge
the report, but I was impressed by the way the
Friends of the Railways went about their task,
and I was impressed by the facts and figures
contained in the report.

The Friends of the Railways were asked to
expand on their submission; and they sent in a
second report. However, on the 27th July the
Government wiped everything off. I suppose it
was decent of the Government to wait that long
before doing so.

On the 1st August the Government refused a
request for an inquiry into the closure of the
railway made by the joint executive of the railway
unions. The railway unions wanted the matter
discussed in Parliament. Parliament had already
discussed the matter by way of an amendment to
the Address-in-Reply. Then a motion was moved
calling for a Select Committee to be appointed to
inquire into the matter. I think the motion was
moved on the last day of the autumn session; if
my memory serves me correctly, it was the 17th
May.
ors)

The Opposition suggested that between the
autumn and spring sessions of Parliament a Select
Committee of the Parliament could inquire into
the closure of the line and present a report to the
Parliament when it resumed on the 7th August.
That would have given everyone a chance to
express his point of view. That was done by way
of a motion which was debated with a limited
number of speakers because at that time the
Premier was anxious to get away as he was going
overseas. However, it is to his credit that the
matter -was deba ted, although with limited
speakers.

On the 1st August the joint executive of the
railway unions said the unions had done as much
as they could. Let me remind the House that the
Friends of the Railways wanted to dissociate
themselves from. any other organisations. I might
be letting the cat out of the bag when 1 say some
harsh words were spoken between the members of
the joint executive and the Friends of the
Railways, Indeed, we had a petition presented in
several sections because those bodies were not
united on that occasion. However, the actions of
the Government have now united them.

So, on the 1st August the joint executive asked
for an inquiry. Naturally, it was refused.

On the 6th August an internal Westrail report
supported the low cost plans suggested by the
Friends of the Railways to electrify the Perth
suburban rail systemn. The Minister for Transport
said no such report existed, but he was forced to
revise his opinion when it was cleared the next
day.

Mr Rushton- He has not revised his opinion.
There is no such thing.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister tried to downgrade
it to a memo.

Mr Rushton: You don't refer to an official
railway report, do you? You just denigrate the
railway officers.

Mr DAVIES: I am no more denigrating the
railway officers with whom I worked for 10 years
than the Minister is denigrating Mr McCaskill,
every member of the Friends of the Railways,
every person who signed the petition, and every
person who has spoken out against the
Government.That report was made public in the
Daily News, Of course, the Minister said no such
report existed. He might genuinely have believed
that no such report, memo, letter, or document
existed, because he might not have seen it.
However, when the report was photographed and
published in the Daily News the next day the
Minister had to revise his opinion. Of course, he
then started to denigrate me. I am in public life,
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so I am happy to be denigrated. I believe the more
the Minister denigrates me, the higher is my
standing in the community. The Minister implied
that I had access to secret documents and that I
had people feeding me with information.

The Minister implied that because I said the
report was received in the office of the Secretary
for Railways on the I1st June. I sent the Minister a
copy of the paper because I intended to question
him on the matter on a Thursday afternoon;
however, it was one of those afternoons when the
Premier was in a fit of pique, and questions were
not taken.

Sir Charles Court: Oh, the good old Premier!
Mr DAVIES: It happens fairly regularly lately;

the Premier is not able to control the House.
Sir Charles Court: You cannot control your

people.
Mr DAVIES: The Premier is supposed to be in

control of the House. The other night we had to
interrupt an important debate because the
Premier knew there would be a row if questions
were not taken. The debate had to be interrupted
at a most inopportune time. I referred to this
matter last night when the Premier was at the
university.

II apologise for not being at the university; I
would have liked to see those honours conferred.
However, it was necessary for me to be here to
debate a matter of importance. I am aware the
Premier always co-operates when I say I would
like to get away for a particular occasion, and I
appreciate that. I merely pointed out last night
that the debate on the Bill was adjourned at a
most inopportune time so that questions could be
rushed through. As I said last night, the control of
the House is getting sloppy.

Mr Laurance: We could have come back after
dinner.

Mr DAVIES: I would have been happy to come
back after dinner. I always try to keep Thursday
night free because Parliament is my first
obligation. No matter what else is on, if it is
necessary for Parliament to sit, I am here.

Mr Laurance: I will see you here tomorrow
night.

Mr DAVIES: I said I am here whenever it sits.
I am sure the member knows Parliament will not
sit tommorrow night.

Mr Jlamieson: I doubt it. Somebody tells him
and leads him in.

Mr DAVIES: Yes, I have some doubts about
him. I do not know about tomorrow night.
because we may not have any electricty.

Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr DAVIES: I did not hear that remark.

Should I reply to it, or can I ignore it? The
member shakes his head to indicate that I can
ignore it. Probably he agrees with me that I can
ignore most of his remarks.

Mr Laurance: Stagger on.
Mr DAVIES: Let us come now to the 6th

August when that internal document appeared in
the Press. The Minister said I had access to
documents and confidential information because I
said the document was received in the office of
the Secretary for Railways on the 1st June. If the
Minister looks at the photograph of the document
which appeared in The West. Australian, he will
see the document was initialled on the bottom and
dated the Ist June. The Minister may remember
an earlier speech I made in which I suggested that
indicated the document was received in the office
on that date. The Minister did not deny it was
received on that date, but he made a curious
statement.

Mr Rushton: It was received on the 5th, to be
exact.

Mr DAVIES: I do not know when it was
received.

Mr Rushton: You reckoned you did. You said it
was received on the I1st.

Mr DAVIES: I said it was dated the 1st, and
that would indicate it was received on that date.
From memory, when documents are received at
the Railways Department a records clerk initials
and dates them on the bottom.

Mr Rushton: It was despatched on the 5th, so
how could it be received on the I1st?

Mr DAVIES: How do I know when it was
despatched or from where it was despatched?

Mr P. V. Jones interjected..
Mr DAVIES: Let us hear what the Minister

for Education has to say. Does he wish to make a
comment, intelligent or otherwise? The Minister
for Education has decided he will not say
anything.

Let us talk about the strange answer given to
the question. The Minister for Transport was
asked what he knew about the document, and he
said-

If one looks at the paper that appeared in
the Daily News one can see it is all there;
there is nothing about anything being
initialled; it says, "despatched on the 5th
June."

Mr Rushton: Do you want to know the words
you said? You said it was dated the 31st May and
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addressed to the chief mechanical engineer, and it
was initialled in the office of the Secretary for
Railways on the 1st June. one day later.

Mr DAVIES: That is what I said. If the
Minister knows the system for dealing with
correspondence, letters from office "A" to office
"B" are put into a bag at 4.45 p.m., and the bag is
put on a train. It is delivered in office "B" the
next morning. I carried hundreds of those bags. I
opened hundreds of them, and stamped and dated
the letters. I am suggesting that that "1/6" was
the date that it appeared. I suggest that the initial
looked like a "W", and it could have been
"Williams", the Secretary for Railways.

Mr Rushton: You should know. If you know
the system so well, you should know the initials of
the officer who was in the chief mechanical
engineer's office.

Mr DAVIES: I have not worked closely with
the railways for 28 years, so I do riot know all the
people who would be initialling each and every
document. I think the Minister would agree that
is not unreasonable. However, he might be stupid
enough to believe that I still know each of the
6 500 or 7 000 officers employed in the railways.

Let us consider what the Minister had to say-
the Leader of the Opposition, members on

the other side of the House generally, and
other people who have claimed they had no
knowledge of this so-called stolen
document-

1 think a full stop appears here. The Minister
makes so many corrections to his draft answers
that it is hard to know. The answer continues-

-have indicated that the actual document
was initialled in the Office Of the Secretary Of
Railways on the 1st June.

That is very true. I did. I indicated that if one
looked at the document printed in the Daily
News, one could see that. There is nothing about
anything being initialled. It says, "despatched on
the 5th June". the Minister continues-

I would like the Leader of the Opposition to
expand on this point and explain how he
would have the knowledge. In the secretary's
file there is a comment stating when the copy
was received, with a notation dated the 1st
June.

That just does not make sense. Earlier in his reply
the Minister said, "This was despatched on the
5th June". Then he said-

In. the secretary's file there is a comment
stating when the copy was received, with a
notation dated the I1st June.

Apparently it was not despatched until the 5th
June, on the Minister's own say-SO and his own

holding up of the photo that was in the Daily
News. The Minister said-

It was actually received on the 5th June.
I do not know who is fooling whom. That
certainly does not make sense. Somebody has
made a notation on the file saying that is was
received four days' earlier than it was despatched.
How does the Minister line that up with his
statement?

Mr Rushton: You said you know what is
written on that document.

Mr DAVIES: My information is on the
docu men t the M inister j ust held u p--"lI/6" wi th
an initial on it.

Mr Rushton: That is in the chief mechanical
engineer's office. He is the man next to the chief
mechanical engineer..

Mr DAVIES: Who said so? The Minister can
tell us now.

Mr Rushton: I am saying it is in his office. It is
not in the secretary's office.

Mr DAVIES: What is not in the secretary's
office? This is getting more confusing. It is
certainly pathetic.

AlL I am asking is how there can be a notation
on the file indicating that the letter was received
four days before it was despatched. That is how
stupid the Minister is becoming.

He is prepared to say that we have people who
are handing us documents and feeding us
information. I will say a few words about
information fed to him, in a minute. This is
perfectly ridiculous.

Some of the Minister's answers are quite
amazing, even after they have been corrected by
hin. It is quite beyond me that the Minister could
say such a thing. I just do not knows what he
means. If the Minister can prove in any way that
any railway employee has Provided me with
documents of any nature, I will resign my scat in
Parliament immediately.

Mr Rushton: Follow your intention by asking
questions on the same subject.

Mr DAVIES: I am just saying how ridiculous
the Government has been-

Mr Rushton: Why not ask a question in the
House?

Mr DAVIES: I have asked a question in the
House.

Mr Rushton: We have not had it.
Mr DAVIES: When the answer was given, I

did not have the opportunity later to ask a further
question of the Minister, and the moment passed.
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If the Minister wants to make a personal
explanation of what he meant ultimately by that
strange answer, I guarantee that the members on
this side of the House will give him that
opportunity.

Mr Rushton: You ask a question; I will answer
it.

Mr DAVIES: If the Minister asks for leave, I
guarantee he will have the opportunity to make an
explanation.

The Minister's answers to questions have been
so confusing that they have meant nothing to us.
That is why we have had to ask more, and more,
and more questions. I say that with all due
respect. I think the Minister is becoming more
and more confused.

Of course, the Minister tried to downgrade the
memo. He said it did not mean anything. He said
it did not mean what it in fact says. Of course,
members know that the memo indicated that the
report of the FOR was a very well prepared
document. It was prepared because, I would say,
Mr Darrold McCaskill the ex-chief mechanical
engineer, had something to do with the
preparation of it, and he is no fool.

Mr B. T. Burke: HeI is another one of the
Premier's subversives-mysteriously finaniced
subversives.

Mr DAVIES: On the 9th August a Westrail
report was tabled in the' Legislative Assembly.
That document suffered from the lack of design
information. It wks tabled in the House by the
Minister, who admitted that it suffered from lack
of information.

Mr Rushton: He said it was a responsible
estimate.

Mr DAVIES: But he said it suffered from lack
of information.

Mr Rushton: Of course it has not had all the
design detail. Nor has anybody from the FOR
had one either.

Mr DAVIES: Let us consider the 46rlier work
that was done over a period of several years in the
railways. Let us go back to the Wilbur Smith
report. I am sure someone will have something to
say about that later. Let us think about the Perth
Regional Transport Study in 1972. I will not deal
with all of those aspects. Some other members are
itching to have a go, and I have gone too long
already.

I want to go chronologically through some of
the more distasteful and blatant things that have
happened. I want to indicate how the Government
has painted itself into a corner so that the only
decent thing it can do to extricate itself-which

will be applauded by the community-is to say.
"We will continue to allow the service to operate,
at least for a period of 12 months until we can get
a serious study done of the Perth passenger
service." That is all that can be done.

The commissioner said in the report that
extensive investigations had to be carried out
before a reliable cost estimate could be made.
That work could take up to two years. On the
same day, the Western Australian branch of the
Australian Railways Professional Officers
Association said that passenger services should
not be stopped. That organisation includes the top
engineers in Westrail.

On the 10th August the former Westrail chief
traffic manager spoke out in favour of electrifying
Perth's suburban rail services. That was a
statement made by Mr Joe Kinshela.

Mr B. T. Burke: Another one of the Premier's
subversives.

Mr DAVIES: I know Mr Kinshela personally. I
have not spoken to him since well before he
retired from the job. He is a man who was well
respected. Of course, once those men leave the job
they are denigrated. In our job, a politician retires
and becomes a statesman; in the railways they
retire and become subversives.

Mr B. T. Burke: Mysteriously financed as well.
Mr DAVIES: Mr Kinshela made those

observations, and he was going too far. He was
right to speak out. Of course, members know that
the edict went out that officers could not make
statements to the Press. There are occasions when
the Civil Service has to be circumspect; but there
was only fear amongst the top echelon of railway
officers.

I mentioned in this House earlier that I saw
several of the departmental heads at a function,
and I said, "What about a statement on the
railways?" I never saw anyone back off so
quickly. I submit that if they were agreeing with
the Government's decision, they would have been
only too happy to support it. The absence of any
statements supporting the Government can only
be taken, I say, as showing opposition to the
action that the Government has taken.

Mr B. T. Burke: Intimidated by the Premier.
Mr DAVIES: On the 10th August Mr Joe

Kinshela made a statement. On the same day the
Minister for Transport challenged the Friends of
the Railways to name which Fremantle-Perth
buses it would cancel, knowing full well that the
confidential report he had received two months
earlier had outlined precisely what the FOR
response would be. Either the Minister had
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conveniently forgotten the report, or he had not
understood it when he saw it.

On the 14th August the Minister for Transport
claimed that a vendetta was being carried out
against the Government. I do not know who can
take credit for starting this charge first-the
Premier or the Minister. However, as I said, when
one is starting to lose ground one can attack the
credibility of one's opponents, or one can say that
there is a vendetta. That is the second option.

Of course, we know what happened at the
Cottesloe Civic Centre on the 17th August. The
Friends of the Railways were not sharp enough to
stack the meeting-

Mr Laurance: If they had stacked it, it would
have been all right, according to you?

Mr DAVIES: They were playing it straight
down the centre. They are not used to stacking
meetings.

Mr Laurance interjected.
Mr B. T. Burke: I saw it in the paper---stacked

by the Liberal Party.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr DAVIES: I am just trying to say what

happened on that occasion.
Mr Laurance: The meeting was not stacked by

the FOR?
Mr DAVIES: That is right. They thought there

would be a free and frank discussion; but they
were babes in the wood politically. They did not
know how the word got out.

Mr Hassell: Was the rally on the 18th stacked?
Mr DAVIES: I did not stack it. There were

plenty of Liberals down there.
Mr Hassell: Full of FOR and ALP people.
Mr DAVIES: I was able to be there, but I did

'not approach any person to go along-
Mr Hassell: It was stacked.
Mr DAV IES: No. We went out-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I would

request you to direct your remarks to the Chair.
Mr DAVIES: Certainly, Mr Deputy Speaker.

You are much better looking than most of those
on the other side- I am happy to direct my
attention to you.

On the 17th August the Government stacked
the meeting at Cottesloc. It wanted to make
certain it received a vote which was in favour of
its actions. A division of the Liberal Party had its
annual general meeting that night. I do not know
who was invited, but I did not receive an
invitation. A senior official of the Liberal Party
told the people at that meeting that he wanted

them to go to the meeting at Cottesloc, to support
the Government's actions.

Mr H. D. Evans: That is sinister.
Mr DAVIES: This occurred at the annual

general meeting of the Perth division of the
Liberal Party.

Mr Laurance: How can you be proud of that?
Who suacked that meeting?

Mr DAVIES: That is a silly interjection.
Mr Laurance: You Maid you stacked the

meeting on the Saturday.
Mr -B. T. Burke: The member for Cottesloe said

we stacked the rally; therefore, it was all right for
them to stack the meeting.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Mclver interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I should like

to point out to the member for Avon that I called
for order. It is not the usual style of the member
to continue to interject after I have called for
order and 1 ask him to desist from doing so.

A number of members are making lengthy
interjections and I would urge them not to do so
and to give the Leader of the Opposition the
opportunity to make his speech.

Mr Laurance: It is a stacked debate.
Mr DAVIES: I should like to point out that a

number of people who attended that meeting were
opposed to the action being taken by the
Government and they said so. Anyone who was at
that meeting would be able to confirm what I am
saying.

The following Thursday, which was the night of
the Cottesloc meeting, the Perth central branch of
the Liberal Party cancelled its annual general
mecting so that its members could attend the
meeting at Cottesloe. Therefore, we have the
Perth division and the Perth central bra nch-

Mr B. T. Burke: And no-one denies it on the
Government benches.

Mr DAVIES: Of course, the Armadale branch
put off its meeting also.

Mr Shalders: That is not true. We deny that.
Mr B. T. Burke: You are willing to deny that,

but you let everything else go.
Mr DAVIES: A letter was sent out saying,

"We will not be having our monthly meeting, but
we want you down at Cotteslee on that night."

Mr Shalders: Do you have that letter?
Mr DAVIES: I do not have the letter.
Mr Shalders: How do you know what was in it?
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Mr DAVIES: I am referring to the debate
which occurred previously. I do not have this in
my notes, because I discarded it; but I thought I
would mention it in passing.

Mr Watt: When it has been denied publicly,
what more do we have to do?

Mr B. T. Burke: Who publicly denied it?
Mr DAVIES: Did not a councillor from

Armadale-a member of the Liberal
Party-telephone my office to tell us about it?

Mr B. T. Burke: No-one has publicly denied it.
Mr DAVIES: On top of the meeting being

stacked, we have seen the Premier and the
member for Cottesloe trying to muzzle the media.

Mr Hassell: You be careful!
Mr DAVIES: We know what the member for

Cottesloc did in regard to the ABC.
Mr B. T. Burke: That is why he is so angry

with me.
Mr DAVIES: The member for Ralcatta does

not belong to the ABC, does he?
Mr B. T. Burke: No; but I highlighted the

matter, so he is angry with ine.
Mr DAVIES: I shall also give members the

correct version of what happened in relation to
Channel 9.

Mr H-assell, You had better be careful. You
had better speak the truth.

Mr DAVIES: I always endeavour to speak the
truth and when I make a mistake I stand up and
apologise, as I did tonight.

Mr Hassell: You made a mistake about
Channel 9 in an undertaking last night.

Mr B. T. Burke: I have never known such a
bully as you, without any substance.

Mr Carr: I think there is something the
member does not want to hear.

Mr DAVIES: I agree with the member who has
just interjected, that there might be something the
member for Cottesloc does not want to hear.

Mr B. T. Burke: The member is not concerned
at all.

Mr DAVIES: Having stacked the meeting and
having refused to allow a fair debate to take
place, the Premier and the member for Cottesloe
have tried to muzzle the media.

On the 19th August the Acting Principal of
Scotch College (Mr 0. H. Newman) said that the
bus routes proposed for replacing the Perth-
Fremnantle railway were a "primitive form of
progress". That statement was made by the
Acting Principal of Scotch College. I doubt
whether he votes Labor.

On the 20th August, according to the
newspaper reports, 1 500 people-I would say it
would be more than that-marched through
Perth to oppose the closure of the railway line.

Mr Watt: How many would you say?
Mr DAVIES: I was delighted to be at the head

of that march.
Mr Mclver: There would have been 3 000

people.
Mr DAVIES: Although I had no intention of

being there-
Mr Laurance: A stacked meeting!
Mr Mclver: It took up four city blocks and it

was only I 500 people?
Mr DAVIES: I canot give the exact number

of people who attended the Cotteslee meeting,
because I was not invited; but I was present by
invitation at the rally on Saturday morning.

Mr Rushton: You were invited to the meeting
at Cottesloe, because it was a public meeting.

Mr DAVIES: Shall I say I did not notice it was
on? Had the Minister drawn my attention to the
meeting, I would have been happy to help with
the numbers, because I have to do some
unpleasant things with my time and I cannot
think of anything more unpleasant than attending
a Liberal Party rally. However, I would not have
chickened out had I received an official invitation.

.The point I was trying to make was that I was
not asked to attend the Cottesloe meeting; but I
was invited to the rally on the Saturday morning
along with the Minister for Transport and the
member (or Cottesloc. I attended the rally; but I
did not see either of the two gentlemen I have just
mentioned.

Mr Rushton: At a Labor Party rally?
Mr DAVIES: I have just offered to attend a

Liberal Party rally; as distasteful as I would find
it.

On the 21st August the Perth City Council
decided it should tell the Government that the
closure of the line should have been postponed
until studies on access problems started in 1976
had been completed. What happened to the
studies that were going to be conducted in 1976?

Mr Rushton interjected.
Mr DAVIES: Did the Minister go to the Perth

City Council? Did he go to the Cottesloe Council,
the Subiaco Council. the Fremantle City Council,
or to the council on the aged-I suppose that is
fair enough comment? Did the Minister ask any
of those civic organisations what they thought of
the proposed closure?
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Do not members think that if he extended that
courtesy to the Perth City Council it might have
said, "If it is our responsibility to furnish this
report, give us time to do it."? However, nothing
like that was said. The Minister believes they are
all in the subversive category.

On the 22nd August the Minister said he had
asked a group of Queensland electrical
consultants to carry out an assessment; but he
gave them only 10 days to conduct the studies.

I asked two questions on this matter one of
which was, "Did he think 10 days was a fairtime
to make the study?" The other question I asked
was, "Is he aware that the Queensland
Government has rejected some of the suggestions
made by the group of consultants, because they
were allegedly too dear?" The Minister said be
would table some information for me.

Today the Minister tabled a document and I
am not certain what one would call it.

Mr Rushton: I have the reply to your question
here, but we did not have any questions without
notice tonight. I am very happy to give the reply
to you.

Mr DAVIES: I am most disappointed there
were no questions without notice tonight. I
promise there will be some tomorrow. The
Minister should not feel that no-one loves him,
because no-one asked him a question without
notice. We are happy to ask the Minister some
questions without notice. I have two or three of
them in my drawer. I would have been happy to
ask them, had he given me a quiet nod.

Mr B. T. Burke: He has been nodding off to
sleep all night.

Mr DAVIES: Perhaps I can ask the Minister
one of these questions now. It reads as follows-

In view of his challenge to the Friends of
the Railways to produce details of its
proposals for altering or replacing bus routes,
is he aware that the technical supplements
which he received nearly three months ago
contained several pages naming the routes
which would be altered or replaced?

That is one question without notice.
Mr B. T. Burke: What about an answer?
Mr DAVIES: I do not want to disappoint the

Minister.
Mr B. T. Burke: You wanted the question

asked. Now you have one.
Mr DAVIES: I am grateful for the information

which has been tabled. It seems that the firm
involved is a proper and competent group of
consultants. I am in no position to judge; but if

the firm's brochure tells us anything, it seems to
tell us it can do the job well.

Mr B. T. Burke: They are better than W. W.
Mitchell. That firm charges $800 to advise on a
pamphlet. I wonder whether we should get W. W.
Mitchell to cost it. It would cost $500 million.

Mr DAVIES: I am surprised the firm was
given only nine or 10 days to answer the questions
posed. I should imagine if we wanted a proper
answer it woald take much longer than that. If we
are to believe the chief mechanical engineer and
the Commissioner of Railways it could take up to
two years to get a proper reply.

We will be watching with a great deal of
interest the reports which are presented. I am
disturbed that the report made by this firm could
be used to highlight how wrong the FOR
allegedly is. When I asked whether the firm was
going to contact the FOR so it could draw
attention to some of the features which might
need consideration, the Minister said the
consultant's report would be made available in
due course to the FOR.

Because this is such a contentious matter, such
a great deal is involved, and matters can be
overlooked; because it is possible inteniionally or
otherwise (or a biased view to be given, I believe
the FOR should be extended the courtesy of
discussing its reports with these people.

Mr Rushton: They are not interested in
answering. I invited them a month ago and they
have not been interested enough to reply to the
invitation to come and discuss the matter.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have been accusing them
of carrying on a vendetta.

Mr DAVIES: I can understand the reluctance.

Mr Rushton: You cannot have it both ways.

Mr DAVIES: It is understandable when one
looks at some of the answers given by the
Minister. However, I am certain the reluctance of
the FOR is not intentional. It might be natural,
but it would not be intentional.

I am sure the FOR would want to talk to the
Minister if there was a possibility of fruitful
discussion taking place. However, with due
respect, I do not believe the Minister has the
technical ability or knowledge to discuss with
consultants or the FOR the details of
electrification. That is what is being sought in this
instance. It is preposterous that the consultants
should be asked for an answer when they have
such a short time to consider the matter. It will
cost approximately $7 000.
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Mr Laurance: They have had many thousands
of dollars of coverage in the media and you know
it. They have had television coverage and they
have been on the front pages of the newspapers.

Mr DAVIES: I should like to ask the member
who has had thousands of dollars of coverage.

Mr Laurance: The FOR have had thousands of
dollars of coverage.

Mr DAVIES: The member is making an
interesting point, but it is not germane to the
matter I am discussing.

Mr Laurance: Whether or not it is germane,
theyhave had thousands of dollars of coverage.

Mr DAVIES: The member is now talking
about gardening when he refers to "geraniums".

On the 23rd August the senior medical staff at
King Edward Memorial Hospital expressed
concern that the closure of the line would
handicap young mothers. This has been a
constant matter of concern.

On the same day the Minister said that
Westrail unionists had voted 2:1 against going on
strike over the closure, when in fact there had
never been a vote on the issue. He was prepared
to listen to a tittle-tattle from the railways who
was seeking to ingratiate himself with the
Minister by conveying false information to him.
The Minister then used this information and was
embarrassed as a result.

The Minister's attempt to explain the matter
last night was beyond belief. Let me see if I can
find the explanation without going. through all my
papers. There are so many corrections in the
Minister's answers, it is hard to read them.

Mr Jamieson: Do you mean he made his own
answers?

