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Wednesday, 29 April 1981

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

ACTS AMENDMENT (ELECTORAL
PROVINCES AND DISTRICTS) BILL

Notice of Motion

MR HASSELL (Cotteso-Chief Secretary)
[2.16 p.m.]: I give notice that at the next sitting
of the House I shall move-

That leave be given to introduce a Bill for
"An Act to amend the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act 1899-1980 and the
Electoral Districts Act 1947-197 5.",

Mr B. T, Burke: Political thugs! Many
redistribuuions have come unstuck. We will see
you thugs come unstuck too.

Mr Nanovich: Politics never entered our minds.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr B. T. Burke: Political thugs.

Mr Nanovich: With a big empty head like
yours-! am sorry, Mr Speaker.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: The House will come to order!

Mr B. T. Burke: A pack of thugs.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for

Balcatta to desist from referring to other
members in this Chamber in the way he has on a
number of occasions during the last few moments.

TRAFFIC

Reduction of Road Carnage: Petition

MR COWAN (Merredin) [2.17 p.m.]: I
present a petition signed by 24 residents of the
Merredin area praying that the Government
continues to support the Road Traffic Authority
in its efforts to reduce the road toll, reduce the
legal blood alcohol limit from 0.08 to 0.05, and
require compulsory alcohol tests for all traffic
victims admitted to hospital.

I certify that the petition conforms with the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. .34.)

MINING: NATIONAL PARK

Fitzgerald River: Petition

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [2.18 p.m.]: I have
a petition signed by I8 residents praying that the
Government will not allow mining in the
Fitzgerald River National Park. It conforms with
the Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly
and I have certified accordingly.

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

(See petition No. 35).

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT:
OFFICES OF PROFIT

Inquiry by Joint Select Committee:
Motion

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

That this House doth resolve-

(1) That, subject to the concurrence of
the Legislative Council in the terms
of this Resolution, the Joint Select
Committee of the Legislative
Assembly and the Legislative
Council that was appointed by a
resolution of the Legislative
Assembly passed on 16 October
1980 and a resolution of the
Legislative Council passed on 21
October 1980, be re-appointed for
the duration of this Parliament to
inquire as to-

(a) the suitability of the present
law relating to members of
Parliament holding offices of
profit under the Crown, or
having contracts or agreements
with the Crown; and

(b) in the event of that law being
considered unsuitable in any
respect, what changes should
be made in that law.

(2) That the Committee shall be
authorized to function
notwithstanding the adjournment or
prorogation of Parliament.

(3) That the Committee prepare a
report to each House of Parliament
setting forth its findings and
recommendations.
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(4) Thai in carrying out its functions
the Committee shall give particular
attention to the recommendations in
the Law Reform Committee's
report of 9 March 1971, and to the
changes in the law proposed in the
Acts Amendment and Repeal
(Disqualification for Parliament)
Bill 1979 introduced during the
Third Session of the 29th
Parliament.

(5) That the Committee have power to
consider and make use of the
Records of the Joint Select
Committee of the Legislative
Assembly and Legislative Council
appointed during the First Session
of this Parliament.

(6) That the
members
appointed
Assembly
Council.

Committee
of whom

by the
and 5 by th

consist of 9
4 shall be

Legislative
e Legislative

(7) That the Legislative Assembly be
represented on the Committee by
the following members namely-

Mr B. R. Blaikie
Mr i. G. Clarko

Mr i. J. Harman

Mr i. E. Skidmore

(8) That the Legislative Council be
requested to appoint 5 members of
the Legislative Council to serve on
the Committee, and to appoint one
of those members to be Chairman
of the Committee.

(9) That in the absence of the
Chairman from any meeting of the
Committee the members present
may appoint one of their number to
act temporarily as Chairman.

(10) That the Committee shall have
power to send for persons, papers
and records, to adjourn from time
to time and from place to place,
and, except as hereinafter provided,
to sit on any day and at any time.

(11) That the Committee shall not sit
while either House -is actually
sitting unless leave is granted by
that House.

(12) That 5 members of the Committee,
irrespective of the House by which
they are appointed, shall constitute
a quorum of the Committee and, so
long as a quorum is present at any
meeting, the members present shall
be competent to exercise and
perform all the powers, authorities
and functions of the Committee.

(13) That the Chairman, or person
acting as Chairman, of the
Committee shall have a deliberative
vote only, and in any case where, at
any meeting of the Committee, the
voting on any question is equal, that
question shall pass in the negative.

(14) That the first meeting of the
Committee be held at a time and
place appointed by the Chairman.

(I5) That the Committee have leave to
report from time to time on its
proceedings.

(16) That when the Committee has
concluded its sittings a copy of its
report, signed by the Chairman,
shall be presented to each House by
one of the members appointed by
that House to serve on the
Committee.

(17) That the Chairman of the
Committee shall have power to
make arrangements with the Clerk
of the Legislative Council for the
provision of clerical assistance to
the Committee.

(18) That the foregoing provisions of
this Resolution, so far as they are
inconsistent with the Standing
Orders, have effect notwithstanding
anything contained in the Standing
Orders and that any member be
entitled to sit on the Joint Select
Committee notwithstanding the
provisions of Standing Order 359.

(19) That in respect of matters not
provided for in this Resolution the
Standing Orders of the Houses
relating to Select Committees shall
be followed as far as they can be
applied.
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(20) That a message be sent to the
Legislative Council acquainting it
of this Resolution and requesting it
to agree to the re-appointment of a
Joint Select Committee in
accordance with the terms of this
Resolution and to take action
accordingly.

Most members will know the significance of this
motion; however, there has been some contention,
during the whole time I have been in this
Parliament, as to whether all Select Committees
cease to exist or have any status when Parliament
is prorogued before a new session. I understand
this is still disputed by some legal opinion and the
best thing to do when such disputes exist is to
clarify the matter and place it beyond any doubt,
particularly in the interests of the work of the
Select Committee and its members.

I invite the attention of members to the fact
that I introduced the original motion on 14
October 1980 and the reference in Hansard is on
pages 2175-2 178. The Leader of the Opposition
responded on 16 October and the Joint Select
Committee was duly constituted after the matter
was submitted to the Legislative Council for
concurrence and the necessary appointments were
made.

The purpose of this motion is to avoid a
repetition of any doubt such as that which has
arisen in the past and I have arranged for
additional words to be included in the resolution.

The first group of words to be included are in
the First paragraph of the resolution where it
states " . . be re-appointed for the duration of
this Parliament..- " It is hoped that the. addition
of these and other words, to which I will draw the
attention of members, will mean that the Joint
Select Committee can carry out its work
continuously during the lifetime of this
Parliament if they need that much time.

The other words to be added are in part (2) of
the motion which states "That the Committee
shall be authorized to function notwithstanding
the adjournment or prorogation of Parliament." I
invite the attention of members to the points I
have mentioned about limiting the work of the
Select Committee to the life of this parliament
and remind them that part (20) provides for this
resolution to go to the Legislative Council for its
concurrence and to complete the appointments.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.25 p.m.]. The Opposition supports
this motion in the same terms as it supported the
earlier motion. As far as I can ascertain, apart
from the points raised by the Premier, the motion

is no different from the wording which existed in
the original motion.

As the Premier pointed out, the committee has
been functioning since the end of last year. I do
not know what success it has had. We are not
necessarily interested in its work at this stage, but
the fact that we are prolonging the life of the
committee for the lire of this Parliament indicates
to me that it is' making slow progress. Indeed, we
might expect some report from it so that it may
be considered before Parliament is prorogued. We
support the motion.

Question put and passed.

BILLS (5). INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

I . Public Moneys Investment Amendment
Bill.

2. Business Franchise (Tobacco) Amendment
Bill.

3. Borrowings for Authorities Bill.
4. Superannuation and Family Benefits

Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Sir Charles

Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.
5. Western Australian Greyhound Racing

Association Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles

Court (Premier), and read a first time.

NOISE ABATEMENT AMENDMENT
HILL

Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Young

(Minister for Health), and transmitted to the
Council.

BILLS (2): THIRD READING
I. Mining and Petroleum Research Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Sir
Charles Court (Premier), and
transmitted to the Council.

2. Liquefied Petroleum Gas Subsidy
Amendment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr P.
V. Jones (Minister for Fuel and
Energy), and transmitted to the Council.
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SUPPLY BILL

Second Reading
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-

Treasurer) [2.34 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This measure seeks the grant of supply to HeIr
Majesty of $1 020 million for the works and
services of the year ending 30 June 1982 pending
the passage of appropriation Bills during the
Budget session of the next financial year.

Because last year was an election year there
was no autumn session of Parliament and supply
was provided to the Government automatically
under the Audit Act for the first two months of
this financial year. A Supply Act was passed at
the beginning of the first session of the new
Parliament pending the passage of the
appropriation Bills for the current financial year.

In introducing the measure I would like to draw
the attention of members to the new format of the
Bill. Members will notice that the wording has
been modernised and the presentation changed in
accordance with current drafting styles. There
have been no changes, of course, in the method of
seeking supply. 1 believe that members will find
the new presentation more readable and
appropriate to today's circumstances.

The Bill seeks an issue of $900 million from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund and $75 million from
moneys to the credit of the General Loan Fund.
Provision is made also in the Bill for an issue of
$45 million to enable the Treasurer to make such
temporary advances as may be necessary.

The amounts sought are based on the estimated
costs of maintaining the existing level of services
and works and no provision has been made for
any new initiatives which must await the
introduction of the Budget.

As members will recall, the 1980-81 Budget,
which was presented to Parliament on 30
September last, forecast a balanced Budget for
the sixth consecutive year with both revenue and
expenditure estimated at $1 857 million.

As I announced on 14 March, 1981, in a fairly
comprehensive summary of progress results in this
year's Budget, there have been slight revisions in
the prospective levels of revenue and expenditure
for the year as a result of a review of the Budget
outlook based on an analysis of transactions for
the first seven months of the year. At that time it
was predicted that revenue was likely to be $1.7
million less than forecast in the Budget and
expenditure $1.2 million under.

Given the magnitude of the total figures
involved those results indicated that a balanced
Budget was still in prospect.

Since that review, the level of revenue has been
maintained, but with the seasonal tightness of
liquidity in the last quarter of the financial year
and some easing in turnover on the sharemarket,
there is an element of uncertainty in revenue
prospects to the end of the year.

The national wage decision and the release last
week of the Consumer Price Index for the March
quarter confirm the wisdom of the Government's
decision to provide $5 million for further
adjustments this year for indexation increases in
salary and wages. It now appears that the cost of
the increase, based on the Consumer Price Index
rises for the December and March quarters, will
be only marginally above the amount provided by.
that original decision.

Although, as I have said, there is a degree of
uncertainty about the estimates (or the next few
months, the Government will closely monitor the
situation and maintain its strict control over
expenditure during this period. I am still hopeful
of achieving our aim of a balanced Budget for the
year.

It has been my practice for a number of years
to circulate a summary of the financial
transactions as soon as possible after the close of
the Financial year to keep members fully
informed.

I intend to continue this practice in respect of
transactions for the current financial year.

Naturally, at this time, the Government is
examining, in a preliminary way, the budgetary
position for 1981-82. There are a number of
important matters still to be resolved in the field
of Commonwealth-State financial relations which
could have an influence on next year's Budget.
The present tax-sharing arrangements are due for
review before 30 June this year including the
relative shares of States of personal income tax.
The latter has been the subject of a
comprehensive investigation by the Grants
Commission whose report is due prior to the June
Premiers' Conference. In addition, decisions have
yet to be made on the Jamison report on health
and hospital funding and the results of the Sir
Phillip Lynch Review Committee have yet to be
learned.

There is a conference of State Premiers with
the Prime Minister in Canberra next Monday at
which initial discussions will take place on these
issues. It is premature to try to forecast how far it
will be able to proceed towards finality of the
matters on that occasion. The meeting will be one
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of the most crucial to be held on the broad subject
of Commonwealth-State financial arrangements
but I feel that it is unlikely that finality will be
reached before the Premiers' Conference and
Australian Loan Council meeting to be held in
June.

In these circumstances all that can be said in
relation to the 1981-82 Budget is that it will
certainly be no easier than the current year's
Budget which was the tightest there has been for
many years.

I have described already the formal provisions
of the Bill and I commend it to members.

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

GRAIN MARKETING AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 26 March.
MR H. D. EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [2.40 p.m.]: The Minister in
his second reading speech gave a fairly lucid
explanation of the purposes of this Bill. I
understand some complications have occurred
which require this Bill to be passed as
expeditiously as possible, and the Opposition is
certainly happy to meet that need.

However, several queries arise and although
some of them arc only peripheral as far as the
Grain Marketing Act is concerned, I feel the time
might be appropriate to debate the entire grai n
marketing situation and to subject to a broad
examination some of the problems confronting the
grain industry of Western Australia.

To set the record clear and to ensure no
misunderstanding occurs about the purposes of
this Bill, its intention is twofold: firstly, it Is to
provide power to terminate and vary levies under
section 28 of the Act; and, secondly, it is to enable
money collected under section 28 of the Act since
the advent of the Commonwealth Barley
Research Levy and the Barley Research Acts to
be withdrawn from the grain research fund and
transferred by the Grain Pool to the
Commonwealth, or refunded to any grower who
has made a double payment. That is reasonable,
fair, and necessary.

The present situation is that a research levy on
barley at the rate of 15Sc a tonne is collected in
this State under section 28 of the Grain
Marketing Act. The funds collected are paid into
the grain research fund, which is administered by
the Minister for Agriculture, and disbursements
arc made on the recommendations of the grain
research committee.

The Australian barley research scheme was set
up by the Commonwealth Barley Research Levy
and Barley Research Acts with the agreement of
all the States, presumably through Agricultural
Council. All States agreed to this move and have
adopted this approach to research into barley
growing. The Commonwealth levy commenced
with the 1980-81 harvest and is collected in
Western Australia by the Grain Pool. The levy is
I Sc a tonne initially and it is to be paid into a
Commonwealth trust account together with a
Commonwealth Government matching
contribution. As I have indicated, the
disbursement of funds will be made by the
Minister for Agriculture on the recommendations
of a committee which is of the same composition
as the grain research committee. In other words,
that committee has a dual role.

The matching Commonwealth funds will be
allocated for research purposes by the Minister
for Primary Industry on the recommendation of
the barley industry research council.

Therefore the operation is twofold; we have a
twofold approach to research into the barley
industry and one queries why that should be so.

To ensure that growers do not have to pay a
double levy-which naturally is a matter of
concern to every grower in this State-the State
levy must be rescinded, which can be done only by
the amendment to section 28 brought forward by
the Minister in this Bill. The amendment gives
powers to rescind or change the existing situation.

This has not been possible up to the present
time and as a consequence Western Australian
growers will have to pay both levies unless the
funds collected under the State levy can be
transferred to the Commonwealth trust account.
The Commonwealth is agreeable to the adoption
of this method and I should imagine no objection
will be heard from the producers in Western
Australia.

The Minister has an amendment on the notice
paper, to which he will want to speak when he
closes this section of the debate. However, I raise
several queries in respect of the operation of the
new fund. It appears that both the Minister for
Agriculture and the Federal Minister for Primary
Industry will have power to administer funds
which become available for barley research.
Certainly one-half of those funds is made up from
contributions of growers, and the other half is
made up of Commonwealth contributions on a
dollar-for-dollar basis.

I do not know whether it is more desirable to
use the total funding for projects of national
importance, bearing in mind that we are dealing
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with an industry that has the potential to become
a major export industry; or whether we should
ensure that local projects of a more isolated
nature should be funded. However, one thing is
for certain: A duplication of effort will occur in
some research aspects.

As a result of this the research funds, which are
always limited, might be disbursed in a manner
that is not altogether in the best interests of the
industry. I do not know whether the Agricultural
Council discussed this matter or what was the
feeling of the other States in respect of this
diversity in the application of research funds.

The two avenues of research which are
available to the Commonwealth and the State
ought to be more clearly defined. After all the
State will be operating with the growers' money
and for that reason the procedure to be followed
in disbursing the money should be spelt out a little
more clearly.

In addition the policies and the projects which
are currently being undertaken or proposed by
both the State and Federal Governments also
should be spelt out more clearly. Some indication
must be given even at this transitional stage of
what is going on in respect of research into the
barley industry. I think the Minister has an
obligation to spell out this matter in mare detail
than has been the case.

While we are concerned at the moment only
with the research funds and the mechanism which
enables payments to be made, there is a need also
to examine the grain marketing structure of the
State, paying particular regard to the position of
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd. and the fact
that two other Bills associated with grain are
before the House at the moment. I do niot intend
to labour this point or to become too involved in
the overall aspects of grain marketing, but
probably it is appropriate to raise the matter now
as we are dealing with the role of CBH in respect
of coarse grains and certain frictions have
occurred with regard to the producers' marketing
authority and the handling facility represented by
CBH.

I understand there is some disquiet or concern
which is manifested by the fact that the Grain
Pool after three years' negotiation still has not
signed an agreement with CBH to appoint CR11
as its agent. I know I am digressing from the
immediate periphery of this Bill, but this does
raise another question, particularly as CBH must
be an ongoing grain handling authority until the
year 2000, and this new arrangement is being
undertaken even though the term of CBH- does
not finish for another four years. The urgency in

this respect suggests there Must be some activity
on the part of CBH at this stage otherwise the
Bill would not be before the House. The Minister
should be able to clarify the reason for that in the
debate on one of the other Bills to which I have
referred.

I come now to the attitude of the Grain Pool,
and the fact it has not reached agreement on the
matter of oats. Whilst it does not specifically
relate to coarse grain barley, the overall future of
CBI- as the total handling authority for the State
should have been raised at this time, because we
are to discuss three associated Bills and I
understand the Minister has foreshadowed that at
least one other connected piece of legislation is to
be introduced shortly.

Mr Old: Yes, the Seeds Act.
Mr H. D. EVANS: I wonder why the whole

matter was not thrown open for debate so that
warehousing and other problems could have been
sorted Out. These matters are interrelated to some
degree. The result of discussing this legislation
separately will be a patchwork of provisions.

This matter can be described only as an
industry matter which will enable the payment of
certain levies in a manner that does not
inconvenience growers, and for this purpose, an
alteration to the legislation is required.

To that extent, the Opposition supports the Bill.
I will leave the Minister to outline the nature of
his amendment when the appropriate Stage is
reached.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [2.52 pm.):
This is a straightforward, simple measure which
will be appreciated by growers. As the member
for Warren pointed out, from the 1980-S81 harvest
a Commonwealth levy will come into operation. A
levy to be applied in Western Australia will be
matched by the Commonwealth levy, anid will
provide more funds to be administered by the
Barley Industry Research Council. which makes
recommendations to the Minister.

Mr H. D. Evans; Not really. The Minister for
Primary Industry will administer it as well.

Mr McPHARLFN: That is correct; it will be
administered by both State and Federal
Ministers.

It is worthy of note that the Commonwealth
has agreed to a delay in the payment due to be
made to the Commonwealth by the end of
February until S May, 1981, without penalty. So,
there has been some co-operation in this matter,
which is good to see.

Since oats is now not a prescribed grain, there
is no authority for it to attract a levy to be paid
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into research funds and warehousing. This will
relieve the authority of the responsibility of
collecting that fund for research purposes which
has not been in the best interests of the oats
industry. More debate will be entered into on that
point when we discuss the Bulk Handling
Amendment Bill over the next few days.

The matter of warehousing caused a great deal
of concern to many people, who were not very
happy with the implications of the scheme. It
remains to be seen aver the next season or two
whether there are better ways of tidying up this
marketing system.

This Bill certainly has my support, and I
believe it will be to the benefit of the barley
ind ust ry.

MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) 12.55 p.m.]: I thank the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and the member for Mt.
Marshall for their general support of the Bill. The
purpose of the legislation was accurately set out
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I thank
him for co-operating in allowing the Bill to be
brought forward on today's notice paper; however,
the Government expected that sort of co-
operation, as we co-operated last night and put
the Bill down on the notice paper for the
convcnience of the honourable member.

FH is necessary 10 have the Bill passed as quickly
as possible because we have been granted an
extension of time for the payment of these
research funds to the Commonwealth; they are
now due to be paid by 8 May. It concerns me
somewhat that there is a possibility of some sort
of penalty being imposed for late payment. I have
no doubt we could overcome a delay of a day or
two, but it would be advantageous to have the Bill
through the Parliament and be able to pay the
money on the due extended date.

The matter of a national approach to barley
research was discussed; it is a valid point. Whilst I
go along with a national approach to research, I
must remind members that up to date there has
been a disproportionate distribution of research
funds from the Commonwealth Government to
the so-called Australian Barley Board. This board
comprised growers of Victoria and South
Australia, which produce less barley than
Western Australia-, in the past, it has received a
very unfair advantage and a weighted amount of
research money from the Commonwealth which
well and truly overmatched their contributions.

The Coarse Grain Research Committee in
Western Australia-which until recently was
chaired by Mr Harry Whittington to whom I pay
tribute for the work he has done for the coarse

grain industry in Western Australia-has
agitated for some years to have this imbalance
corrected and this has been regularly discussed at
the Agricultural Council. However, it has always
met with great reluctance-obviously-on the
part of Victoria and South Australia and up to
recently, also by the Minister for Primary
Industry.

However, the Minister for Primary Industry
eventually saw the light and suggested the
establishment of a common research fund with a
levy calculated on a per-tonine basis to be applied.
This was agreed to by all States, with the
exception of South Australia which, obviously,
due to its production, would be the State to suffer
most. However, it would take a long time for
Souch Australia's disadvantage to reach that
experienced by Western Australia. Eventually,
South Australia, under threat of direction from
the Commonwealth, came into line. So, we are
now able to start this common approach to
research funds.

WeternM Australia undoubtedly will be a power
better off than it has been in the past and will
have much more money to spend on research than
has been available in past years. A national
approach possibly will avoid a duplication in
research. I assure members that communication
between the States on research to be undertaken
will be on a continuing basis, as it has been in the
past, even during the days of the Australian
Barley Board and the Western Australian
research committee. I foresee no problems in this
area and I give members an assurance that we
will closely monitor the situation.

I would have to mention the relationship
between CBH and the Grain Pool as this has been
raised by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I
point out that the CBH Bill will be debated in the
House in the near future, and we could have more
dicussion on it at that time. Certainly there have
been some problems between the two
organisations; and those problems have received
quite a deal of publicity. The main problem
revolved around the handling charges for oats.
Over the period of negotiations, although
complete accord was not reached and the requests
of CBI- were not adhered to totally, some accord
has been reached and there has been a fairly
harmonious situation applying since that time. I
hope this will continue.

It has been necessary to bring this Bill forward
sooner than the CBH Bill, for the reasons I
outlined in the first instance. Those reasons agree
with the reasons I gave the member for Warren
when I asked him to allow us to bring the Bill
forward on the notice paper today. There was
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some priority in drafting this Bill because of the
funding necessity and the deadline date for
payment.

Subsequent to the drafting of the Bill, which
allows the payment of the levies to the
Commonwealth, and when the CBJ- Bill was
drafted, it was realised that there would have to
be a further amendment to the Grain Marketing
Amendment Bill because of the impingement of
the setting of standards within the Grain
Marketing Act. For that reason it has become
necessary for me, after consultation with the
Clerk, to place amendments upon the notice
paper. I will move them in Committee.

We have several Bills relating to grains coming
before the House, but they are not related except
on the point I mentioned dealing with the Bulk
Handling Amendment Bill and the Grain
Marketing Amendment Bill. I apologise that the
amendments were overlooked in the first instance.
That is why it was necessary to place them on the
notice paper. However, with regard to the Seeds
Act, that is a totally different operation; and we
will later introduce a Bill for the replacement of
the Seeds Act.

I thank members for their general support of
the Bill, and 1 commend it to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Comymiltee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Blaikie) in the Chair; Mr Old (Minister for
Agriculture) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
New clause 3-
Mr OLD: As I explained in the second reading

debate, I have an amendment on the notice paper.
That amendment is self-explanatory. It seeks to
amend section 33 by adding a new clause, to
stand as clause 3, which brings in the ability for
grades and dockages to be determined by the
Grain Pool and transmitted to CB"-, as will be
done by the Wheat Board with regard to wheat.
The second part of the new clause brings the
amendment into operation on the date that the
Bulk Handling Amendment Act 1981 comes into
operation; and we will be debating the Bill for
that Act in the next few days.

I move-
Page 3-Add after clause 2 the following

new clause to stand as clause 3-
Seio3 .()Section 3 3 ftepicplAti
amended.3.()Scin3oftepicplAts

amended by-

(a) deleting "thereto by and" and
substituting the following-

"to grades and dockages by
or"

and
(b) inserting, after "subsections (5)",

the following-

(2) Subsection (1) of this section shall
come into operation on the date on
which the Bulk Handling Amendment
Act 1981 comes into operation.

New clause put and passed.
Title-
Mr OLD: I move an amendment-

Delete the passage "section 28" and
substitute the passage "sections 28 and 33".

This would bring the title into line with the
previous amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
Title, as amended, put and passed.

Bill reported with an amendment and an
amendment to the title.

SUPPLY BILL
Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the Bill.

CLEAN AIR AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from I8 November 1980.
MR HODGE (Melville) [3.10 p.m.]: The

Government's approach to this Bill is very similar
to its approach to the Noise Abatement
Amendment Bill. It appears to acknowledge that
there is need for urgent action to protect the
public interest and for substantial changes to be
made to antiquated and largely ineffectual
legislation. The Minister seemed to acknowledge
that in his second reading speech and gave the
impression the changes required were contained in
the Bill. On face value the Bill does seem to come
to grips with many of the problems evident in the
Act. There appears tc be and there is much more
substance to this 3i11 than to the Noise
Abatement Amendment Bill which I thought was
substantially a cosmetic job. Unfortunately, upon
closer examination it becomes all too clear that
the political ideology of the Government has
again come to the fore and prevented this Bill
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from being the effective legislation that is
required.

The Liberal Party has a fundamental failing
when it comes to dealing with environmental
maiters and the protection of environmental
health. The Noise Abatement Amendment Bill
and this Bill are perfect examples of that- Whilst
this Bill contains many long overdue and worth-
while provisions, they are negated by other
provisions which the Government, in a politically
inspired action, has written into the Bill. I refer to
the Government's stacking of the Air Pollution
Control Council with representatives of the
Confederation of WA Industry. Under this Bill
there will now be four representatives from the
confederation on the council and together with
those four representatives there will be a
representative of the Minister for Mines and that
person is normally a representative of the
Chamber of M ines, another employers'
representative.

So in reality that makes five people who are
representatives of private industry. In my opinion
it is very odd that the Air Pollution Control
Council, which is the public's watchdog for
monitoring the pollution put into the air by
private industry, is being stacked with
representatives of private industry, the people
largely responsible for the pollution.

There is a further provision which is even more
serious and undoes all the good the Government
has -set out to do with all the other provisions. I
refer to the Government's decision to create an
avenue of appeal to the Minister on decisions-of
the clean air council. I will have a lot more to say
about that later on in my speech because that
action alone in providing an avenue of appeal to a
political head is an action that destroys to a large
degree the otherwise many worth-while features
of this Bill.

The composition of the clean air council is
being extended from 15 to ) 7 members and in the
opinion of members of the Qpposition this number
is far too high. Why is it necessary to have four
representatives from the Confederation of WA
Industry? The Minister did not offer aiiy
explanation at all in his second reading speech.
The Minister covered this point with just the
following words-

A second proposal is for increased
membership of the council allowing for
representation from the Depairtment of
Conservation and Environment and an
additional representative nominated by the
confederation of Western Australian
Industry (Inc.).

(411

That is the entire explanation we were given by
the Minister why he thought it was necessary
there should be four representatives from that one
organisation. I raised this point last night in
debate on the Noise Abatement Amendment Bill
and asked why it was necessary to have two Such
representatives as outlined in that Bill. There can
be no rational justification for having four
represent atives of this organisation. I am very
suspicious of the Government's motive in
appointing these four representatives.

Why is it necessary to have two representatives
from the Local Government Association;, why
cannot one person represent that association? I
believe it is illogical to have this duplication and
triplication and it will make the council far too
unwieldy. We should try to trim the council to a
sensible and workable size.

Mrs Craig: There are two local government
bodies which are quite separate entities.

Mr HODGE: It would seem to me that it is
sensible to have the metropol ita n- based
association on the committee because that is
where most of the problems occur-

Mrs Craig: You have to be joking.

Mr H-ODGE: -that is, apart from some areas
in Bunbury where the Government has managed
to cause pollution.

Mrs Craig: It seems you are just beginning to
learn something about the south-west.

Mr I-ODGE: I stitl believe the general interest
of local government can be represented effectively
by one person.

Why is it that the Government believes the
University of WA is the only suitable tertiary
body to nominate a representative to sit on the
council? The Government does not seem to
acknowledge that we have a number of tertiary
institutions in this State. We have at least one
other university and several tertiary education
institutions, yet when this legislation refers to the
composition of the advisory committee and the
clean air council mention is made only of the
University of WA nominating a representative to
sit on the council. As I suggested last night when
speaking about the Noise and Vibration Control
Council and its advisory coammittee, why cannot
the clean air council and its technical advisory
committee be amalgamated. I covered this matter
last night and 1 will not repeat my argument. This
move would streamline and improve the efficiency
of this body. I see no good reason to persevere
with two committees.
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Mr Bertram: Are the members of the clean air
council remunerated or are they honorary
members?

Mr HODGE: 1 think they are honorary
members. The Confederation of WA Industry is
also over- represented on the advisory committee.
It has two representatives while all the other
bodies represented have one. The Trades and
Labor Council has none. The Department of
Conservation and Environment, a very important
body, is overlooked altogether on the advisory
committee which I believe to be a major oversight
and something which could have been rectified by
this legislation.

Mr Young: There is a representative of the
Commonwealth Department of Science and the
Environment on the committee.

Mr HODGE: That may be the case but I think
it is important the State department be on the
cornmit tee.

I mentioned before that this Bill seeks to give
the council more flexibility in the matter of
licences and permits, and the Opposition
welcomes this. It certainly appeared to be well
needed and long overdue. The legislation allows
for conditions to be imposed on licenees as they
are issued. It also provides for licences to be
cancelled or suspended and these are all very
necessary powers for the council to have. The
Opposition is very pleased to see these powers and
it welcomes these moves.

Clause 12 of the Bill seeks to add a new
paragraph to section 24, subsection (4)(b) of the
Act. The proposed new paragraph (b) will replace
the old section 24(4)(b). However, I foresee a
possible problem with this amendment. I would
appreciate it if the Minister would look at it and
perhaps have his advisers give him their opinions
on it.

In brief, the proposed new paragraph states
that the council may revoke or suspend a licence
or attach conditions to it. The previous paragraph,
that is paragraph (a) of section 24(4), has not
been altered and it says that the council "shall"
grant any application for a licence or for renewal
or transfer, etc. I believe that will cause problems
and it would have been desirable for an
amendment to have been made to paragraph (a)
saying that the council "may" grant any
applications for a licence, etc.

There seems to be a clash between proposed
new paragraph (b) of section 24(4) and
paragraph (a). It seems to me those two
paragraphs could be working against the thrust of
the legislation.

There appears also to be a further clash
between the provisions of section 27(l ) of the Act
and section 24(4), proposed new paragraph (b).
Section 27 states that "A licence shall subject to
this Act remain in force for a period of one year
and may from time to time be reissued". I believe
section 27(l) should be amended and the word
"may" should be substituted for the word "shall".
It would then read that "a licence may" remain in
force for one year.

Again I see a clash with the proposed new
paragraph this Bill seeks to insert, in that it
provides powers to revoke or suspend a licence
and yet the other provisions to which I have
referred indicate that, if a licence is issued, it
shall remain in force for a full year. In section
24(4)(a) it Seems to Me it might be possible that,
if a person who has just had his licence revoked
makes a fresh application to the council, the
council shall grant a licence. It does not have any
option but to grant a licence. That is my
interpretation and it may be wrong, but I feel
those points are worthy of some investigation.

The Bill prohibits the occupier of unscheduled
premises from emitting smoke from a chimney or
fire. This. closes a loophole which permitted an
occupier of unscheduled premises to emit smoke
from a fire. That seems to me to be an essential
amendment, but a further amendment should be
made. Section 32 of the Act requires amendment
to bring it into line with this provision. In that
way, the occupier of a scheduled premises would
be prohibited from emitting smoke from a fire.
The Bill does not contain such an amendment, but
a scheduled premises should also be prohibited
from emitting smoke from a fire and not just from
a chimney.

The penalties for breaches of the Act have been
increased substantially. The maximum fine has
been increased from $200 to $10000 and the
daily fines have been increased from $40 to
$1 000, 1 believe there is greater potential for
breaches of the regulations than of the Act and
the fines for breaches of the regulations have been
increased, but not to the same extent as for
breaches of the Act.

The Fines for breaches of the regulations have
been increased from $200 to 52 000 and the daily
fine has been increased from $40 to $400. 1
believe the fines for breaches of the regulations
should be increased further. In fact they should be
brought uip to the level of fines for breaches of the
Act. That may appear to be unusual, but, as a
result of my inquiries, it appears there is a much
greater potential for breaches of the regulations
than for breaches of the Act.
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The Bill provides for a representative from the
Town Planning Department to be on the clean air
council, but, as with the Noise Abatement
Amendment Bill, there is' no machinery for formal
consultation and co-operation. That is a glaring
omission. There is an obvious need for a statutory
requirement for consultation between the Town
Planning Department and the Minister or
Commissioner of Health and the clean air council.

The siting of industry next to housing
developments has a crucial bearing on air
pollution. Most members would be aware of the
trcmendous problems which have been occurring
for years as a result of householders living close to
the Cockburn cement factory. Had formal
consultations taken place and machinery been laid
down in legislation requiring the Town Planning
Department to consult the clean air council,
surely that type of madness could be prevented
before it occurred.

Mrs Craig: There is consultation in cases such
as that. The difficulty which arose there was that
there were some historic lots in the very early part
of the century which comprised about five or 10
acres and people moved onto those. The Cockburn
Town Council would like to see more people
there, but the Town Planning Department said
"No", because of the unusual situation which
exists. So there is consultation and there has been
a refusal to meet the requests to open up those
areas For extension, because of the problems.

Mr HODGE: I appreciate the interjection of
the Mihister for Urban Development and Town
Planning and I am pleased to hear that informal
consultations take place. The point I am trying to
make in relation to this legislation and the Noise
Abatement Amendment Bill is that I believe
formal statutory requirements should exist so that
there is no mistake about it and there is no
possibility of that sort of error occurring again.

I believe it is only elementary that the Town
Planning Department should work in close
consultation with the environmental and health
authorities, such as the Noise Abatement Council
and the clean air council. However , such
consultations should be recognised and written
into the legislation. I cannot see any great
problems in that regard and I do not believe it is a
radical suggestion. It would ensure that proper
consultation occurred on every occasion.

Mrs Craig: It overlooks the role of the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority in so far
as its broadacre zoning requirements are
concerned. If they zone an industrial area, there is
always a buffer zone between that and a
residential area. Perhaps the mistakes you refer to

now are historic more than those which have
occurred in recent times.