Mr DAVIES: He certainly does not answer the
questions. The member for Avon asked a question
of the Minister for Transport last night and
received the following answer-

()to (3) I indicated to the House that the
interested person who advised me
indicated that the union voted on an
issue which had a bearing on the
subsequent possible support for the
union movement on the Perth-Fremantle
railway issue.

I am sorry, I do not know what that means. To
continue-

Mr Hanley-
He is an official of the ARU. To continue-

-has spoken with mc since and my
understanding is that it related to a decision
within the railway union movement

regarding the national strike and a condition
of the passing of that motion was that
support be given to the TLC on that
occasion.

It had nothing to do with the closure of the Perth-
Fremantle railway line. What nonsense this is! It
is absolute double-Dutch, if ever anything was.
The Minister should get a job writing
Government reports. To continue-

The inference was that there would be
support coming back for the Perth-Fremantle
issue. That is my understanding, but Mr
Hanley will be talking to me later.

The member for Balcatta said, "Incredible!" That
actually describes it. The Minister, who is
prepared to denigrate any person who opposes the
Government and cast aspersions on people who
deal with newspaper reports and what they read
in newspapers, is prepared to listen to some tittle-
tattle from a railway officer who wants to
ingratiate himself by giving false information
about something which did not happen which the
Minister then uses to discredit the union. What a
disgusting state of affairs! I have never heard
anything like it. The Minister has a double
standard-a standard for himself and a standard
for others, and he can alter his own personal
standard whenever he likes.

Mr O'Connor: I have copies of the Minister's
reference to that matter.

Mr DAVIES: What does that mean? Does it
mean some-one else is subversive?

Mr O'Connor: No. What the Minister said is
not incorrect.

Mr DAVIES: I do not know what it means, so I
cannot say whether or not it is incorrect. I am
saying there has never been a union vote on the
issue of the Perth-Fremantle railway.

Mr O'Connor: There has been a vote on the
one-day strike.

Mr T. H. Jones: That is another issue.
Mr DAVIES: A vote was probably taken on

what the auditors' fees would be last year, no
doubt, and probably a dozen votes were taken at
the last meeting held. But no vote was taken on
the Fremantle-Perth Railway, and if the Minister
for Labour and Industry listens to people who
want to ingratiate themselves by putting their
incorrect interpretation on things that
happened-

Mr O'Connor: I am speaking only about what I
know.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister for Labour and
Industry can take part in the debate by standing
up and naming this person.
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Mr O'Connor: And what would you do to him
then? The poor guy!

Mr DAVIES: I know who it is.
Mr O'Connor: You know it is the truth.
Mr DAVIES: I know the statement that a vote

has been taken on this issue is completely untrue.
Mr O'Connor: You also know that although the

union got a vote not to go on the one-day strike
the excutive overrode them, do you?

Mr, DAVIES: This becomes curiouser and
curiouser. Of course I know what happened with
the Railway Officers Union. I get the minutes
every month and they are on my table if the
Minister for Labour and Industry wants to look at
them. I quoted from the minutes earlier. I know
some people are very anxious to ingratiate
themselves with a Government which will not be
around much longer. I wonder at their action s.
But for the Minister for Transport to come out in
the paper saying there was a 2:1 vote against the
continuation of the service is completely damning
and misleading, and unfair in the extreme. 1 am
surprised the Minister for Labour and Industry
has come into it,

Mr O'Connor: He was quoting from figures 1
gave him in connection with the one-day strike.

Mr DAVIES: So the Minister for Labour and
Industry is the culprit. It is all coming out now. It
becomes curiouser and curiouser, the longer we go
on.

Mr O'Connor: You unfairly critcised people
last night.

Mr DAVIES: I apologised for it today.
Mr O'Connor: You ought to start apologising a

bit more.
Mr DAVIES: I will when I criticise unfairly. I

will apologise when I find I am wrong. I wish the
Minister for Labour and Industry would
occasionally do so.

Mr O'Connor: What is that?
Mr DAVIES: He said there was no

correspondence in his office, but tonight he said
there was a letter dated the 28th July in the
department's office which was never answered.'

Mr O'Connor: I said I asked my office and was
told there was no letter.

Mr DAVIES: Playing with words again. It was
said in the best of faith on information given to
me by the Secretary of the Railway Officers
Union.

Mr O'Connor: The letter was not sent to me.
Mr DAVIES: I said it was sent to the

department. Get Hansard and check it

Mr O'Connor: I said quite frankly one was sent
to the department-[ had checked there-but
none was sent to my office.

Mr DAVIES: This is interesting. The
Government is checking most of the time and
apparently passing secret memos from Minister to
Minister about what happened.

Mr O'Connor: You are so crazy you are not
worth listening to.

Mr DAVIES: I am disgusted that the Minister
for Labour and Industry would listen to tittle-
tattle and put that interpretation on what took
place, which had nothing to do with the Perth-
Fremantle railway. He is prepared to let the
Minister for Transport say in the newspapers that
the unionists themselves-

Mr O'Connor: You don't know what you are
talking about.

Mr DAVIES: Get the Press report and look at
it. It stated that the union voted 2:1 in favour of
the Government's action. No such vote was ever
taken. The Minister for Transport knows it and
the Minister for Labour and Industry knows it.
Let us get something on which to hang our hat.
This person is not subversive, but anyone else who
gives out information is subversive! Of course
Ministers check information which comes to
them;, of course, they check it out.

Mr O'Connor: You twist things so much you
should be referred to as "the member for
corkscrew". You are all over the place.

Mr DAVIES: That is not original and it is not
even applicable to the debate on this occasion.

Mr O'Connor: You are twisting things all the
time.

Mr DAVIES: Get the newspaper and see the
headline, "Two to one vote in favour of
Government". It was said by the Minister for
Transport that the union voted this way, and it
was reported in the newspaper. That is what I am
complaining about. On his own admission, the
Minister, for Labour and Industry gave the
information to the Minister. He said he had the
memo in his office. He said he had it there
because a member of the Liberal Party was
seeking to ingratiate himself with the- Minister for
Transport.

Mr O'Connor: There is none so blind as he who
will not see. I did not tell the Minister that
referred to the Perth- Fremantle railway line.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister for Labour and
Industry could not have made himself clear to the
Minister for Transport, because that is how the
Minister for Transport interpreted it and gave it
to the House. Here is the newspaper report-
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Rai! vote 2-I against strike, says Rushton.
Westrail unionists had voted two to one

against going on strike over the closure of the
Perth- Fremantle line, the Minister for
Transport, Mr Rushton, said last night.

He said that the decision-taken in
June-indicated that Westrail employees
were sick and tired of the underhand
methods used by the Opposition on the issue.

He is attacking the subversive, underhand
methods of the Opposition. If be can show that
any information or document has been fed to me
by a railway officer I will resign my seat in
Parliament. The Government, knowing it has
painted itself into a corner, has no option-

Mr Crane: That is the second time you have
said you would resign.

Mr DAVIES: 1 will certainly not be like the
member for Moore and absent myself when the
vote is taken. We know the member for Moore of
old. We know the charges he made against news
reporters, and he was then not prepared to stand
up and defend himself, -althoughi we gave him
several opportunities to do so. He sat there mute
as though he had a speech impairment. He did
not say a word, except to tell the Press, "1 have
said all I am going to say about that issue. it is
closed." He left a very nasty question mark over
the heads of those reporters. I am Sure I am
embarrassing the member for Moore. Let him not
cast any aspersions. Let him be here when the
vote is taken.

I have dealt with the Minister's outburst, and
We have been enlightened by the Minister for
Labour and Industry. He must have been acting
as the Minister fbr special investigations when he
fed thi information to the Minister for Transport-
We are finding out a little more about it.
However, that did not happen.

On the 24th August a Gallup poll revealed that
82 per cent of the people polled opposed the
closing of the rail service.

Mr Shalders: How many people were polled?
Mr DAVIES: Four hundred. it was a McNair

Anderson poll.
Mr Watt: Where were they mainly taken from?
Mr DAVIES: If the honourable member read

the newspaper he would be as well advised as I
am. By way of explanation, people are selectively
chosen over a wide area to reflect the vote of the
same number of people taken over a wider area.

Mr Watt: Were they mainly in the area
affected or the metropolitan area generally?

Mr DAVIES: They were all over the place, as I
recall the article. I do not want the honourable
member to think I am misleading Parliament.

Mr Watt: I am just asking a question.
Mr DAVIES: From memory, they were

selected from all over the place. The people polled
were not only on the route of the Perth-Fremantle
railway. I think it was said, naturally enough, that
in that area there was a greater percentage of
opposition.

Mr Young: It is very interesting that another
figure in the same poll indicated that 82 per cent
of the people said they would prefer to use the
train than the bus, and only I1I per cent said' they
would prefer to use the bus. Is that true?

Mr Watt No; 82 per cent said they wanted the
service retained.

Mr Young: But did not the figures in the same
poll indicate that 82 per cent said that they
preferred to use the train? That does not seem to
reflect the situation as it is.

,Mr DAVIES: The figures were: favour closure
I t per cent, oppose closure 82 per cent, undecided
7 per cent; prefer train 82 per cent; prefer bus 14
per cent, undecided 4 per cent.

Mr Young: Do you think that reflects a fair
opinion of the people in the metropolitan area?
And would not the trains be running economically
if 82 per cent really did prefer to travel by train?

Mr Carr: How can you catch a train from
Floreat?.

Mr DAVIES: The truth is many people are not
using any public transport.

Mr Young: If it reflected opinion in the entire
metropolitan area, one would think a higher
percentage of people would prefer to use the train.

Mr DAVIES: The poll was supposed to be
scientifically based. One of the problems is not
enough people are using the trains. We all
acknowledge that. It is probably because of the
population we have in this State.

Mr Mclver: And the run-down condition of the
trains.

Mr DAVIES: [ accept this Gallup poll for what
it is. We know that all such polls are subject to
interpretation. However, they can be a very handy
guide, and the result of this poll conforms very
closely with the poll 9onducted some months ago
by the Sunday Independent. I believe someone
queried the type of market survey conducted on
that occasion, but the results of the two are so
close, they must be a fair indication of the general
feeling of the population.
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I can disregard Gallup polls completely, as can
the Premier. I like to look at them to see the
result, but I can disregard them if I want to. I can
understand why the Premier would say that the
Gallup poll is no good and that he will not act in
accordance with its result. However, I think I
would want to pay some attention to it.

Each and every day people are telephoning me
either at my office in Victoria Park or here at
Parliament House to tell me that they want the
railway service retained. All I can say to these
callers is that I will put the case before the
Government and I will ask the Government to
change its mind.

One might ask what charges we have made
against the Government. We have made no
charges except to say that it will not listen to the
people who have been protesting. If the
Government has not listened to these people, it
has only questioned their credibility.

Government members have made some curious
statements about vendettas and bias on the part of
the media. It was pointed out that some 18
columns of ministerial statements have appeared
in The West Australian alone on this matter. If
the media are required to report the feelings of
the community, then surely to goodness they are
entitled to do so. The media claim that this is
what they are doing. I am not surprised that they
should have that feeling because the feeling has
been coming through to me personally and to my
staff in letters and telephone messages.

We have said that as a Labor Government we
will ensure that the service remains. It might be
said that is a stupid statement to make because
the retention of the service would be costly.
However, we would try to upgrade the service to
ensure that it is a properly integrated service. We
would like to electrify the service as we had
planned to do on an earlier occasion. Above all,
we would try to do what the population wanted us
to do, and on this occasion we are quite certain
that the population want the line to remain.

I believe this House should let the Government
know, by an overwhelming vote, that its members
want the Perthi-Fremantle passenger service to
continue to operate after the 2nd September, to
continue to operate until there has been a full and
open inquiry on this question. I believe such an
inquiry could be carried out fairly expeditiously.

If the result of such an inquiry is against
closing the line, I would expect the Government to
change its opinion. However, if the result of the
inquiry is in favour of closing the line. I will
change my opinion. Any sensible thinking person
would do that.

We have moved the motion tonight so that this
most important matter can be debated in a free
and open way. I apologise for the lengthy time I
have taken. I tried to make concise notes so that
my speech would not be too long, but the
interjections from members opposite have kept me
on my feet longer than I intended. I commend the
motion to members.

MR Mel VER (Avon) [9.20 p.m.]: I have much
pleasure in formally seconding the motion, and I
welcome the opportunity to do so.

We have been debating this very issue for a
number of weeks, and it is quite apparent that
over this period the campaign to retain the
railway line has gained momentum. More and
more people are joining with the Opposition and
the Friends of the Railways in their endeavours to
have the line retained.

It is often said that money is a most essential
aspect of our lives. I do not share that view
because if one has credibility and the respect of
people one can always obtain money. However, if
one is untruthful, deceitful, and one's credibility is
at zero, then one finds life most difficult indeed.
This is what has happened to the present
Government. On this particular issue, the
Government's credibility is at zero.

What has prompted me to say that? Just prior
to the 1977 election, as Opposition spokesman on
transport, I addressed the State Conference of the
Australian Labor Party. I informed the
conference that the State Government had done
nqthing for urban transport despite its policies
when it came to office in 1974. I went on to say
that the transport system in Western Australia
was winding down, and I referred particularly to
our suburban services.

To refresh everyone's mind, I would like to
quote from The West Australian of that time.
When I addressed the conference I also supported
the General Secretary of the Railway Employees
Union (Mr Hanley) who had made similar
statements. The Press article reads-

The existing railway service was poor in
some areas and the Government should be
looking to improve it.

Many people feared that if the
Government was re-elected it would scrap
the Fremantle-to-Perth service.

This was an election issue which should be
made clear to the public.

Mr Mclver said: "Of course the
Government is stalling by not declaring its

Stand on the issue and by calling for another
report.
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Remember that this was prior to the last election.
Even then this subject was developing into a war
of words and reports. At the conference we said
that if we became the Government we would
retain the Fremantle-Perth suburban service.

Mr Rushion: What you will do is nothing.
Mr McI VER:- The Minister of the day was Mr

Ray O'Connor.
Mr O'Connor:- A very good Minister he was.
Mr McIVER: I am not questioning that point,

but on this occasion he erred very badly. The
Press article continues-

Mr O'Connor's office said that the
Minister had repeatedly stated the
Government's stand and had no intention of
scrappinig the Pcrth-to- Fremantle passenger
service.

On the following day the Minister made a lengthy
statement, and this appeared in The West
Australian of the 4th September, 1976. The Press
artile reads as follows-

The Minister for Transport, Mr O'Connor,
yesterday denied that the State Government
was planning to withdraw the Perth-
Fremantle passenger rail service.

This put paid to the ALP clam-made
earlier this week at the ALP State
conference-that the Government was
planning to withdraw the service.

Mr O'Connor also dismissed allegations
that the Government had neglected the WA
transport system.

Allegations made by the Opposition
spokesman on transporu matters, Mr K. F.
Mclver, at the ALP conference were false.

Well, Mr Speaker, on that occasion the Minister
of the day may have thought that the allegations
were false, but what is the situation now? Despite
the challenges the Opposition made on many
occasions, the Minister always said that the line
would be retained. So it is no wonder the Premier
has panicked and has looked for someone to
blame.

Since 1974 there have been three Ministers for
Transport in the Court Liberal Government. It is
quite evident that that Government has paid scant
regard to this important portfolio. Most certainly
the thousands of dollars spent on expert reports
could have been much better spent on purchasing
railcars. I have no intention of reiterating my
previous comments on this point, but I would like
to refer to evidence that has come to light since
we last discussed this matter. I believe it is
important evidence. The lies and deceit of this
Government in informing the people of Western

Australia that the line would remain open are
now obvious. That is a very important fact.

Mr O'Connor: Did this Government say that?
Mr McIVER: I have just read the Minister's

own statement.
Mr O'Connor: flat is not this Government.
Mr McIVER: Well 1 would like to ask who it

is.

Mr O'Connor: It was a previous Government.
Mr McIVER: The situation has not changed.

The people who were in government before are in
government now. The policy is the same because
no railcars have been purchAsed for 10 years. I
will develop this theme further at a later stage.

I would like to return now to the issue of
credibility. This is a very important factor in our
lives today, and the young people arc going wrong
because, as their seniors, we are not giving them
the guidance they should have. When the political
leaders of the State are deceitful, how can we
expect the young people to lead decent lives? Our
legislators are not doing the right thing.

Irrespective of what the Government says, it is
there in black and white-the Government lied to
the people of Western Australia. I say to the
member for Moore and members of the National
Party that if they have any backbone at all and
not a backbone of jelly they will support this
motion when a vote is taken. We have heard a
great deal about how they intend to support it,
but we will see what happens when the time
comes.

Mr Laurance: Did you support the Tonkin
Government Dill to close the line?

Mr McIVER: It is no good trying to drag in a
red herring-

Mr Rushton. A red face!
Mr Laurance: What was your vote then? You

voted against it, I suppose.
Mr McIV ER: I hope the honourable member

will wait a minute and try to understand what
happened. That Bill was never proclaimed. Its
objective was to provide Perth with an
underground rail system and an Act of
Parliament was needed to take up the existing
lines. Let the member for Gascoyne tell that to
the bananas in Canarvon, because we will not
take any notice of him.

We cannot trust this Government because it
cannot keep its promises, particularly on the issue
of transport. I repeat what I said on the esplanade
and for which I make no apologies: This is the
thin edge of the wedge to remove the entire
suburban rail service in Western Australia..
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Which will be the next line to close? Will it be the
Perth-Midland or the Perth-Armadale line? No
real decision has been made to purchase these
railcars; it is only talk. No decision will be made
until next December.

Mr Rushton: You are just scaeTm.ongering; you
are not acting in the interests of the railways.

Sir Charles Court: I can assure you a decision
has been made to purchase the cars; only the final
form is to be determined.

Mr McIVER: I accept the Premier's assurance
on that point. However, sonic years ago he said
that the Perth-Fremantle line would be retained.
How can we trust the Government when it says
these other lines will be retained? Despite what
the Minister and the Premier have said about the
Perth-Armadale and the Perth-Midland line
being retained, it does not wash with me; however,
we will deal with that matter when the time
comes.

The present railcars can last only so long. The
ones we have at the moment remind me of the
aircraft in the early stages of the last war. We
took our hats off to the ground crews who kept
them flying. I take my bat off to the fitters at the
Midland and East Perth workshops who keep
these railcars operating by improvising spare
ports which are unobtainable elsewhere. The
majority of people do not know these facts.

The Government has put forward two reasons
to support the closure of the line; namely, the lack
of patronage and the economy of the situation.
Apparently, that is why we arc moving to buses.

I deal firstly with the lack of patronage on this
line. We do not need the Minister to inform us
that the population between Perth and Fremantle
is not as great as it is in the Perth-Armadale
corridor; that is common sense. We know the
service between Perth and Frenmantle is not
operating at a profit;, nor will it ever operate at a
profit. However, the MTT will never run at a
profit, either. We must regard this route as a
transport service to be provided for the people of
Western Australia, irrespective of whether it runs
at a loss or at a profit.

Mr Shalders: Why not run at the least loss
possible?

Mr MeIVER: We must maintain this public
transport utility for the benefit of people who
have no other alternative. In answer to the
member for Murray, the Government has had the
opportunity to do that for the last 10 years, but it
has completely ignored the situation. It has
allowed the MTT to operate in parallel
competition with the Perth-Fremantle railway
line. So, do not put that garbage forward.

Mr Laurance: When you say, "the people of
Western Australia", leave my electors out of it.
They do not travel on this railway, You should
talk about the people who are going to benefit
from this changeover.

Mr McI VER: I am talking about 82 per cent of
the people of Western Australia. I would like to
conduct a survey in the Gascoyne electorate; I bet
a majority would want the line retained.

Mr Laurance: How many pensioners in your
electorate catch the train down to the local shops?
They cannot.

Mr MCIVER: Mr Speaker, I do not understand
the relevance of that interjection; 1 will ignore it
and treat it with the contempt it deserves.

The Government complains about lack of
patronage and of an uneconomical situation. Let
members opposite put themselves in Gilligan's
shoes. Who wants to travel on a train during peak
hours, hanging from a strap like a monkey on a
stick? Who wants to travel in overcrowded
conditions among people with sweaty bodies after
a hard day's work? Is it any wonder that over the
years there has been a steady decline in
patronage?

The point which has never been emphasised is
that patronage on the Perth- Frenmantle line is
greater than that on the Perth-Armadale line. It
is of no use the Minister shaking his head; that
has been proved.

Mr Rushton: No it has not. It may have been
proved by you!

Mr McIV ER: Using the Minister's statistics, it
is practically impossible to ascertain the actual
number of patrons using each section of the
suburban rail service. He should not try to wriggle
out of this one.

The Government says this line is uneconomical.
Recently, the Government announced it intended
to acquire 1? linc buses at a cost of $130000
each. What is more, we will not even own them
because they will be leased. Why will the
Government not inform this Parliament and the
people of Western Australian from whom it
intends to lease these vehicles? What is the
secrecy? I believe there is something more here
than meets the eye. Why cannot the people of
western Australia know who is to be paid more
than $2 million of their money?

The Minister might think this is a joke but it is
no joke to thousands of Western Australians. I
wish and pray only that we will have an election
in the next few weeks on this issue.

Mr Rushton: With all the facts, I would be
delighted.
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Mr Laurance: We would miss you.
Mr Mc EVER: Listen to Mickey Mouse.
Mr Clarko: Wasn't he one of the signatories to

the 100 000-signature petition?
Mr MO!VER: The Minister provided the

following answer to a question regarding the line
buses-

The buses are the subject of an equipment
lease under which the trust makes hair-yearly
payments over a period of 10 years and
includes an option for renewal for further
periods of up to eight years. The first half-
yearly payment represents 7.3 298 per cent of
the equipment cost and subsequent payments
represent 7.29938 per cent of the equipment
cost. The total cost of the 17 buse is $2.2 10
million.

If the Minister can get serious for a moment, I
would like to know from whom the Government
will lease these buses; who will get more than 32
million of taxpayers' money? Why is it such a
secret? Why cannot these questions be answered
in Parliament?

Mr Rushton: You have already had your
question answered.

Mr B. T. Burke: Who is getting the money?
The Minister had the gall to say they were made
in Australia when the chassis were imported.

Mr McOVER: The Minister has a very short
memory, because only yesterday in another place
the following question was put to the Minister-

Would the Minister advise of the names of
the prospective suppliers contacted and the
individual prices submitted by each supplier?

The answer was-
No. This is private information between

suppliers and the trust.
That does not provide the answer! Why the
secrecy! There is more in this than meets the eye.

Mr Rushton: Would you rather have no new
equipment?

Mr McIVER: I want to know who is getting $2
million of taxpayers' money. Is it going to W.' W.'
Mitchell & Associates? Who is getting the
rakeoff?

Mr Rushton: What is the make of the buses?.
Mr McIVER: There are to be 17 new line

buses.
Mr Rushton: Who produced them?
Mr McIVER: To which part is the Minister

referring?
Mr Rushton: The actual body.

Mr B. T. Burke: The body work was carried out
in Western Australia, was it not?

Mr McI VER: As a matter of fact, I had a ride
on one of these buses, and I was not very
impressed. I am not a very large person and we
were Sitting two to a seat;. we only travelled out to
the freight terminal at Kewdale and I was
cramped. I would hate to be travelling during
peak hours on one of these buses, irrespective of
how many people they hold.

Mr Watt: It depends on whom you are sitting
next to.

Mr McI VER: That is right; however, one could
just as easily cop an umbrella around the ears!

When we really analyse the two arguments of
economy and lack of patronage, the Government's
case does not hold water.

The Royal Show is approaching and, with His
Royal Highness, the Duke of Edinburgh opening
the show, I am sure many additional patrons will
be attracted. In addition, I am sure the member
for Maylands will agree that we will see East
Perth going premiers in a couple of weeks and
there will be between 40 000 and 50 000 people at
Subiaco Oval to cheer them on. The only thing
worrying the Western Australian National
Football League is, "How are they going to get
there?"

Mr Rushton: Do you believe Mr Shea when he
says he is confident of handling the crowds with
the equipment he has?

Mr McIVER: I have the greatest respect for
Mr Shea. I cannot prophesy what will happen.

Mr Rushton: You are prophesying doom.
Mr McIVER: No, I am not. It is very

interesting indeed to consider what will happen
when the buses take over this run. The trains take
from 25 Minutes to half an hour to travel between
Perth and Frenman tie. They are seldom late. On
odd occasions, such as when there is a signal
failure, they are delayed. However, buses take up
to 55 minutes' to travel between Perth and
Fremantle. That is a big difference.

There will be further congestion on our 'roads. I
go along with the article in the last issue of the
Weekend News which indicated that everyone
would be inconvenienced.

Mr Rushton: Are you reading the article
headed, "Elect rification crazy"?

Mr McI VER: No, I am reading from the issue
of the 25th August headed, "Recipe for
congestion". Mr Speaker, with your permission, I
will read part of the article.

Mr Rushton: What authority was that one?
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Mr McIVER: The article is about a survey
conducted by reporters employed by the Weekend
News on the time that will be taken by the linc
buses to travel the route.

Mr B. T. Burke: Is the Weekend News part of
the vendetta?

Mr MOIVER: I quote from the article as
follows-

Fremantle to Perth motorists face certain
peak-hour (raffle snarls when the new "Line"
buses take to the road next month.

And former train passengers who decide to
come to the city by bus had better prepare to
leave for work much earlier.

These are the conclusions from a special
Weekend News survey of the main bus
routes this week.

Three new bus routes, the 760, 766 and 70
and the altered 72, are designed to replace
the doomed Fremantle to Perth railway
system on September 2.

Weekend News reporters travelled each of
the Proposed rouites during peak hours and
stuck to all speed limits.

Without stopping at bus stops and without
encountering any traffic irregularities, the
trips too k the reporters 40 minutes.

Add 15, 17.26 metre long "bendy" Linc
buses, throw in some rain, an accident or two
and a few breakdowns-the result . . . a
recipe for congestion.

- The survey showed that the particular
trouble spots for motorists will be:

It goes on to mention the trouble spots.
The essence of the story is the congestion

motorists will have to face and the extra time it
will take for passengers to undertake this trip. It
should be remembered that the train journey is
usually of no more than 30 minutes' duration. Bus
passengers will not be able to plan their day
because of the congestion with which the buses
will be faced. People who travel this route for
shopping, pleasure, or business will be
inconvenienced.

I am prepared to allow for teething problems
when the bus service operates; it would be unfair
to condemn the service if a bus punctures a tyre,
or whatever. However, I am not prepared to go
along with the Minister's comments that the
buses will run smoothly and on time. 1 quote from
the article again as follows-

Commuters need to know what time they
should leave the house in order to get to work
on time.

Because of the unpredictable nature of
road travel, bus travellers do not have such
an accurate assurance of when to leave for
work as rail travellers do.

The Fremantle to Perth train service
consistently gets passengers to Perth in about
35 minutes-come rain, hiil or shine.

The 3000 or so people who use the port
city train service every day will be adding
the road congestion following the closure
the railway on September 2.

to
to
of

Remember, trains have the right of way at,
intersections ... buses don't.

There looks like being a lot of late and
confused commuters on the morning of
September 3.

The reporters were not prepared merely to talk
about the retention of the line; they were prepared
to do a survey and so be able to indicate what will
face the thousands of people who will be affected
by the closure of this line.

I wonder what the situation would be if
members opposite were allowed to vote according
to their conscience, rather than having to adhere
rigidly to the party machine. I know we will
probably have the member for Subiaco supporting
the Opposition's stance. He has been genuine in
his concern and has supported the Opposition all
along and has been on the public platform with
me. I admire him for that. He has given support
to the argument for the retention of the line and
was at the Perth Town Hall when we had a
packed audience; people were standing because all
the seats were taken.

That meeting was not stacked as was the
Cotteslee meeting. The Opposition should not be
bothered about this current situation, because it is
surprising how many financial members of the
Liberal Party have deserted it on account of that
very meeting we held.

Mr Watt: About how many?
Mr McI VER: I would say at least six people

came to me when we had a meeting on the
Esplanade and Maid that they had been connected
with the Liberal Party oyer a long period and had
most certainly supported it financially, but had
become disgusted by such happenings as the
member for Cottesloe's effort. They said that had
fixed them as far as. the philosophies of the
Liberal Party were concerned.

They did not say they would vote for Labor, but
they did express their disgust at the way the
Cottesloe meeting was handled in an endeavour to
denigrate members of the FOR, a group which
includes professional people who have done much
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to put forward a genuine case to support the
retention of the Perth-Fremantle service. I do not
know what political philosophies are held by Dr
Peter Newman. I do know that Mr Rick Grounds
has been endorsed as the Labor candidate for
Cottesloc.

Mr Clarko: Does that mean he has been a
member of the Labor Party for three years?

Mr MclVER: Mr Grounds is very sincere in his
belier as are many other people, which indicates
this issue will be the downfall of the Government.
Mr Grounds feels that because of this issue he can
win the seat of Cottesloc.

Several members interjected.
Mr McIVER: It is all very well for the Minister

for Agriculture to go on like that; in Katanning he
has the sheep and goats and they all get votes.

Mr Old: Even so, you ignore them.
Mr Bateman: What would you know about

railways?
Mr Old: As much as you would.
Mr McJVER: It- amazes me how lightly the

Government treats this matter. I am a strong
believer in the Westminster system. When the
Government conducts itself in this manner, after
the Opposition has shown itself to be so sincere, it
is difficult to believe that this Parliament is not a
sham.

The Premier says on TV interviews,
*'Democracy is being eroded", Is it any wonder he
was taken to task by the Editor of The West
Australian? Is it any wonder that again this
morning the Premier was given another serve? I
think it was the strongest serve handed to the
Premier in any of that paper's leaders. I had to
read them twice. I thought they might have been
written by the Leader of the Opposition. It was
difficult to believe they were talking about the
Liberal Government, but by jove they were! For
the first time in the history of the Labor Party we
found the Press wellI and truly on our side.

Mr Clarko: But three-quarters of all journalists
belong to the Labor Party; the other quarter have
their applications in.

Mr B. T. Burke: Did you say three-quarters?
Mr Clarko: You are one of them.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McIVER: The way the voting trends are

going, we do not even know how our wives will
vote!

Mr Old: Aren't you the boss of your house?
Mr McIVER: If I do not get the sleepout

painted, I could not answer that interjection
confidently.

It is typical of the Liberal Party to attack
journalists and denigrate anyone who disagrees
with it. It is typical of the Government to ride
rough-shod over everyone. That has been its style
with respect to this issue ever since it took office.

Mr Hassell: Are the SEC workers riding rough-
shod over everyone?

Mr B. T. Blurke: Go back to school
Mr McI VER: I wish I had the support of 100

per cent of SEC workers in my electorate. It
would not be a marginal seat in those
circumstances. What a lay-down misere that
would be! Half of the SEC workers vote for the
Liberals; goodness knows why, but they do. That
statement is applicable to all union members
throughout the State. If the union members would
only wake up to themselves, they would realise
that the only chance they have for survival is to
return a Labor Government. If we had a Labor
Government there would not be so much
industrial trouble. If the working people voted
Labor there would be a Labor majority in both
Houses of this Parliament.

We have had support from 82 per cent of the
people of Western Australia.

-Mr Rushton: Cut it out!
Mr McIVER: The Leader of the Opposition

has indicated that doctors of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital have also joined with us- I do
not know whether they belong to the Communist
Party.

Mr B. T. Burke: Or if they are mysteriously
financed.

Mr McIVER: They are most concerned for the
welfare of young mothers who have to use the
buses. The Press has reported that the King
Edward Memorial Hospital staff are worried
about the closure of the Perth-Fremantle line.
Not just one doctor, but several.

I am delighted the Government is taking this
cavalier attitude. It is waking up those voters who
were undecided as to how they should vote. They
are most certainly not undecided now.

I want to take the Minister to task for his
statements in misleading the House. As he well
knows he received a letter from the secretary of
the locomotive drivers' union which claimed the
Minister was misleading Parliament in relation to
an answer he gave to a question I asked. I asked
whether the lives of passengers could have been in
jeopardy when a tractor working in the Perth
Railway Station yard had no flagman or any
other indication ta show it was working in the
area. The Minister informed the House that he
would have a look at it, and said that everything
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was okay. That was the first time the Minister
misled this Parliament. The second occasion has
been referred to tonight by the Leader of the
Opposition.

Point of Order
Mr RUSHTON: Mr Speaker, on a point of

order, the member for Avon is making a claim
that I misled the House by stating information
that referred to one of the unions. It is untrue and
I ask him to retract it.

The SPEAKER: Order! I did not hear the
member's reference so I would simply ask the
member for Avon to withdraw the remark
because it was offensive to the Minister.

Debate Resumed
Mr McI VER: I would like to clarify a point. I

did not say he misled the House. hie can read
Hansard to clarify this. I said that he had
received a letter from the secretary of the
locomotive drivens union claiming he misled this
Parliament. I have not attempted to read the total
context of the letter, but the Minister knows what
I am saying is the truth. The Minister received a
letter from the union pointing out-without
notifying the railway officials-how the
passengers were jeopardised as a result of the
work continuing. Did the Minister receive the
letter or did he not?

Mr Rushton: The member for Avon indicated
that I misled the House.

Mr McIVER: Did the Minister not receive the
letter?

Mr Rushton: The member for Avon has not
retracted his statement.

Mr Davies: He is not retracting it.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Jamieson: You did not listen, that is your

trouble.
Mr McI VER: Another point I want to put i nto

perspective concerns a newspaper heading which
read, "Rail Vote 2-1 against Strike, says
Rushton". What actually happened, of course,
through cross interjections, was that someone led
the Minister astray by giving him figures and
saying these were voted on by the union and no
strike action would* be held in respect of the
Fremantle-Perth railway closure.

It had nothing to do with the Perth- Fremantle'
railway issue. The matter was in relation to
section 54B or the Police Act. The union held a
one-day stoppage, disregarding the outcome. of
the vote. It was not overruled by the union
executive, as the Minister for Labour and

Industry advised us this evening. They did not
have the power to do so.

The Minister indicated that the unions and
people generally were fed up with the
Opposition's attack and utterances on this very
important issue. I take the Minister to task on
that point because we have the full support of
people. As the Opposition spokesman for
transport I have never received as much
correspondence as I have on this issue. These
letters express most sincere support for the
Leader of the Opposition in his endeavours to
have this line retained.

We have here a Government that cannot be
trusted; irrespective of what its members say we
cannot rely upon them. As sure as I am in this
Parliament, the Government will rue the day that
it closed this railway line and I say to the people
of Western Australia, "When you are struggling
with your children in the rain, when you are
trying to load your prams and parcels onto the
buses, remember who voted on this issue. The
only way that this line will be retained is to vote
for the Labor Party at the next election."

At this stage the electrification of the system is
irrelevant. All we need is to have the line retained
so that people have a choice; road or rail. This is
what the majority want. As sure as I stand here,
this Government will go down the drain on this
issue. I have made it abundantly clear that I
support the motion before the House.

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [ 10.05 p.m.]: I oppose the motion.

Mr T. H. Jones: We thought you would support
it.

Mr RUSHTON: It is mainly an attack on the
Government, the Premier, and myself, and to hear
some people professing that we are denigrating
people, makes one laugh, especially to hear it in
reverse. The presentation by the Opposition has
been the most pathetic that has been before this
House. It is an amazing presentation for one-the
Leader of the Opposition-who aspires to be the
Premier in an alternative Government. If we have
ever needed a demonstration that Western
Australia should be saved from that situation we
had it tonight. It was interesting that the Labor
Party has produced nothing. It has not produced
an alternative to the Government's urban
transport policy.

Mr Jamieson: Rubbish and nonsense! We are
the only ones with a firm policy.

Mr RUSHTON: The Opposition has not
presented it.
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Mr .Jamieson: It is in front of you; you cannot
read, It is in the library. Do you want me to gel it
and put it in.'front of you?

Mr RUSHTON: All it says is electrification
and no fares. If the Labor Government had the
responsibility of governing this State nothing
would be done. It has said this time and time
again. It is saying "retain the railways and do
nothing to them". The Opposition realises the
Court Government is in fact taking positive action
to give people the opportunity to use improved
public transport

I am grateful that the Leader of the Opposition
mentioned several points because it allows me to
answer. The previous speakers-the member for
Avon and the Leader of the
Opposition-presented no facts relevant to the
public transport system; they only voiced
objections to it.

The Leader of the Opposition indicated that the
line will, be remaining until after the next election.
I was grateful that he gave extra emphasis to this
fact. This is what people need to know. The
Leader of the Opposition was also apologetic that
I was having a rough time. I would like to
indicate to the House that when one is doing
something for the bettirment of the people of the
State, one accepts that with grace. He asked
about the future for the freight line south of the
river. The best time for the transfer of this line is
when the -upgrading of the Koolyanobbing-
Kwinana line is completed. That is what is
planned at this present time.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to
character assassination, and, of course, any
member of the House who is fair-minded will
know that is what members opposite attempted to
do to me a few weeks ago. H-e also indicated he
had donated $10 to the FOR. He should have
given them much more because they are doing the
work of the Labor Party and their convenor is one
of them; that is well known.

I am dealing briefly with the points the Leader
of the Opposition made, and the next one was that
Mr Shea had set about purchasing linc buses. The
member for Balcatta said that this was some time
before the Government made its decision. This
statement is reprehensible, especially when one
considers the fact that Mr Shea stated the dates
on which he-made the arrangements.

The member for Subiaco made what I believe
to be a false statement in the House when he
claimed I was not present at the Cabinet meeting
when the decision was made. I was, and that fact
needs to be clearly understood.

The next interesting statement by the Leader of
the Opposition was that the public transport
system was subsidised to the tune of $6 million to
$7 million. In actual fact the amount is $28
million, and this is again something which must
be emphasised. He has little knowledge of what
goes on.

There is very little in the previous speech to
answer. One interesting factor relates to the
meeting held at Cottesloe. I was invited to attend
first a protest meeting, and, secondly, a public
meeting. It was indicated that I would be asked
some questions which would put me under
pressure. That is the belief I had when I attended
the meeting. Members from this Chamber wished
me luck and said it could be a bit hot for me in
that atmosphere.

It was very interesting, because for a public
meeting the FOR attracted less than 70 people. It
was notable that the Federal member for
Fremantle (Mr John Dawkins) attended and
moved an amendment to the motion supporting
the Government. An addendum was made to the
motion requesting that relevant papers and
reports be tabled. As I say, the Federal member
for Fremantle supported the Government. It was
an incredible situation. However, members will
recall that the meeting was not reported in the
Press, and that is another point which should be
kept in mind.

Mr Shalders: He might be another member for
Fremantle who loses his endorsement!

Mr RUSHTON: The Opposition should be
ashamed of itself for trying to mislead the public
and for not submitting an alternative practical
policy. It is hiding behind other people who do its
work.

Mr Mctver: Why harp on that?
Mr RUSHTON: The Opposition should be

ashamed also for being hypocritical in challenging
the Government. We are submitting a positive
transport policy but the Opposition, when in
office in 1972, moved to close the railway line
between Leighton and Perth and to replace it with
buses.

Mr Jamieson; That's nonsense!
Mr RUSHTON: It is merely playing a political

game now.
Mr Jamieson: Nonsense!
Mr RUSHTON: It is factual. Does the

honourable member want the Bill?
Mr Jamieson: You don't understand what is in

it.

Mr RUSHTON: Yes I do.
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Mr B. T. Burke: That Bill had to come back to
Parliament before the closure could take place.

Mr RUSHJTON: Another point must be
emphasised. In 1958 the Hawke Government
rejected the provision of a railway reserve so that
buses would be provided north of Perth; between
Daglish and Whitfrord, Bayswater and Nollamara,
and Nollamnara and North Beach.

Mr Mclver: What has that to do with the
motion?

Mr RUSHTON: It is necessary to plan ahead
for railway reserves.

Mr Mclver: What did the member for
Welshpool do when he was Minister? You have a
reserve to the northern suburbs and the freeway.

Mr RUSHTON: He did not do that.
Mr Mclver: He did.
Mr RUSHTON: I know it is hurting members

opposite to know that people of their own political
colour took away the Opportunity to provide
reserves for rapid transit services in the future.

Mr Jamieson: Why was that done? Be truthful.
It was done because it did not Fit in with the
Stephenson- Hepburn plan, and you know that.
That's the reason.

Mr RUSHTON: Let- me say that the
performance of the, Opposition, certainly since
January this year until now, has not included any
positive action or presentation of an alternative
transport system for the metropolitan area.
Members opposite should not be called the
Australian Labor Party, but the Australian Lazy
Party.

Mr Davies: That is not original.
Mr RUSHTON: Something like $695 300 has

been spent an reports. This has been made up as
follows: Plan (or the metropolitan region, Perth
and Fremantle in 1955 by Stephenson- Hepburn
on land use and transport; proposed lowering of
railway ini central city area, Perth in 1963 by De
Leuw Cather and Co. which was an engineering
feasibility study at a cost of $30 000; and a Perth
regional transport study in 1970 by a team under
Dr Nielsen.

It was interesting to hear a report from him at
the weekend in which he said that the idea of an
electri fied l ine was crazy.

Mr Mclver: I said then it was stupid and I still
say so.

Mr RUSHTON: That was a comprehensive
urban transport study, and it cost $ 169 700. The
Perth Regional Transport Study, 19172. an in-
House team sequel to the previous one I
mentioned, cost $37 200. 1 believe this study was

appointed by the Labor Government. The Perth
Central City Railway Feasibility Study was
undertaken by Wilbur Smith & Associates at a
cost of $415 000, including in-House costs. The
Labor Party is now saying that we should have
more reports.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have just mentioned
another one.

Mr RUSHTON: No, we are obtaining an
assessment-

Mr B. T. Burke: You paid $7 000 for another
report, and you are criticising us for calling for
one.

Mr RUSH-TON: That interjection is very
'-easily answered. The Opposition and the FOR has

so denigrated the integrity of Westrail that I was
not prepared to seek anything but an independent
opinion.

Mr B. T. Burke: And yet if we call for a report
that is stupid.

Mr RUSHTON: That report will be released
tomorrow.

Mr Mclver: Are you implying that senior
officers of Westrail are all in favour of closing the
line?

Mr RUSHTON. I am saying that the
Opposition and the FOR have denigrated the
competency and integrity of Westrail officers.

Let me turn back to the practical application of
the policy. In my opinion we are close to a mark
of 10 out of 10 for the actions we are taking. Let
us see whether the Opposition can disagree with
that. We have introduced a policy to upgrade
urban public transport based on extensive
professional advice. One out of one for that. We
have introduced a $54 million-programme,
including $13 million for rail. That is part of the
five-year programme. We will purchase 16
railcars in this five-year programme.

Mr Mclver: You have not got them yet.
Mr RUSHTON: We will purchase 300 buses.

If one does not make a decision, one never
achieves anything.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have gone on to No. 4
already.

Mr RUSHTON: Improved frequency of service
and cost on the Perth-Fremantle route.

Mr B. T. Burke: Tell us who is getting the
money for the buses?

Mr RUSHTON:, That is a positive urban
transport move, and we will be testing the results.
We will discover the reaction of the public to a
bus service which is more frequent than the
present two services in that corridor.
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Mr Mclver: Everyone is going to use them, are
they?

Mr RUSHTON: Does the member want me to
present my speech to the House?

Mr B. T. Burke: You were not quiet when our
members were talking. You did not stop
interjecting.

Mr. RUSHTON: The interesting point is-
Mr B. T. Burke: This is No. 6.
Mr RUSHTON: -that this is a test based on

professional advice.
Mr B. T. Burke: W. W, Mitchell?
MrT RUSHTON: We want to test the response

of the public to the new equipment and service.
During that time the freight service will continue,
and the rails will be retained for those three years
while we seek the reaction of the public to this
other service.

Mr Mclver: That is a change of heart
too-keeping the rail.

Mr RUSHTON: The reaction of the public will
be monitored, and in due course we will examine
the position.

Mir B. T. Burke: What number is that?
Mr RUSHTON: Point No. 5 is that we are

introducing new transfer stations between rail and
bus. The Opposition likes to denigrate that action,
and we have heard some runny stories about what
the Government is doing. The plans ane well
ahead, and we will seek the response of the people
to these transfer stations and express buses to
Perth. That is the positive part of our policy.

Mr Mclver: That is why you are closing the
line-you need the cars for Armadale.

Mr RUSHTON: We want rapid transport
systems for- all corridors. We want the systems
reaching out to Wanneroo and beyond and to
Armadale and beyond.

Mr Mclver: When?
Mr RUSHTON: The options are there, and

they will be retained.
Mr Barnett: You are about to close the Perth-

Fremantle line, and you are talking of extending
it to Rockingham.

Mir RUSHTON: in regard to electrification of
the passenger service, this matter is under survey.
Although electrification is not attractive at this
time, the situation will be watched closely. When
it becomes a viable proposition, I am charged by
the Government to move forward in regard to
electrification of freight services as well as other
services.

I was interested to read the comments of Dr
Nielsen in one of tht Sunday papers. He stated
that it is necessary to have 12 000 passengers an
hour to warrant a service. I had been working on
a figure of 10 000 people for the peak period. It is
interesting that we have 1 000 only on the Perth-
Fremantle line.

Mr Mclver: It doesn't matter if you have only
six. Why should you close it? It is an asset.

Mr RUSHTON: Is the member saying that we
should keep the line open for six people?

Mr Shalders: It is a millstone.
Mr B. T. Burke: I'd like to know whose neck it

will be around.
Mr RUSHTON: I ask the member for Dalcatta

to listen to this one. We will make provision for
heavy commercial vehicles away from the coast. I
well remember the issue concerning Servetus
Street and Davies Road.

Mr B. T. Burke: What has this to do with the
motion?

Mr RUSHTON. There is very little of our
policy that is not good common sense.

The next point is the relocation of the freight
services south of the river. Who wishes to object
to that proposal? Apparently nobody.

Mr Jamieson: What is new in any of those?
Mr RUSHTON: We wilt continue with our

policy of advancing public transport in the
metropolitan area. The greatest benefit will flow
from the fact that the Government has made a
firm and practical decision. When I travelled
from Perth to Atmadale during the week, I saw
the conditions in the parking areas.

We cannot attract people while the conditions
are so deplorable. Nobody has been in a position
to act because it was not known what would
happen next.

Mr Mclver: That is the Government's fault.
Mr RUSHTON: Yes, the Tonkin Government.
Mr Mclver: You have been there for six years.
Mr RUSKTON: We have laid down a policy.

We will upgrade the services on the line between
Perth and Midland. We have purchased new
carriages and we will put in the Line buses on the
Perth-Frcmantle line. We will be moving quickly
to upgrade the parking areas.

Mr Barnett: Where will you get petrol for the
buses in ive years' time?

Mr RUSHTON: We will install transfer
stations. We will test the reaction of the public to
these moves.

Mr S. T. Burke: How?
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Mr Tonkin: Will you have a poll?
Mr B. T. Burke: They don't take any notice of

a poll.
Mr RUJSHTON: First of all the Government

questioned whether the line should be retained.
When the Premier was Minister for Railways, he
made a positive attempt to increase the density of
population along that route with the object of
better patronage for the railways. However, it was
not practical to do that. The people who live in
this corridor opted to retain their present lifestyle.
and therefore it is not their desire to have a rapid
transport system which would attract people to
that corridor.

Although money does not seem to mean much
to the Opposition, I would like to refer to the
estimates produced by Westrail. Over the next
four to ive years it is estimated that the closing of
the line will result in a saving of $6.9 million in
running costs and $6.7 million in capital costs. If
we then look at the cost of subsidy per
passenger-

Mr Jamieson: But that is false, too.
Mr RUSHTON: -- on last year's value it costs

about $1.14 for every passenger trip on the
railway line, and 27c for every passenger trip on
the bus.

The population density in those corridors is in
the hands of the local government authorities. If
they wish to increase the density in their areas
over the next three years, they can take positive
steps to this end. They can then show that the
patronage would be improved.

Mr Mclver: Are they to increase the number of
bus shelters too, and maintain them?

Mr RUSHTON: It will be interesting to see
what happens in these three years. In my opinion
the most benefit from the Government's action
will be that the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority, the municipal planners, and the
councillors will be able to address themselves to
the problem of the regional transport routes
between Fremantle and Karrinyup. That problem
has been around for a long time, and it needs
resolving. I am pleased indeed that it will be
attended to.

The other part of the motion we are debating
tonight concerns public opinion. I was most
pleased indeed to observe the facts about this. The
Government did all it could to respond to public
opinion in regard to the Servetus Street and
Davies Road issue. Our actions now relate in a
large part to what happened then.

I would like to add that the public have
requested an improvement in the public transport

system, and the Government is responding to that
request. It has listened to the people, and it is
acting in a practical and positive way.

The Government. has attempted to act in the
best interests of the public, and it expected a
balanced presentation of fact. I believe only a very
biased person would say that there has been a
balanced presentation of fact. Certainly the report
of the Director General of Transport was not
factually presented. The report of the
Commissioner of Railways relating to
electrification was not fully reported to the public.
In fact, most of the presentations have been based
on misleading statements, statements taken out of
context from a piece of paper stolen from
WeStrail.

In regard to this incident, the first reference
appeared in one of our close suburban papers. It
indicated that some information was available.
The way the article was presented was basically
libelous, but one must grin and bear these efforts
to denigrate. I accepted the article in that way,
but we then saw an orchestration of the theme in
one of our daily papers. The misfortune of the
whole affair is that it certainly did not help
Westrail to be involved in such an issue. This is
one of the reasons for our move for an
examination of the facts by an independent
consultant. We want to ensure that the
competency and integrity of Westrail staff is put
beyond doubt. I have no doubt as to their
competency and integrity, and they know that I
support them fully.

We have heard a great deal tonight about the
meeting at Cottesloe. This meeting was called by
the FOR and the hall was paid for by the FOR. It
was first advertised as a protest meeting, and the
member for Cottesloc and I said we would be
prepared to attend provided that the meeting was
chaired by an independent person. I expected that
I would be asked quite a few hostile questions and
it was somewhat of a surprise to me to discover
that fewer than 70 people attended the meeting to
support the FOR case. It was incredible that this
meeting was not reported in a newspaper that had
been, I think, trying to influence public opinion
for some weeks. I might add that other than the
Labor Party rally on the esplanade, I have
responded to every ball to attend meetings. Some
meetings have been poorly attended, and others
well attended.

The final arrangement to attend at Channel 9
last Thursday was somewhat distressing to me.
The first arrangement made and understood by
me was that the member for Cottesloe and myself
would attend.
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Mr B. T. Burke: At 5.30 p.m. you asked for a
second speaker from the Friends of the Railways.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so.
Mr RUSHTON: It was about a week before

that, that I received the request.
Mr B. T. Burke: You were ringing them up and

asking for a second speaker.
Sir Charles Court: It was a week before.
Mr RUSHTON: The member for Balcatta will

fund that the member for Cottesloe is aware of the
dates and the times involved. As a matter of fact,
he was prepared to attend the debate as long as I
was present so that we would have a balanced
presentation. We were informed there were to be
two speakers, and we understood they would be
FOR speakers. As the week progressed I received
word that the FOR would have only one speaker,
and that I would be the other speaker. I
questioned this with the television channel. I
made the point that I was not happy that the
member for Cottesloe had been excluded.

As the Premier has already sta ted, when
objectioni were raised with the channel regarding
the arrangements, the member for Cottesloe was
invited to attend; but then it was claimed the
FOR did not have a second speaker to present.*However, amongst the 20 people sitting in the
gallery-

Mr Jamieson: Your gallery was a bit thin; you
forgot to load it.

Mr B. T. Burke: How much did you pay
Mitchell to attend?

Mr RUSHTON: That shows how uninformed
the member must be. because there were-

Mr Jamieson: I watched the whole programme
and you made a hell of a mess of it.

Mr RUSHTON: -20 members of the FOR in
the gallery, but not one was prepared to come
forward and speak.