Mr HODGE: I hope that is the case. It is
certainly not the case with the Noise and
Vibration Control Council, because subdivisions
are going ahead in the City of Melville right next
to the Leach Highway at the present time.
Indeed, it has been acknowledged that Leach
Highway is the noisiest road in the State.
Certainly consultation is not working there and
something has broken down in relation to noise
control and planning in the City of Melville.

Mrs Craig: But people exercise a choice to buy
there knowing the situation.

Mr HODGE: In my opinion, that philosophy
does not hold water; but I am getting a little off
the track in this particular debate and I would be
happy to discuss this matter at another time.

Mr' Jamieson: A lot of them moved there before
the advent of Leach Highway.

Mr HODGE: In other countries those people
would get Government compensation. If a
Government town planning decision affects them
in the way of noise pollution, they are entitled to
Government compensation. That is what the
British legislation provides.

A committee of inquiry in Victoria, the Gobbo
committee, recommended that action be taken in
Victoria as well.

The point I want to make now relates to what I
think is the most important point so far as the
Opposition is concerned. I must preface my
remarks by saying the Opposition supports the
Bill although it is critical of certain parts of it.
We appreciate all the very worth-while things it is
attempting to do. The Minister seems to become
offended if I do not list all the good things in
legislation he handles. I do not intend one by one
to go through to mention all the worth-while
things in the Bill which we support. I will
concentrate today on the important parts which
we feel are contentious and damaging to the
legislation. Already I have mentioned what I
consider to be the politically motivated action of
the Government in stacking the clean air council
and increasing the number of members to a very
large number. It intends to put four
representatives from the Confederation of WA
Industry on the council and another
representative from the Chamber of Mines, all
employers and private industry representatives.

Mr Tonkini: All members of the Liberal Party
probably.

Mr HODGE: That may well be so. of course,
this Government will go further. It intends to
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cover all the loopholes, In the rare event of its
losing control of the numbers on the clean air
council it will make the ultimate arbitrator a
political person, a member of the Liberal Party,
the Minister for Health.

The Minister for Health introduced legislation
that will provide for avenues of appeal from
decisions of the clean air council to him. I think
that is most improper. He has a very close day-to-
day working relationship with the Clean Air Act.
Briefly I will run through the sections of the Act
which give the Minister control over this
legislation or the activities of the clean air
council. Section 12 gives the Minister power to
appoint representatives to the clean air council;
so, the Minister decides who will go onto it. The
Minister also can terminate the appointments; so,
he can sack whoever he wants.

Mr Tonkin: Jobs for the boys.
Mr HODGE: Section 16(4) gives the Minister

power to convene meetings of the council; so, he
can call the members together whenever he wants
to. Section 17(e) gives the Minister power to refer
any matter he wants to the council, and this
section of the Act also requires the council to
advise the Minister of all matters to do with air
pollution so, the Minister can refer matters to the
council and ask it for advice on all matters to do
with air pollution.

Section 17(f) spells out that the operations of
the council are subject to the Minister's control
and section 17(g) states the council may make
recommendations to the Minister; so, we see on a
whole range of matters relating to the operations
of the clean air council, the Minister has direct
control. Despite the Minister's very close role in
the administration of this Act the Government
has seen fit to provide an avenue of appeal to the
Minister. Everyone must ask the question: Why?

In the hope of determining why and receiving
some explanation I referred to the Minister's
second reading speech to see what explanation he
gave. I will quote briefly from the Minister's
introductory speech. The third last paragraph
states-

Another amendment makes provision for
the expansion of existing appeal rights
enabling an optional right of appeal to the
Minister for Health or the Local Court
regarding decisions by the Air Pollution
Control Council.

That is the full explanation which sheds virtually
no light at all on the proposed position. Why has
the Minister decided that people should have the
choice of appealing to him or the Local Court?
Has pressure been brought to bear from industry

representatives to require the Government to have
appeals directed to the Minister? Surely the
Parliament deserves some explanation as to why
an element of political control will be brought in
to the day-to-day administration of the
legislation. I do not believe it proper for a
Minister, be he a Labor or Liberal Minister, to
have that sort of con trol.

The right place for such appeals is as it appears
in the legislation at the moment-the Local
Court-not the political arena. Certainly it will
be alleged and, probably, with some justification,
that if the clean air council happens to enforce the
legislation too vigorously and tramples on the toes
of some industrialists, they can appeal to a friend,
probably a Liberal Party ally, the Minister for
Health, and he will be able to get them off the
hook. That is an extremely unsavoury situation to
have.

1 do not believe a Labor Minister for Health or
a Liberal Minister for Health should sit in that
position of power. The Opposition is very much
opposed to the provision. We believe it has the
capacity to hamstring or take away the powers
completely of people concerned with enforcing the
clean air regulations. They will be conscious of
the fact that anyone they tackle over clean air
regulations will have access to a political head,
and that political pressure will be brought to bear
on them. That is a very unhealthy situation.

The people who work with the clean air council
are public servants trying to do a good job in
difficult circumstances. Often it is difficult for a
public servant to negotiate with large corporations
and organisations which sometimes are not the
easiest institutions to get on with.

Sometimes the changes which the council
requires are substantial and may cost a lot of
money. I believe if we introduce a political
element into appeals from decisions of the council
that the whole process certainly will be impeded,
and that is the process of having and keeping
clean air in Western Australia.

The Minister has made little, in fact, no
attempt, to justify bringing that political role into
the legislation. In his second reading speech he
pointed out in some detail many of the technical
faults of the Act. All the other changes are
designed to make the legislation work better, to
improve the activities of the council, yet the one
to which I have referred with one stroke of the
pen will negate all the good intentions of the
Government in its attempt to improve the Act. On
behalf of the Opposition I ask the Government to
reconsider its decision to bring in an avenue of
appeal to the Minister for Health. It is not
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necessary-it will not help at all. The Minister
made no attempt tojustil'y it in his second reading
speech.

I mentioned in my comments on the Noise
Abatement Amendment Bill that there should be
an appeal tribunal to hear cases which request an
exemption from the Noise Abatement Act. That
same tribunal-ir the Minister is unhappy with
the Local Court-should be used to arbitrate
decisions handed down by the clean air council. I
put that suggestion to the Government and say it
is preferable that we deal with such a tribunal
than bring in a political person, the Minister for
Health, to hear these appeals.

Another point I wish to bring to the attention
of the House is that there does not seem to be any
authority under the legislation for the council to
take action in cases where dust from cleared
ground is a problem. As far as I can ascertain the
Bill will not overcome the problem. If a property
is cleared for construction then action can be
taken by the council to stop the dust-if it has
caused a problem.

If the clearing is not associated with
construction or development, there does not
appear to be anything that can be done under this
legislation. Such a situation has been brought to
my attention involving land which has been
cleared, but not for the purpose of construction or
development, and the dust from that cleared land
has been a great problem for nearby residents.
However, nothing can be done under this
legislation and that appears to be a failing of the
Act and the Bill. I draw this fact to the attention
of the Government in the hope that it may be
prepared to rectify the matter while the
legislation is before the House.

The Opposition proposes to support the second
reading of the Bill but wishes to raise strong
objection to the politically inspired changes which
are to be brought about by the legislation.

We believe that the proposed increased
representation from private industry is a
backward step. As I said at the outset, this
committee is a watchdog for the public interest
and should do its best to ensure that the air is
kept clean and unpolluted. It seems ironical that
the committee is being stacked with
representatives of private industry when private
industry, in the main, is responsible for the bulk
of air pollution. That does not make sense to me
and I believe the Government is not acting in the
best interests of the community.

I believe the Government is politically
motivated to ensure that its friends iii industry -are
not policed too vigorously and in order to do this

is stacking the council-, also, a person may make
an appeal to the Local Court or the Minister.

It is obvious that if a person with some political
clout or a friend in the Government is taken to
task too vigorously by the clean air council, there
would be no prizes for guessing that he would not
take his appeal to a Local Court; he would take
his appeal to the Minister for Health.

This is a most unsatisfactory position and the
Opposition is opposed to it. The Opposition
almost opposed this legislation because of that
fact; however, there are other good technical
points in the Bill which will provide a vast
improvement to the legislation. Therefore, for
those reasons we have decided to support the Bill.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [3.47 p.m.]:
As usual, the shadow Minister for Health, the
member for Melville, has dealt with this Bill very
adequately and I would like to support, without
reservation, the remarks he has made.

Whilst the Opposition supports the Bill, it is
extremely reluctant to do so. There is a great deal
of minutac in the Bill and it constitutes an excuse
for this legislation and provides an opportunity to
increase the numbers on the council and we find
that an objectionable provision. There is provision
also for an appellant to choose to make his appeal
to the Local Court or to the Minister.

As the member for Melville said, the Air
Pollution Control Council is established for the
express purpose of being a watchdog for the
community. There are endless Acts of Parliament
which set up councils for the purpose of
implementing Acts but more particularly to
protect the consumer against certain activities
which are contrary to the public interest. There is
nothing new about that.

The establishment of committees has a ring of
socialism about it; although, it is strange that
during the time of the Court Government endless
committees have been established, apparently for
the purpose of being a watchdog to protect the
public interest.

I think none other than the former Speaker of
the House of Commons (Mr Selwyn Lloyd) made
such an observation and I now recognise the fact
that Committees are set up by Governments,
ostensibly to protect the public interest but
ultimately to protect the interests of Governments
and to advance the interests of those who are
really to be guarded against. In this case, the
number of council members is to be increased and
we are strongly opposed to that.

The Opposition is here for the purpose of
opposing where opposition is proper. The
Opposition should not be here merely to oppose; if
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it were it should not be here at all. However, it is
more or less the duty of the Opposition to oppose.

The Government members, and the Minister,
know that once a committee increases its numbers
it may cease to become as effective as it should
be. The purpose of a committee is not to have
woolly discussions and to keep minutes, it is
required to make decisions and take action in the
interests of the community. However, as
committees increase in size so does the verbiage;
the action reduces also. If action is required then
my advice is to get rid of committees. However,
that is not democratic so we must have
committees, but we must not stack them with
people who should not be on the committees at
all.

If the committee must have representatives
from the Confederation oF Western Australian
Industry then they should not be equal to one-
quarter of the total committee members. I
represent 17 000 people and I do not think that
that confederation represents anything like 17 000
people.

It is quite obvious that~there are certain persons
within that confederation who are polluting the
atmosphere and wish to be able to continue to do
so. Some of the people who are on the clean air
council are probably the greatest polluters of t he
State and they should not be represented on the
council.

The only way the Minister could satisfy me
that I am wrong would be to list those people on
the council and those who are to be on the council
and to identify the interests they represent.

I may be wrong, and I hope I am, but I am
suggesting in the clearest terms that some people
who are on this council certainly should not be
there in the public interest.

Mr Young: Which ones?
Mr BERTRAM: The Minister should name

them and let the members make their own
judgments.

Mr Young: I understood you to say that certain
people should not be there.

Mr BERTRAM: Yes.
Mr Young: And I am asking you to say which

ones.
Mr BERTRAM: Those people who are the

major polluters of the air within the State should
nut be members of that council. I am hoping they
are not, and I am hoping they have not been.

Mr Young: You don't know who they are?
Mr BERTRAM: No I do niot know, but the

very least the Minister can do is to put the minds

of the people of Western Australia at rest. It is
not only I who takes the view that the members of
this council may not be there to protect the public
interest; this proposition was put forward by
Selwyn Lloyd himself, a former Speaker of the
House of Commons. We must have regard for
that point of view when we start to dabble with
Committees. One does not have to be a detective
to realise what is happening with many of the
committees

The people of Western Australia, at the
appropriate time, should be able to be satisfied on
the vital question of air pollution. We have a
debate on the Clean Air Amendment Bill
proceeding now, and this is an appropriate time to
clear up the question, as we are supposed to be
clearing up the air.

We oppose this proposition to increase the size
of the council. As the member for Melville said,
no real attempt has been made to justify the
increase, and that in itself puts people on their
guard. Something fishy is going on when the
Government conceals its reason for taking certain
action, or indeed, when it neglects to give any
reason. ]n such a situation the Opposition is duty
bound to query what is happening. The
Opposition does not have the numbers here to do
anything about the increase in the membership
because this House does not operate as a
legitimate Parliament. Some people will get to
know what is going on through the Press or
through Hansard, and by drawing attention to
this matter, at least those people will be aware
that something is very wrong with the clean air
council, and that more particularly, something is
very wrong with the fact that the membership of
the council is to be increased.

I understand that a "razor gang" which is
centralised in Canberra is cutting down on all
sorts of things, while in this Parliament the
opposite is happening-we are cutting down on
nothing. When I use the word "we" I should say
"the Government". The Government is increasing
the membership of committees all over the place,
and it is setting up unnecessary committees.
When I first entered this Parliament, there were
approximately 80 members in it. We are told that
the Government plans to introduce legisation to
increase the number of members in this
Parliament to 91. The Government has no
mandate for such an increase, and there is no
justification for it. No doubt the legislation will be
passed, and the additional cost will be borne by
the people of Western Australia.

The member for Melville made the point that
until now people aggrieved by a decision of the
council set up under this Act have had one avenue
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of appeal: namely, to the Local Court. The
member for Melville would be an extraordinary
shadow Minister if he did not make the point that
there is no evidence before the House that that
system has not worked well.

If I might digress for a moment, I do not know
how many appeals have been taken under the Act.
I do not know how many prosecutions have been
laid, how many prosecutions have been
suppressed, or how many prosecutions which
should have been laid were not laid. We must
endeavour to find out the answers by asking
questions at a later time. now that we have been
jolted into some interest in the matter. We do not
have those statistics.

Mr Young: Arc you suggesting that this
happens? You say you do not have statistics in
regard to matters which might have happened.

Mr BERTRAM: Can the Minister identify
which ones?

Mr Young: You are making the speech. I
understood you to talk in terms of suppression of
action.

Mr BERTRAM: What I am saying is that my
hunch is, and it is nothing mdre than a hunch, but
the Minister can put the House right on this
because I know that the Government practises
considerable stealth in the way it operates-

Mr Young: I deny that.
Mr BERTRAM: The Minister denies that?
Mr Young: What you are doing is saying that

you have a hunch, and you are asking me to deny
your hunch. Now what sort of a lawyer are you?

Mr BERTRAM: We are not discussing law at
the moment. Has every person who has breached
the Clean Air Act been prosecuted? That is what
I am asking the Minister.

Mr Young: How would I know? If I knew that
answer you would accuse me very justifiably of
having taken part in the suppression of the ones
who were not.

Mr BERTRAM: Do not become disturbed. I
wilt put a few questions on the notice paper, and
the Minister will be able to give me the answers.

Mr Young: That would be an excellent way of
doing it. You will find out just how Silly Your
question is.

Mr BERTRAM: I do not know about an
excellent way, but it is the best way available to
us in this place. I would like to be satisfied that
when evidence of a breach has been submitted to
the council, a prosecution has followed.

Mr Young:, If you read the Bill you will see I
am strengthening it in respect of being able to

take action against people where we discover
some time after the event that something has
occurred. We are precluded currently under the
present Act from taking that action.

Mr BERTRAM:. On this question of
strengthening legislation, before I became a
member of Parliament, I was greatly impressed
with the penalty provisions in the 1959 Hire-
Purchase Act. There were a dozen or so penalties
on each page, and we really thought the Act
would do something. Years later, having become
a member of Parliament, I asked how many
prosecutions had been made under the Act. I
think the answer was "six". We al) know that
thousands of infringements were occurring every
day. So it matters not how strong legislation is:,
strong legislation may be window dressing only.
The test is whether legislation is being
implemented; whether it is being enforced.
Without prosecutions, we may as well not have
the legislation.

Let us say that a person is aggrieved with a
decision of the council. Up till now, such a person
presumably would consult his lawyer. Having
looked at the relevant Act, the lawyer would say
to his Client "Either put up with what is
happening, or appeal through the Local Court." I
am not aware of any evidence suggesting that the
Local Court has malfunctioned in this
jurisdiction. Is it that the Government has no
confidence in the magistracy or in some aspect of
the magistracy? Why is it that the Local Court,
which was satisfactory in the beginning, is no
longer Satisfactory? What has happened? What
has gone wrong?

Under this legislation, an aggrieved person will
go to his solicitor and the solicitor will say to him
"There are now two avenues of appeal. It is true
that there used to be one avenue of appeal to a
Local Court, but now you can choose to appeal to
the Minister. IHow well do you know the
Minister? Are you a member of the Liberal
Party, a member of the Labor Party, or what
connections do you have?" On what basis would
the lawyer decide to which tribunal the appellant
should make his appeal? What would be the
considerations that the lawyer would have regard
for?

Mr Young: You are not suggesting that a
Labor Minister would convict industry on every
occasion?

Mr BERTRAM: No, I am not.
Mr Young: I would have thought you were

because what you are suggesting to the
Parliament is that if a person happens to be from
industry he would get a better shake from a
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Liberal Minister, and the Minister would be
unfair in his dealings with him. So, being a fair
man, you are obviously saying the reverse would
apply in the case of a Labor Minister.

Mr BERTRAM: I trust the reporter got that
down;, I have not had that put to me by the
Minister before.

Mr Grayden: IHI was being facetious.
Mr BERTRAM: Now the Minister for

Education endorses it.
Mr Grayden: That is what is called hyperbole.

Exaggeration not intended to deceive.
Mr Young: You are suggesting that a Liberal

Government will overtly, incorrectly, and
unethically support industry, so by the same token
obviously you accept the fact that a Labor
Government would convict industry. Is that what
you are saying?

Mr BERTRAM: The short answer to that is
"No"

Mr Young: So there is only one form of guilt, is
there?