The member for Avon talks about 82 per cent
of people throughout the State opposing the view
of the Government. The opinion poll to which he
referred related to the metropolitan area, and
only to parts of the metropolitan area. The
country voice was not heard. I have visited
country areas many times since January and the
view has been put to me strongly that the
Government is doing the right thing.

Mr Carr: That is rubbish. Country people are
interested in extending the railway system.

Mr RUSHTON: Country people are not
interested in paying for things they should not
have to pay for.

Mr Mclver: That is a side issue.

Mr Shalders: Who said?
Mr Mclver: If people are prepared to pay extra

to retain the service, they should be allowed to.
Mr RUSHTON: It is well known that country

people have expressed their opinions most forcibly
indeed, and they are not prepared to pay through
the nose to extend this sort of subsidy to a few
city people. They will back the Government fully.
They are aware that the Government is trying to
run a transport system as economically and as
well as it possibly can. I have already mentioned
the fact that the Government has been sensitive to
public opinion. Let us go back to the issue of
Servetus Street and Davies Road. On that
occasion the Government acted to resist
recommendations for the upgrading of Servetus
Street.

The Government charged planners with the
task of finding alternative solutions to the use of
Servetus Street; they were required to investigate
the use of railway reserves, etc.

I would like to touch on a couple of other
matters. It is interesting to refer to some of the
comments in the media. The comment I am about
to quote typifies the response of the media in the
early days. The following is what the leader writer
of The West Australian had to say on the 18th
January-

Whatever sentimental regret there might
be over the decision to end the Perth-
Fremtantle rail service, there will probably be
a greater measure of relief that a decision
has been made at last.

I think that is what I have presented to the House
tonight; that is what has happened. I quote
another extract as follows-

The main gain from the Government's
decision is that the way is clearer for detailed
planning of regional transport.

That is what is taking place.
Mr Mclver: Who is gettiiig the $2 million?
Mr RUSHTON: I continue to quote as

follows-
With its plans for improving the popular

Midland and Armadale rail services Cabinet
has clearly kept in mind the advantages of
railways in some form for moving big crowds
quickly.

Then it goes on to say-
The goal of the MTT must be to persuade

people to leave their cars at home. With the
scope for park-and-ride facilities and quicker
and more frequent services that would come
with the proposed use of the railway reserve
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it will be up to the MTT to show that it can
make the most of the opportunity.

I think that is a reasonably sound statement. I
turn now to The Sunday Times of the 28th July,
where we find the following-

The Government has adopted an extremely
practical approach to the request by Friends
of the Railways to have the Perth-Fremantle
passenger rail link retained ...

... Rut the line will remain for the three-
year period needed to relocate the proposed
freight line south of the Swan River.

This will give the Government an
opportunity to monitor the bus service and
test the results of the recommendations made
by its advisers.

The important aspect of this decision is
that the plan does not cancel out the
possibility of future rapid transit options.

With the Government committed to
nuclear power it would, thus, still be possible
to electrify the line.

It concludes by saying-
However, the increasing losses on the rail

link make it difficult for the Government to
take any course than the one it has- adopted.

I think those are responsible points of view.
Mr Mclver: The Sunday Times would be a

good judge!
Mr RUSHTON: I turn now to the Western

Australian Institute of Technology which
conducted a survey. The people conducting the
survey stood outside the station but could Find
only 1 783 people to whom to hand
questionnaires. Only 630 questionnaires were
returned, and that was considered to be quite a
good response. It is noteworthy that of all the
people supposed to be travelling on the service,
only 1 783 could be found to accept the
questionnaire.

The first results were most interesting, coming
at a time when emotions had been aroused by
what I would call undue coercion. The results
indicated that 73 per cent of those who responded
would transfer directly to bus. Thirteen per cent
said they would transfer to cars, and make the
same number of trips. Eight per cent said they
would make the same number of trips, some by
bus and some by car.

These are early days, arid I am very optimistic
that the response to the questionnaire reflects a
sound position. I think the judgment of our
transport officers has been reasonable. It is
expected that increased services will attract

increased patronage, and we will save a great deal
of money.

I would now address myself briefly to the Daily
News Gallup poll. The newspaper was kind
enough to respond to my request for elaboration
in respect of some of the figures. I asked MIT
f.XpertS what was their experience in respect of
assessing the patronage of certain routes. I was
told that unless the prospective patron is
questioned about the exact day on which he will
travel, the information obtained is most
inaccurate. For instance, they indicated that on
occasions when they have not mentioned the
actual days they have found the responses
indicate 90 people would travel on a certain route
at a certain time. One bus Would not carry that
number; yet in fact the bus has been half empty.
It has been found that such surveys are useless
unless the public are pinned down to a firm
commitment regarding the day of travel.

Mr B. T. Burke: How does this relate to the
question: Do you favour the closure of the
service?

Mr RUSHTON: Amongst the figures given to
me by the newspaper I find that 34 000 people use
the train service once or more a week. Let us
assume that they use the service once a week; that
would amount to 6 800 people a day. The figures
show that 39 000 people use the service several
times a month. For the purposes of our argument,
let us assume they use the service twice a month,
or 0.5 times a week. That makes 3 900 people per
day.

The figures also show that 184 000 people use
the service at least once a year. Let us assume
those people use the service once a year or 1-46th
times per week. That makes a total of 800 a day.
People under 16 years of age have been excluded.
We find the total number of people travelling on
the train service per day is 11 500; yet we know
the maximum is 5 000.

The point I am making is that polls do reflect
certain situations; I do not question that.
However, it is known that if a person were asked
whether he would travel on the Perth-Fremantle
railway at a cost of $5 a trip, he would say, "Not
on your life." If a person was asked whether the
railway line should be kept open and everybody
travelling on it subsidised by an amount of $1.14.
he would say, "Not on your life." That brings the
matter into perspective. I do not question the
polls.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have been doing so for 10
minutes.

Mr RUJSHTON: The results of the polls cannot
be compared with the Perth travel survey, which
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showed that 90 per cent of people travel by car, 8
per cent travel by bus, 1 per cent travel by rail,
and I per cent travel by taxi. That study surveyed
actual trips made.

I want to convey to the House that the opinion
poll of which a great issue has been made by
members opposite must be taken for what it is. I
think the Leader of the Opposition indicated that
polls are polls, and must be taken for what they
are.

Mr B. T. Burke: That is true, polls are polls.
Mr RUSHTON: Yes, and they do not do what

the member for Balcatta purported they do.
Mr B. T. Burke: What did I purport they do?
Mr RUSHTON: The member for Avon said

the poll represented the view of 82 per cent of the
people of Western Australia. We all know that is
untrue.

I would like to address myself briefly to the
part played by the Australian Labor Party. I have
already indicated that as a result of its role since
January, the party could well be called the
"Australian Lazy Party" because it has done
nothing. Members opposite h 'ave not a policy, and
they have hidden behind the FOR. Now we know
them for what they are. We are aware that the
Convenor of the FOR is an endorsed candidate
for the Labor Party. Of course, the public see that
move for what it is.

There are some sincere people in the FOR who
are now starting to wake up. It is amazing to me
they have taken so long to do so. When I met Dr
Newman, Mr McCaskill and Mr Grounds I
accepted them at face value and assumed they
were sincere non-political people. I had a number
of meetings with them. As a matter of fact, when
I received the. review of their submission I sent a
copy of the review to them and invited them to
meet me to discuss the matter. I have had no
response.

The Convenor of the FOR, who is an endorsed
Labor Party candidate, has been so busy
denigrating people and drawing false inferences
that he has not the time to talk with me.

I accept that there are very sincere people in
the FOR, and I would like to continue to relate
with them and to carry on from where we left off.
However, Mr Grounds has now shown himself in
a different light. What amazes me is that if any of
the other people had demonstrated their political
affiliations by seeking endorsement for
Parliament, the Press would have stopped printing
their comments. However, Mr Grounds seems to
be in constant contact with the Press. That is a
'rather interesting fact.

I would like to address myself to that question.
Mr Grounds has rubbished every action by the
Government and by other people. The items that
he has rubbished have included the urban public
transport policy statement which we put out, and
which was an attempt to help people to
understand the situation. Then there was a
summary by the Director General of Transport in
association with the Commissioner of Railways,
the Commissioner of Main Roads, and 'the MTT.
That was a summary of the FOR document. Mr
Grounds rubbished that. The Commissioner of
Railways reported on electrification, and that has
been rubbished. The WAIT energy advisory
report, which is totally independent of myself, was
rubbished also. That was a report by other
professional people. The appointment of
consultants was rubbished. The brochure that we
put out was rubbished. Now Mr Grounds has the
effrontery to make this disparaging and false
statement relating to the development of the
railways to Armadale and Midland.

As far as 1 am concerned, Mr Grounds is a
politically affiliated person. He has been endorsed
as a candidate. One wonders what credentials he
has. He has questioned every professional adviser,
private or public, who has made a report. They
are professionally trained people, who are
generally accepted as people of integrity and
competence. Mr Grounds continues to rubbish
them. I wonder what his credentials are to do
that.

The same point was raised in a question that
came from the Leader of the Opposition which
was as follows-

(I) Is he aware that the Queensland
Government rejected some of the
proposals put forth by the consultants he
has hired at a cost of $7 000 because
their proposals were too costly?

(2) If the Queensland Government found
the consultants estimates to be too high,
how can the Minister be sure that the
consultants estimates for WA will not
also be too high?

My answer was-
Although I find the inference in the

honourable member's questions quite
obnoxious, I have ascertained the following
information from the consultants.

Within the terms of their brief the
consultants put forward alternative proposals
for the signalling and controls associated
with electrification of Queensland suburban
passenger railway system.
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The Queensland railways initially opted
for the cheaper of the two alternatives
submitted because of the lack of funds
forthcoming from the Commonwealth
Government.

However. Queensland has since decided to
carry out the more expensive programme put
forward by the consultants over a more
extended period.

The question was therefore not at all a
case of the consultants estimates being too
high, but a question of finding a satisfactory
method of funding.

The Leader of the Opposition should owe the
consultants a humble apology.

Before concluding. I will address myself to one
more point. It has been said that the Court
Government is not interested in railways.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr Barnett: That is the major point. You can

sit down.
Mr RUSHTON: I will indicate what has been

invested in Westrail by the Government since it
has been in office.

Mr Barnett interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for

Rockinghanm is interjecting far too frequently. I
ask him to desist.

Mr RUSHTON: There has been something
like $100 million invested or committed in the last
five years by this Government. There is S13
million in the urban rail programme that we put
forward for public transport-

Mr B. T. Burke: In real terms, it has declined.
Mr RUSHTON: I will list some of the things

that have happened. In 1974 there was the
Dongara-Eneabba railway, $9 157 000; Pinjarra-
Picton-upgrading the main line-$660 000: I I
main line diesel locomotives, $7 100000; 35
wagons for alumina, $1 424 000. So it goes on.
There were 36 wagons for mineral sands,
Eneabba-Geraldton, $2 170 000.

People like to make the claim that the
Government does not do anything for Westrail. In
1975 there was the Narrogin district
administrative headquarters. $381 000; Brunswick
Junction. upgrading of western main lint,
$3 917 000--

Mr Mclver:, You forgot the outshed at
Widgiemooitha.

Mr RUSHTON; I am just giving some idea of
the extent. There were 33 wagons for wood chips.
SI 190000; the Cadoux-Kalannie reballasting,
$215 000; new barracks accommodation for staff

at Kalgoorlie, $264 000; the Millendlon-Gingin
main line upgrading, $391 000; the Coolup-Picton
centralised train control signalling system.
$2 391 000; the Brunswick western centralised
signalling control, $535 000; the Goomalling-
Amery rerail, S507 000; the new station building
at Moora, $212 000: the central sleeper depot at
Picton, $206 000; the upgrading of the main line,
Kalgoorlie-Leonora, $1 226 000; and the
Kwinana-Koolyanobbing rehabilitation and
associated works, $104418 000. In 1978 there
were the purchase or a track tamper liner,
$124 000; the Kondinin-South Kuniinin
upgrading of track, S256 000; and the member for
Avon would be pleased about the dual gauge
turntable at the Avon yard, $155 000. So it goes
on. There were 30 wagons for grain traffic,
$1 188 000. In that programme--

Mr B. T. Burke interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would ask the

member for Balcatta to refrain from continually
repeating the same interjection.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is a genuine inquiry.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I urge you to desist.
Mr RUSHTON: The member continues with

his rudeness at all times. It does not matter very
much.

Let me return to my final conclusions. I am
making the point that all the Opposition did was
an attempt to denigrate and belittle the efforts of
the Government. The Opposition has presented no
policy.' It has made no attempt to give the people
an opportunity to have an improved public
transport system.

As I have already said, this Government is
determined to introduce a policy to upgrade the
urban public transport system. It has committed
itself to an expensive programme. It has
committed itself to the purchase of new
equipment including 16 new railcars and 300
buses including the new, cost-saving line buses
over five years. It has introduced a service
between Fremantle and Perth as a trial with an
improved frequency. Certainly it has effected cost
savings. The Government will monitor the
situation on the Perth-Fremantle bus service to
see what the end result is.

The Government is introducing new transfer
stations for rail/bus transfers and for bus/bus
transfers. That will enable people to walk, cycle.
ride, or bus to the transfer stations, and from
there they will be able to move into the city on an
express service. The Government is retaining all
the options for a rapid transport system in the
future.
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It is amazing when one relates this to what was
lost under the Hawke Government. Members will
see that this Government is wise in that it is
retaining all its options.

On the question of electrification, 1 am very
pleased that the member for Avon said tonight it
was not a question of electrification. That is the
first time we have heard that said on the other
side. It appeared that it was the policy of the
Labor Party to have electrification.

We are making a sincere attempt to solve the
transport needs between Fremantle and
Karrinyup. This will be carried out by the MRPA
and the. municipal councils under the direction of
my colleague, the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning. We are
attempting to transfer the freight service south of
the river.

Mr Mclver: Will ybu give the buses free access
to the Canning Bridge in peak periods?

Mr RUSHTON: I have taken steps to have this
examined. The Commissioner of Main Roads and
the Chairman of the MTT are at present working
to find a solution to that problem. It may be
possible to consider a direct route for buses and
fully loaded cars.

Mr Mclver: I thought, as one who likes buses
so much, you would implement this immediately.

Mr RUSHTON: I will conclude on this note:
the presentation by the Opposition has been very
pathetic indeed. It is the weakest presentation we
have had. The gallery that we have observed
tonight reflects the true situation. The Opposition
is making a false presentation of facts. I think it
ought to be seen by the public to be ashamed of
itself for what it has attempted to do.

I oppose the motion.
MR B. T. BURKE (Balcatta) [ 10.56 p.m.]: The

Opposition and the public of this State have not
come to expect too much from the Minister. In
fact, I feel the, Opposition and the public have
been lenient in dealing with the Minister and his
shortcomings.

While the Minister accuses the Opposition of
presenting a poor case, there coujd be no poorer
case than that which has been presented by the
Minister, who now chooses to leave the Chamber.
Perhaps he feels he is unable to answer the
complaints of the Opposition.

The Opposition tonight says quite clearly to the
Government that we challenge it to hold a
referendum coinciding with the next State
election, thus minimising the cost, to determine in
a sound and reasonable fashion just what the
public of Western Australia want. If the

Government is sincere in its criticism of the public
opinion polls that have been conducted so far, let
it hold a referendum at the time of the next State

-general election-a referendum which will
certainly furnish an accurate assessment of the
people of Western Australia as a whole.

I am pleased to see that the Premier has
returned. I know him to be a reasonable man. I
would like to ask him whether he would be
prepared to consider holding a referendum to
coincide with the next State election. The purpose
of that referendum would be to decide whether or
not the Fremantle-Perth service should continue.

Sir Charles Court: The answer is, "No".
Mr B. T. BURKE: Of course the answer is

"No", The Government is perfectly happy to
decry and to rubbish the opinion polls that have
been conducted. Yet it will not accept that a
referendum will discover the opinion of the
people.

Sir Charles Court: We are not a Government of
referendums or polls. We will have a State
general election on the total issues.

Opposition members: When?
Sir Charles Court: At the proper time.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Perhaps the Premier has

misunderstood what the Opposition is suggesting.
We are not denying him the right to say, quite
sensibly, that Governments cannot govern
according to opinion polls or to pressure group
tactics. What we are saying is that the Premier
and his Government should conduct the State
general election on the general issues to which he
has referred, and at the same time there would be
a simultaneous referendum to decide the specific
issue of the Fremantle-Perth railway service.

Sir Charles Court: Well, you cannot run a
country like that. You would have a referendum
on everything and you would have general
elections on specific items. Governments do not do
it that way. Why don't you grow up?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier, in an aside,
may well tell me to grow up. I would suggest to
the House that the signs of senility that he has
been showing have been legion as far as this
controversy is concerned.

If we wanted to apply to the provision of public
transport the criterion that the. Premier has
applied so effectively in ensuring that this service
closes, then I would suggest to the public and to
the House that the closure of the Fremantle-Perth
service is the thin edge of the wedge. In time the
application of the same yardstick will see the
depletion of public transport services throughout
the State.
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It is not so far away to be impossible to imagine
the development of Perth along the lines of the
City of Los Angeles where there is no public
transport worth talking about: where the bus
service hardly exists; and where disadvantaged
people who rely upon public transport to enjoy
their lives and fulfil some of their dreams and
wishes in some areas are left with those dreams
and wishes unfulfilled.

As far as the Opposition is conc erned we say
quite clearly the service should not close and that
the Government, if it is dinkum, should hold a
referendum in conjunction with the State election
not on the general issues, but on the specific issue
of closing the railway service between Fremantle
and Perth.

Let us look closely at what the Minister had to
say. I am keen to bring him into the debate by
asking him who is to receive the $2 million to be
paid for the buses? The Minister was keen to have
questions asked of him previously, but now he is
as quiet as a mouse. The Minister has said a
certain sum of public money is to be expended in
respect of the provision of buses. Now, I ask: who
is to receive that money? Is the Minister to tell
the House? Obviously, he does not intend to.

If money is to be expended in the same
deplorable way money has been spent on the
brochure for which $800 was paid to a person who
has no expertise in the provision of rail services at
all, to a man who has been a crony of the
Premier's for years and years, who has been one
of the fat cats on the Government pay-roll during
that peiod-if that is how the $2 million is to be
expended-then as far as the Opposition Is
concerned we want better guarantees than that.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I thought by now the

member for Cottesloc would have had enough but
I will deal with him in a moment. Ho will have
plenty of time to make his speech and I will do
him the courtesy of listening.

However, I will devote some time to what the
member for Cottesloe has to say.

As I was saying, if the money is to be expended
along the same lines as the $800 paid to one of
the Premier's Cronies for the preparation of a
pamphlet-not for the printing of the pamphlet,
not for its distribution, but for the preparation of
the pamphlet-and if that is how we are to judge
the efficiency and the cost effectiveness of the
expenditure of the money, then God knows how
the $2 million will be used. God knows who will
receive the money. The Minister stands
condemned tonight by his own silence; by his

unwillingness to disclose where the money is to
go.

Let us look at the Minister's claim that Mr
Grounds has rubbished different people. This
claim came from a man who said the Daily News
was conducting a vendetta against 'him and the
Government. This statement alleging rubbishing
by Mr Grounds comes from a man who, when he
said that the vendetta was being waged, was
supported by his Premier. This rubbishing comes
from the man who has criticised us roundly, and
who has rubbished Mr McCaskill who has no
claim to any political application. This rubbishing
comes from the same Minister, the same Premier,
and the same party who see fit to attempt to hang
the member for Subiaco out to dry time and time
again. The Minister has the gall to say that Mr
Grounds rubbishes people. What about the
Premier, the leader of the Government, who talks
about subversive groups mysteriously funded and
then fails to name those groups, How honest is
that? The Premier cannot state facts or argue
validly by stating instances and names. He simply
lumps them together and calls them subversive
elements mysteriously funding the FOR. The
Minister also claimed strength by quoting
editorials.

Of course, the Minister did not quote the
articles which have implied that the Premier is
going senile; he ignored them, and no wonder.

There are two fundamental issues involved in
this matter and it is hard to determine which is
most important. Is it the Government's job to
impose and prevail upon people when so clearly
they have indicated that the Government's
direction is not one in which they wish to travel?
That is one of the fundamental questions to be
answered. For the moment it is not the question of
the cost of electrification or the arguments that
are waged'on different sides by the protagonists in
the debate. It is simply this: what Government has
the right to ride roughshod over the opinions so
clearly expressed and so steadily maintained as
the majority opinion in this instance?

Quite obviously the member for Subiaco has
chosen to adopt a certain stance, having regard
for that attitude and expression of opinion. Just as
clearly, the member for Cottesloc has chosen to
adopt the opposite stance. So we see that despite
the fact that this opinion has been expressed so
clearly, the Government continues -not only to
maintain the direction in which it is propelling the
State, but to maintain that direction accompanied
by hysterical and irrational attacks on people
who, to my knowledge-and I have been an
officer in the Labor Party for four years-have no
affiliation whatsoever with the Australian Labor
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Party. 1 am sure the member for Subiaco and
other members of this Chamber who have been
contacted by different people would not maintain
that those people, without exception, are
adherents of the Australian Labor Party, or
supporters of the policy of the party to which I
belong.

This Government in its decline has shown a
much greater unwillingness to listen to
anyone-any person or any organisation-who
disagrees with its opinion. The Premier's
previously unbending attitude is becoming quite
frightening because he is refusing even -to
countenance criticism or the right to express an
opinion.

Sir Charles Court: It has nothing to do with
that, and you know it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let me ask the Premier the
names of the mysteriously funded groups.

Sir Charles Court: That is not the question.
You said I was denying the people the right to
express an opinion. That has never been the case
at all.

Mr B. T. BURKE: If' the implication attached
to the labelling of objectors as belonging to
mysteriously funded groups, without
substantiating those allegations is not a 'sign of
intimidation, what is?

Sir Charles Court: You apparently have not
heard of the radio and television interviews I have
given. I have been through the names of these
particular groups.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am giving the Premier an
opportunity to name them now.

Sir Charles Court: You carry on with your
speech. I am not getting up for your convenience-
I have done it at the appropriate time.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier has again
made his position clear. When invited by the radio
or television interviewers he will reveal
information to which the Parliament shall not be
privy. He said he will tell those people who listen
to the radio and watch television the names of the
mysteriously funded groups, but he will not tell
the Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: I will name them at the
appropriate time. You get on with your speech.
You will not interrogate me across this Chamber
like you try to browbeat others.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We talk about browbeating,
and the man mentioning it is the man who
accuses people of being red.

Sir Charles Court: That is the honourable way
of doing it; you do it in other ways.

Mr Davies: You browbeat the journalists, and
Your own members.

Sir Charles Court: If you do that to someone to
their face, they cannot complain because they
have their redress. You name one.

Mr B.. T. BURKE: It seems the Premier is
attempting to interrogate me.

Sir Charles Court: 1 would not bother about
you.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier interjects and
asks questions. I made a statement and the
Premier said that if he chooses to call people reds,
they have their redress. I ask him to name them.

Sir Charles Court: I am asking you to name
one journalist I have called a red.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier does not deny
that he has used that term in discussions with
people to whom I have referred. It seems to me he
is not prepared to substantiate the admission.

Sir Charles Court: You are all mixed up.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The fundamental point is

that this Government has no right to impose so
determinedly upon the State of Western Australia
a policy which is so unpopular and clearly
unacceptable to the people.

If the Premier wants to continue to impose this
policy he will have a political surprise. He is
already well aware that many of his own members
are starting to worry about the way he is leading
them-he cannot launch such bitter attacks on a
Press which has been traditionally sympathetic
towards him.

Sir Charles Court: You have not been here very
long if you think the Press has been traditionally
sympathetic to our side.

Mr Davies: I feel they have been, and I have
been here for quite a while.

Sir Charles. Court: When you lean on them
they will do nothing. Do not let it surprise you.

Mr B. 1T. BURKE: 1 can only speak from the
wisdom of 32 years, and I worked in several of the
media for some of those years. My experience has
been that the media, in general terms, has been
more than fair to the Liberal Party, the Liberal
Government, or the Liberal Opposition in this
State.

Certainly, I have never before witnessed the
sort of attacks that have been launched by this
Premier and his Ministers with regard to this
matter on any of the media I have been associated
with in all those years. As far as I am concerned,
that includes both the Liberal and Labor leaders,
the lay party members, and the Executive. I have
never previously seen such frenzied and bitter
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attacks as those which the Premier and his
Ministers have launched.

I am sure when the Minister has a chance to
reflect upon some of the things he said about the
Press, he will be ashamed at the words he used.

Sir Charles Court: Do not talk rot. You have
not been here long enough to learn. We have been
through this trauma with the Press previously and
we have no worse rears. It does not worry us all
that much.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Even in the depths or the
heights of the Tresillian affair-whichever way
one likes to view it-it was quite clear the
Premier was not driven to the same sort of
bitterness, and the then Minister did not accuse
the Press of carrying on a vendetta. Certainly, the
horrendous attacks were not in evidence then.

It amazes the Opposition that the Premier
could have lost his grip to the extent that on the
eve of an election he could be antagonising people
on whom he has traditionally leaned.

Sir Charles Court: You are miles out of touch.
I could write a book on the tiauma at the time
when we were banished from the Press for many
months.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I do not think any member
would support the Premier in his contention that
this latest piece of Press antagonism is the last in
a long line-including the banishment for several
months mentioned by the Premier. Certainly that
has not been the case during the last 14 years to
which I can refer with some accuracy.

Sir Charles Court: I am afraid you are out of
touch. You had better go back and check.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I am not trying to buy any

sort of support from the Press as the member for
Cottesloc claims; but, if I were the member for
Cottesloe I would be borrowing money to buy
some support in his electorate. I would not be
misleading people by saying that pamphlets had
been distributed within 500 metres of the railway
line.

I know people in Cottesloc who live many
metres past that limit and who have received
pamphlet after pamphlet from the Government.
So the truth is not being told in that matter. We
have a pamphlet produced by the wilful and
wasteful expenditure of money in the manner I
have previously outlined, and now we are not
being told the truth about its distribution. Not
only that, but let us hear the member for
Cottesloc deny that the Perth branches of the
Liberal Party attended that meeting in the
manner outlined here previously.

Mr O'Connor interjected.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I was not there and I do not

even know, but the interesting-
Mr O'Connor: You do.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The interesting thing is the

member for Cottesloe does not deny the meeting
was organised on the scale to which a previous
speaker referred.

Mr Hassell: You are twisting and lying. You
cannot draw any such conclusion.

Withdra wal of Remark
Mr B. T. BURKE: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr

Blaikie), I do not mind trying to teach the
member for Cottesloe some manners, but I ask
that he withdraw the claim that I was lying.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie): Order!
I ask the member for Cottesloe, under Standing
Order No. 10 1, to withdraw that remark.

Mr HASSELL: I withdraw the statement that
the member for Balcatta was lying.

Debate Resumed
Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you, Mr Acting

Speaker. I repeat that the member for Cottesloe
certainly has not denied that the attendance at the
meeting was organised in that manner. Certainly,
I have heard those people connected with the
Armadale branch of the party to which the
honourable member belongs denying that the
membership from that area was organised in that
way. The member for Cottesloc now has ample
time to tell me it is not true that the Perth
division of the Liberal Party was organised in that
way, but he does not do so.

Mr Hassell: I have already told you I do not
know anything about the Perth division. I will tell
you something about the meeting when I speak. I
will not answer your questions on the issue.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We have the intending
Premier saying he will not be interrogated, either.
My God! They called him Noddy at Law School
because he was always nodding off to sleep.

Mr Hassell: Try to buy yourself some media
support. You will need it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I can assure you, Mr Acting
Speaker (Mr Blaikie), that in the light of the
Government's performance in this matter there is
plenty of media support for sale. I have never in
my life come across the bitterness that has been
evident in the attacks this Government has
launched on the media and I would like to know
whether the member for Cottesloe associates
himself with them. Does he believe the Daily
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News is also carrying out a vendetta? The
member for Cottesloc will not say, but he is
certainly a member olthe political party which
supports the statements made regarding vendettas
and unfairness; certainly he has not had the
courage to take the stand the member for Subiaco
has taken in this matter; and certainly, as
evidenced by the frantic and nervous state in
which he has proceeded in the past few weeks, he
is most concerned at the effect the railway
controversy is having on his political prospects.

The point I was making was that if this
Government continues to apply the yardstick of
cost to the provision of public transport, the logic
is undeniable in the argument that public
transport shall wither on the vine, being reduced
eventually to nothing but the sparsest and barest
of services. As I said previously, members should
not delude themselves that the public transport
system of which this State has rightly been proud
in the past can degenerate into something like
that of which Los Angeles. for example, is
nothing but ashamed and about which visitors to
that city continually complain.

I want to mention one Or two other matters
touching upon the Minister's contribution but
before dealing with them in order 1 would like to
ask the Minister whether he has yet discovered to
whom the $2 million will be paid.

Mr Jamieson: He is still going though his
papers. Give him time.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Will the Minister answer
the question-one of the questions he sought to be
asked-or will he leave unanswered, either
wilfully or through lack of knowledge, an
important point in this debate?

We heard the Minister talking about the
Government's policy in respect of transport within
the metropolitan area and outside the
metropolitan area in the country regions of the
State. What the Minister did not say is that hand
in glove with the Federal Government there has
been the most massive cutback in transport funds
we have witnessed in this country in the last 20
years. I know the Minister for Labour and
Industry will not disagree because he has
complained of the same thing~ himself. So do not
let us kid ourselves that this Government has
embarked upon major new initiatives in the field
of transport. It has not. It has not been able to do
so, and to a large extent it is not the
Government's fault; but it is the Government's
fault that its transport Minister can mislead the
House by saying that unparalleled expenditure
has been incurred.

All of us know to his credit that the Minister
for Labour and Industry has consistently
criticised the Fraser Government for the cutback
in Federal funds devoted to the improvement of
transport, and roads in particular. Yet the
Minister for Transport wants to stand in his place
tonight and say he scored 10 out 10, as though it
is a school period exercise, and knowing full well
there has never been over the past 20 years as
much water in the barrel as there was 20 years
ago. It is a matter about which his colleagues
have complained and the Minister has quite
deliberately misled people by citing examples
which he says add up to a new and imaginative
transport policy and an expenditure of millions of
dollars, thus creating the impression that
expenditure was something not previously
contemplated by former Governments. It has not
been possible to spend that amount of money
because it has not been forthcoming from the
Fraser Government.

Among the other things the Minister said when
criticising the Friends of the Railways and the
Australian Labor Party was that the Australian
Labor Party had the gall to call for another
report, and in the same breath he tried to praise
the report he is commissioning-the seven-day
wonder he will try to foist upon the public of
Western Australia, when it is released tomorrow,
as a sensitive and considered argument. The
Minister cannot have it both ways. Extra reports
are either unnecessary-in which case the one he
has commissioned is also unnecessary-or
necessary-in which case the one we want is as
necessary as the one he has commissioned. It is a
political tactic.

The document was to be completed within 10
days, and we will pay $10 000 for 10 days' work. I
would like to know which company is carrying out
the work, and I would not be surprised if it is W.
W. Mitchell. $ 10 000 is exorbitant for a report
which is finished in 10 days, certainly in the
absence of any explanation from the Minister.

We also have the example of the Minister
taking us back 20 years to 1958 and talking about
the Hawke Government selling railway reserves in
the northern suburbs. He did not tell us about the
work which the former Minister for Works, the
present member for Welsh pool, carried out when
he provided an ideal railway reserve associated
with the freeway through the northern suburbs.
The Minister did not see lit to mention that, did
he? He just wanted to decry, in his haste to
defend himself, the efforts of the Hawke
Government in 1958. If there is any less worthy
defence of a shaky position I have yet to hear it.
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Sir Charles Court: Did not the Hawke
Government cancel a reservation for a line to go
north because it wanted to protect the then
member for Scarborough, or whatever electorate
it was?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Is that not a typical
comment from the Premier, "to protect the then
member for Scarborough or whatever electorate it
was"?

Sir Charles Court: There was a Labor member
in that area and he was dead scared because of
the reservation that had been placed under town
planning, and the Hawke Government lifted it.

Mr Jamieson: It did not fit in with the Hepburn
report at the time. That is why it was cancelled.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Regardless of the snide
interjection or the Premier when he accused the
Hawke Government, it was one of the best
Governments ever to take office in this State.

Mr Hassell: It was in government for such a
long time!

Mr B. T. BURKE: It was in government for six
years, which is longer than the member for
Cottesloe will be in this place. At the same time,
the Hawke Government was responsible for many
great reforms, and the Premier can sit there and
say that with regard to railway reserves it acted
simply to save the political fortunes of the then
member for Scarborough.

The point I am making is if the Minister for
Transport wants to say railway reserves were
cancelled by the Hawke Government in 1958, let
him also say the present member for Welshpool
when he was Minister for Works did much good
work in the provision of reserves which exist today
and which will provide access and space for
railways in the future should any Government
decide they should be constructed. Of course, the
Minister chose not to mention the work done by
the member for Welshpool when he was Minister
for Works.

The fundamental point I want to stress again in
conclusion is this: one of the most. vital aspects of
this controversy is the blatant ignoring by this
Government of the opinion so clearly and vividly
expressed by the vast majority of people in this
State, and if the Minister wants to downgrade the
opinion poll which was carried out by the Daily
News and the expressions of opinion by so many
people and interested groups and by local
authorities which the Labor Party has
ifaditionally had no attachment, let him do so.

At the same time, the manner and
comportment of the Government and individual
members in this matter indicate very clearly that

there are very few members of this House who are
happy with what is happening. I do not believe
any member of the House, happy or not, can
honestly claim that politically the Premier has
done the State any sort of service in promottng
confrontation on the scale that it has been
promoted in this matter.

I support the motion.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [11.27 p.m.]:

Before I deal with some of the issues, I want to
deal briefly with the meeting which took place at
Cottesloc on 'Thursday, the 16th August. and
about which three members of the Opposition
have already -spoken, although none of them was
there. Let mec say how delighted I was and am
that so many of our supporters attended that
meeting. I have no apology whatsoever to make
because they did so. I am delighted they attended
and I thank them for doing so.

Mr Davies: I would go down on my knees and
thank the lord every night that they were there, if
I were you.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the Opposition

interjected that they were there by direction.
Mr Davies: By request perhaps.
Mr HASSELL: If the Leader of the Opposition

imagines that I or the Liberal Party has some
capacity to make people attend a public meeting
on a cold winter night and express their opinion in
support of the Government if they do not share
that opinion, he has a remarkable view of the
powers of the Government over our supporters. I
can assure him whatever may happen in the ALP,
the Liberal Party does not have that power over
its supporters.

I will also mention very briefly what happened
at that meeting, for the benefit and enlightenment
of those who were not present, especially the three
Opposition speakers who have told us what
happened.

Mr Davies: Was it a biased Press?
Mr HASSELL: The meeting lasted two hours.

It commenced on time at 8.00 p.m. The four
invited speakers each spoke within his time limit,
and those speeches lasted until approximately
8.50 p.m. Not one of those speakers was denied
the opportunity to have his say, and of course two
of the speakers were Mr Grounds, the endorsed
ALP candidate for Cottesloe, and Mr McCaskill,
the ex-railway employee.

At 8.50 p.m. there commenced a session of
questions which concluded at 9.50 p.m. During
that period, no person was denied the opportunity
to put his question and no person on the panel was
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denied the opportunity to answer a question put to
him.

The only point at which the meeting became
marginally excessively rowdy was when the Labor
member for Fremantle, who was so apoplectic
that he could hardly speak. pushed his way
through the crowd from the back of the hall.
jumped up on the stage, seized the microphone
and proceeded on behalf of his band of supporters
who were buried in the back to move an
amendment to the resolution which had been
moved.

At that point, it became too much for the
meeting to take, especially as the member for
Fremantle moved an amendment which was not
relevant to anything which had been debated and
which brought up arguments relating to
aeroplanes in Canberra!

It also has been suggested the meeting was
some sort of innocent venture on the part of the
FOR, attempting to let people discuss the matter
in an open way. Let me make it clear that the
first public knowledge of that meeting was in The
Sunday Times of the 30th July and The West
Australian of the 31st July. In both of those
reports, contrary again to what the Leader of the
Opposition said, it described the meetings
between the joint railway unions executive and
the Friends of the Railways in which they had
decided to protest and work together to thwart the
Government's decision. The reports said. "There
will be action and there will be protett meetings
in Cotltesloe on the 16th August and a rally on the
l8th August".

Mr Davies: Quite right. In the end, they did
come together. I mentioned that, but you did not
listen.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, but the Leader of the
Opposition said they did not work together, there
was considerable disagreement and that the FOR
was independent.

Mr Davies: They were, up to that point.
Mr HASSELL: I am talking about a meeting

which the Leader of the Opposition spoke about
but which he did not attend. The first public
indication of that meeting was that it was to be a
protest rally in Cottesloe-not a public meeting or
a discussion, but a protest rally. The Leader of
the Opposition went on from there trying to make
out there were no political implications. We then
had the situation where the FOR was working in
conjunction with the joint railway unions
executive. Advertisements for the meeting stated
as follows, "The railway-what are the
implications for the Cottesloe electorate?" What
was the significance of the Cottesloc electorate

unless it was a political meeting? Why on earth
would they be holding a meeting about the
railway, purely and simply, unless they wanted to
make it political by referring it to a particular
electorate?

Does the Leader of the Opposition not think
there was some relevance in the fact the FOR
were working in conjunction with the joint
railway unions executive and with the ALP and
its endorsed candidate for Cottesloe, giving him
every plug possible, and that they were using
Cottesloe as yet another area to have another
slam at the Government? How terribly
disappointed the supporters of the Leader of the
Opposition were when they were outnumbered by
Government supporters. This made the Leader of
the Opposition and other people terribly angry.

No-one at any stage has suggested the FOR
rally which was headed by the ALP two days
later on the Saturday was stacked. I do not
suggest that. The fact that the meeting was filled
with ALP supporters and FOR supporters was
due to the efforts of the FOR and the ALP to get
them there. The total inconsistency of attitude on
this whole issue staggers me.

We then have the issue of the attacks on what I
am supposed to have said to the media. I do not
intend to go over that matter once again; it has
been made perfectly clear. Certainly the
journalists know what occurred. However, I do
note that the Daily News utterly failed to report
the meeting on Thursday. the l6th August. in its
edition of Friday. the 17th August.

Mr Davies: What is significant about that?
Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the Opposition

knows what is significant.
I wish to deal with one other matter very

briefly, and that is the issue of Channel 9. I want
to put on record that it was on Friday. the 17th
August-the day after the meeting in
Cottesloe-that I was contacted by Channel 9.
They telephoned mxe and left a message. I
rang them back and was asked by one of the
editorial staff to appear on the panel the following
Thursday. When I was interviewed by their
reporter on the following Monday I asked him
whether he had finalised the details for Thursday,
and he said, "Not yet. You will be telephoned
later in the day."

On the Thursday I telephoned Channel 9 to ask
what was happening. At the time, I had received
some intimation from the Minister that the plans
seemed to have changed. After speaking to three
people and finally to Willesee himself, I was told
there was never any plan for me to be on the
panel. That, of course, was a blatant untruth.
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However. I did not mind about that; I never
sought to be on the panel: I merely accepted an
invitation from Channel 9 to appear. I would have
thought somebody from that channel would have
had the common courtesy and decency to
telephone me and apologise for what had occurred
instead or trying to make out-as they have
through their spokesman in this place-that it
was a misunderstanding, or some improper
political influence was being brought to bear. No
such thing occurred.

1 now refer to the issue of the railway itself.
because in a very long speech by the Leader of the
Opposition, those issues were never mentioned.
What we heard was a very laborious recitation of
hours, dates and events;, we heard nothing to do
with the decision, or why it was made.

I make it clear I support the Government's
decision in relation to the Perth-Fremantle
railway because I believe it is right, and for no
other -reason. I say that without any hesitation
because I have examined the material and I have
dealt with the issues ever since it arose.

It was apparent to me that the issue of the
West Coast Highway-which ] .have dealt with
continuously since becoming the endorsed
candidate for Cottesole in 1976-and the railways
were tied in together and could not be separated.
When the Government made its decision that it
would not act on the recommendations of the
Scott-Furphy consultants who were appointed by
the Labor Government to inquire into S ervetus
Street, it made a commitment that it would not be
involved in large-scale resumptions; that it would
not put a highway down -Marine Parade,
Cottesloe and thereby destroy the beachfront; and
that it would not put a-major road down Marmion
Street and thereby further denigrate the suburb
of Cottesloc by dividing it by another road.

The question then arose, "Where and how
would the traffic be dealt with?" All eyes turned
to the railway reserve and the question of how
that reserve might be used arose.

In every decision such as that which has been
made about the railway there must be a conflict
of interests, needs, and demands and the great
difficulty is to weigh up those conflicting and
differing aspects or the matter. In this case, the
Government has acted on advice provided in
several reports over a number or years and given
by its own professional advisers within the
department.

The fact is-and it is a very simple fact when
everything else is stripped away-that the
retention of the Perth-Fremantle passenger rail
service cannot be justified on the basis or any
V76

reasonable test. It cannot be justified on the
grounds of patronage. This surely. must be the
key, because if the patronage of the Perth-
Fremantle passenger rail service had been or was
reasonable in its level, no question of the closure
of the line or the withdrawal of the service would
ever have arisen. This seems to be so simple and
clear that it amazes me that people continue on as
if it were not important.

The fact is that in 1971-72, the estimated
average number of weekday passenger trips was
11 300. however, by 1977-78 patronage showed a
steady decline to average only 8 600 passenger
irips. During that period, the cost of running the
railway continued to rise. In addition, the decline
in patronage on that line was greater than that
experienced on the Midfland and Armadale lines.
The figures for 1977-78 indicate that the number
of passenger trips is lower on the Perth-Fremantle
line than the number on the Midland and
Armada Ic lines, and during that Period the cast
escalation has been enormous.

Mr T. H. Jones: What about the old units
which have been allowed to run down? What has
the Government done to attract patronage?

Mr HASSELL: I put to the member for Collie
the proposition that no reasonable person invests
money in a business or a Government enterprise
unless there is some prospect of a reasonable
return.

Mr T. H. Jones: But you are not providing a
service. If you own a hotel and you want to
increase your clientele you improve the service
you provide.

Mr HASSELL: I take the point made by the
member for Collie. The Government
acknowledges its responsibility to provide an
adequate public transport service; that issue has
never been in dispute. The question is the form
that service will take. The member for Collie is
obsessed with railways and trains. He does not
believe the service can be provided in any way
other than by trains. His obsession with trains is
the key to the whole debate which has gone on in
public and in this place.. Members opposite and
others have a narrow vision fixed on trains, as
though trains were the only form of service.

Mr T. H. Jones: What about the fuel problems
of the future?

Mr KASSELL: If the member for Collie will
give me a couple of minutes I will come to that
point; I cannot keep jumping all over the place,

Let us keep to the economic issues, because this
is where choices must be made about taxpayers'
money-between wasting money on this railway
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service and building schools, and providing day
care centres and other facilities in the community.

Mr T. H. Jones: What about the $80 million
you lost on power-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr T. I-. Jones: -through the stupidity of

Liberal Government policy?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr T. H. Jones: Doesn't that matter, too'!
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Collie

will cease interjecting, particularly when I call on
him to do so.

Mr H-ASSELL: The economic argument in
relation to the Perth-Fremantle railway is
summed up by two very simple figures which
ought to be understood by everybody here;
namely, every time a passenger catches a bus it
costs the State the fare plus 27c: and every time a
passenger catches a train it costs the State the
fare plus $1.14.

Surely to goodness in acknowleding its
obligations to provide a public transport system,
in fulfilling its, obligations and spending $28
million to support the system. the Government is
entitled to choose the lower east.

Mr Mclver: You are talking rubbish.
Mr HASSELL: We come to the next test of

comparison, the test of service-the so called
incomparable service of trains. There has been a
great deal of talk about disabled people and I hate
to see them being used up by Opposition members
in this debate. There has been a great deal of talk
about mothers with prams. There has been a great
deal of talk about how good it is for these people
to use trains. The fact is that getting onto a
railway station is a great deal harder than getting
to a bus stop. When one catches a train in one
direction from a platform and then returns to that
platform from the other direction one could be
forgetting that one is back on the other side of the
line.

Mr Jamieson: An amazing deduction!
Mr HASSELL: The disabled people and the

mothers with prams. for whom the Opposition is
supposedly so concerned, have either to get down
off the platform and cross the lines to get to the
platform on the other side, which is some three
feet in height, or they have to walk up steps.
across a bridge, and then down the other side.
Members opposite should not talk poppycock
about the incomparable accessability of trains.
That is one of the weakest arguments that could
be put forward in relation to these incomparable
services and the idea that there is no way in the
world that trains could be replaced by buses.

Whatever dedicated commitment or obsession the
Opposition may have about train services, there is
no way it could eliminate, with any amount of
expenditure, the over 1 400 kilometres in
unduplicated bus routes which service the rest of
the metropolitan area.

This opposition has to be seen for what it is. It
takes a very narrow look at onec service and it
overlooks the whole context of urban public
transport. Urban public transport is being
provided by the MUT by means of buses, trains,
ferries, and in the future by new developments
and new technologies. These services will come
when the population is there to justify them.

Mr T. H. Jones: What will they be?
Mr HASSELL: I cannot tell the member for

Collie what the new technologies will be that are
adopted in Perth. I cannot foresee the events of
the future. I am saying that at a future time when
the population and the economics of the matter
are justified, there will be new technologies
applied in Perth in the a'rea of public transport, as
has occurred in other fields. It will require a new
need to arise. Services cannot be provided in
anticipation of what might happen. They have to
be provided in the context of the realities of
today; in the real possibilities of the future. and
not expectations.

Mr Jamieson: You should have seen the
services the Premier provided in the north in
expectation.

Mr HASSELL: I come to the next test by
which the Perth-Fremantle passenger service fails;
namely, fuel economy. We have had great things
put forward by the FOR in respect of
electrification. I notice that the Opposition is now
moving well away from that issue. Tonight we
have heard the Opposition talking about the fact
that electrification is not the issue-how much I
agree with that. The FOR group based much of
their ease on the merits of electrification. If the
Opposition now agrees with the Government that
electrification is not the issue at all and never was,
it is striking at the very heart of the FOR ease in
relation to this issue. They based their whole
argument on fuel shortage and electrification. The
Opposition speakers tonight have said that
electrification is not a realistic proposition.

Mr Mfclver: At present.
Mr HASSELL: That is what the Government

has always said.
Mr Mclver: Before the last election you were

going to electrify everything.
Mr HASSELL: Since the Government made its

announcement on the 16th January it has not
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changed from the view that electrification is not
realistic at the present time. It has taken almost
nine months for the Opposition finally to agree.
The Opposition finally agrees because it has been
run to earth. It has completely cut away the case
made out by the FOR.

Mr Mclver: I wish I had been at your meeting
in Cottesloe.

Mr HASSELL: The member might have learnt
something. The fuel economy issue was raised by
the FOR in the context of electrification because
of the supposed shortage of fuel, which no-one
can realistically foresee in terms of public
transport. The amount or fuel used by the urban
public transport system in Western Australia is a
minute percentage of all the fuel that is used.

Mr T. H. Jones: What is the forecast for 1985?
Mr HASSELL: Electrification would not save

a significant amount of fuel, especially when it is
taken into account that electrification will require
fuel of some sort to provide the electricity. What
sent the FOR up the wall at the Cottesloc
meeting was the fact that I suggested that if they
wanted electricity they would eventually have to
go along with the idea of nuclear power to provide
the electricity. That nearly sent them around the
bend, because they all belong to the same group
of people; they are all anti-wood chipping and
anti-nuclear power.

Mr T. H. Jones: Why do you say that?
Mr HASSELL: Nuclear power will be

necessary in the time it is projected for all our
power needs.

Mr T. H. Jones: What date?
Mr HASSELL: I do not project any particular

date.
Mr T. HI. Jones: You have not done your

homework; you say nuclear power is necessary but
you cannot say when.

Mr HASSELL: On the test or fuel economy,
the Perth-Fremantle passenger rail service again
cannot be justified, because the buses which will
replace that service will use half the fuel and
provide a more frequent service.

Mr Mclver: Where do you get the figure or
half? What rot!

Mr HASSELL: I repeat: Half the fuel will be
used per annum. The Iinc buses carrying the same
number of people will use approximately half the
fuel that the trains presently use. The new buses
are convertible to the use or gas.

Mr Mclver: Prove it.
Mr HASSELL: Does the member dispute the

fact that the linc buses are convertible to gas?

Mr Mclver: No. Can the member remember
the gas producers which were running on LP gas?

Mr HASSELL: They were coal gas burners on
the backs of cars.

I come to the next test of the Perth-Fremantle
passenger rail service, which is the realistic
planning for future possibilities. The use of the
rail reserve closes off no option and leaves open
every option for the future. The rail lines
themselves will be there at least until 1982. Better
than that, the Government has undertaken that it
will have a look at the matter during the
intervening time to see whether anything new
comes up which shows that the present indications
might be wrong. In that period absolutely no
option is removed. In that period the people
involved along the corridor-the local authorities
and the general public-will have their say on
what happens to the railway reserves.

Mr T. H. Jones: Will you listen to them?
Mr HASSELL: Again I will explain something

about the process, because it involves the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority, which
is an independent statutory body; it is not under
the direction of the Minister or the Government.
That has been made clear on occasions, because
that authority does not always come up with a
decision the Government wants.

The authority has already started the process of
consultation with the local authorities along the
way to see what they think ought to be done with
the railway reserves. When eventually a plan is
formulated in co-operation with those local
authorities, it will be necessary to put that plan in
the form of a proposal to amend the metropolitan
region planning scheme. That proposed
amendment %Would then have to be open to public
comment-not only public opposition, but also
public comment. The MRPA must then consider
that comment before a final decision is made.

Mr T. H. Jones interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Is the member having a go at

the MRPA; is he saying it does not take notice?-
The member for Collie is sniggering at the
proposition that the MRPA will have to take
account of public views. Does he accept it will
have to do so?

Mr T. H. Jones: Who makes the final
determination to close the railways?

Mr HASSELL: We are talking about what
happens to the Perth-Fremantle railway reserve
land.

Mr T. H. Jones: Who makes the final
determination?
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Mr HASSELL: In the ultimate it is made by
the electorate-something that the member's
party does not understand. The process then
culminates in the promulgation by the MRPA of
an amendment to the scheme and that
amendment has to lie on the Table of the House
for a period of 12 or 14 days without challenge
and without being disallowed.

If we look at this matter realistically we cannot
say that the Perth-Fremandle passenger service Is
such a key and vital issue in what occurs in that
area. What is ignored in this whole argument,
apart from the fact that the issue is looked at only
as a railway issue rather than an urban public
transport issue, are the realities from which the
Opposition could not escape if it were in
government and which we cannot escape as the
Government.

Those realities are that the traffic is going to
flow through the Cottesloc electorate which takes
in North Fremantle right up to Claremont and
Mt. Claremont. The traffic will flow through the
area regardless. There is no way any Government
can prevent it from doing so.

There is no way any Government member can
suddenly stand at the bridge in Fremantle and
say. "No more traffic, because this is a narrow
corridor. You are ruining the residential areas of
Cottesloc, Mosman Park. Peppermint Grove,
Swanbourne. and Claremont." Thai is a reality
which has to be faced. That volume of traffic is
there now; it is growing and will continue to grow.
Retaining the rail service will not stop it growing,
because it is there and it will continue to be there.

It is a reality also that Cottesloc is in the
unfortunate position of providing the principal
metropolitan beaches;, therefore, in the summer
months not only does it have to bear the brunt of
the continual north-south traffic to and from the
port, but it also has to bear the brunt of the many
thousands of people who travel every day through
that area to the beaches.

Those realities will remain with us whatever
decision is madd about the railway line. It does
not matter whether or not the line is electrified;
the realities remain.