Mr BERTRAM: I have not used the word
"industry" at all, nor do I intend to.

Mr Young: You have used the words "members
of the Liberal Party".

Mr BERTRAM: The Government as you
would know very well, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Coyne), goes along with the proposition to alter
the avenue of appeal, but it gives us no
explanation at all for this. Does it suggest that the
Opposition just cop this on behalf of the 50 per
cent of the people of Western Australia who vote
for it and who must swallow this pill with all its
possibilities? I do not think the Opposition has a
right to do that at all. If the Minister will give no
justification for what is prima facie a thoroughly
mischievous proposition, one casts around to try
to help the Minister to find a case. Since the
Minister has not a case, one comes to his aid and
tries to Find one in an endeavour to ascertain why
on earth this bit of nonsense should be put
forward. It is not just a significant departure from
what has been accepted;, it is a king-sized
departure and a slap in the face to magistrates in
the Local Court jurisdiction.

The Government is saying to those magistrates,
"We don't want you, you are no good. We will let
the public think you are not up to standard. We
won't sack you, but we will set up a new variety of
appeal", and is giving no reasons for saying it.

The member for Melville, having done his
homework as he always does, listed section 1 2 and
parts of sections 16 and 17 which link the
Minister inextricably to the council. The Minister

can sack the council or he can order it to call a
meeting; he is in complete charge of the council
and is extraordinarily closely related to it. Can
one imagine a less satisfactory appellant
jurisdiction, when the Minister is so closely
related to the day-to-day working of the council?
That is a most unsatisfactory situation, and that is
putting it at its very best.

The Government has made no real attempt to
justify this. Somebody close to the portals of
power has told the Government "This present
situation is not good enough for us. We don't
want to have to go to the Local Court; and,
furthermore, it is bad publicity. We have a case
that we don't like very much and we don't want to
get too much publicity, so we have come to you so
that, whatever may be the outcome of the case,
we will not bhe seen to be polluters. Therefore, let
us hide the truth and conceal our activities."

That is quite unsatisfactory. Secrecy has been
said so often by so many people who know what
they are talking about to be the badge of fraud. It
is clearly -reprehensible that we should have
secrecy in a situation where secrecy should not
exist at all. If a person is aggrieved by the
decision of the council, one must assume that the
council has acted responsibly. Whether or not the
council has done that we do not know, but we
must start on that basis. Therefore, if it is ruled
that somebody has offended and some form of
penalty is imposed, there must he very good
reason to form that opinion. If a person wants to
appeal, well and good; we certainly would not
want to deny anybody the right of appeal.
Generally speaking one would never think of
denying a person that right. Furthermore,
generally speaking one would not want litigation
in the form of an appeal under this Act or any
other Act to be heard behind closed doors, to be
heard by a tribunal in secrecy where all the
evidence is secret and the allegations and the
whole circumstances surrounding the situation are
concealed. That would be thoroughly
unsatisfactory, but that is what will happen under
this amendment.

For that reason and for the other reasons
mentioned, the Opposition supports this Bill with
great reluctance.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [4.08 p~m.]: I will not spend a great deal
Of time in reply to the points made by the two
members who spoke to the Bill because I believe a
great deal of the speech made by the member for
Melville was in respect of technical matters that
would be better dealt with in Committee, and it
would be true to say that the general aspects he
mentioned fall into two distinct areas; and the
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member for Mt. Hawthorn took up the cudgels in
respect of exactly the same areas. Therefore, I
will deal with those areas.

However, firstly, 1 would like to acknowledge
the Opposition's support of the Bill and to thank
members for it, even though it appears ta be fairly
qualified support.

I will give consideration to one aspect of the
speech of the member for Melville; not by way of
making an amendment to the Bill, because I do
not think he would expect me to sit down and
hurriedly draft amendments even if I had the will
to do so. However, I will take up with the Air
Pollution Control Council the question he raised
in respect of dust emanating from cleared sites.

Hardly a person in this House has not at some
stage experienced the discomfort either in his
home or his office which is caused by dust from a
cleared site. 1 refer to a site which is unattended
and not properly sealed, which causes a person's
house to be Filled with dust, grit, and sand. It
seems if a person wishes to clear a site he should
at least ensure that sort of nuisance does not
emanate from it. I will take up that matter with
the Air Pollution Control Council and ask it to
examine the situation. It may be possible to be
covered in the regulations, but I am not quite
sure.

The major thrust of both the member for
Melville and the member for Mt. Hawthorn was
in respect of the alleged stacking of the
membership of the Air Pollution Control Council
and the proposed right of appeal to the Minister. I
do not think I would need to take very long to
convince the House that their comments on the
first point tended to argue against the points they
made in respect of the right of appeal.

As I say, both members raised the question of
the alleged stacking of the council. The Air
Pollution Control Council is to be increased by
one additional representative of the Confederation
of Western Australian Industry. In other words,
the Confederation of Western Australian Industry
is to have its representation increased from three
members to four members in a 17-man council.
Yet the two members opposite spent almost 50
per cent of their time talking to this Bill in
discussing that one point.

When one reads through the list of membership
of the council it becomes obvious there is
absolutely no stacking whatever. Even with the
addition of another representative, the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry
still comprises less than 25 per cent of the
membership of the council. The membership of

the council, as currently constituted, before the
Act is amended, is as follows-

MEMBER NOMINATOR
Dr J. C. McNuity Statutory
Dr F. Heywonkh Statutory
M r J. X. N. Lloyd Statutory
Mr F. G. Barclay Minister for Urban
Planning Officer Develajment and

Tonlanning
Mr N. H. Scott Minister (or Labour
Engineer end Industry
M r B. F. Gaston minister for
Scaler Industries Inddustrial
Liaison officer Developmnent &

Commerce
Mr C. 1. D. Williams Minister for Mines
Deputy General
Manager. Nickel
Disiin Western
Mining Corp.
Mr L. F. Ogden
Mr L. G15. Hyland
Mr D. M. Callity

Prof. 8. N. Figgia
Profanear.
Deportment of
Inorganic Chemistry
Mr D. W. Saunders
Head of
Operations- S.E.C.
Mr L. H. Chipperton
Councillor-
Kwinana Shire
Mr H. Peden
President
Amalgamated Metal
Workers and
Shripwrights Union

Members-
Manafacturing
industry Coursed Of
the Cosfecatioa

Confederation of
W.A. Industry

university of W.A.

Minister for Fuel and
Energy

Loca Government
Association

Trades At Labor
Council

So, members will see that only four members of
the Air Pollution Control Council represent
industry.

Mr I-odge: No, five. The Minister for Mines
nominates a representative from the Chamber of
Mines, and he represents industry.

Mr YOUNG: I am talking about the council as
it is constituted today, before the legislation is
amended.

Mr Hodge: There are to be five industry
representatives.

Mr YOUNG: By the addition of a further
representative of the Confederation of Western
Australian Industry, we will increase industry
representation to five members. No member could
suggest on those figures that the Government is
stacking the Air Pollution Control Council.

Mr Bertram: How long have they been
members?

Mr YOUNG: For at least three years.
Mr Bertram: All of them?
Mr YOUNG: To the best of my knowledge, I

believe all have been members for at least the last
three years. The council will be reconstituted
forthwith.

No-one in his wildest flight of imagination
could suggest the Government has stacked the Air
Pollution Control Council. or that one additional
member representing the Confederation of
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Western Australian Industry will change the
power base of the council. Yet that represented 50
per cent of the reservations expressed by members
opposite,

Mr Hodge: Do you intend to explain why it is
necessary to have four representatives from one
organ isat ion?

Mr YOUNG: I believe it is necessary to add
another confederation representative to maintain
some sort of equity of representation for industry;
that is my reason.

Mr Hodge: Are you worrying about the
interests of the public or of industry? Surely one
representative could represent one organisation.

Mr YOUNG: Based on the honourable
member's argument, one representative could
represent all departments of the Western
Australian Government. Of coursc that is not so,
because those representatives of the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry
quite justifiably could be representing various
sections of industry nominated by the
confederation, just as the Western Australian
Government can nominate to the council experts
from various departments because they have
different interests and different fields of expertise.
The council as it will be reconstituted will
comprise five members who in effect will be
drawn direct from industry; two members of the
Local Government Association-

Mr Hodge: Why do you want two from that
association?

Mr YOUNG: As the Minister for Local
Government pointed out quite clearly by
interjection there are two fields of interest within
the Local Government Association.

Mr Hodge: But you have recognised only one
association. You have two representatives from
the one association. If you are going to recognise
both associations, why did you not write them
both in?

Mr YOUNG: I have made the point, and the
member for Melville can accept it or reject it. In
the recomposition of the council. I was trying to
do exactly what members opposite thought I had
already done in respect of the power-base of the
board. I was trying to balance the power more
equitably. Mem~bers have suggested I am trying to
stack the council. I would have thought that with
seven officers of State Government departments,
all of whom are concerned to some degree with
the necessity to maintain the law in respect of
clean air, one representative of the TLC. and one
representative of the university, the balance could
hardly be said to be in favour of industry; an
extra industry representative would represent only

a small percentage of the say in the Air Pollution
Control Council. I would hardly suggest that local
government is being over-represented in that
instance.

Mr H-odge: Don't you think the council is
getting ridiculously large at 17?

M r YOUNG: How many are there on the State
councilI of the A LP?

Mr H. D. Evans: What about the Liberal
Party?

Mr YOUNG: The size of a council depends on
the size of the job it has to do. The State
Executive of the Liberal Party would have
roughly that number. There is a need for that.
The State Executive of the ALP would probably
have four times that number, I would think.
Obviously there is a need within that organisation
[or that number. It depends on the job of the
council.

Mr Bertram: What about the five directors?
Mr YOUNG: I do not consider that number to

be exceptionally large. During the Tonkin years,
the Labor Government introduced Bill after Bill
with advisory councils, I presume in an attempt to
be democratic about things. Those councils had
many representatives from many orga nisa tions;
and we of the then Opposition said continually,
"There is no way it is going to work." The Labor
Government puts a dozen, or 20, or whatever
number of members on some of those advisory
councils.

This particular Council will not act inefficiently,
because it happens to have that many members on
it. There is a wider representation on the council.
I cannot see that 17 people will he a dreadfully
unwieldy number.

Members of this House would realise that the
points made by the member for Melville and the
member for Mt. Hawthorn indicate simply that
this is the best they can do. It would have been
infinitely better had they said "We have some
reservations about the matter. We don't like this,
and we don't like that", and sat down. However,
they went on in some detail about this particular
point. The major thrust of their argument was
that industry-I think the member for Mt.
Hawthorn used the phrase "members of the
Liberal Party"-was over-represented on the
council. Clearly that is not the situation.

Mr Hodge: It clearly is the situation.
Mr YOUNG: Clearly it is not the Situation. It

is demonstrably not the situation, because there
are five industry representatives on the new
council, who represent about one third of the total
number. It is absurd to suggest what they claim.
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In respect of the second point about the appeal
to the Minister, the suggestion by the two
members was that the Air Pollution Control
Council was stacked in favour of industry-in
favour of the people who may be inclined to have
a vested interest in the pollution of the
atmosphere, was the general thrust of the
argument, certainly by the member for Melville,
and probably by the member for Mt. Hawthorn.
The appeal to which those members referred is an
appeal from decisions of that council. These
members are saying that the council is stacked in
favour of industry and those who would pollute
the air. They say that I am moving an amendment
which establishes that I become the determinant
of the appeal against a decision of that allegedly
stacked council so that-and this is the crunch-I
can protect my friends. That is the allegation-

Mr Hodge: This is your backup, your fail-safe.
Mr YOUNG: This is the allegation of the

member for Mt. Hawthorn and the member for
Melville. On the one hand they say that the
council is stacked in favour of those who would
pollute the air; and they are saying that I will sit
in judgment on appeals from the allegedly stacked
council, and I will rectify those wrongs.

Mr Hodge: That's right. This is your fail-safe
mechanism, in case something goes wrong.

Mr YOUNG: Have members of this House
heard any more warped logic than that? If they
have, it would have to have emanated at some
time in the past from the member for Mt.
Hawthorn, because he is the only source from
which anything more warped could emanate.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr B. T. Burke: You are not known for your

courage, are you?
Mr Tonkin: You stack everything.
Mr YOUNG: It is fairly clear, Sir, that if one

did not even understand the language, one would
know when one hits a raw point, because they all
jumped in. The member for Balcatta buys in on
something in which he had not been involved,
when he was not in the Chamber.

Mr B. T. Burke: I just said you are not known
for your courage. I was not talking about the Bill.
I was talking about your personality problems.

Mr YOUNG: 1 have destroyed completely the
arguments of the two members-

Mr Bertram: Why don't you do it?
Mr YOUNG: I have just done it. The

suggestion that our mates in the industry who
have a decision made against them will take it to
the Minister so he can protect them against that
decision is just the silliest thing I have ever heard.

Let us look at the rights of appeal to the
Minister. There are rights of appeal to the
Minister for Local Government in respect of
hundreds of matters.

Mr Hodge: That does not work too well, does
it?.

Mr YOUNG: There are hundreds of matters,
and the Minister has to sit down and deal with
them day in and day out. All of her predecessors
had to sit down and deal with them day in and
day out. The Minister for Local Government,
with all the respect in the world for her, is no
more qualified in expertise on those decisions than

Iam. In respect of matters dealing with the
technicalities of whether a licence ought to have
been granted under the Clean Air Act I am no
better qualified than she.

Mr Hodge: That is a good argument. I did not
think of that one.

Mr YOUNG: That has ever been the situation.
I put it to members opposite that a magistrate in
a Local Court also is no better qualified than I
am, or the Minister for Local Government is, to
sit in judgment in respect of a decision whether a
licence ought to have been granted under this Act,
given all the technical aspects. Sure, he is much
more qualified to sit in respect of points of law
and the rules of court under which he has to act-

Mr B. T. Burke: He is more courageous.
Mr YOUNG: He is comptetent to do that.
The member for Balcatta is going on about

something I do not quite understand. He has
obviously taken a bait today, from the reaction he
gave earlier when the Chief Secretary gave notice
of the introduction of a Bill.

Mr B. T. Burke: Don't you start talking about
that. That is the worst example of political
thuggery 1 have ever seen-a twisted mind. When
your feet of clay start developing, you change the
rules. Well, I have seen redistributions, and I have
seen the departure of some members. You may be
one of them. We will see.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Coyne): Order!
Mr B. T. Burke: Every time you get into

trouble, we get new members.

Opposition members interjected.

Mr B. T. Burke: Who wants new members
here? The Premier is always saying we have to
economise, and here we have new members.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr YOUNG: I would like to know what sort of

bait it was.
Mr B. T. Burke: Feet of clay!
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Mr YOUNG: I have not worked out what sort
of bait it was.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are not even funny.
Mr YOUNG: But it was a bait.
Mr B. T. Burke: I would rather lose than cheat.
Mr Sibson: You always do.
Mr YOUNG: Before the member for Balcatta

interjected, I said that the magistrate in a Local
Court would be better qualified-

Mr B. T. Burke: And more courageous.
Mr YOUNG: -in respect of the interpretation

of points of law; but he is no better qualified to
determine the things upon which this provision is
based-an appeal against the decision by the Air
Pollution Control Council in respect of a number
of defined matters.

In relation to the points that have been made
by both members in respect of that matter, not
only because of the stupidity that one claim bears
in relation to another claim-they were able to
find two complaints, each one arguing against the
other-but also in respect of the general
provisions on appeals in regard to these matters, I
think it is well established there is no reason
whatsoever that an appeal cannot be made to a
Minister in these particular cases and it is
perfectly right and proper that it be written into
the Act.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Blaikie) in the Chair; Mr Young (Minister for
Health) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title and citation-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):

Before I put the clause I should like to indicate a
correction must be made in the copies of the Bill
which members have. Subclause (1) reads as
follows-

This Act may be cited as the Clean Air
Amendment Act 1980.

The "1989' should read "1981". The same
correction should be made also in subclIause (3).

Clause, as corrected, put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 4 put and passed.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again,
on motion by Mr Young (Minister for Health).

AIR TRANSPORT: INTRASTATE
Public Inquiry: Motion

MR Mel VER (Avon) [4.35 p.m.]: I move-
I . That the Government conduct a major

public inquiry into airline services in
Western Australia to investigate, report
upon and make recommendations for the
provision of a more efficient and
competitive internal air fare system in
the State.

2. The inquiry shall take special reference
to:-
(a) formulation of appropriate pricing

policies for W.A.'s internal airline
system;

(b) adequate monitoring procedures to
ensure that air fare prices reflect
the costs of providing the service;

(c) the introduction of consumer
representation to the existing
structure which examines airline
costing procedures and other
aspects of services provided by the
airline industry;

(d) examination of air cargo pricing
policies to ensure that cargo prices
adequately reflect the costs of
transporting goods and materials;

(e) the ability of small air service
operators in Western Australia to
service remote centres:

(f) the unrestricted entry of T.A.A. on
all routes in Western Australia;

(g) the feasibility of a direct flight
between the Eastern States and the
Pilbara;

(h) ensuring adequate public disclosure
of information on the workings of
the air transport industry within
Western Australia.

Members would be aware that in the last session
of Parliament I placed on the notice paper a
motion similar to the one I have just moved. It is
fair to say a considerable number of months have
elapsed since notice of that motion was first
placed on the notice paper. It was most interesting
to note a fortnight after notice was given of that
motion, the Government, apparently as a counter
measure, announced that it would conduct an
inquiry into the air fares situation in the north-
west. It indicated that inquiry would be headed by
the Director General of Transport (Mr Knox) and
the Commissioner of Transport (Mr Dyson).

Mr Rushton: Could you give me the date on
which you gave notice of the motion?

Mr McIVER: I shall do so at a later stage. It
was during the latter part of the session.
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On that occasion, the Opposition opposed
strongly the appointments of Mr Knox and Mr
Dyson to that committee, because it is well known
that the departments of both those gentlemen are
understaffed and this applies particularly to the
department of the Commissioner of Transport.

We felt the terms of reference which were
announced at that time did not go far enough and,
because the Opposition was not allowed access to
certain documents and information, it did not
make a submission to the committee. In case the
Minister, in his reply, refers to the fact that the
members of the Opposition did not make a
submission and implies that we were not
interested, I point out that we did not do so,
because we did not approve of the people
appointed to the committee, nor were we given
access to certain material. Indeed, we were
retarded in our activities in this regard.

The most important reason for this motion is
that the people who live in the north-west, both in
the Pilbara and the Kimberley, require urgent
reductions in air fares. I must point out also the
various shires in the area have written to the
Leader of the Opposition on several occasi ons
requesting that the Opposition raise in this
Parliament the inj .ustices of the air fare structure
in the north-west and point out the way in which
prices have escalated in that area because of the
Government's failure to inquire into the air fares
situation there.

Mr Rushton: Could you quote those references
later on? You said points have been raised.

Mr MOIVER: I shall quote them now. The
shires to which I refer include the Shire of
Carnarvon in the Gascoyne. At its council
meeting held on 21 February it resolved to advise
its support of the Leader of the Opposition's
proposal and asked that he press for lower air
fares to the north.

The matter was discussed at the council
meeting of the East Pilbara Shire Council and the
shire clerk was instructed to indicate that the

4tire supported the concept of reduced fares. The
&West Pilbara Shire Council supported

wholeheartedly any moves to reduce air fares.
although it indicated that moves it had made
through various channels had not met with a
great deal of success.

The Halls Creek Shire indicated its strong
feelings on the matter and pledged its support for
the campaign for lower air fares. The shire
indicated that it supported all aspects of this move
and appreciated all endleavours which had been
made and indicated it would appreciate any
success that may be achieved.

Since 20 June 1980, to the present time, we
have read Press statements made by the Minister
for Transport and the Premier in support of their
colleagues in Canberra for their efforts to obtain
reduced air fares. I do not intend to quote the
Press statements but they have certainly been
numerous.

As I unfold this motion members will
appreciate that the people in the north-west are
far worse off than the people travelling between
Perth and the Eastern States. However, there has
not been one bleat from this Government about
intrastate fares. There has not been one comment.

Mr Rushton: Cut it out.
Mr McOVER: There has been utter silence on

the subject. I will state the one comment the
Minister has made about this matter and he will
have ample opportunity to criticise my statement
when he replies. If the Minister for Transport is
sincere can he tell us what positive action he has
taken to reduce the air fares? Can he tell us just a
snippet of action he has taken?

Mr Rushton: You already know that the
Commissioner of Transport has a constant
responsibility and is taking action.

Mr McI VER: So, the Minister is relying on the
determination of the person who holds that
position.

Mr Rushton: He has a constant responsibility
to review air fares.

Mr McI VER: With a rubber stamp!
Mr Rushton: You are making fallacious

statements.
Mr McI VER: It is obvious from the outset that

we are not on common ground on this subject. It
is quite apparent that my motion is doomed to
failure, irrespective of the viewpoints the
Opposition may put forward. It is apparent the
Minister has prejudged the matter.

Mr Jamieson: The Minister suffers from
'Karasekness"!

Mr Mel VER: I wish to be specific on one point
because apart from the fact that there has been
an announcement that an inquiry into air fares is
being conducted, we never hear any publicity
about it. It seems to have faded into obscurity.

An important aspect of my motion is that the
Government has failed to do anything positive to
reduce air fares in the north-west. If we consider
the motion in its entirety, it is apparent that the
paragraphs run from (a) to (h) but my comments
centre around paragraph (I') which relates to the
unrestricte ' entry of TAA on all routes in
Western Australia. TAA should be allowed to
operate and extend its services in the north west. I
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am aware that the company runs two services a
week through to Port Hedland and Darwin, with
economy and first class travel; however, I believe
an airline should be permitted to extend this
operation.

I am sure members will agree that the other
aspects of my motion dovetail with paragraph (f).

I mentioned earlier that the intrastate air fares
are dearer than the interstate air fares. As the
Minister wishes us to be specific, I will state very
clearly that the people in the north-west are much
worse off than people who travel interstate.

The economy class fare between Perth and the
mainland capital cities throughout Australia, on
the average, is about 8.5c per kilometre. The
standard air fare between the major regional
centres in the north-west of Western Australia
and Perth, flying MMA, average approximately
I11.89c per kilometre; almost 40 per cent more
than it costs for interstate air travel.

This fact is of paramount importance and
Federal Liberal members and State Liberal
members must be aware of this price difference.
It is all very well to say that there are moves to
have air fares between capital cities lowered but
we have a problem in our own backyard and I
believe charity begins at home.

Mr Rushton: Just think of the aircraft we are
using and the patronage we have.

Mr MOIVER: I will speak about the aircraft
and other factors; I have a long way to go yet. I
just want the Minister to remember the figures I
have quoted.

I wish to illustrate my point by giving an
example of a person travelling economy class by
air from Perth to Sydney. The air fare is
approximately 12.16c per kilometre for that trip
whereas a person travelling from Perth to Broome
pays approximately 1 2.69c per kilometre. The
cheapest fare available to travel 2 600 kilometres
interstate from Perth to Adelaide would cost
approximately $132 and the cheapest air fare
available to travel 2600 kilometres in Western
Australia, by MMA, a return trip from Port
Hedland to Perth would cost approximately
$150.40. That is approximately 15 per cent more
than the cost of interstate air travel. This is a fact
I must come back to time and time again to make
a comparison between the air fares for the north-
west and the air fares for interstate travel.

There has been a hue and cry about interstate
air fares but our own people in Western Australia
have been suffering for years and there has not
been one bleat about it from Government
members. Government members should be
ashamed of themselves, especially the member for

Pilbara who has been in this Parliament for some
time And has not raised this issue. The Honorary
Minister of Tourism has not raised the issued
either and it certainly affects tourism in Western
Australia.

I pause to emphasise that before the Opposition
took up the cry no member of the Government
had highlighted the injustices suffered by the
people of' the north in respect of air fares. They
are forced to pay higher air fares for travel within
Western Australia than those paid by people who
travel by air interstate. If the Minister wishes me
to be more specific about that, I have graphs with
me with which I will not bore the House at the
moment; however, I can assure him they are
accurate and have been thoroughly researched. If
the Minister wishes, when I finish my speech he
may borrow and peruse the graphs.

At election time we always hear the claim
made by members of the Liberal Party and their
policy makers-and those who support the
Liberal philosophy-that the Liberal Party stands
for a free enterprise system. That is a major plank
in the platform of members opposite. Where is
that principle on this occasion? Why must TAA
hold back? What is the significant difference in
that respect? We hear from members opposite of
the dreadful socialist policies of the Australian
Labor Party, and how we must have free
enterprise. Where is the free enterprise in this
situation? Here is an opportunity for competition.
What better way is there for the people of the
north than to have a dual system by allowing
TAA to expand its services to the north?

Mr Hassell: You don't believe in a dual system.
Mr MOIVER: I am referring now to intrastate.

Let not the Minister start because he is one of
those who highlight on every available occasion
the necessity to have free enterprise. Where is his
argument on this occasion? I will have a little
more to say on this later.

The present situation highlights the hypocrisy
of this Government, to which I have referred on
many occasions. The Government breeds
hypocrisy; it breathes it, and it thrives on it.>-
Where could we find 'a more classic example of
this than the restriction the Government has
placed on intrastate air services, irrespective of
the Sholl report which recommended that TAA
be permitted to expand into the north-west of our
State, which would most certainly benefit not only
the people of the north-west but also the people of
Western Australia, generally?

This does not apply only to people flying from
Perth to other capital cities of Australia; it applies
also to people travelling overseas. Let me give an
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example of this: let us consider the advantages
enjoyed by people in other States. A person living
in Sydney can travel to San Francisco and return
for as little as $660. If the same person wished to
travel to Kununurra and to tour the Kimberley.
the cheapest air Care would be $863. Again, if
that person wished to travel by air to Port
H-edland and to tour the; Pilbara the cheapest air
fare would be $631, which is only 529 less than
the cost of a trip to San Francisco and return. The
position applicable to persons living in Melbourne,
Adelaide, Brisbane, and Hobart is much the
same.

Overall, the high cost of interstate air travel
and the even higher cost of air travel within
Western Australia compared with international
air fares is a major disincentive to interstate
tourists to visit the north-west. The facts I have
mentioned in respect of what people in the north-
west pay for air travel and what the general
public pay to travel interstate are indisputable. I
do not want to labour the point too much, but it is
indisputable that those facts alone show the need
for an inquiry. It should not be an inquiry from
Caesar to Caesar, but an inquiry conducted by
independent people as was the case with the
Holeroft inquiry, the report of which received so
much publicity and was well received in all
quarters. Unfortunately the Holeroft report did
not receive support from the Federal Government
and from the various other bodies involved.

Mr Rushton: What do you think they should
have done?

Mr Stephens: Where does your motion refer to
an independent inquiry?

Mr MeIVUR: The motion refers to an inquiry
along the same lines as the Holeroft inquiry.
However, I think that is irrelevant because the
composition of the body to make the inquiry
would be in the hands of the Government. The
member for Stirling would be the first to agree
that probably the Government would not want on
the committee of inquiry the expertise that I
would like to see there.

I would like to deal now wi1th tourism. We often
hear of the great developments which have been
undertaken in the north-west of our State: we
hear of the great leap forward we have made and
the accomplishments which benefit every person
in this State. Tourism is a business upon which
every country thrives. It contributes greatly to the
economy of every country in the world. However,
Western Australia is being retarded by the
Government's selfish attitude in not allowing
TAA to extend its operations north of the 26th
parallel.

I know the Minister will introduce certain
arguments in relation to this matter. I am aware
he will say the DC9 aircrart operated by TAA is
not suitable for the airports in our north-west. He
is quite right, because Transport Australia has
placed stringent conditions on the use of DC9
aircraft in the north-west. However, if we were
sincere in respect of tourism and We Wanted to
place the matter in its proper perspective, what
would be wrong with having a joint
Commonwealth-State funding to upgrade
Karratha Airport to the standard required for
DC9 aircraft? In this respect I asked the Minister
for Transport a question concerning that airport. I
asked-

With the upgrading of facilities at
Karratha Airport about to commence, would
he endeavour to obtain funds to extend the
runway?

We know the Federal Government has made a
large allocation oF Funds for navigational aids; but
it has allocated no finance to upgrade the runway
and other aspects at the Karratha Airport. In his
reply to my question, the Minister said-

There will shortly be a study group
convened by the Department of Transport
Australia, the Pilbara study group, under the
auspices of the Commonwealth-State
advisory committee to study Western
Australian airport requirements.

This group, which will contain
representatives of all levels oF Government
and the private sector, will examine airport
needs throughout the Pilbara. Amongst these
will be the needs oF Karratha.

Is not this the opportune time for the Government
to act so it can work in conjunction with the
committee in upgrading the Karratha Airport on
such a cost analysis, and so on? Is not this the
right time to do it?

I would like the Minister to give an answer by
way of interjection. Has he had any further
reports from the committee since I asked that
question?

Mr Rushton: You will be aware, from the Press
statement, that there has been money allocated to
Karratha by the Commonwealth; and you will
realise that the responsibility for Karratha
Airport is basically Commonwealth and local
authority. You will notice that this study has been
involving not only myself, but also the Minister
for Resources Development and the Minister for
Local Government, relating to the activities at
Karratha. There is an ongoing report. It is all part
of this requirement going on, that aspects at
Karratha receive special attention. The report
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came out a while ago. It made a determination
about what its future should be.

Mr McIVER: From the avalanche of words the
Minister brought forward, I assume that the real
essence is that he is not very happy with the
upgrading of the Karratha Airport to take 0C9
aircraft.

Mr Rushton: What we are saying is that we
have to push as hard as we can to get the
upgrading of the Karratha Airport in relation to
when the report was made. This is what we have
done. We have further to go yet.

Mr McI VER: Mr Speaker, you will recall the
Minister interjected earlier and asked mc about
the work on aircraft, and so on, in the north-west.
Of course, the DC9 is a wonderful aircraft. It has
marvellous ability; but as I mentioned before
there are restrictions placed on TAA about
running the DC9s to Karratha. The restrictions
revolve around three aspects.

Mr Rushton: Don't you reckon the F28 is any
good?

Mr McI VER: Yes. Let me emphasise at this
point that in no way is the Opposition biased
against MMA. What we are enideavouring to do
is to give the people of the north-west greater
opportunities and reduced costs, not only in
relation to air fares, but also in relation to air
cargo, and the like. We arc not opposed to M MA;
so the Minister should get that right out of his
nut. The restrictions on the DC9 revolve around
three aspects: the pavement strength, the runway
width, and the controlled air space. As we know,
there are restrictions with the 100-foot strips.
However, the experience gained by TAA in the
operation of DC9s in Australia has enabled TAA
to present a strong case for a favourable decision
in regard to its application to have DC9s
operating using existing facilities.

This aircraft is quite capable of utilising
Karratha now. It is only because of the safety
regulations of Transport Australia-

Mr Rushton: What about the other services up
there?

Mr McI VER: Just a moment. Let me quote the
following-

In 1973 TAA obtained DCA approvals in
principle in regard to pavement strength for
all airports in the proposed 1973 timetable
and these would enable the uplift of
economically acceptable payloads.

TAA has also developed (in conjunction
with Dunlop) a special DC9 low pressure
tyre.

Irrespective of what the Government thinks of
TAA, no member of this House could question its
wonderful safety record over a very long period of
time, with millions of passengers having been
carried. It has very stringent rules applying to all
sections of the staff of TAA in relation to safety.
That applies whether the staff are captains of
DC9s or the people who spread the butter on the
bread in the catering services. TAA suggests that
safety is not in question with the DC9s operating
on the 100-foot wide strips. I want to emphasise
that for the members of the House. Safety is not
in question. I continue-

Lateral control of the DC9 on landing or
take off can be maintained, in event of engine
failure at any stage, to within similar limits
of the F28.

Fourteen overseas airlines including
Alitalia, North Central, Southern, Hawaiian,
Air West, Overseas National, North East.
Finnair, Ozark, Eastern, Allegheny,
Continental, SAS and KLM, continually
operate DC9's on 100 feet strips.

I would like the Minister to note that. To
continue-

A number of TAA pilots received their
DC9 training on Hawaiian Airlines aircraft
operating from 100 feet runways. Seventy
five thousand subsequent DC9 individual
flights by TAA under present DCA
regulations and without incident supports the
conclusion that the DC9 is suited for entirely
safe operation on 100 feet runways. (as at
1973).

Having regard to that, and having regard to what
I said about tourism, this brings us to another
important point.

Let us assume that we allow TAA to enter the
north-west utilising Karratha Airport. We know
the unique attractions in the Pilbara and the
Kimberley. They do not need any highlighting by
me. All members have been there, and they have
seen the wonderful splendour of the Ord. Right
through the Kimberley our magnificent species of
wildflowers can be seen. However, there are
thousands of people on the eastern seaboard who
have not had the pleasure bf seeing the localities I
have mentioned.

If we allow TAA to utilise Karratha, look at
the boost we would give to the tourist trade in the
north-west-in the Pilbara and in the Kimberley.
Look at the boost that would give to business
enterprises-and I understand the Liberal
Government is for business enterprise. Look at the
boost that would give-

Mr Herzfeld interjected.
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Mr McIVER: Well, the member for
Mundlaring should not have any objections about
that. He makes a fool of himself.

Mr H-erzfeld: Be a bit more temperate with
your language.

Mr H. D. Evans: And he is out of his seat.
Mr MO!VER: He could be sitting on his head,

as far as I am concerned.
Allowing TAA into Karratha would encourage

more people to travel from the eastern seaboard
to the Kimberley and the Pilbara regions; and
they would not have to travel to the capital, Perth,
first. There would be direct flights. There is no
question about that. The Minister knows it, and I
know it.

The Minister has received a submission from
TAA, and so has the Premier. I know the direct
flights to Karratha have been suggested. That is a
very important factor. It is pertinent, and it is
certainly relevant to the motion before thec House
this afternoon. There is a need for an inquiry to
justify TAA's entry into the north-west.

We hear a lot from the Government about the
North-West Shelf gas project as it unfolds; and
we are told there will be no worries. Although
there are no letters of intent signed with the
Japanese, the North-West Shelf gas project will
surge forward. I trust sincerely that it does. There
would be no member of the Opposition who would
want to see that enterprise fold up, because i t
means so much to us. There will be an
improvement for the unemployed: and there will
be opportunities for our younger people. We all
know of those facets.

Let us consider air freighting. Will MMA be
given an open cheque for the North-West Shelf
gas project? Of course, the Minister has been
quoted in the past, and so has the Premier, as
saying that he would not like to see Ansett
involved. Well, is not MMA Ansett? It is only a
subsidiary of Ansett.

There will be a boom in air freight when the
North-West Shelf gas project comes on stream.
There will be the need for enormous pieces of
equipment for that mammoth project.

Let us consider the aspect of safety in other
parts of the world where gas is obtained from the
sea. I will call on a very knowledgeable member,
the member for Welshpool. to prompt me i n
relation to the place at which there was a big
blow-out. I think it was Mexico.

Mr Rushton: There is one taking place here at
the moment.

Mr MOIVER: In what way?

Mr Rushton: You have not addressed yourself
to the subject yet.