The third reality is that the Cottesloe corridor
is a narrow one, because it is hemmed in by the
ocean on the west and the river on the east. That
geographical reality means it is subject to the
impact of the traffic flow more than other areas.

With those three realities in mind, how can
members opposite blithely attack a decision which
provides an opportunity for the people in that area
to consider how the problems might be alleviated.
and to consider also, how they might use the

railway reserve to get away from the impact of
the inevitable traffic flow on the suburbs of
Cottesloe, Claremont, Nedlands, Swanbourne,
and Mt. Claremont?

Members opposite want to say, "Keep the
railway. Forget every other factor. Forget about
the traffic which tonight is thundering along
Curtin Avenue. Forget about the oil tankers
which lumber along the streets." Members
apposite want to forget all about that, because
they want to keep the railway. The fact that that
reserve might be developed in such a way as to
provide relief to the people who live in the area,
and will1 ensure there is never a risk of Marmion
Street or Marine Parade becoming main
highways, is cast aside by the Opposition in its
determination to keep the railway at all costs.

I want to turn to another reality and this is one
which the FOR has not faced up to. I am
referring to the issue of public preference. The
public has voted over a long period of time for the
use of the private motorcar, because they prefer
it. We did not create roads so that motorcars
could travel along them. The cars came and then
the roads were built. The FOR is trying to put it
the wrong way around. It is trying to say there is
a conspiracy between the Government and the
international oil companies to provide more and
more roads for more and more cars. The fact of
the matter is that the roads exist because of the
public preference and pressure expressed through
Parliaments and Governments in this State and in
Canberra for many years. That preference will
continue and nothing members opposite do will
change it.

If. as has happened in the last 18 months, the
price of petrol doubles, the public pressure to
which I have just referred will still exist. If
members look at the figures, they will see that in
nearly every European country the price of petrol
is double the price we pay here, but there is no
significant diminution in the use of the private
motor vehicle or in its ownership or sale.

Mr Mckver: What about the rail service in
those countries?

Mr HASSELL: Those facts cannot be avoided.
It cannot be ignored that the FOR has chosen to
adopt an anti-car stance. The FOR is not only
criticising the decision to close the railways, but it
is criticising also the fact that the Government is
niot trying to force people to Use public transport
against their will. The FOR wants the
Government to implement policies to slow down
and make traffic movement uncomfortable. It
wants the Government to ensure parking is not
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available as a result of which people will use its
beloved railway system.

Mr Clarko: It is on shaky ground.
Mr H-ASSELL: In addition to that, the FOR

has the gall to suggest the Government is ignoring
public opinion, but at the same time it wants to
impose on the whole of the Perth-Fremuntle
corridor a density of development which is totally
unacceptable. People live in those areas because
the density of development is low and the area is
spread-out.

Mr Jamieson: Are you referring to Mosman
Park?! That is the densest urea in the State.

Mr Cla rko: Just one little spot.
Mr H-ASSELL: A small section of Mosman

Park is developed densely, but a larger section is
not and will not become so, because the local
authority will not permit it.

I ask members opposite to look at the reality or
the situation which is that people in those areas
are not only not prepared to accept a greater
density or development, but they are also actively
moving towards a lower density.

The Town of Claremont is under active
pressure to remove the density of its zonings. The
rormer Minister for Local Government, now the
Minister for Transport, knows only too well the
strength of those pressures. because he wanted to
see a significant increase in density of
development there and he could not have it.

Before concluding. I want to refer to one other
matter, because I believe it is important. In the
course of the last few days certain difficulties
have been brought to my notice in relation to the
proposed route of the No. 72 bus. Particular
reference has been made to the fact that this bus
will not now travel up Eric Street and along
Stirling Highway to the city. When I investigated
the matter to ascertain the reasons some people
were complaining-and very few people are
involved: nevertheless their needs in relation to
public transport arc important and are
recognisd-the answer came back very clearly.
The original plan was to carry the new line buses
along the edge of the railw~y and. over a Bailey
bridge at Claremont. They would then move
alongside the railway line to service the people
presently being served by the passenger rail
service.

As a result of the black bans imposed by the
joint railway unions, the Bailey bridge cannot be
constructed. This means the route of the No. 72
bus has been altered with the direct result that a
degree of hardship will be experienced by a
number of people who live in the area. I refer

particularly to the people who live in the Westlca
SH-C old people's units who will be
inconvenienced when they wish to board a bus to
travel to the shops or beach.

I appeal sincerely tonight to the railway unions
to reconsider their black ban, because they are
achieving nothing. The result of their decision will
be the hardship caused to the people who are
affected by it. The Government has not been able
to carry out its proposals and people who rely on
public transport will suffer. The MTT would
dearly love to serve these people. I make that
appeal. because the railway unions have accepted
the reality of the decision, and most people in the
area now accept that reality also.

Those people are looking to the service they will
have i n the fu ture. I n 99 per centI of t he cases. t he
service they will have will be better than that
which they have had in the past. The cost to the
taxpayer will be less, and waste will be reduced.

Another simple figure makes a lot of sense in
this argument---every working person-very
earner of income-in the metropolitan area is
currently subsidising the rail services to the tune
of approximately $1 a fortnight. Out of every
man's fortnightly pay packet a dollar goes down
the drain to provide services which can be
provided for a significantly lower sum of money, a
service as good as or better than the one already
provided. Only irresponsibility can be seen in the
complete ignoring of that fact-and the other
facts which I have quoted and which are clear to
see-and the pursuing of the provision of this
service simply because it is a rail service. The rail
service has not attracted passenger support, and
that is the crux of the matter. If the people would
use the service, it would stay and the issue of
closure would never have arisen. I oppose the
motion.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [12.12 am.]: We
have sat here for a considerable number of hours
listening to the debate and, as usual. I fancy that
what has been said has not achieved very much.
We have listened with interest but we have not
learnt a great deal.

When speaking the Minister commented on the
lack of public interest in this matter. I-Ic
mentioned the galleries were empty. I think the
people who stayed away have lost nothing. Those
who have stayed in the galleries are stalwarts.

This issue is of great interest to the people of
Perth, particularly those living along the route of
the railway. I believe its imrplications are broader
than just the dismantling of the passenger rail
service generally. Although I represent a country
constituency, I am naturally interested in what
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goes on in the city. We observed the removal of
the Albany passenger service, and at that time we
wondered how long it would be before the
Australind and/or the Prospector services would
be axed.

We question the wisdom of a policy of
dismantling passenger rail services, particularly at
this stage of the world's development. I refer
especially to The fuel crisis which, whether or not
we like it, we do have. The crisis is not only in the
immediate supply, or the continuation of the
supply, but also in the matter of price. The price
of fuel will have a tremendous impact on the
economy in more ways than one. People in this
State, and throughout Australia, have not yet
come to terms with the increasing price which
must inevitably lead-unless Something happens
which I cannot foresee-to a lowering of the
standard of living.

I do not think we can increase productivity to
meet the increase which will occur in the cost of
fuel, even if it is available in the long term. For
that reason we should perhaps pause for a while
in the development of our transport system in
order to see what is to happen. For that reason it
is rather dangerous to continue with a policy of
dismantling the rail passenger services.

The booklet put out by the Friends of the
Railways mentions a statement by Mr O'Connor
who, no doubt, was Minister for Transport at the
time. The booklet states that in The West
Australian of the 13th January, 1977, the
Minister said the railways would stay. He said the
State Government had every intention of
upgrading the suburban railway system, and he
also said the Premier had given an unequivocal
assurance that would be the ease. He denied the
claim that the suburban railway network had
been deliberately allowed to deteriorate, but he
agreed that the Westrail resources were limited.
That was in 1977.

Here we are in 1979 with the threat of a major
fuel crisis.

Mr O'Connor: That is not correct-not in
1977. You have taken the remarks out of context.
You should read all of what I said.

Mr STEPHENS: I indicated that I quoted
from the booklet put out by the FOR. It is dated
1977. I have quoted the source, and the Minister
can deny the statement if he wishes. I am quoting
the remarks in good faith.

Mr Clarko: They should call him. "Shaky"
Grounds.

Mr STEPHENS: The member can say what he
likes.

The Government claims that the people
supporting the FOR have arrived at their decision
on this matter while not being fully informed. The
Government is spending a considerable sum of
money on the production of pamphlets in an
attempt to in~corm the public of what is going on. I
believe the public could be informed in a slightly
different manner and, at the same time, we could
broaden the approach or this motion.

Amendment to Mfotion
Mr STEPHENS: I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "should"
with a view to inserting the following
words-

appoint an all party committee to
investigate and report to Parliament on
all aspects of passenger rail services in
Western Australia.

If this amendment is agreed to. and an all-party
committee is set up, we will be able to involve the
public. Perhaps a number of members could get
involved in an attempt to ascertain from the many
arguments which have been bandied around who
is right and who is wrong.

Another reason I feel a motion of this nature
should be supported by the Government is that it
might defuse the situation which currently exists.
An all-party committee was set up to defuse the
position which existed when the Government
erroneously decided to force fishermen on the
south coast to sell all their catches to one canning
company.

We have had another situation where the public
is very concerned and upset. Perhaps an all-party
committee might help to alleviate the
Government's embarrassment in the current
controversy.

Coming back to the Albany service-which is
of particular importance to me because it
travelled some 80 miles through the area I
represent-I believe that on that occasion the
decision was made to discontinue the service and
the Government tried to establish facts to justify
its decision. I asked questions regarding the profit
or loss of the bus service and the train between
Albany and Perth over a period of three years. On
that occasion the Minister indicated that those
facts and figures were not available because of the
existence of so many common costs in the railway
system. It was quite impracticable to record facts
for individual services and, therefore, the figures
were not available.

It was not long afterwards that the service was
discontinued because it was losing X thousand
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dollars. I subsequently asked the Minister how he
could ascertain the losses on the rail services when
I was previously told the figures were not kept. I
was then informed it was a once-only exercise,
and the Government came up with the figures
which no doubt suited its purpose. I believe
nothing was done by Westrail to encourage use of
the service. The member for Cottesloe spoke
earlier about patronage. I am also speaking about
patronage and the fact that no effort whatsoever
was made to encourage people to use that train.
In fact, it was allowed to run down and
deteriorate to the point where if anything people
were discouraged from using it.

Notwithstanding that, the number of
passengers using the service was increasing over
the years. and although there were only six
services a week as compared with about 20
services on the bug, there was a greater
percentage increase on the rail passenger service
than on the buses. I therefore believe with some
encouragement and improvement in that train
service every opportunity existed to increase
patronage. The same applies to the suburban
services.

I was recently speaking to a farmer friend who
had returned from a month's holiday in Sweden.
He mentioned that with the appointment of a new
commissioner or equivalent, fares on the Swedish
passenger trains had been reduced by 50-per cent.
and immediately the trains were overcrowded and
a problem was experienced in accommodating the
passengers. I am~ not sure the passenger train
service returned to a profit situation but it
certainly reduced its losses to a considerable
extent.

Patronage could be encouraged in many ways
on these services if it were so desired. However, as
I said earlier. I sometimes think a decision i s
made and the Government chases around to
obtain facts and figures to support its decision. I
am not yet sure that is not the case in connecti.on
with the closing of this railway line. At the same
time, I think the passenger services in the State as
a whole should also be considered. It is for that
reason I have moved my amendment and I trust it
will receive the support of the Government.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [112.23 a.m.j1: At another time in this
same place we would be delighted to support a
motion similarly phrased: but we are not
discussing all railway passenger services at this
time, we are discussing the Perth-Fremantle
passenger railway service and we want the House
to express tonight its opinion on that very service.

The Opposition has repeatedly said it is in
favour of parliamentary committees, and I believe
the- appointment of such a committee would
provide an excellent opportunity for the
Parliament to express itself on all aspects of
passenger rail services, despite the fact that the
Minister has told us some work is being done in
various forms. I do not know that it has yet been
properly collated, but I would certainly not be
opposed to the Parliament appointing a
committee on another occasion.

I believe the National Party is using this debate
to accomplish something which it thinks might
receive the support of the Labor Party.

Mr Stephens: You have been telling us you are
interested in country people.

Mr DAVIES: There is nothing to prevent the
National Party moving such a motion at another
time, and I can guarantee that the Opposition will
support it. But the question under discussion
tonight is the Perth-Fremantle railway. It is under
discussion even at this late hour because I believe
there is an urgency about it. I have already
pointed out that I regret the Government would
not allow the matter to be discussed last week, but
because we want the Parliament to express an
opinion on that one subject before we go home
tonight, I want to confine the debate to that one
subject and, for that very reason, on this occasion
to vote against what is proposed.

However, I give the National Party an
assurance that if it wants to move in this way on
another occasion it will have the wholehearted
support of the Opposition.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [12.26 a.m.J: I was
hoping the Government would state its position. I
was disappointed to hear the Opposition say it is
not prepared to support the amendment. We will
certainly take up its offer at a future stage.

The amendment relates to the fact that there
should be an all-party committee to inquire into
all passenger rail services in Western Australia.
In our vi ew, there is no question about that. A
precedent was set only recently, giving an
example of the value of an all-party committee. I
refer to the South Coastal Fisheries Study. A
decision was made, a committee was set up.
recommendations were made, and from those
recommendations we saw legislation enacted to
correct some of the ills of the south coast fishing
industry, although it certainly did not do anything
to alleviate the original problem relating to the
south coast.

This is a similar situation, where the Opposition
is, relating to a specific problem: namely, the
closure of the Fremantle-Perth railway line. We
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want an all-party committee to inquire into the
problems relating to all rail passenger
services--or perhaps the lack of those
services-in the State of Western Australia.

We also have some criticism of the
Government's decision, which is based purely on
economic grounds. The Government has based
other decisions on economic grounds which have
in later years proved to be totally wrong. Perhaps
the best example was the Government's
decision-ironically, related to fuel-to convert
the Kwinana Power Station to oil firing, purely
and simply because Collie coal was rather
difficult to obtain as a result of union issues.

Mr T. H. Jones: Come on!
Mr COWAN: The decision proved to be wrong.

Similarly, we have here a situation where the
impact of rising fuel costs has not yet been felt. I
would say the Government is very premature in
its decision to close the passenger service and
ultimately pull up the railway line, purely and
simply because it wants more space to put a road
through Cottesloe in that very narrow corridor
between the Swan River and the coast. We see it
as being a very premature decision indeed,.and we
hope that even if the Opposition cannot support
our amendment members of the Government can.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Stephens

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
MrGrayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr T. H. Jones

and a division taken with the

Ayes 2
Mr Cowan

(Teller)
Noes 40

Mr Laurance
Mr Macl~innon
Mr Mclver
Mr Mensairos
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams
Mr Wilson
Mr Young
Mr Batema*
Mr Shalders* *Tel les)

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [ 12.33 am.]: I

would like to say a rew words on the motion. I
listened with interest to the fairy story told by the

member foT Cottesloc tonight. He lost many facts
in trying to put forward what he referred to as
facts. The point is we are at a transitory stage in
that we do not know where we are going in regard
to transport. If ever there were a time that a
Government should leave something alone until it
sees how the situation settles down it is the
present. Possibly we do not need more reports. I
have studied the Perth Regional Transport Study
of 1970 ad nauseam and it is of interest because it
contains certain points indicating that the
Government's present action could be quite
wrong.

Mr Laurance: Was it the basis of your 1973
Bill?

Mr JAMIESON: I am not worried about what
we did in the past or what we will do in the
future. If the honourable member had been here
the other night he would have heard my
amplification of the change of policy of both the
Government and the Opposition. We are in a
transitory situation; I would hope that the
member for Gascoyne knows that. If he does not
know it he is a fool-probably he is a fool
anyway.

In the Perth Regional Transport Study the
author referred to the period after 1989. He
indicated then that because of the complexity of
predicting the size, the form, and the nature of
Perth in 20 years time, it was difficult to be
precise as to the transport systems that would
become necessary after that time. He said that for
this reason it was essential the recommended plan
contain as much flexibility as possible for the
eventual upgrading of the road and public
transport systems.

This is contained on page X-24 of the report.
He concluded with two paragraphs dealing with
development in the period after 1989. He said-

With regard to the public transport
system, it is important to keep open the
option of upgrading the busway system, both
along railway reserves and freeways into
some form of mass rapid transit. The most
likely term development at the moment
would appear to be a high speed computer
controlled, electric railway similar to that
under -construction in San Francisco. It is
possible, of course, that-other more desirable
systems may be developed during the next 20
years.

Such a system would provide a better
service for the long journeys to work in the
city centre. These journeys will increase in
number with the growth of the region. The
improved transit system would also allow the
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continued expansion of employment in the
city centre beyond the point where the city
street system becomes intolerably congested
during peak hours.

Of course, the member for Cottesloe forgot all
about the congestion of the city and the
mechanics of providing another echelon of
transport. He seemed to be making out the case
that everyone ought to be able to drive a car to
the city. Nothing could be more ridiculous than
that suggestion.

Back in 1970 Mr Nielsen was recommending
busways. Incidentally, this report was issued at
the end of the Brand Government's term of office
and the foreword in the report is signed by the
then Minister for Transport (Mr R. J. O'Connor)
on the 1st January. 1971.

No action was taken on the report, and 1
cannot blame the Government for that because an
election was pending. When we took office we
found the report, and subsequently we introduced
in this House the legislation which seems to be
worrying the member for Gascoyne.

We did not want to accept the original report
which recommended the closing down of all
railway lines and the substitution of busways, so
we immediately proceeded to hold discussions
with the author of the report. He told us that
financial constraints were placed an *him 'in
bringing down the report. but he seemed to have
conveniently forgotten that fact when he
discussed his report recently with reporters or the
Sunday Independent. He seemed to have
forgotten also the section of the report I have just
referred to, as well as the fact that half of the 20-
year period to 1989 has now elapsed. He seemed
to think that by 1989 we would need some other
mode of transportation.

The matter was then referred to a study group
headed by the Director General of Transport. In
his report he indicated he had received a brief
from the steering committee guided by the
Cabinet subcommittee and that he was to carry
out a study of the following alternatives-

* (a) Retain the existing suburban railway
line but divert.the through-city section
from its present location in the centre of
the C.B.D. to the median of the North
Leg of the Inner Ring Freeway. Provide
transport links from a new city railway
station (or stations) to the centre of the
commercial area.

(b) Leave the central station where is is but
lower it in order to allow landscaping of
the area and to remove the barrier to the
northward expansion of the City.

On the same page, the report states-
It was evident that in order to attract

patronage a higher level of service would
need to be provided and that this could only
be achieved by electrification or the suburban
passenger system. Since it has been estimated
that the cost of electrification of the present
system would be justified by lower operating
costs at double the present level of service,
the adoption oF a fast modern ised electric rail
service was assumed for the purpose of this
study.

The study was eventually concluded and the
report presented about March-April. 1972. The
study recommended that the Fremantle line be
closed at that stage and that the other two lines
be electrified. This recommendation received
some degree of support from the Cabinet of the
day. It was a big improvement on the previous
suggestion. Legislation was prepared to carry out
the recommendation, subject to further
consideration regarding undergrounding a section
or loop of line in the city centre.

We got into all sorts of stupid arguments with
the present Minister for Transport and the former
Minister for Transport. They wanted to argue not
about the principle but about such things as
whether the radiuses shown on the map I brought
into the Chamber could be negotiated by a transit
system. Of course, the whole thing was schematic;
we were not expecting to install it and have trains
running on it the next day. We were bogged down
in argument over trivia for weeks and weeks.

Mir O'Connor: I think cost was one of the
matters that concerned us.

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, the Cost was considered
to be high; it always was. However, it was not
intended that the plan be put into effect
immediately. If we are worried too much about
cost we will install the nastiest system or else
adopt the do-nothing principle and let the present
system develop into a hopeless situation; that was
one of the recommendations in each of the
reports.

Nevertheless, a large study was undertaken and
legislation was introduced as a result of it. I have
been looking up the debates that occured at the
time, and I would like to refresh the minds of
members about how long it took for that
legislation to pass through Parliament. I think it
was introduced early in May, and it was still
being debated-on the 16th November. It remained
on the notice paper for the autumn and spring
sittings, and it did not pass until a Conference of
Managers had occurred. The Conference
Managers' report clearly indicated the intention

2409



2410 ASSEMBLY]

of the Parliament; the Minister conveniently
forgets this and always overlooks it when he
hands out Dorothy Dix questions to be asked b&
his supporters. The report stated-

Conference agreed to proposed amendment
No. 2 of the Legislative Council which
reads-

Clause 5, page 3. line lW-,To add a
new subclause (2) as follows-

(2) Before discontinuance in
accordance with section 3 of the
scheduled railway and before
commencement of construction of
any part of the Perth Regional
Railway referred to in subsection
(I) of this section. the Minister
shall obtain the approval of
Parliament to a report on the
results of the engineering and
economic studies applicable to that
part. such report to be based upon a
comprehensive feasibility study and
plan relating to the works proposed
to be prepared by the competent
independent authority.

In effect that said the Parliament passed the
legislation, but that it would not become ant Act
until it came back to. the Parliament and went
through the same procedure again. If it is any
satisfaction to the member for Gascoyne to say I.
introduced such an Act of Parliament and had it
passed, that is a fact of record. No-one has any
doubt about it. During the course of the debate it
became apparent to the Government that the
measure was most unpopular both to the railway
unions and to the people, generally. We backed
off rather quickly and sought further consultation.

Mr Rushton: You mean the Opposition applied
it.

Mr JAMIESON: Applied what'? What is the
Minister talking about?

Mr B. T. Burke: He doesn't know, he is
bleating.

Mr Rushton: I meant, put a restraint on you.
M r JA M IESON: I never cease to be amazed at

how wonderfully naive and how far behind the
debate is the Minister for Transport. I dealt with
that aspect a few momenfts ago. The restraint was
applied by a Conference of Managers. We are not
arguing about that. I am trying to tell the
Minister that although the legislation was passed
it could not become an Act until it was brought
back for the further approval of Parliament. Is
the Minister clear on that?

Mr Rushton: Yes, that is right.

Mr JAMIESON. Then we will not argue about
that. As a result of public opinion-and it did not
reach the crescendo it has reached on this
occasion-the Government backed off. We
realised it was desirable to ascertain the feeling of
the people; after all, the people would have to pay
for it and if they wanted some other system the
Government should consider it.

Then Wilbur Smith was commissioned to
conduct a further study. The study was entitled
the "Perth Central City Railway Feasibility
Study". It was meant to be a railway feasibility
study, but somewhere along the line it went off
the track and produced a recommendation in
respect of busways. Had I been the Minister of
the day Wilbur Smith and Associates would not
have been paid for that work because they were
not commissioned to do what they reported on.

Mr O'Connor: What is the date of the report?
M r J AM I ESO N: T he st udy was cormissioned

on the 13th October, 1973, but the date the report
was presented is not mentioned. It was presented
to the incoming Government about six months or
a year later.

Mr Watt: What were the terms of reference?
Mr JAMIESON: The study was required to

have regard to the purposes of the Perth Regional
Railway Act, but was not limited to those
purposes. The terms of reference were as
follows-

(1) The railway must, in the first stage,
connect with the existing suburban lines
to Fremantle, Midland and Armadale;

(2) The railway must be arranged so as to
be capable of serving new radiating
lines which may, in the future, be built
into new areas of development within

t he Region;,
(3) Sufficient of the railway must be placed

underground to eliminate the barrier to
the northward development of the
Central City created by the existing
railway at ground level in its present
position; and

(4) The railway must be located so as to
preserve buildings of historic or
architectural merit.

The terms of reference mentioned nothing about
busways.

Mr O'Connor: Were they not given some
variations to their terms of reference?

Mr JAMIESON: No, not in this report.
However, there was one variation; because the
Commonwealth was paying two-thirds of the cost
of the report the consultants were asked to update
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the figures contained in the Nielsen report for the
purposes of comparison. As the consultants were
conducting research which would allow them to
update the figures. no objection was raised.
However, it certainly was not contained in their
brief.

At no stage were the consultants asked to bring
down a report in connection with busways.
Notwithstanding that, they did report on this
matter and, as a result, one would have thought
the Government could have acted. In effect, the
report stated. "if you want the worst possible
system go For busways. However, if you want
something which is more aesthetic and acceptable
to the general standard of the city you should go
for something which causes less pollution, and
provide for some form of electrified railway".

The same basic recommendation appeared in
three reports. I suggest members pay a visit to the
library and make themselves acquainted with
those reports, because study after study indicate
these things are possible. Certainly, the
electrification of our railways would not cost a
small amount.

The consultants Produced a comprehensive map
showing how a rationalised railway and bus
system could be implemented. For the edification
of the member for Cottesloc, they provided for
feeder services into the Cottesloe and Mosman
stations served by short-haul buses which would
be specially designed to cater for the quick
transfer of passengers to the main transport
stream. In this way, people could be transported
to the city much quicker than by any other
means.

The member for Cottesloc referred to his very
narrow area. I should like to give members a little
of the history of transport in his area. Perhaps I
will be going back further than he can remember;
certainly I am old enough to remember when the
Metro Bus Co. had a considerable franchise in the
Cottesloc area before the advent of the MTT.
It had an active opponent in Alpine Parlour
Cars. Because of the fieree competition between
the two companies, neither was able to make a
crust out of the run until, in the end, the Metro
Bus Co. bought out Alpine Parlour Cars.

The company's only opposition then was the
WAGR. That did not matter: any spoils private
enterprise could gain from a Government
instrumentality were fair game. The company
varied its routes through Mosman Park and
Peppermint Grove and succeeded in attracting a
considerable patronage to the detriment of the
railways. However, the Government never
attempted to overcome that problem as was

suggested in the 1972 report. If it had attempted
to rectify the situation, many of the patronage
and financial problems faced by the railway
would never have reached the magnitude we see
today.

The member for Cottesloe conveniently forgets
what might happen if we have a future oil crisis.
How would these people get on then? If the
railway is retained and electrified, at least they
would have the option of walking to the nearest
station; it would be only a comparatively short
walk from any part of the narrow corridor he
represents. The member for Cottesloc seems to
think everybody has the right to drive his vehicle
into the city. But has he considered the cost of
such an exercise? Somebody must pay for the
freeways and arterial roads.