Mr McIVER: Evidently the Minister has
misconstrued what I am saying. I will be just as
critical when I hear what he says. I know that
some of the things I am saying are probably
hurting-

Mr Rushton: I do not want to be critical; but
that is factual.

Mr McI VER: In other places there have been
huge blow-outs in the gasfields. They require
urgent attention; and people have to be rushed to
the place, for reasons that members can
appreciate. I am not being pessimistic. I am not
saying there will be blow-outs, but there could be;
and we must be prepared for them. That is the
same as hearing in this Parliament that we must
have atom bomb shelters, and the like. We must
be prepared.

I say that the use of Karratha Airport by larger
aircraft will ensure safety. Members might say
this is ir relevant, and a small factor. I believe it is
a very important one, and that is why I have
raised it in my motion. It is not irrelevant at all;
and I am speaking to the motion.

I said quite categorically that the reason the
Liberal Government was strongly opposed to
TAA's entry into the north-west was the fact that
TAA was introduced by the Labor Party. I have
said before that TAA was created by a Labor
Government and because of its philosophy has
always been opposed by Liberal Governments.

Mr Rushton: You are denying the evidence of a
Royal Commission.

Mr Mel VER: l am not.
Mr Rushton: We have not opposed it other

than for very good reasons.

Mr MeIVER: The Tonkin Government
introduced a Bill for TAA's entry into the north-
west but the then Opposition-the present
Government-was most strongly opposed to that
Sill which, needless to say, was defeated in the
Legislative Council as were many other aspects of
the Tonkin Government's legislation because the
Liberal Party had the numbers in the upper
House. At the time, the then Leader of the
Opposition who is now the present Premier said
that if TAA entered the north-west jobs would be
lost and services would be reduced.

Mr Rushton: We have had a Royal
Commission since that move by the Tonkin
Government and the commission found in favour
of not letting in TAA.

Mr MOIVER: I will come to the Sholl Royal
Commission. Its recommendation about 19 (a)
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may agree with what the Minister says but he
should also admit it states that after a period of
time the Government should have another look at
TAA's entry into the north-west. But the
Government has not had the courtesy to do this
despite its being recommcnded by the Sholl Royal
Coinmiss ion.-

Mr Rushton: The Commissioner of Transport
has the responsibility to carry out such an inquiry.
and he has been doing that.

Mr Mel VER: For how long?!
Mr Rushton: Hie started in 1979.
Mr H. D. Evans: When will he finish'?
Mr McTVER: The Government started doing

something when I placed my motion on the notice
paper.

Mr Rushton: I will be able to show that you are
incorrect.

Mr MeIVER: The Minister did not invite the
public to comment-another secret! Something
appeared in the Press only after 1 had placed my
motion on the notice paper. But the pertinent
point is that the G overnment has done nothing
since that recommendation was made by the Shol
Royal Commission. The Government has done
absolutely nothing about TAA's entry into the
north. The Premier's words indicated that he was
quite opposed to such a move, not for the reasons
given by TAA but because of his own
assumptions, After TAA's entry into the Port
1ledland-Darwin run its patronage increased 5
per cent in a few months and the fares were
reduced. Now we have econoniy and Apex fares.

Sir Charles Court: Before you get too
enthralled with that I remind you there was an
overriding factor in our ease which the member
for Kimberley can tell you about, which was that
there needed to be a service to Geraldton.
Carnarvon, Exmouth. Broome, Derby, and
Wyndham so they could have communication day
by day.

Mr MeIVER: TAA also said that if MMA
pulled out it would supply these services.

Sir Charles Court No. The then chairman of
TAA said, when 1 asked if these services would
disappear and disintegrate would he undertake to
service the areas, and using his words, "that is for
the birds".

Mr MeIVER. The birds have flown away
because TAA has had another look at it. If that is
the only barrier preventing TAA's entry into the
north-west I am sure it can be overcome if
discussions take place.

Sir Charles Court: I want to make it clear that
we never said there was no time for TAA to conmc

in. We said that with the situation as it was we
had to protect the stability of services and we
gave an undertaking to keep the matter under
review. I think you know yourself LhaL the
frequency of the TAA service on the Darwin, Port
Hedland, Perth run has increased in the
meantime.

Mr MelVER: It has increased because of the
introduction of the TAA service, It has made
MMA reduce its prices on the Port Hedland run.

Sir Charles Court: But only on that run. You
are normally pretty sensible and you would accepL
the fact that the intervening towns are entitled to
protection of their services and to security of their
services.

Mr MeIVER: I have undertaken lengthy
research and I do not dispute in any way that that
will be undertaken if TAA can get into the north.
Those people will receive a service. I cannot see
why TAA cannot land at Kalgoorlie on its flights
north.

Mr Rushton: What about the third tier; do you
support them going in too?

Mr MeIVER: If the Minister is referring to
Trans-West I inform him that the matter is
covered in my motion under paragraph (f) which
is the focal point of the motion. If we allow TAA
into the north all these things will Follow, but the
main aspect of the motion is that it is urgent and
imperative that an inquiry be held. This
Government certainly loves inquiries so it should
not be opposed to this one. In other areas, and
particularly transport, it encourages inquiries. In
fact, we will be dealing with a transport Bill on
that aspect shortly.

Mr Rushton: It is improving what we have.
Mr MeIVER: We will see about that.

Irrespective of the Minister's claim that I have
not been talking to the motion I feel confident
that with the points I have put forward and with
the examples I have given there is nothing he can
dispute. He cannot dispute the facts I gave in
relation to the air fares. People in the north are
paying mnore than people living in Perth who
travel to other capitals. Does the Minister dispute
that?

Mr Rushton: You quoted Perth to Sydney at
12.16c per kilomectre and Broome to Perth at
I 2.069c per kilomectre.

Mr MeIVER: I could have based my entire
speech on such examples but I did not wish to
bore the Parliament. 1 picked out random
examples. I also gave examples of international
flights. I have given evidence to prove that people
in the north-west are disadvantaged. Once again,
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the Oppostion has moved a motion in all sincerity
to assist the people in the north-west and to assist
all Western Australians in relation to tourism, but
as so often happens the motion will obviously be
defeated. not because of the atgument put
forward and not becauie of the merit of my points
but because the Government believes the motion
does not conform with Liberal Party philosophy.
which means it will use its numbers to defeat the
motion.

I am open to correction but I do find it
interesting that we are faced with the marvellous
situation of the Honorary Minister for Tourism
being absent from the Chamber just as is the
member for Pilbara. They are absent on private
members' day when they should have known this
motion was coming up. They could have a
genuine reason for being absent, but it does strike
me as strange that they should not be here today.

The people in the north-west are most certainly
being placed at a disadvantage because of the air
fares they must pay. They are being held to
ransom by the air fares charged by the monopoly
airline MMA, and this also relates to freight rates
and air cargo. It is apparent to me that all we
need do to change this situation is allow TAA to
extend its services into the Pilbara and Kimberley
regions of this State. For all those reasons I have
put before the House, I hope and trust this motion
will be carried.

Mr BARNETT: I second the motion.
MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for

Transport) [5.26 p.m.1: Firstly I would like to
react to the comments made by the member for
Avon and then bring our minds back to what is
happening and to the motion before the House.
We had very little presented to us that was new.

Mr Mclver: You have a record with that
statement on it.

Mr RUSHTON: Before I heard the member
for Avon's comments I wrote down a note
committing myself to invite the member for Avon
to join with me in being objective on this question
because it is an important one to Western
Australia. I was wanting to build a bridge
between us rather than pull things apart. We had
to listen to a negative recital of politicking. The
question of intrastate air services is an important
one. The member for Avon's contribution
indicated that the Opposition's objective in
bringing forward this motion is to endeavour to
have the people living in the Pilbara, Kimberley,
and Gascayne regions react so that the Labor
Party can gain some benefit. The member's entire
contribution was directed to that end. The
reference to the member for Gascoyne and the

member for Pilbara being absent was unkind and
unreasonable.

I thought the Opposition's case was destroyed
immediately the member for Avon referred to the
cents per kilometre relative to the Perth-Sydney
run and the Perth-Broome run. It is so easy to see
how unrelated those comments are to the facts.

Mr Mclver: Rubbish.
Mr RUSHTON: Hang on! The member should

have related those figures to each aircraft and its
various patronage. We need to be looking at the
total needs of people throughout Western
Australia and certainly the people in the outback.
The north is most important but so are Esperance,
Kalgoorlie and other places that need intrastate
air services.

The member began by saying that the
Government had reacted only when he had
introduced his motion. But there is a constant
responsibility on the Commissioner of Transport
to review the situation all the time. I give the
present commissioner (Mr Dyson) credit for
having this matter constantly before him. He first
mn.entioned the matter in 1979 and he started a

-prelimary review to prove to himself and then
convince me and the Government there should be
a full review of internal air services. The
Government has been doing this since September
1980. It is a pity the member for Avon is not
going to listen to my reply becase he would learn
something of the facts and not rely on the sort of
impracticable proposition he put forward. He put
so few points forward I have tittle to reply to. I
suggest to him that a real need for this motion has
not been shown.

A couple of months ago the Opposition moved
a motion and participated with the Government
parties and the National Party in saying to the
Western Australian Government that its actions
were creditable in its attempts to obtain air fare
justice and equity for Western Australians.

There is no reason to doubt the same creditable
approach will be taken by the Government in this
review which has gone on for some time and is
expected to be completed by the end of this year.
The presentation by the member for Avon pales
into insignificance when all the facts are known,
and it would have been right for the motion to
have been withdrawn once he became aware of
the full facts. I repent the point that there is no
need to doubt the Government will not address
itself to the question of intrastate air services as
well as it did, and was commended for by the
Opposition, to the interstate fare issue.

I stated it was my intention to invite the
member for Avon to join with the Government to
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look objectively at these matters raised by him to
see whether we could progress them effectively. It
is of utmost importance to Western Australians,
especially those needing to travel to and from
distant parts of the State, that progress be made.
The member should build a bridge or two instead
of pulling them down.

Mr Mclver: If I may interject on that point, are
you still in favour-as you stated in the House the
other day in answer to a question-if this inquiry
finds a need [or a further inquiry into air fares For
the north-west, of having such an inquiry on the
lines of the motion 1 put forward?

Mr RUSHTON: What I am saying at this time
is this: The responsibility of the Commissioner of
Transport was to carry out a study to see whether
a need existed for a full review of internal air
services in Western Australia. He commenced
that review in 1979 and in 1980 indicated to me
from the information he had gained at that point
that we should progress with a full review. IHe put
that proposition before the Government and it
was in, I think, September 1980. the same month
the member for Avon introduced his motion, or
about that time-

Mr M~clver: I said it was well into the session or
at the end of the session for 1980.

Mr RUSHITON: I think it was late in
September the member introduced his motion,
but far me to get it through Cabinet and do all
the background work-

Mr Mclver: It wouldn't surprise me what you
blokes would do over there.

Mr RUSHTON: The time taken should have
proven to the member that the work was beiitg
done before he introduced his motion. By what I
have said his claim is refuted and rejected. I will
refer now to the points in the motion before the
House. The actual words in it need repeating so
that I can react to them in my response. This
subject is a most serious one: I believe it is among
the most serious of questions to come before us. it
relates to our having a fair and satisfactory
transport system throughout the State.

We in this State very much rely on air travel
when it comes to travelling the large distances
involved, and for that reason we must treat this
subject seriously. I have been given the
opportunity to indicate to the House what the
Government has committed itself to and will go
on to in working towards the best and most
economic air service that can be obtained for
Western Australians travelling within the State.

The first paragraph of the motion states-

I. That the Government conduct a major
public inquiry into airline services in
Western Australia to investigate, report
upon and make recommendations for the
provision of a more efficient and
competitive internal air fare system in
the State.

It was acknowledged by the member for Avon
that a Royal Commission on internal aviation was
held in 1975. He would know the Opposition did
not make a submission to that inquiry.

Mr Pearce: It is not our job to make
submissions to Royal Commissions.

Mr Davies: We tried to get information and
you barred every entry.

Mr RUSHTON: The point is that the inquiry
was held and it found at that time there was no
room to introduce TAA into our internal air
services. It recommended, as the member for
Avon stated, that at a future date the matter
should be reviewed.

Mr Davies: In the 21st century.

Mr RUSHTON: Members would know that a
Royal Commission is a very expensive affair and
is not something one carries out without a proven
need.

Mr Davies: Let the public pay the expense of
the fares while you go merrily on!

Mr RUSHITON: The Opposition cannot prove
that the right actions have not been taken. In
response to the first paragraph of the motion
before us I believe we must be responsible in our
attitude to public inquiries and Royal
Commissions. We on this side proceeded with our
responsibility, and are now doing what should be
done. The Royal Commission recommended the
air transport situation be reviewed after a few
years, and that was in 1975. The Commissioner of
Transport kept that recommendation before him.
In 1979, because of the monitoring he had carried
on since the recommendation, he came forward
with a proposition which was acted upon.

As I said, we are now carrying out the review
and believe the combination of the Director
General of Transport and the Commissioner of
Transport to Carry Out the review was the correct
course to follow, remembering that when one
considers the Holeroft report one realises it dealt
with interstate responsibilities and, certainly, did
not anid was not supposed to reflect an intrastate
inquiry, So, the present situation is totally
different from the situation pertaining to
interstate travel and the H-olcroft report.
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Mr Mclver: Could I interrupt there by asking:
When does it look like the TAA request will be
reviewed again?

Mr RUSHTON: At present the TAA request is
being reviewed-, it is under the terms of reference
of the present review. I have answered the First
point in the motion relating to the conduct of an
inquiry. The motion further states-

2. The inquiry shall take special reference
to:-
(a) formulation of appropriate pricing

policies for W.A's internal airline
system;

Under the terms of reference of the review study
team, which I mentioned and to which the
member for Avon referred, it is required to
analyse and evaluate existing and potential air
service networks, taking into account the
advantages of competition, particularly in relation
to the establishment of appropriate air Cares and
levels of service. I think the member raised those
matters a number of times in his address. The
terms of reference of the review study team relate
to 1(a) of the member's motion. The team is
required further to take into account the level and
range of air fares and air freight rates:, the
relative impact of air fares and air freight rates on
long and short distance users; the effect of
competition on fares and freight rates; and
aircraft operating costs and airline overheads.

Mr Mclver: Are you now referring to
Government policy?

Mr RUSHTON: I am referring to the terms of
reference of the study team.

M r MclIver: Yes, the terms of reference.
Mr RUSHTON: 1 wish the member would

concentrate because I am trying to relate his
motion to the terms of reference. The last point
on this section of the member's motion is that the
review will make recommendations on pricing or
fare setting policies for the State's airline system.

The motion further states-
(b) adequate monitoring procedures to

ensure that air fare prices reflect the
costs of providing the service:

The response to that item of his motion is that
under sections 44 and 47 of the Transport
Commission Act, the Commissioner Of Transport
already is obliged to monitor air fares. All air fare
adjustments must be approved by the
commissioner, and that responsibility is carried
out. Under the terms of reference of the review
study team it is required to take into account
aircraft operating costs and airline overheads. The
team will make recommendations pertinent to the

monitoring of air fares and the costs of services.
The matter already is in hand, and, as I said,
there was no need to bring forward the Motion
before us because the matters Contained in it have
been covered.

The motion further states-
(c) the introduction of consumer

representation to the existing structure
which examines airline costing
procedures and other aspects of services
provided by the airline industry;

Under sections 45 and 47 of the Transport
Commission Act the commissioner is obliged to
take into account the public interest when
granting or reviewing licences or when approving
or rejecting applications for adjustments to air
fares. Under the terms of reference the team is
required to take into account aircraft operating
costs and airline overheads, and the level and
quantity of service.

Obviously those terms of reference cover the
points raised by the member. The review may in
its recommendations Suggest changes to the way
in which the public is represented in the air fare
setting process if it thinks such changes are
warranted, and that is something which took
place in relation to the 1-oicroft report. We made
suggestions and recommendations which were
adopted and, indeed, a structure-an independent
body-was established.

We have a responsibility for intrastate
transport and that is in the hands of the
Commissioner of Transport. I have faith in him.
If the member for Avon wants to prove at some
time we should not have regard to the quality of
his work-

Mr Mclver: I have no dispute-I want to say
this quite categorically-with the work carried
out by the Commissioner of Transport. I did not
state anything else at all.

Mr RUSHTON: I thank the member for that
comment. The review may recommend changes to
legislation if it thinks they are required. It is a
very full inquiry.

The motion further states-
(d) examination of air cargo pricing policies

to ensure that cargo prices adequately
reflect the costs of transporting goods
and materials;

Under sections 44 and 47 of the Transport
Commission Act the Commissioner of Transport
already is obliged to monitor air freight charges.
That is one of his responsi bilities, and all
adjustments to the charges must be approved by
the commissioner. Obviously it is through his
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work that he came to the determination that he
should follow the matter a bit further, and that is
what he is doing at present. Under the terms of
reference the review study team is required to
take into account the level and range of air fares
and freight rates; the relative impact of air fares
and air freight rates on long and short distance
users; the effect of competition on fares and
freight rates; and aircraft operating costs and
airline overheads.

So, it is seen the commissioner must study these
matters thoroughly. He will give them special
scrutiny. The director and the commissioner or
their representatives during their review will go to
various centres, receive people and discuss with
them the submissions they would like to make, It
will be a quite thorough review, and then I will
receive a report which will be put before the
Government. At that time we will determine what
we can do. It is my expectation that improvement
will be then realised.

Mr M~clver: Do you have any idea when the
report will go before the Government?

Mr RUSKTON: I expect the report to go
before the Government by the end of this year.
The next point in regard to paragraph (d) of the
motion is that the review will make
recommendations pertinent to air freight charges,
and the mechanism for setting them. That is a
fairly involved set of references, but it covers all
the points made in the member's motion under
paragraph (d).

The motion further states-
(e) the ability of small air service operators

in Western Australia to service remote
centres;

This matter is of utmost importance. I will not
dwell at great length on this matter, but quite
obviously the work of the study team in regard to
air services in areas such as the Kimberley,
Laverton, and Leonora will continue and will be
thorough. Sometimes subsidies are required for
those areas and they are not granted. In regard to
the part of the motion I just quoted, the
Commissioner of Transport is cognisant of the
role and the vulnerability of small air service
operators and remote centres in his granting or
refusing of licences for internal air services.
Under the terms of reference the study team is
required to take into account the need to ensure
Lhe continued provision of an adequate
infrastructure of regular air services; the need of
remote and isolated communities; the degree of
regulatory protection required to ensure an
adequate air service infrastructure and the air
service needs of isolated communities are provided

for; and the need for assistance to. remote
communities either by direct subsidy or the
provision of realistic Commonwealth taxation
concessions.

The next point is-
The needs of remote communities and the

vulnerability of small air service operators
will be an important part of the review
report.

The next point on the motion by the member for
Avon was as follows-

the unrestricted entry of T.A.A. on all
routes in Western Australia;

That seems to be the major point made by the
Opposition.

Mr M~c~ver: That holds the key to the north-
west.

Mr RUSHTON: It does not, but it is an
important point. Competition is a matter for
which we must have regard.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr RUJSHTONh: I move-
That I be given leave to continue my

speech at a later stage of the sitting.
Motion put and passed.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.15(to 7.30 p.m.

AIR TRANSPORT: INTRASTATE

Public Inquiry: Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR RUSKTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [7.30 p.m.]: Prior to the tea
suspension I was addressing myself to the motion
moved by the Opposition. I was responding to it,
paragraph by paragraph and I was about to
address myself to paragraph (f) which reads as
follows-

the unrestricted entry of T.A.A. on all
routes in Western Australia;

Of course, that is one of the major items to which
the member for Avon addressed himself, believing
that to be a major solution to the problems.

I respond by saying that sections 44 and 45 of
the Transport Act are relevant to the entry of any
airline to routes in Western Australia and, of
course, there is a measure of monitoring. Under
its terms of reference, the review study team is
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required to review policy which relates 10 the
provision and regulation of trunk routes, regional,
local, and charter air services operating within
Western Australia. Of course, this addresses itself
directly to the point raised by the Opposition.

The team is required also to take into account
the advantages of competition, particularly in
relation to the establishment of appropriate air
fares and levels of service-, the need to ensure the
continued provision of an adequate infrastructure
of regular air services; relevant provisions of the
Auistralian Constitution-, provisions of the
Commonwealth's Air Navigation Act and
attendant regulations; and other relevant
Commonwealth legislation. All of these are
pertinent to the entry of TAA to airline routes in
Western Australia. Therefore, it can be seen the
team must give very thorough attention to
ascertaining whether the time is right for TAA to
enter into the service or for any other airline to do
SO.

The review team is monitoring developments in
this area. The Commonwealth's two airline policy
and its attendant legislation and regulations are
pertinent. to the entry of TAA into Western
Australia. The review team monitors
developments in this area and in relation to the
proposal to make TAA into a public company.

Mr Mclver: That was not relevant when I
moved my motion.

Mr RUSKTON Well it is up to me to be as
thorough as I can.

Mr Mclver: I was not aware of that when I
moved the motion.

Mr RUSHTON: The role and the future of
TAA in this State will form an important part of
the review report.

Paragraph (g) of the motion moved by the
Opposition refers to the "feasibility of a direct
flight between the Eastern States and the
Pilbara". Under the terms of reference, the review
study teamn is required to take into account the
desirability or need to extend Western Australian

arienetworks to nearby overseas and/or
interstate-or Northern Territory -desti nations.

The member was somewhat unkind when he
said I had not been active in pursuing services
within the State. particularly the north. He
rcferred also to the members for Pilbara and
Gascoyne and he said they had not taken an
aCtive part in the matter. I can assure the
honniirable member that in fact they have and I
should like to remind him it is only in recent times
that TAA referred to operating a service direct to
Port Hedland or Karratha. I welcomed that, as

long as it was done in such a way that our people
gained.

I might add that in conjunction with the
member for Pilbara, I personally have been taking
a very active part in this 'matter. We have been
particularly active in our attempts to have a
regular service operating between Port Hedland
and Bali. This is another benefit which would be
welcomed by the people Of the area. There is no
limitation on what we want to achieve. We have
been active and we can demonstrate our good
faith in this way.

Paragraph (h) of the motion reads as follows-
ensuring adequate public disclosure of
information on the workings Of the air
transport industry within Western Australia.

The review study team is making a careful
assessment of the volume, quality, and consiste 'ncy
of data and information supplied by the air
transport industry to the Government and to the
public.

What I am saying here is that the co-directors
are in fact being very thorough in this regard, and
they have already put in submissions to the
Holeroft committee; therefore, they have played a
big part in ensuring accountability in that regard.
The member would have seen many of the
releases I have made and would have had the
opportunity to read our submissions to the
Holeroft committee which detail the way we think
on this matter.

There has been nothing other than creditable
utterances on the part of the Opposition both
inside and outside the House in relation to our
performance on interstate air activities.

Mr Melver: 1 did not quite catch that. What
did you say?

Mr RUJSHTON: I am saying members
opposite have spoken well of the Government's
actions in relation to the interstate air fare
situation. The motion passed in this House
confirms that and that is why I have indicated
there should be no qualms in regard to our
integrity on this matter,

I could address myself to a number of other
matters, but I will limit myself to the issue of
local air services. We have documented a great
number of policy objectives in that regard. The
Western Australian aviation policy is recorded in
the Holeroft report, so it is readily available to
members. If members want further information
from time to time. I am quite happy to talk to
them about any items they wish to raise.

We have made a complete study of all the
issues on interstate air fares and I refer members
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to the Hoicroft report where, in volume three,
page 207, the situation is presented fully for
everyone to read. On page 221 members will find
a copy of Western Australia's aviation policy, so
there is no need for rue to recite it and have it
recorded in Hansard. Members can readily obtain
the report from the Parliamentary Library.

Mr Mclver: I am still wading through it. I have
my own copy.

Mr RUSHTON: 1 commend the report to
members and, rather than go into policy details,' I
shall, in closing, address myself to a few items
related to the motion. Earlier I indicated I
thought the member's motion-I do not deny the
Opposition the right to do this-was basically
presented for political purposes. An attempt was
made to indicate the Government was doing
nothing, but I have been able to prove that the
Government is well ahead of Opposition thinking
in this regard. The members for Pilbara and
Cascoyne and the Hon. Mr Withers from North
Province, and no doubt other members, have
made submissions, all of which I have
appreciated. We have also received tremendous
support throughout Western Australia for the
way in which we have attacked the issue of
interstate air fares.

it would be an insult to the people of Western
Australia to accept the threadbare case which has
been put forward by the member for Avon on
behalf of the Opposition. The efforts of the
Government in this regard can be seen when one
considers the quality of the submission by the
Western Australian Government to the Holcroft
committee-I have just told members where to
Find that. When one realises that the people who
assisted the Government in preparing that
submission are the same people who are assisting
it in carrying out its review into internal air
services, I believe one can have confidence in the
report which will be submitted in approximately
November or December of this year.

As I said earlier, I should like to finish by
making a couple of points. I have said already
that the Opposition gave credit to the State
Government for its performance in relation to
interstate air fares and I hope it will recognise the
Government is doing a very thorough job of
looking at the internal air services for Western
Australia. There is no reason to doubt the same
thorough approach which has been taken to the
Holeroft committee and which has been displayed
in the Government's attack on the injustices in
relation to interstate air fares, will be applied to
the review of internal air services within our own
State.

By way of interjection, the member mentioned
the Broome to Perth and Sydney to Perth air
fares and questioned the rates charged. I
indicated to him that it was a different ball game
and I hope; on reflection, he will realise that. I
indicated to the member that I refuted his
opening remarks that the Government had been
very quiet on this issue. The Commissioner of
Transport and the Government have an ongoing
responsibility and 1, as the Minister responsible in
that area, accept there is ant ongoing necessity
constantly to review the internal air services of
Western Australia and improve them as need be.

Mr Mclver: Can you recall whether they have
ever been challenged? Can you, as Minister for
Transport, recall that?

Mr RUSHTON: To my knowledge, they have
been probed and challenged by the Commissioner
of Transport. I should like to point out also that
the Commonwealth Government was in this area
of fare fixing until it was established that we have
jurisdiction and responsibility for air fares within
the State. Therefore, it can be seen this has not
been going on forever. it is only in recent times
that we have had this responsibility. I cannot be
precise, but I believe in approximately 1979 the
commissioner discussed this whole question with
me. The RoyalI Commission in 1975
acknowledged there was not adequate capacity or
demand for TAA to be introduced at that time,
but the point was made that there should be an
ongoing review. I submit to the House this has
been done and we are now expecting that to come
forward by the end of the year.

I have indicated the continuing process. It was
begun early in 1980 when the Commissioner of
Transport (Mr Dyson) carried out an initial
review to see whether the matter should be
studied in depth. After going through that
process, he came to me a little later and, by the
time I received his recommendation and obtained
Government approval, it was approximately
September before I could proceed. So we find
ourselves now well on the way to obtaining a
result in that regard.

The next point is the practical review, and the
co-directors have called for submissions. I ask
Opposition members to think again about the
decision to reject the review because they will still
be able to meet and talk to them about it.

The submissions received were not large in
numbers but they were certainly from people who
were directly involved-the companies, etc. If
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there had been a great amount of concern in this
area there would have been many more
submissions; although, I do appreciate the ones
we received.

The co-directors and/or representatives will
now visit centres so that those wishing to make
personal submissions will have an opportunity to
do so. I expect a report in November or December
of this year.

I believe the Opposition should think this
motion through again having regard for the
seriousness of this work. We are not just thinking
of' the north-west, although the north-west is very
important; we have to think of the needs of
Western Australia in relation to interstate
services as well.

The Opposition indicated it had made a
submission to the Holcroft inquiry. I was pleased
to obtain a copy of the report and I have read it. I
will not rubbish the submission but I would like to
indicate to the member for Avon that he should
read it again because on the last page it refers to
Qantas as having up to 100 seats available each
week. In fact, it has I 000 seats available.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Mclver: If I had the Minister's resources
and experts to research the matter it would
perhaps be more correct. However, it may be a
typing error. It was a very comprehensive report
when one considers the time available to us. If the
Minister cares to look at the submission he will
find that it is almost parallel with the
recommendations of the Holeroft report.

Mr RUSH-TON: I will not go along with that! I
believe we should be building bridges, not pulling
them down and I was not referring to the one
which comes from the Kimaberley area!

To put the record straight. I indicate the
member for Avon said I claimed that the
Opposition bad not made a submission to the
inquiry. I did make a media release in this regard;
however, the media did not print all of my release
which indicates that justice is not always done.
The Leader of the Opposition retaliated with the
statement "Rushton's claim rejected" and his
letter was published. I came back immediatedly
with a letter to the newspaper, but it was not
printed.

I would like the member for Avon to realise
that I did make a statement and as it was not
published in The West Australian I will read it
for the Hansard record.

Mr Parker: Hansard does not have a circulation
of thousands.

29 April 19811 1305

Mr RUSHTON: The letter read as follows-

The Editor,
The West Australian.
Dear Sir,

CYRIL RUSHTON, Minister for
Transport: The Leader of the Opposition. Mr
Davies (Letters, March 19), has claimed
falsely that I have repeatedly said that the
State Opposition did not make a submission
to the H-olcroft Inquiry into interstate air
fares.

My statement of March I I clearly says:
"...though it (the State Parliamentary

Labor Party) is listed as having made a
written submission to the Holcroft
Inquiry, as Mr Mclver points out, its
contribution is not cited in either its full
or summarised version in the Report's
Selected Submissions Volumes.
"Maybe Mr Mclver might like to
release the Opposition's submission to
enable the Western Australian public to
make its own assessment of its worth."

I re-issue that invitation to Mr Davies, as
Opposition Leader.

I am highly critical of Mr Davies and the
Opposition for ignoring the very important
Review currently underway into Western
Australia's air services policy.

This must be seen by most people as being
grossly irresponsible and unsatisfactory.

Mr Davies' hot air words for headlines in
the media on the issue are hardly a
substitute.

The appropriate action for the Opposition to take
would be to withdraw the motion because it does
not present a proved case. It has been
demonstrated by the Goevernment that the
requests put forward in the motion have been
thoroughly attended to. If the Opposition does not
take that action then I ask the House to reject the
motion.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [7.50 p.m.]: The
Minister for Transport has stated that with the
air fare problem we need a total approach, and I
agree with that statement. However, there is one
aspect which was not included in this motion
moved by the member for Avon and it is one I
believe to be of particular importance.

Mr Pearce: Is that a TAA jumbo service from
Mt. Barker to Albany?

Mr STEPHENS: That aspect of importance is
the question of regional airports and it is a matter
of considerable concern to pcoplc living outside
the metropolitan area. It involves a serious impost
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on the rptepayers in these areas and I believe it
must be borne in mind that a total approach is
what we should be looking at.

Mr Bryce: You are a total disaster.
Mr STEPHENS: I admit that the finance has

been provided by the Federal Government to
provide these regional airports in previous years,
but now the responsibility of finance has bcen
handed back to local authorities. Some local
authorities have fallen into the trap and -now find
themselves having to face up to considerable
cxpend it ure.

One authority which is responsible for the
Esperance Airport is now faced with an
expenditure of $400 000 and I suggest that it is
beyond the capabilities of local governments to
finance such facilities. The Federal Government is
abrogating its responsibility in not making finance
available and not assisting the authorities to meet
the responsibilities which are being foisted upon
them.

At the moment thc airport service in the
Albany region is in a state of limbo:, the Albany
Shire is not interested in it at this stage, and the
Albany Town Council has not come to any
agreement with the Federal Government on the
question of finance. I believe this is a further tax
on country people.

Mr Bryce: Progressive party mentality.
Mr STEPHENS: It is another burden placed

upon country people. To my knowledge, the
ratepayers in the metropolitan area do not
contribute to the airport in Perth, but the
ratepayers in the regional areas are expected to
finance their airports. This is an area which I
believe should be investigated.

Mr Bryce: Who are you trying to mislead?

Mr STEPHENS: The member for Ascot is a
little annoyed because I have brought forward a
point which was not covered in the Opposition's
motion. I have not criticised what was put
forward and I do not intend to do so, but I think
the matter I have mentioned should have been
included.

Mr Watt: I do not always agree with the
member for Stirling, but he is spot on this time.

Mr STEPHENS: Now that the member for
Albany agrees with me I might have cause to
worry.

Mr Bryce: That demonstrates that you should
be in the Liberal Party.

Several membcrs interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!

Mr STEPHENS: I do not intend to move an
amendment along the lines I have just illustrated,
but I have one I wish to move shortly.

I listened with interest when the Minister said
that the situation has been under review since
1980 and I will not criticise the Government for
that. This House Carried a motion which
supported a token approach which was made with
regard to interstate air fares. We all recognise the
fact that the Holeroft inquiry has brought
forward recommendations but, at this stage, the
Federal Government has not seen fit to implement
many of them.

I think the Federal Government has been
engaged in an exercise to fool the public of
Western Australia, it has certainly fooled the
Federal representatives of Western Australia.

I am) a little surprised that the member for
Avon asked the Government to conduct an
inquiry because the Minister stated that the
Government has been conducting inquiries and
investigations. I am prepared to accept the
Minister's point of view on that, but I think
members in this Parliament should play a more
effective role in ascertaining the facts and
information before decisions are made.

I would have thought the member for Avon
would see fit to propose the appointment of a
Select Committee. A Select Committee would
involve the members of this Parliament in a
proper investigation. A committee would be less
expensive than a Royal Commission and would
not be in competition with the Government
inquiry. It could be considered as acting
complementary to the Government's inquiry.

Mr Mclver: My experience in this House has
been that it is a waste of time and words.

Mr STEPHENS: The member's experience in
the near future may show that he has yet
something to learn.

1 think the Government should accept the
proposition of a Select Committee which would be
complementary to the Government's inquiry and
it would provide an opportunity for the
Government to publicise its inquiry far more
effectively in view of the fact that the Minister
said earlier that some of his Press statements are
not reported in full.

We in the National Party feel it is important to
have all the information possible and we will not
condemn the Government for the work it has
already done. However, we suggest to the
Government that there is a means by which the
members of this Parliament can be involved more
effectively.
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Amendment to Motion

Mr STEPHENS: With that in mind, I move an
amendment-

Line I-Delete the words "The
-Government" with a view 10 substituting the

following words-
In the opinion of this House a Select

Committee comprised of members from
all parties in the Legislative Assembly
be set up to..

MR COWAN (Merredin) (8.00 p.m.]: I will
speak very briefly to the amendment moved by
my colleague, the member for Stirling. In keeping
with the policy of the National Party, wve try to
get members of Parliament more involved in the
activities of the State of Western Australia. We
do not think it is sufficient for members on this
side of the House to be prepared to put up their
hands when the Premier requests them to make
up the numbers. Equally we do not think the
Opposition should be ignored completely, and
take no part in the proceedings of government.
We think Parliament has a completely separate
role to play and that the members of Parliament
should make a contribution. Consequently, at all
times we will move for this Parliament to become
involved in matters that are topical, such as the
subject of air fares.

Mr Parker: Is this your only speech, or have
you another speech as well?

Mr COWAN: I do not know whether there are
any other speakers.