Mr Hassell: The motorist pays for them now
through his fuel tax.

Mr JAMIESON: The community also pays in
the way of the pollution which is created by
clogging the roads with motorcars, as well as in a
dozen and one other ways.

The member for Cotte-sloe asked the rhetorical
question, "Would you as the public be agreeable
to pay a subsidy of $X for each journey you make
by train so that the service may be retained?"
However, the figures he quoted were completely
dishonest, as they were incorrectly based. In the
case of the figures relating to travel by bus, no
account was taken of the cost of roads. The
member for Cottesloc says the motorist is paying
for roads.

Mr Hassell: He is, several times over, by the
fuel tax.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course he is; however, he
is paying for the roads as a bus passenger, too.
Any valid comparison would need to include the
appropriate equation relating to road costs per
passenger, because that cost was built into the
Figure for the railways quoted by the member for
Cottesloe.

Mr Hassell: The railways are used for only one
purpose.

Mt JAMIESON: They are not, of course; there
is also a goods run around there, although it is not
of great importance at the moment and will
become even less important as time goes by.

Mr Hassell: Before you leave that subject, did
you know that as early as 1894, people in
Cottesloc wanted to get rid of the railways,
because it was divisive of the suburb?

Mr JAMIESON: I do not remember as far
back as 1894. However. I do remember in the
heyday of my youth that the railways often were
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the only available form of transport. This wvas so
particularly during the war years when the only
alternative one had was to fit a gas producer to
one's vehiclc: in fact, the oil crisis may reach the
stage soon where this type of vehicle once again is
seen on our roads. In those days. vast droves of
people used to catch trains to the Cottesloc and
North CotteslIoc stations and walk to the beach.

The entire population of Western Australia
used the rail service to great effect and it may be
necessary for it to be used again in the future.
However, if we remove our options, the people
will be house-bound, and I would not like that to
happen. I would like to think we are imaginative
enough to opt for a system which, in times of
emergency, gives the population the advantage of
being able to move about.

Mir Hassell: We are not closing any options.
Mr .JAMIESON: The member for Cottesloc is

closing an option because he is talking about
constructing a roadway on the railway reserve to
take traffic from Curtin Avenue and other streets.
IF that is not closing options. I do not know what
is! The member for Cottesloc hats made up his
mind what he wants done with the reserve: he
wants to get rid of it by turning it into some form
of road transport system to get over this and other
problems.

The Minister for Transport constantly carps
that the ALP has no policy on transport. The
ALP has a policy on everything: in Fact, we
probably have too many policies on too many
things. not the least of which is a policy on
transport. I refer members to the August. 1978
publication of our State platform in order to
assure the Minister we do have a platform on this
matter. There are a number of items under
transport, but the ones of vital concern are on
page 78 as follows-

4. make every effort to encourage the use
of public transport and investigate means of
discouraging the use of private motor
vehicles in the city between 7.30 a.m. and
6.30 p.m. on working days by strategies
which are equitable to all:

6. couple these intiatives with some of the
progressive moves now being introduced
around the world to improve public transport
services:

7. extend Park-N-Ride facilities at or near
suburban railway stations.

It goes on then to deal with the Midland
workshops. The next relevant point is as follows-

15. give early priority to sinking the Perth
City Railway with a view to establishing a
new heart of Perth for public use;

16. upgrade, extend and electrify the
suburban rail services so that this mode of
transport can be used to its maximum
capacity, using Collie coal as the major
energy source;

Of course there is a policy. It is a very clear
policy.

Mr Rushton: It does not sound very clear to
Me.

Mr JAMIESON: Nothing sounds very clear to
the Minister. He is probably becoming punch
drunk by this time. It does not take much to make
him punch drunk.

I used to have to sit here and take a lot of
punishment from the Minister for hours on end.
That punishment was not related to matters of
principle, but it was related to trivia.

I move on to the I0 points that the Minister
mentioned. He gave himself a point for everything
that he mentioned. In each of the reports, each of
those 10 points is mentioned; so what is new'?

Mr Rushton: The Government is doing
something. That is what is new.

Mr JAMIESON: The only thing the
Government is doing at this stage is unpopular
-with the people. There is nothing new. There is
nothing that Nielsen, or Knox, or the Wilbur
Smith consultants did not report on in each of
their publications. If the Minister has a bit of
spare time, it might be a good idea for him to
read these publications and find out what has
happened in this matter.

We seem to be arguing the old question of what
comes First, the chicken or the egg. Certainly the
Minister will not attract patronage while the
present transport system exists. If patronage has
to be attracted, a lot of money has to be spent.
The alternative is: should we not wait until the
patronage is there before we spend the money? A
judgment has to be made. If we have to have a
system of public transport when one of those
systems joins the two principal cities of the State,
my judgment is that the system should remain as
a proper transit system. The patronage might not
be as good as it could be; but this happens on
some lines.

Many lines for goods services presently have
inadequate patronage. They are not paying their
way. We rely on the main lines to subsidise those
non-paying lines.

IF people want to go from Arniadale to
Fremantle, a system should be available for them.
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Thcy expect it to be available. That is why the
Armadale people arc just as keen on retaining thc
line as the people who livec on the Perth-Fremantle
rail line.

Thc Minister says the articulated buses will be
able to handle the crowds for the Royal Show and
the football finals. We will see about that. There
will be a nice old hullaba loo at the show-

Mr Rushton: Mr Shea is confident.
Mr JAMIESON: Mr Shea may be as confident

as he likes. Mr Shea is no person to walk on
water. He cannot overcome the problem of
congestion on the roads when there are such big
crowds. The congestion on the roads has been a
problem before. Sometimes the congestion after
big sporting events takes hours to clear. The buses
will be held up. They will not have a free run.

It might be possible to run the buses on 'a few
loops to mobilise them. However, there will be
whole seetioris of the roadway which will jam up.
There is a need to dissipate the crowds in one fell
swoop, as has been done in the past.

Because of the removal of the railway and the
fear of congestion on the roads. people will not try
to use the buses. They will try to go to the
Subiaco Oval or the showgrounds in their private
cars. Instead of ears being parked on lawns a mile
away, they will be parking a mile and a half from
the showgrounds. People in the electorates served
by the member for Cottesloc and the Premier will
be affected because people will park on their
lawns. Thai will exacerbate a problem that
already exists. If such a problem can be
mninimised. it-should be minimised. The only way
to minimise the situation in the present
circumstances is to keep the present system. We
know that systemn handles; a considerable number
of people.

The Opposition would like to know a little
about the nominees-

Mr B. T. Burke: Who is getting the $2 million'!
Mr JA M I ESON: The nomninee company that is

about to-
Mr B. T. Burke: The missing link nominees.
Mr JAMIESON: That is right-the line

nominees. It seems; they are arranging the leasing
of these vehicles. However, there is no company
registered under that namne. This seems to be
rather strange. The Government is dealing with a
company that does not exist. Are the line
nominees a group that the present Minister has
put together for this purpose, or are they some
other group of people*? Is the Minister himself
connected with it'! We do not know, because there
is no Firm registered under that name at present.

The Minister needs to sort out this question
fairly quickly. The public should be informed
about this.

Mr H. D. Evans: Let hinm answer by
interjection.

Mr JAMIESON: His interjections are no more
sensible than his speeches.

Dealing with the speeches of the Minister, I
happened to watch the television interview when I
was at home. The Minister likes earning points
for things. I will give him points ror his dress and
appearance on the Channel 9 programme; they
were excellent. However, I will give him nothing
for anything else, because I could not understand
his answers.

I am sure the general public could not
understand the Minister's answers on television. I
have a fair idea of what has been going on in
relation to this Matter: but as the Minister talks in
gobbledy-gook, he cannot be understood. He goes
all around the place. He is the most
ciretumlocutory answerer of questions I have ever
heard on television. No matter what people might
say about Mr Grounds, if he is asked a question
he comes back with an answer.

On that television programme, the Minister
went on and on Until the compere, Willesee, had
to bring him back for another question because of
the problems that were besetting him. I do not
know whether the Minister did this deliberately
because he did not know the answer, or because
he was trying to be smart or verbose in his
answers.

The Minister needs to smarten himself up in his
handling of questions if he wants to get over to
the public 'the idea that he knows what he is
doing. He certainly did not know what he was
talking about on that occasion.

The Minister is always saying people have
misquoted him, used the wrong figures, or done
the wrong thing, in other words he is always right
and they are always wrong. I draw his attention to
the fact that in answer to a question without
notice from the member for Murray he said,
"However, up to now the FOR statements have
contained nothing about signalling." Is the
Minister aware that at page 56 of the FOR report
of June, 1979, they said that with respect to
Brisbane and Perth estimates, the signalling had
been provided for at a cost of $80 000 per
kilometre of double track, and that this would not
be required for Perth although they included it in
their original estimates, If the Minister says
nothing has been said about signalling, obviously
he has not read the report. He makes up
statements without reading the report.
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I now refer to a number of organisations and
institutions which are served by the Perth-
Fremantle railway line. One must have
compassion for these organisations, despite what
the member for Cottesloe said-that all his
considerations were on a cost-plus basis. One
must have regard for the likes of the Graylands
Hospital, the Mental Health Services sheltered
workshop, the North Fremantle sheltered
workshop for mentally handicapped, the Mental
Health Services hostels in Shenton Road,
Claremont, the Karrakatta Cemetery which a
good number of elderly people visit to remember
their departed loved ones, the Leederville station
which I mentioned previously in connection with
the Subiaco crowds, the Lemnos Hospital, the
Hollywood Repatriation Hospital. the Perth
Modern School where I understand the P & C
made a complaint, the Hollywood High School
whose P & C also made a complaint, the North
Cottesloe slow learners' school, the Lucy Creeth
Hospital for crippled children at Mosman Park,
the King Edward Memorial Hospital, the Royal
Perth Rehabilitation Hospital, and the Para-Quad
Industries and Para-Quad Centre at Shenton
Park.

Mr Hassell: Do you know where the Lucy
Creeth Hospital is?

Mr JAMIESON: It is in the general area. All
these organisations have raised complaints.

Mr Hassell: It is at least a mile and a half
away. The old section is being redeveloped as a
housing estate.

Mr JAMIESON: That may be. but these
organisations have raised complaints.

Mr Young: Or individuals in those
organisations; there is a huge difference between
the organisation and an individual.

Mr JAMIESON: If the Minister for Health, as
the President or the Subiaco-Floreat Cricket
Club, made a statement in connection with that
club, one would accept that he is making it on its
behalf.

Mr Young: What if a third grade player makes
a statement? The organisations you have named
along the line may not have made a statement.
Neither the executive nor a member of the
committee is named.

Mr JAMIESON: Which has not made a
complaint?

Mr Young: The Para-Quad Industries has not.
Mr JAMIESON: We will see about that.
Mr Young: You might have had a complaint

from an individual. Did an official from Lucy
Creeth complain'?

Mr JAMIESON: I understand that complaints
have been received from all these organisations.
Some of the associations are able to provide some
sort of transportation for their people. Paraplegics
and quadriplegics have more success in moving
about if they are able to use trains. I do not see
how we could make road transport as comfortable
for them, because there are always steps to
negotiate, whereas rail transport provides
platforms.

I support the motion. A lot of words have been
spoken about the closure of this line. It has been
made very clear that when the ALP is the
Government next year it will reopen the line in no
uncertain manner, as soon as it is possible. We
have clearly stated in our policy that we believe in
the expansion, upgrading and electrification of
the suburban railway system, albeit it might take
10 or 20 years. But we will do it. Unlike the
Minister, we will not shirk our responsibilities and
take the easy way out. We will not make it hard
for the public to use this form of transport.

Since the Minister has had responsibility for
this portfolio he has never given a great amount
of consideration to railways. He would have cut
out the other two systems except that he cannot,
because the trans line goes into East Perth and
the Bunbury line goes out.

As the member for Stirling said earlier this
evening, if the Government could it would, but it
cannot, so it has to make the best of it. That is the
only reason the Government has kept these lines,
otherwise it would have adopted the policy of the
original Nielsen report which was to put in
busways, and to hell with the people. The people
deserve greater consideration.

MR CRANE (Moore) [1.18 a.m.]: I am sorry
the hour is late, but for many days and evenings I
have sat and said nothing and listened to other
members speak on this subject. I will not delay
the House for long.

There has been much said about the closure of
this line, or the discontinuance of the passenger
service of the line-that is a better way of putting
it so as not to cloud the issue. Over the last five
years I have indicated my deep concern about
public transport in the metropolitan area. I have
always spoken and will continue to speak about
the upgrading and extension of the Perth
metropolitan transport system.

The member for Welshpool brought up an
important point tonight, and that is the
importance of trains and trains-actually, he did
not mention trains-in carrying large crowds. I
hope, as the Minister and Mr Shea have said, the
buses can move these crowds. I doubt very much
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that they will do it as effectively: but I will be
very pleased if they do. I make that comment.
because I believe itlls true.

I am concerned also that people may be cnticed
away from using the buses for the Royal Show
and they will then clutter up the roads with
motorcars. I believe the member for Welshpool
made a very salient point and his address was the
best by far of any of the speeches made by
members opposite.

Mr Jamieson: I had better read it carefully and
correct it.

Mr CRANE: When the Queen Mary and
Queen Elizabeth were taken off the Atlantic run
we were all very Sad. They were great vessels and
we did not want to see them go. The situation we
are considering at the moment is not really
similar to that, but it is aligned with it to sonic
extent.

I come mainly from a rural area, although since
the last distribution, the number of my
constituents who live in the metropolitan area has
increased. What worries me and my constituents
most is the increased costs we have had to pay.
because of the losses incurred by the railways.

Freight charges have been increasing
continually. I notice from the little green
pamphlet the Minister had prepared that the 12
niiles of railway line between Perth and
Fremanle-l understand it is 12 miles: we
believed it was that distance many years
ago--incurs 9 per cent of the total loss which,
when compared with all the railways in Western
Australia. is a disproportionate amount. It is
enough to make us consider that it is greater than
we should be prepared to accept.

Rural people are always suffering the burden of
increased costs and railway costs have been
increasing continually for as long as I can
remember. I made my first trip to Bindi Bindi in
1926 and it cost me I13s lrd to travel on the train.
It was an all-day effort and quite enjoyable as
long as one did not mind leaning out and getting
water from the water bag hanging on the outside
of the train.

We have advanced a .great deal since those
days, but costs have increased continually. The
Government sees the closure of this line as a way
in which it can, to some extent, stop the increase
in charges and at the same time provide at service
which we hope will be as efficient as the rail
system. It will certainly be more convenient for a
great number of people.

I noticed in today's newspaper that many more
passengers arc using the Pert h-Freia ntle railway
line. It is rather sad that they did not do this over

the last few years. They have almost left their run
too late. I do not believe it is very significant.
There is a certain amount of sentimentality about
it.

I cannot recall when I last rode on that train:
but it would be nice to do another trip on it.
However, I will not have time to do so. I am sure
a number of people will take the opportunity to
make the journey on Saturday.

We must accept the inevitable. We must accept
the situations which we cannot change. As
someone said, we should try to change the things
which we are able to change. For my part, as a
member of the Government, I cannot change a
decision made by the Government. Therefore, I
must accept it, even though with a certain amount
of reluctance, because I like to think of a railway
system which can cope with passengers in the
metropolitan area.

The Perth-Fremantle railway has shown that it
is lacking in some areas. It has been mentioned
that the corridor between Perth and Fremantle is
very narrow; therefore, the number of passengers
using the service has fallen off and this has added
to the loss suffered.

I would like to mention in passing that an area
which concerns me greatly is the northern
corridor which goes up as far as Yanchep. This is
also a rather narrow corridor. I wonder whether
our town planners have really made it wide
enough. We must gear ourselves to cope with the
changes which will occur as a result of the
shortage of fuel and the problems we will face in
the next few years.

Perhaps we should be looking at the possiblity
of extending the northern corridor eastward so
that Wanneroo Road is in the centre of it. If we
did this, the corridor would be wider and would
better lend itself to rail transport. I noticed from
the pamphlet given to us by the Minister that the
loss incurred by the Perth-Fremantle line is
$2 700 000 a year. For the last two years I have
been trying without success to have the passenger
service from Yanchep-Two Rocks to Perth
improved. I have done battle several times with
Mr Shea and up to the present time he has always
won. But I am a little bit like England and I will
win.in the end. Churchill said. "England only ever
wins one battle and that is the last one."

I am sure the Minister in his wisdom will set
aside some of the $2 700 000 so that we in the
northern corridor may enjoy a better transport
system. I am putting in my plug to the Minister
now, because I know he is listening and I am
confident some of the money will be directed into
this area. We need it.
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Much mention has been made tonight of
electrification of the railway line. I have
mentioned this matter on many occasions in this
House also. It was used by the FOR as a probable
solution to the problem. However, electrification
in itself is very costly. I do not intend to suggest
that the FOR figure of $50 million is the correct
one and that the other figure of $120 million is
wrong. Possibly it was slanted both ways
depending on the people submitting the
proposition. I do not know.

People often quote the fact that figures do not
lie, but liars do Figure. However, there is a
tremendous difference between $50 million and
$120 million.

Mr B. T. Burke: The difference is $70 million.
Mr CRANE: The matter should not be pushed

under the carpet as if the Government is
overloading its costs. The Government must draw
up its plans correctly for such an operation and
the system must be adequate, because it is a
public transport system. We cannot afford to take
the short cuts which are taken frequently in the
field of private enterprise, but are never taken in
the Government field.

If one travels to Cossack one will see the
buildings constructed by the Government many
years ago are in the same condition they were in
when first built. Our standards need to be very
high.

In the future we will have to look very closely
at the whole transport system in the metropolitan
area as well as in the whole State. The increase in
fuel prices is frightening. I can hardly afford to
serve the electorate the way it ought to be served.
Many other members who represent country areas
would appreciate the point I am making.
particularly if they are not served by an air
service.

I often wonder whether we should go back to
the horse and sulky. I used to get 600 miles to the
*bag of chaff. Perhaps we will go back to that one
day.

When looking at the transport system in the
metropolitan area we must look seriously at
electrification. in answer to some questions I
asked in the House the Minister said this was
being done. The Premier hinted at it when he
spoke of a "proposed type of electrification or
propulsion which is new and innovative". I
thought he might be referring to the linear
induction motor. I asked whether that was the
case today and the Minister said it was not
applicable here; but perhaps it will be in the
future.

When we consider that, with our fuel shortage,
it may be necessary to turn to atomic energy for
electricity and there are arguments which are
being put forward-I heard one the other
day-which suggest that the coal reserves in
Western Australia are not as great as some of us
felt they were-

Mr T. H. Jones: What is your assessment?
Mr CRANE: I should not have said that. I

have given the member for Collie his
wheelbarrow. My suggestion is that the life of
coal in Western Australia, unless it is imported, is
quite limited.

Mr T. H. Jones: What is your idea of the
limitation?

Mr CRANE: It will be considerably less than
100 years.

Mr T. H. Jones: That is not too far-00 years
ahead.

Mr CRANE: It is not very far away. Our
grandchildren will be worrying about it no doubt
or they may be worrying about it for the sake of
their own children. It is not very far away when
we consider we should be planning for the future.
Let us be sensible and realistic about it. For this
reason it may be necessary to seek the alternative;
atomic power. I am not advocating at this stage
that we should go back to the method of rubbing
two sticks together to produce a fire. We just may
need to use atomic energy and if so we will need a
market for that energy. That is the reason for my
question to the Minister regarding the future use
of electricity in the railways which would run
from Two Rocks to Mandurah. If this is so it
could well be we should be looking at the linear
induction motor.

For members who are possibly not aware of
what this motor entails, I will attempt to explain
it. The difference really is that the field coils in a
linear motor are placed along the motor or along
the railcar, so to speak, whereas, in an ordinary
motor the field coils are around the chassis. The
armature in the centre turns when there is a
magnetic field as a result of electricity turning on.
Then there is a rotary action of the motor. With
the induction motor, instead of having a rotor
which turns it has a solid aluminium or iron bar
fastened to the track and when the magnetic field
is struck and it energises these coils the power
pushes the motor away from the coil and causes it
to move forward.

This means that there is no drive on the wheels
so there is no wheclslip and as a result of this
these machines can attain a tremendous speed
within a very short time. I understand they can
attain speeds of 300 miles an hour within a mile

2416



[Wednesday, 29th August, l979J141

distance and stop. It is not necessary to use the
normal braking system; the current is reversed
through the linear motor and braking is
accomplished. It is not likely the wheels would be
used because there is a pad system whereby the
pad lifts off the rails and there is no friction. It is
similar to a hovercraft and achieved by magnetic
levitation.

I understand that one will be built in Japan
next year and it will be capable of 300 miles an
hour. So this type of propulsion is not very far
away and I have no doubt the Government will be
watching this very closely to ascertain whether it
could be used in Western Australia.

It is intended that the Perth-Fremiantle
passenger service will be discontinued for three
years. There is no suggestion that the track will
be pulled up and I am sure that within the next
three years-I am hopeful-something very
definite will be decided in regard to the energy
crisis. It could well be that the Government, in its
wisdom, may revert to the passenger rail service
on a wider gauge.

I am sure the Government can be trusted to do
what is best for transport in the metropolitan
area. So for the present we must race that which
is distasteful to us, just ascastor oil is sometimes
distasteful to an ailing child. We must accept the
fact that there are losses involved. My electorate
will not accept that it can keep subsidising this
service by paying more for the cartage of'
superphosphate to the country and the cartage of
wheat to the city. It is not fair to expect country
people to carry this burden any longer. Country
people have for too long lifted the heaviest end of
the log with the least number of people. Therefore
I reluctantly do not support the motion moved by
the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Mclver: Surprise, surprise!
Mir CRANE: I will be sorry when the

passenger service ceases on Saturday but I am
hopeful that Western Australia wilt have a much
better integrated passenger transport service to
replace it.

Mr T. H. Jones: You are confident of that?
DR- DADOUR (Subiaco) (1.36 a.m.]: My

comments will be extremely brief. Ever since it
was intended that the passenger service from
Perth to Fremantle be discontinued I have been
opposed to the move and have been requested by
my electorate to oppose it. This issue has heated
up over the past three weeks and I have been
more and more inundated with requests by well
over 80 per cent of my electorate to try to retain
the passenger service. I support the motion on
that score and that score alone.

There is one point, however, I wish to bring
forward and that is that the real issue here is the
people want their railway. They do not want to
know about the costs, they do not want to know
about electrification or any of the side issues. The
basic fact is that and the member for Balcatta hit
it right on the head when he said, "the people
want their railway." The people own the railway
and are extremely emotional about it. It may be
simple mentality-call it what one likes-but it is
not challengeable. The people say to the
Government, "You are the custodians for three
years." I am certain they do not mean the
Government should touch the railway. When I
say "touch the railway", I mean the people do not
want the passenger service to cease. They have
not given the Government the right to take such
action.

That is how the issue appears to me. It is
extremely similar to the situation of the Barracks.
I say the Barracks, not the Barracks Arch. The
people have not forgiven the Brand Government
for knocking down the Barracks. I feel this issue
could have exactly the same result.

I am bound to vote the way I intend for two
reasons. The first is that over 80 per cent of my
e-lectorate want me to vote that way and therefore
I am obliged to do so; and secondly, I believe in
railways, SO I have no conflict at all;

As far as I can ascertain money is not the point
at stake. It is not the issue. I do not believe it is or
will ever be an issue with regard to the railways;,
so rather than any more repetition, I support the
motion.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Dr Dadour
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewai
Mr Hassel[
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
M r Laurence
Mr MacKinnaon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

a division taken with the

Ayes 19
Mr Hodge
Mr Jemieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 23
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr She Iders

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes

Mr Skidmore M
Mr Bryce M
Mr Pearce M
MrT. J .Burke M
Mr TD. Evans M
Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

r Sibson
r Sodeman
rs Craig
r Coyne
r Blaikic

Noes
IRON ORE (HAMERSLEY RANGE)

AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes or
the Bill.

House adjourned ar 1.45. nim. (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HEALTH: MENTAL
Treatment

1266. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) As the current Western Australian
Mental Health Act does not include
patient safeguards for psychosurgery as
outlined by him in his answer to a
question on the 9th August, will he be
taking steps to include these patient
safeguards in his review of the Mental
Health Act?

(2) (a) Are records kept and available for
every type of psychosurgery
operation performed in Western
Australia;

4b) if not, could he please explain why?

(3) Has he received amendments to the
Western Australian Mental Health Act
proposed by the citizens' committee on
human rights?

(4) (a) If "Yes" to (4), has he reviewed
them and what action will he be
taking with them;

(b) if he has not reviewed them, when
will this be taking place?

(5) As the current Western Australian
Mental Health Act appears not to cover
protection for patients forced to undergo
electro-convulsive therapy (shock
treatment), and as complaints have been
received from people claiming they have
become worse and suffered permanent
side effects, including memory loss, will
he please assure the House that he will
be including patient safeguards for
electro-convulsive therapy in his review
of the Mental Health Act?

(6) Further to information supplied in
response to a previous question
concerning the number of lobotomies
performed in Western Australia from
1974 to 1979, would he please give the
number of lobotomy and other
psychosurgery operations performed in
Western Australia from 1969 to 1973
inclusive?

(7) Can he advise if any mental patient has
been referred to another State Or
overseas country for lobotomy or any
other psychosurgery operation during
the past 10 years?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) It is considered that the procedures
outlined in my answer of the 9th
August, 1979, provide complete
protection of the rights of patients. No
patient would be referred for assessment
as to suitability for surgical treatment
without his or her informed consent.

(2) Records of all operat ions performed in
hospitals are kept and are encoded for
statistical analysis. However, it would
not be possible to discriminate psycho-
surgical operations from certain other
brain operations along with which they
are encoded.

(3) A submission has been received from the
citizens' committee on human rights. It
is noted that the substance of the
member's question bears a striking
resemblance to the views expressed by
that committee which is, of course,
sponsored by the Church of Scientology.

(4) The submission has been studied, and
when the review of all relevant
submissions has been completed, will be
borne in mind when amendments to the
Mental Health Act are undertaken.

(5) It is not considered necessary or
appropriate to incorporate such
provisions within the Mental Health
Act. In psychiatric practice, as in all
branches of medicine, the selection of
treatment method and standard of
treatment administered are dictated by
accepted principles of good medical
practice, any breach of which is properly
remediable by the due process of
existing law.

(6) See answer to (2).
No psycho-surgical operations were
performed on patients of Mental Health
Services in the period 1969-1979.

(7) No patients of Mental Health Services
were referred interstate or overseas for
any form of psycho-surgery during the
past 10 years. No record of such referral
is available from any other source.
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RAILWAYS: ELECTRIFICATION
Assessment Study

1267. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will the group wbit~h has been
commissioned by the State Government
to give an independent assessment of
costs to electrify meiropolitan railway
transport in Western Australia be
investigating linear induction
propulsion?

(2) Will the Government table the findings
of this committee in Parliament?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
(1) No. This would be outside the terms of

reference of the consultants.
In any case, I understand linear
induction propulsion is still at an
experimental development stage and
would not be appropriate for Perth.

(2) Yes.
The paper was toabled (see paper No. 311).

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Fremnande- Perth

I1268. Mr McOVER, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will he verify that 74 buses plus three
from Loch Street will operate from
Fremantle to Perth, Monday to Friday,
against 54 trains which is now the
situation'?

(2) Will he advise ir on Saturdays. 5I buses
will operate as against 25 trains, Perth
to Fremantle?

(3) Is it also a fact that 32 buses will
operate on Sundays as against 18 trains,
Perth to Fremantle'?

(4) Will the bus services Fremantle to Perth
be 50 as against thc present service of
252

(5) As more buses will apparently
required. how does he reconcile
statement that patronage Perth
Fremantle is declining?

be
his
to

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) No. However, there will be 74 bus

services operating from Perth to
Fremantle plus three from Perth to Loch
Street only. There arc 54 trains
operating per day at present.

(2) On Saturdays, 5I bus services will
operate as against 37, not 25 trains.

(3) No. The number of buses that will run
Perth to Fremnantle on Sundays is 33 as
per published timetable.

(4) As no day is stated, this question cannot
be answered. However, it should be
noted there will be 50 buses Fremantle
to Perth on Saturdays. This will replace
the current 36 Fremantle to Perth rail
trips operating on Saturdays.

(5) The honourable member needs to
address himself to the number of
passengers actually carried on the buses
and trains. New line buses seat 63
passengers. Trains currently used on the
Fremantle line seat between 120 and
448 passengers.
The attraction of the line bus service is
its ability to run more frequently at a
lower cost.

WATER SUPPLIES AND SEWERAGE
RATES

Country and Met ropolitan
1269. Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:

(1) Would the Minister advise the total
amount of water rates paid in the last
financial year by-
(a) domestic consumers in country

areas;
(b) business consumers in country

areas?.
(2) The total amount of sewerage rates paid

in the last financial year by-
(a) domestic consumers in the country.
(b) business consumers in the country?

(3) Would the Minister advise what
financial loss was sustained in the
financial years 1976-77, 1977-78, 1978-
79 on-
(a) country water supplies;,
(b) country sewerage works?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) The total amount of water rates paid in

the 1978-79 financial year by-
(a) domestic consumers in country

areas
SI1840 557 .21.
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(b) business consumers in country
areas-

commercial and industrial
classifications

$1 516 315.46.

(2) The total amount of sewerage rates paid
in the 1978-79 Financial year amounted
to-

$3 068 740.81
Sewerage rating is the same for all
categories of consumers and separate
statistics are not maintained. The
amount paid for sewerage rates as stated
includes rates on domestic, commercial,
industrial, and vacant land properties.

(3) The financial loss sustained by country
water supplies and country sewerage
works amounted to-

(a) Country areas water supplies-

1976-77
1977-78
1978-79

22068752
24438577
25241 033

(b) Country towns sewerage-
$

1976-77
1977-78
1978-79

1 419696
I 585450
1 709631

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
Institutions: Access to Industrial Commi .ssi.on

1270. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Further to question 1214 of 1979, why
does the Government believe that
academics employed at tertiary
institutions should be denied access to a
proper industrial tribunal with power to
settle disputes over conditions of
employment?

(2) Why is it Government policy to provide
access to the WA Industrial
Commission for non-academic staff at
tertiary institutions but deny it to
academics'?

(3) What process docs the Government
consider should be used by academics
employed at tertiary institutions to
resolve industrial disputes over
conditions of appointment and other
similar issues?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Government believes that the

academic staff of tertiary institutions in
Western Australia should be consistent
with academic staff of similar
institutions elsewhere in Australia by
being subject to the recommendations of
the Academic Salaries Tribunal
established by the Commonwealth
Remuneration Tribunals Act.
I am not aware that those other
academics have had disputes over
conditions of employment determined
and settled by industrial tribunals.
Disputes over conditions of employment
should be settled within the machinery
provided for the governing body of the
particular academic institution.

(2) Some non-academic staff have had
access to the WA Industrial Commission
for many years. In the case of the more
recently established institutions such as
the Institute of Technology, industrial
cover has been obtained by relevant
unions soon after the institution has
become operational.
Staff such as clerical workers, cleaners.
gardeners, caretakers and building
workers have been covered by industrial
agreements or awards of the Industrial
Commission. These employees do not
have access to the Commonwealth
Salaries Tribunal referred to in (1). The
continuation of this practice will keep
categories of workers such as these in a
position consistent with their
counterparts in other areas of the work
force who also have access to the
Industrial Commission and in some
cases are subject to the same award.

(3) The legislation applicable to academics
employed at tertiary institutions should
operate in respect of those matters.

WATER SUPPLIES: BORES
Thorolie

1271. Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) With respect to his answers to my
question 1168 on Wednesday, the 22nd
August regarding the strong odours,
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smells etc.. still eminating from bores in
the Thornie area, and his answer that
these bores are not installed for the
purpose of providing potable water, and
that there is no health hazard in their
use for other purposes, will he agree to
accompany me to the Thornie area to
investigate for himself exactly how
strong these odours etc. are?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) [ have assured the member that

there is no health risk associated with
the odour. It might be more appropriate
to arrange a visit by officers from the
Gosnells City Council or officers of the
Public Health Department.

HEALTH: NOISE
Besser Vibrapac Masonry (WA) Ltd.

1272. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) In view of complaints by residents in
Canninglon, regarding the noise
emanating from Besser Vibrapac, will he
have the matter fully investigated to
ensure that the residents of this area are
not aggravated by such noise?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1)
(2)

be prosecuted, while such other
businesses are allowed to operate
without a permit?

(4) Will she also inquire into what criteria
are being used by the City of Canning to
assess what constitutes a business or
not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) The information sought is not

held by departments under my control.
It is suggested that the questions be
directed to the council.

(3) and (4) No.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
State Manpower Planning Committee

1274. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

(1) Would he indicate what progress is
being made by the State manpower
planning committee in assessing future
levels of workforce demand and supply?

(2) Has the committee produced labour
forecasts for the ensuing decade, and if
so will he indicate their forecasts for
employment growth in each year of the
1980's?

Mr
(1)

Yes.
Not applicable.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Canning City

1273. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) Was court action taken by the Canning
City Council to prosecute a Mr A.
Edney of Gibbs Street, Queens Park, for
operating a garden business without a
permit in a housing area?

(2) Are many other such businesses
operating in the City of Canning's
located boundaries without permits?

(3) If answers to (1) and (2) are "Yes", will
she make a full inquiry into why Mr
Edney was singled out by the council to

O'CONNOR replied:
Members of the State manpower
committee have been engaged in
establishing labour demand and supply
figures up to 1985.
The purpose of this study has been to
establish the likely labour market
situation given that four major
projects-namely, the North-West Shelf
gas project, the Dampier to Perth gas
pipeline, and the Alumina projects at
Wagerup and Worsley-proceed as
scheduled.
Preliminary work has now been
completed in so far as some skilled
trades groups are concerned and it has
been established that there will be major
shortages within some groups.
These are-

Welders
Boilermakers
Electricians
Fitters
Riggers I

licenced
Crane Drivers

Peak
Short-

fal
1 430

640
670
570

in 5
1 100

450

Time
late 1982
mid 1982
early 1983
late 1982

mid 3982
mid 1982
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(2) No. However, see answer to (1). I would
point out that manpower forecasting is
extremely complex and even the work
completed to date is being recognised as
more advanced than that being
conducted anywhere else in Australia.

STATE FINANCE: SUSPENSE ACCOUNT

Balance

1275. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What was the balance of moneys held in
the Treasury departmental receipts in
suspense account at the ,30th June,
1979?

(2) What components comprised the
balance held?

(3) What amount of money was held in
respect of each component?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (3) In view of the preoccupation of

myself and senior Treasury officers on
the final stages of the Budget, and that
senior officers of the Treasury are also
involved in giving evidence to the
Commonwealth Government's commis-
sion in the Eastern States, it is
considered that questions of this kind
should await the introduction of the
Budget about the 11th September-
especially as much information related
to the questions now asked has been
supplied recently to the honourable
member.
If there is any special reason, or
urgency, that the honourable member
needs the information now sought, I
suggest he lets me know, and I shall see
what can be done to expedite it.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Inherest Transactions

1276. Mr DAV IES, to the Treasurer:

(1) Further to my question 1048 of
Wednesday, the 15th August, 1979, to
which Government instrumentalities was
the amount of $4.6 million, earned
through short-term interest transactions,
transferred during 1978-79?

(2) What amount of money did each
instrumentality receive?

(3) To which trust accounts was the amount
of $927 500 earned through short-term
interest transactions transferred during
1978-79?

(4) What amount of money was transferred
to each trust account?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

See answer to question 1275.

STATE FINANCE
Short-term Interest Transactions

1277. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) What amount of the $44 558 423,
representing the balance of moneys
earned through short-term interest
transactions held in suspense at the 30th
June, 1979, will be reinvested in short-
term interest transactions during 1979-
80?

(2) What is the estimated revenue in 1979-
80 through the interest earned from the
reinvestment of the amount identified in
(1) in short-term interest transactions?

(3) What is the estimated revenue
80 from all short-term
transactions?

in 1979-
interest

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

See answer to question 1275.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT SCHEME
Carry-on Finance

1278. MR H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) Is carry-on finance still available under
the rural adjustment scheme?

(2) If so, under what conditions and has
there been any change to existing
policy?
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Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr OLD) replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) There has been no change in policy.

Carry-on assistance is made only in
specific industries economically
disadvantaged by a temporary recession
due to market changes and where there
is mutual recognition by the
Commonwealth and the States that
there is a need for this form of
assistance.

RURAL AND ALLIED INDUSTRIES
CON FERENCE

Committee
1279. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Premier:

(1) On how many occasions have each of
the committees set up, following the
rural and allied industries conference
met?

(2) What specific issues have each of the
committees examined and what
recommendations have been brought
down by the ap~propriate committee in
each case?

(3) (a) On what recommendations has the
Government taken action; and

(b) of what has such action consisted?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) From October, 1977, when the

committees first met, to August, 1979-
Dairy Committee
Farm Machinery

Committee
Grains Committee
Finance Committee
Horticultural Committee
Livestock Committee
Meat Industry

Committee
Wool Committee

11

12
7
6
12
10

8
6

A beef sub-committee was formed out of
the Livestock Committee and met once
in Bunbury and once in Perth.
Early in 1979 a Transport Committee
was established and has met twice.

(2) and (3). The committees have the
responsibility of reviewing all issues
relating to their particular sector of
industry. The degree to which each issue

is examined by the committees depends
on its importance and the degree to
which progress can be made. Major
areas of consideration and
recommendations are outlined in council
reports.
Not all the committee's
recommendations call for specific action
by Government. Those that do are listed
with the current status of action-

The establishment of a Livestock
Breeding Institute ... Under
consideration in the Budget context.

The establishment of a Farm Machinery
Research and Liaison Unit ... Under
consideration in the Budget context.

A study into the significance of
"Agriculture in the Western
Australian Economy"...In progress.

A study into marginal costs of
production in the dairy industry ... In
progress.

A study into "Livestock Saleyard
Location"...Commenced.

A study into the issues involved in new
land releases ... In progress.

A newsletter for the horticultural
industries ... Initiated.

A request for dialogue between
woolgrowers and Japanese
processors ... Chairman of Japan
Wool Spinners' Association invited
to W.A. and has accepted.

Farm finance survey and
seminar ... Completed.

The rationalisation of meat inspection
services ... Under consideration.

A range of recommendations on rural
transport ... Under consideration.

Changes in some traffic regulations
relating to farm machinery... Under
consideration.

An investigation of the Indonesian
market for Western Australian
producte... Under consideration.

In addition the Government, through the
RAIC has funded a range of meetings
and seminars to meet areas of need
identified by the committees.
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STATE FORESTS
Northcliffe-Pemberton Railway Line

1280. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) Is it intended to withhold from cutting a
buffer strip of 400 metres on each side
of the Pemberton-Northcliffe railway
line, in a manner similar to that placed
alongside major access routes under
Forest Department management plans?

(2) If "No" why not?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1)
(2)

No.
Much of the railway line passes through
management priority areas, stream
buffers, and the Pemberton-Northcliffe
road buffer in which cutting is already
witheld.
Careful consideration must also be given
to the effects of withholding further
substantial areas (in this case over 1 000
ha) upon sawmilling life and therefore
employment in the industry.
However, should the railway line
eventually become a tourist route,
management plans would be reviewed
and consideration would be given to
appropriate treatments for maintaining
the visual attractiveness of its
surroundings.

STATE FORESTS
Wood Chipping Industry: Supervision, Research,

and Rehabilitation
1281. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Forests:
(1) What has been the total annual cost of

the research and operation or the Kelsall
committee to the Government since its
establishment?

(2) What was the estimated cost of the
Forest Department for supervision.
research and rehabilitation in the
environmental impact statement for the
woodchip industry?

(3) What has been the actual cost (on 1973
prices) of supervision research and
rehabilitation in each of the past three
years to the Forests Department?

(4) (a) How many hectares of regeneration
of land cut over for woodchips has
been hand-planted in each of the
past two years;

(b) what has been the cost per hectare
of such planting;

(c) how many hectares is it estimated
will be hand-planted in each of the
next five years?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) It has not been possible to contact the

chairman of the committece but an
answer will be provided to the member
in due course.

(2) Estimates as set out in attachment 8 of
the Environmental Impact Statement
are--
Supervision $117000
Research $ 30 900
Rehabilitation-included in supervision.

(3) Supervision casts estimated for question
930 of the 8th August, 1979, corrected
for inflation to 1973 prices are-
1978-79 $75000
1977-78 $79000
1976-77 573000
Research and rehabilitation costs cannot
be separated from the integrated forest
management programme. Past and
current research
activity is required
are processed or
costs for landings
largely carried
companies.

(4) (a) 1978-79
1977-78

and rehabilitation
whether wood chips
not. Rehabilitation
and snig tracks are
by the logging

1680 ha
1 361 has.

(b) $171.00 per hectare as supplied in
answer to question 718 of the 3rd
May, 1979.

(c) In Lhe expectation of a karri seed
year in 1981-82 it is unlikely that
the average area on which hand
planting will be required over the
next live years will exceed the
predicted long-term annual average
of 1 500 ha. More accurate
forecasting is not possible because
of uncertainty as to timing and
intensity of natural seeding.

LAND
Broome

1282. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) In respect of the land recently auctioned

at Broome by the Government, what
was the cost of development?
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(2) How was that cost made up, detailing
each amount?

(3) What was the upset price of the land?
(4) On whose recommendation was the

upset price fixed?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) to (3) The honourable mhember is

referred to question 10 19 of the 14th
August, 1979. When providing a similar
answer to question 1200 of the 23rd
August. total costs were inadvertently
understated by$ $19 496 being-
Power $17045 paid from Treasurer's

Advance 1978-79.
Roads $2 451 paid from Treasurer's

Advance 1978-79-adjustment of
MRD final cost.

The amount of S$17 045 for power was
not included in the premium charged as
this is refundable in due course from the
SEC.
Upset prices were approved by the
Governor in Executive Council upon my
recommendation.

FUEL: HYDROGEN
Separation fromi Water

1283. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Is he aware of any research being done

in Western Australia which aims at
mobilising a motor car by the use of
hydrogen separated from water?

(2) If so, can he supply details?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) There are several individual inventors

interested in such processes but I am not
aware of any major research efforts by
companies, the universities, or WAIT.

(2) Answered by (1).

HERBICIDE: NITROFEN
Banning

1284. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) In respect of the herbicide nitrofen or

TOK E25, when did the National
Health and Medical Research Council
recommend the herbicide be banned?

(2) What reasons were advanced?

(3) When was his department notified, and
by whom, that the herbicide was to be
banned?

M r
(I)

YOUNG replied:
The 23rd August, 1979.

(2) Recent toxicology studies showed that
this chemical caused birth defects in
rats, tumnours in rats and mice, and
reverse mutations in the Ames
salmonella strains.

(3) The 24th August, 1979 by the National
Health and Medical Research Council.
Action has already been taken by the
department to stop the sale and
distribution of the chemical and the
company bad been Ordered to withdraw
stocks from resellers.

DAIRYING: MILK
Market: Production Cost

1285. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) What is the current cost of production
of market milk per litre in each of the.
following districts:

(a) Pinjarra;
(b) Harvey-Waroona-Brunswick;
(c) Busselton;
(d) Pemberton-Northcliffe;
(e) Albany?

(2) What other factors are taken into
account in determining prices paid to
dairy farmers?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr OLD) replied:

(1) The latest survey of the market-milk
industry undertaken by my department
covered the 1976-77 Financial year. The
survey was not designed to yield district
comparisons.

(2) The Dairy Industry Authority through
its prices committee considers
submissions made by or on behalf of
individual dairymen, and submissions
made by the Farmers' Union of WA on
behalf of its members.
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WATER SUPPLIES: TREATMENT PLANT
Mirra booka

1286. Mr WILSON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) What action, if any, was taken by the

Metropolitan Water Board subsequent
to the re-examination of the problems
caused by the unpleasant smell
emanating from the Mirrabooka water
treatment plant, referred to in the
Minister's answer to question 676 of
1979?

(2) Is the Metropolitan Water Board aware
of a recurrence of these problems for
people living in Koondoola and
surrounding areas in the past few
weeks?

(3) What further action will now be taken
to bring about a more effective solution?

(4) Is the Metropolitan Water Board
considering extending the water
treatment plant or constructing a
sewerage treatment plant in the vicinity?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(I) Chlorine dosing for the removal of

hydrogen sulphide was increased.
(2) No.
(3)
(4)

Present dose rates will be reviewed.
Some expansion of the Mirrabooka
plant is under consideration. There are
no plans for construction of a sewerage
treatment plant in this vicinity.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Line

1287. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) How long is the lease period with L.U.L.
nominees for the "line" buses?

(2) What is the cost per payment and how
regularly will payments be made?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Ten years with options for renewal for a

further period of eight years.
(2) Payments will be made six-monthly. The

first payment equals 7.32998 per cent of
the cost of the buses followed by 19
subsequent payments equal to 7.29938
per cent of the cost of the buses. The
cost in dollar terms will not be known

until the completion of the contract for
the 17 buses. At the end of 10 years the
trust is entitled to renew the lease each
six months up to a further Period of
eight years. The lease payments for each
such renewed lease shall be the sum of-
(a) half of the amount equal to 8 per

cent per annum of the residual
value at the expiration of the term
of the immediately preceding lease;
and

(b) half of the amount equal to I per
cent of the cost of the buses.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
State Engineering Works: Retrenchments

1288. Dr TROY, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Works:
(1) How many carpenters are to be

retrenched from the State Engineering
Works in North Fremantle?

(2) Will the operation of the carpentry
section of the State Engineering Works
be viable with the remaining work
force?

(3) How many months of work orders exist
for the metal fabricating, moulding
shops?

(4) Is there likely to be retrenchments in the
metal workshop at the State
Engineering Works?

(5) If so, how many?
(6) Is the State Engineering Works likely to

significantly curtail its activity in the
current financial year?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Warning was given to the Building

Workers Industrial Union under date of
the 24th August that it may be
necessary to retrench four tradesmen
from the carpenters' shop in three
weeks' time. Since issuing this notice,
advice has been received that the State
Engineering Works is the lowest
tenderer for a reasonable sized job and,
if this order is forthcoming, the
retrenchments will not be necessary.

(2) In its Original form, the carpenters' shop
would not be viable if any further
reductions in staff proved necessary.
However, should this occur the control
of the shop will be rearranged to reduce
overheads. and keep it viable.
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(3) The fabrication shop has current orders
which will keep it occupied until
December and the moulding shop has at
least two months' work on current
orders.

(4) Not in the foreseeable future.
(5) Answered by (4).
(6) No curtailment of activities is planned.

The management of the State
Engineering Works is taking all possible
steps to maintain and, if possible,
increase activities above their present
depressed level. If any curtailment of
activities does occur, it will be because
of outside influences beyond the control
of management.

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES

Legislation

1289. Mr STEPHENS. to the Premier:

(I) In view of the prolonged waterfront
demarcation dispute involving Co-
operative Bulk Handling grain handling
facilities and the effect on grain storage,
will the Premier facilitate the early
introduction of his publicised tough
industrial legislation?

(2) Will this legislation contain provisions
which will enable the prompt settlement
of industrial disputes, demarcation or
otherwise?

Sir C HAR LES COU RT replied:
(1) The new industrial legislation will be

presented to Parliament this session, but
I cannot be specific about the date.
Every effort is being made to expedite it.
However, in considering the Co-
operative Bulk Handling dispute, the
position is complicated by the fact that
both Federal and State jurisdictions are
involved.

(2) The new legislation will enable the
Western Australian Industrial
Commission to deal with a dispute more
promptly and effectively. Hopefully, we
will be able to ensure co-operation-and
back-up legislation, if need be-from
the Federal Government.

WATER SUPPLIES AND SEWERAGE
Services: Domestic and Commercial

1290. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:

How many-
(a) sewerage:,
(b) water
services were maintained to-

(i) domestic;
(ii) commercial

consumers in each year from 1970 to
1979 inclusive?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(a) The information is not readily

available in the manner requested.
However, the number of sewerage
serices maintained in country town
sewerage schemes operated by the
Public Works Department, as at the
30th June each year, was-
1970 8796
1971 10377
1972 112141
1973 H1991
1974 12828
1975 14276
1976 15431
1977 17723
1978 19 105
1979 21 023
With respect to the metropolitan
area, the information is available
only since 1974. Assessments served
as at the 30th June--

Domestic other
1974 94 176 28012
1975 106509 33903
1976 120998 36 184
1977 133892 37095
1978 146417 38686
1979 159595 43420

(b) The number of services maintained
in country water supply schemes
operated by the Public Works
Department, as at the 30th June
each year, was-

1970
1971
1972
1973

Domestic
44 674
46 032
48 518
49 524

Commer-
cial
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Domestic
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979

Comnmer-
cial

53489
56 197
57 464
60831
62 547
64 765 7 656

N.A.
The number of commercial water
services maintained has been
recorded separately only since 1978.
With respect to the metropolitan
area, the information is, again.
available only since 1974.
Assessments served as at the 30th
June-

1974
1915
1976
1977
1978
1979

Domestic
206868
219 178
228 040
241 910
256 228
267 908

Other
66 543
68 324
69 730
70255
71597
75418

WATER SUPPLIES: METROPOLITAN
WATER BOARD

Work Force: Metropolitan Area

1291. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:

(1) How many men are employed by the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage
and Drainage Board in the metropolitan
area?

(2) How many men are employed by the
Public Works Department on the
Kalgoorlie pipeline?

(3) Where are the men employed in each
case?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) 2434.
(2) The number of men employed on the

Goldfields and Agricultural Water
Supply Scheme, which distributes water
from Mundaring Weir, is 393.

(3) The men are employed at the following
centres-
Metropolitan Water Board-throughout
the metropolitan area.
Public Works Department

Mundaring Weir 16 Corrigin i
Chidlows 2 Bruce Rock 2
Bakers Hill 2 Bodallin
Northam 107 Bencubbin

York
Goomalling
Meckering
Wyalkatchem
Wongan Hills
Dalwallinu
Conderdin
Kellerberrin
Quairading
Ta mmin
Merredin
Mukinbudin
Narambeen

3
2
2

20
7
8

21
26
2
2

69
10
2

Knungagin
Verbillon
Norseman
Kigginsville
Widgiemooltha
Coolgardie
Dedari
(3hooli
Southern Cross
Grant's Patch
Kalgoorlie

4

29
6
6

16

20

WATER SUPPLIES: METROPOLITAN
WATER BOARD

Vacant Positions

1292. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Minister Car Water
Supplies:

What is the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage and Drainage Board's present
policy on filling positions in the wages
area of their operations left vacant by
retirements or Tesignations?

Mr RIDGE replied:
For tradesmen-final year apprentices;
for non-tradesmen--either re-allocation
of present staff, the Public Service
Board pool, Commonwealth
Employment Service, or individual
applicants.

TRAFFIC: TRACTORS
Reflectrised Licence Plates

1293. Mr McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:
(1) As overwidth vehicles and farm tractors

are not allowed to travel along roads at
night, are non-reflectorised licence
plates still permitted?

(2) If farmers are requested to change farm
vehicles to reflectorised plates, under
what authority is this instruction given?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Farm tractors complying with

dimensions and lighting required under
the Vehicle Standards Regulations are
permitted to travel at night. Non-
reflectorised plates are not permitted by
the Road Traffic Authority.

(2) Road Traffic (Licensing) Regulation
24(6) allows the Road Traffic Authority
to serve notice on a licensee to surrender
to it any identification tablets or number
plates that are not reflective.
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TRANSPORT: BUSES

Line

1294. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Has the Government any plans to
purchase or lease any line buses in the
foreseeable future?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

Yes, for service on the Rockingham-
Kwinana-Perth service.

RAILWAYS
Railca rs

1295. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

What stage has been reached in regard
to replacement diesel railcars (or the
Perth metropolitan service?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Tenders for ive railcars and ive trailers
which closed on the 28th June, 1979, are
currently being evaluated with the
object of placing an order as soon as
practical.
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