Mr Parker: No, I said is this your only speech?
Mr COWAN: If the member for Fremantle is

prepared to listen, he will find-
Mr Bryce: Now the Leader of the "nats" is

getting into the game.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Will the member for

Merredin resume his seat. In the First place, there
is far too much background noise, and in the
second place, there are some fairly vigorous
interjectors very close to the Hansard reporter
and this is making it almost impossible for that
person to be able to hear the member's speech.

Mr COWAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I will
try to speak a little more loudly so Hansard can
hear me.

The point I was making to the member for
Fremantle is that I thought he would welcome the
opportunity, as a member of Parliament, to
become involved in matters which are topical.

Mr Parker: I do want it, but at least I have the
sense to choose the issues that are topical.

Mr COWAN: Our amendment will give the
member for Fremantle an opportunity to do that.
That is why we call for representation of all
parties.

Mr Parker: When issues come before the
House, don't you think you could take a stand on
them?

Mr COWAN: Certainly we are taking a stand.
We have moved for a Select Committee. My
colleague, the member for Stirling, said he did not
want to take away from the Government anything
it had done. In some respects I would like to know
how we could take nothing from nothing. For a
long time the Government has tried to have air
fares reduced, and if the reduction which took
place after the Holcroft inquiry was a sample of
the Government's success-

Mr Rushton: Sixty eight dollars.
Mr COWAN: It was not significant. I would

rather see this matter referred to a Select
Committee, and so I support the amendment.

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [8.04 p.mn.]: Mr
Speaker-

Mr B. T. Burke: Now we will hear some sense!
Mr BRIDGE: -the Opposition opposes the

amendment put forward by the National Party.
We believe that a number of committees have
been set up and are operating currently. To set up
another Select Committee would be a very time-
consuming exercise. On that basis alone we
decided to oppose the amendment.

I would like to speak in support of the motion
put forward by the member for Avon.

The SPEAKER: Order! Could I ask the
member for Kimberley to resume his seat. It
appears to me he intends to speak to the motion
and not to the amendment. I believe it is more
appropriate for him to make his remarks to the
motion when the House returns to considering
that particular matter.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [8.05 p.m.]: In a few words the
member for Kimberley indicated that the
Opposition is not agreeable to the appointment of
another Select Committee on this occasion-

Mr Cowan: What do you mean "another Select
Committee"? There have been hardly any.

Mr DAVIES: We dealt with one tonight if the
member for Merredin remembers.

Mr Cowan: That is one.
Mr DAVIES: That was in relation to the

pecuniary interests of members of Parliament. We
intend to move for another Select Committee.
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Mr Cowan: Are you sure you are going to get
that?

Mr B. T. Burke: Resides the "drongoes"
committee.

Mr DAVIES: Hope springs eternal. We hope
that the National Party, if it can get rid of some
of its socialistic ideas, will see that our motion is a
proper and pleasant way to deal with a situation
which is of great concern to all people.

Mr Cowan: I thought you would have
welcomed a Select Committee.

Mr DAVIES: Perhaps I have been unkind to
the National Party-the idea may be too
socialistic for its members to support. As we have
often said in this House, there is some value in
Select Committees, but as we have set out the
terms of reference as we would like them-

Mr Stephens: We have not changed them.

Mr DAVIES: That is quite right. We believe
members of Parliament should be free to appear
before this committee to give their views. I know
what the member intends to say next; he will say
"Well, there is nothing to stop those members of
Parliament doing that." Some members may find
themselves part of the Select Committee, and this
would preclude them from giving evidence.

At this stage we do not know how many people
would be required on such a Select Committee; I
have not seen a copy of the proposed amendment.
I must confess it is a little out of character for us
to agree with what the Government might do, but
on this occasion we do not care who it appoints to
conduct the inquiry, provided that the inquiry
uses the terms of reference we have submitted, or
some improved terms of reference if this House
feels we have left something out.

At a later stage we are proposing to move for a
Select Committee to inquire into salt
encroachment. I have referred already to the
Select Committee on the pecuniary interests of
members of Parliament, and I believe the Select
Committee inquiring into national parks is still in
operation, although that is a Legislative Council
Select Committee.

Mr Stephens: If I can just interject for a
moment, the Minister for Transport just might
accept your motion with our amendment. If you
get behind us, we might have a half victory for
you.

Mr DAVIES: I sat back as long as I could
hoping that the Minister would rise. if the
Minister indicates that the Government is
prepared to accept the amendment, I would
probably go along with it.

Mr Stephens: You would agree with what the
Government agrees.

Mr DAVIES: If the Minister indicates he will
go along with it-

Several members interjected.

Mr DAVIES: The matter could be well
canvassed with an open public inquiry.

Mr Parker: The Government is incapable of
being open.

Mr DAVIES: The member for Avon indicated
tonight the number of inquiries that have been
held. Many of these inquiries were abortive,
inasmuch as the recommendations brought down
were not acted upon.

The member for Avon indicated chat a
recommendation of the 1975 inquiry was that
certain things should happen within a reasonable
time. More than a reasonable time has elapsed
since then, and none of those things have
happened.

We believe the Government should grasp this
opportunity to have a public inquiry so that for
once and for all these ghosts, these worries, these
concerns, these shibboleths can be laid to rest.
Until this is done, people will go on saying things
about the intrastate airlines which the Minister
always rushes to defend, but which he does not
defend very well. The only way we can do this is
to conduct an open public inquiry.

Sometimes it seems to me that the very name
"Select Committee" may inhibit some witnesses.
Parliamentarians generally have enough to do. I
am hopeful that the Country Party and the
National Party will support the motion we have
on the notice paper for a Select Committee to
deal with the worrying problem of salt
encroachment. For that reason I would not like to
encourage the setting up of another Select
Committee. We oppose the amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following resulIt-

Mr Cowan
M r Steph ens

Ayes 3
Mr McPharlin

(Teller)
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Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cla rko
M rCoyne
Mrs Craig
M r Crane
Mr H. D. Evans
M r C; rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr C ill
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfcld
Mr Jamieson
M r T. H. Jones
Amendment thus

Noes 37
Mr Mclver
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mir Spriggs
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr WVait
Mr Wilson
Mr Young
Mr Shalders
Mr Bateman

negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [8.15 p.m.]: I
support the motion moved by the member for
Avon. I have listened with a great deal of interest
tonight to the comments of the Minister for
Transport. Indeed, if one were to accept what the
Minister told us tonight, one would feel the entire
question of aviation in this State is being
considered fairly positively by the Government
and that the Opposition need have no real concern
about the matter.

However, when one reads the statistics
presented by the member for Avon in relation to
fare comparisons between Perth and the Eastern
States and Perth and the Kimberley, and bearing
in mind that these statistics were prepared a year
or so ago, one realises the Government has done
little in the way of improving the lot of the
travelling public of this State.

The Minister for Transport should not suggest
that this motion is merely a political exercise and
that by speaking to the motion, we are necessarily
reflecting upon the interests of members
representing the north, such as the member for
Pilbara and the Honorary Minister Assisting the
Minister for Tourism, and at the same time,' are
casting doubt u pon the ability of the
Commissioner of Transport to carry out inquiries.
That is not our interest in the matter at all.

Our interest in the matter is on behalf of the
travelling public of Western Australia. I represent
an area which has been concerned for a long time
about the entire matter of aviation and about the
cost-fare structure which has been allowed to
exist in this State. I would be ignoring my
responsibilities to my electorate if I were not
prepared to enter this debate and express some of
that concern.

As the member for Avon pointed out, air fares
are very high, particularly in the case of the
Kimberley. The Minister for Transport informed
the House that the Government was very
concerned about and genuinely interested in the
problem of air fares. However, I recall that when,
last year, interested members of the community in
the north continually expressed concern about the
extent to which air fares had increased in the
Kimberley and in the north of Western Australia
generally, the general reaction of Government
members was to defend the fare structure. I recall
the comment by the then Acting Minister for
Transport to the effect that, despite heavy
increases in other areas, air fares had been kept
significantly low over the years. That was
consistent with the general reaction of the people
in the north-west to their representations and
their approaches to the Government.

We would have been more encouraged if the
Government members-Ministers and
representatives-of that region had said "Look.
we acknowledge there is a very considerable
increase which did occur." In the aviation
industry generally there had been an enormous
increase in fuel costs, in navigation fees, and the
like. The companies found it necessary to pass
those increases on to the paying public. That was
never in dispute.

There was a consistent attempt to demonstrate
the extent to which air fares were seen to be quite
consistently higher in the north-west of the State
than in the interstate situation for people
travelling to places like Sydney, Melbourne,
Adelaide, and so on.

Mr O'Connor: They are too dear there, too.
Mr BRIDGE: That is true. I would not dispute

that. Certainly if the air fares to the Eastern
States are too dear, the situation becomes almost
intolerable for the northern people in terms of
their costs. For an average family to travel from
Kununurra or Wyndham to Perth each year to
have holidays, they are looking at a Figure of
about $2 000. That would be for a family of a
man, his wife, and four children. That is an
enormous amount to save out of an income to
meet a return air Care to the metropolitan area.

One can understand then why not just the
public generally have been concerned in the long
term about the situation, but also the local
authorities in the north-west suddenly decided to
take a different stance on the whole question.

As the Premier said in the House earlier, in
1975 there was general agreement or consensus
by the northern people that the present system
was satisfactory, and that there was no need for
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considering another airline on the Kimberley run.
However, that was in 1975; and in 1980-81 it is a
vastly different situation. We have to look at the
problems which the people of the north-west and
the Kirmberley face today.

The Kimberley is a developing region. It has
many disabilities, and there is nothing the people
can do about them. They are a fact of life up
there. Al the same time, there is a lot of potential.
Certainly there are many opportunities for people.
Indeed, there is a great deal of interest in
developing the Kimberley. It is in that area that
the Government has to recognise that if the air
fares structure is beyond the ability of the
residents of the north-west to meet capably, it has
to look at the question of bringing the fares down
to an equitable basis.

I know in many cases people say that "subsidy"'
is a dreadful word to use, and that people rely
unnecessarily on subsidies. However, I remember
the time when the Government subsidised the
north in relation to air services in the Kimberley
region. In those days, there were many more
services. There were a lot more opportunities for
the station people to travel between towns than
they have today. Very few stations today can rely
upon a regular transport operation. Very often
they have to provide their own means of
transportation, at great cost to the properties.

The disappearance of the subsidy was a
considerable drawback to many people.

I acknowledge two things about the Kimberley:
It is a developing region; and, secondly, it has
considerable geographical disabilities. It is not
unusual that an inquiry examines a problem,
reports accordingly to the Government, and then
Government has to look at it again. In a place like
the Kimberley there are special circumstances
and special factors. There are special sorts of
provisions that the Government has to accept in
making it a place which is more attractive for
those who want to develop the area.

To some extent the Pilbara is; similarly placed,
although the development that has occurred there
has meant that a large number of towns have
been developed. The availability of transport in
the Pilbara is a lot better than it is in the remoter
areas of the Kimberley. However, I am not well
qualified to speak about the Pilbara.

The Minister said he would be happy for a
bridging exercise between himself and the
member for Avon. Now is probably a fairly
appropriate time for us to embark upon that
exercise in this debate.

There are a couple of paragraphs within the
motion about which I would like to speak directly.
Paragraph 2(e) reads-

the ability of small air service operators in
Western Australia to service remote centres;

I will canvass that in a moment. Subparagraph
(h) is as fol lows-

ensuring adequate public disclosure of
information on the workings of the air
transport industry within Western Australia.

This is where we see the need for a public inquiry.
I am not reflecting upon people like the
Commissioner of Transport and the people who
carry out inquiries; but from my experience I have
found that where there is a lack of understanding
by the public, one of the best ways of clarifying
the situation is by way of an open inquiry.

Mr Rushton: Why not let the co-directors carry
out the task in the terms I' recited to you, and
then if it is not adequate, take some action? They
are not far from completing it. We will have
people going into the centres-the co-directors or
their representativs-and people will be able to
speak to them, so there will be a fair bit of
interaction. If it does not meet with your own
thinking-I have confidence that it will-then
you can take your action.

Mr BRIDGE: I would not suggest for a
moment that the inquiry should not proceed; but I
make the point that in my view, and from my
experience of inquiries, public and otherwise, in
bringing the public to a greater understanding of
some of the matters about which they arc
concerned, a public inquiry is a good forum
because it is open. People are able to express
points of view; and there is the opportunity for a
public input which, in a different forum, does not
necessarily happen.

I do not suggest that the. Miniister's inquiry
should not proceed; but in view of the degree of
uncertainty and the degree of concern that the
people in the north-we~t have about cost
structures and the air fare structure generally, a
public inquiry is not a bad idea. It would certainly
clear up a lot of points.

MMvA may welcome such an inquiry. It has
argued that it can justify the air fare structure.

Mr Rushton: My unde rstanding is that MMA
has co-operated fully in presenting facts to our
people.

Mr BRIDGE: I am not doubting that. That is
probably the case. MMA would probably
welcome any inquiry and be prepared to submit
statistics which it believed would ably
substantiate its claims and decisions to set its
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current air Cares to the north-west. But that is
something on which the public would need
convincing. People in the north realise that the
rare from Perth to Adelaide and back is the
equivalent of a single fare to the Kimberley. The
public would need a lot of convincing to believe
that was justifiable.

I understand the extent to which costs have
risen in the aviation industry because some time
ago I happened to own an aircraft and I
understand how well the cost increases have been
a burden to the operators in the aviation industry.
An inquiry would prove whether the increases in
air fares were justifiable to meet these costs. An
inquiry may well be an opportunity for the
Government to look at avenues open to it to see
that the people of the north-west are given a more
favourable service. It is one thing to say that
MMA is compelled to pass on these increases
because of the price of Avgas and so on but it is
another thing to expect the residents of the north-
west to bear the brunt of these cost increases to
the industry. Yet that is what has happened. The
people of the north-west feel they are saddled
with unnecessarily high Cares.

The call for the introduction of a TAA servi ce
to the region was, as I pointed out earlier,
generally not favoured by people in the Kimbeley
in 1975. However, because of the way prices have
risen over the past three or four years that view
has changed; people believe that such a service
might stem the price hike and give the people of
the north an alternative service. They believe it
would provide an opportunity for competition in
the industry which could bring about at least a
slowing dowvn of the continual increases occurring
throughout the State, but particularly in the
north-west.

Despite the assurances given by the Minister
tonight about the Government's concern for what
is happening in the aviation industry and its effect
on the travelling public, the way the Government
has reacted to calls made to it by people in the
State shows that it has not done more than make
a token attempt to overcome the problems. It
should acknowledge that there is a great concern
within the State about the air fares which apply
and that there is a call for a very close look to be
taken at the aviation industry as a whole in this
State.

I shall turn attention now to paragraph (e) of
the motion dealing with the ability of operators to
service remote areas of the State. I am concerned
with some of the comments which have been
made and the speculations I have heard regarding
the continuation of an airline service to the
Kimberley. I understand that Trans-West Airlines

has found the viability of its Kimberley service to
be in jeopardy-I was told it was in great
jeopardy-because it lost the surveillance run
between Karratha and Big Island. If this is so. we
in the Kimberley are faced with a serious
problem.

Members would remember that MMA phased
out its Kimberley service some years ago because
of what it termed its-inability to carry on with an
unviable service. Trans-West Airlines took over
that service and has been providing a fairly
reliable service to those outlying areas such as
Halls Creek, Fitzroy Crossing, - and a few
Kimberley stations. If because of the granting of
that contract by the Federal Government to the
Melbourne firm of H. C. Sleigh we find that
Trans-West Airlines has to consider withdrawing
from its Kimberley service, this would be a matter
of major concern to the people of the north-west
and something the Government should be looking
at very closely.

Mr Rushton: I am at present reading a letter in
response to a submission I made to the Federal
Minister-a submission made on behalf of that
company-and he refers to the question of cost.
Apparently the lowest tenderer has the contract.

Mr BRIDGE: There were a number of factors
the Federal Government did not take into account
in granting that contract to H. C. Sleigh, such as
the equipment which Trans-West Airlines has
available to it in Derby, the offices, and things of
that kind. There are a number of reasons why the
Federal Government should not have allowed the
contract to be granted to H. C. Sleigh in the total
interest of the State and in particular the
Kimberley. But Trans-West Airlines has to
consider whether to continue with an unprofitable
service or pull out altogether. When one considers
the service that company supplies to Fitzroy
Crossing and Halls Creek one can understand the
problems facing it. Its outgoing traffic is fairly
good and quite often its aircraft are full of
passengers and freight traffic, but the return
journeys are very different and its planes are
generally empty. They rarely operate at half-
capacity. So a contract such as the coastal
surveillance run between Karratha and Big Island
would have been very important in allowing the
company to maintain its interest in the
Kimberley. It would enable it to carry on its
Derby to Beverley Springs run and similar runs
because there is very little profit a company can
expect to derive from those services.

The Government needs to consider and examine
this matter very seriously because that coastal
surveillance contract has been let to a Melbourne-
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based company and Trans-West has withdrawn
from the service.

It might well mean that, in the future, we will
have to race the reality of the withdrawal of a
service. There is a definite need for an inquiry
such as the one referred to tonight by the member
for Avon. There are many reasons the
Government should be moving in this direction, It
is not good enough for the Government to say
-We acknowledge that is the case, but since 1975
this has happened and we will do this and that."

The fact is a number of matters mentioned by
the Minister tonight as things which were going to
be done, have not been done and we, as members
of Parliament-particularly in my case as a
member representing the northern part of the
State-want to see a little more action from the
Government in this regard.

Mr Rushton: But [ do appreciate the
confidence you have expressed in the
Commissioner of Transport and the fact that he
does a good job.

Mr BRIDGE: I have made the point very
clearly, and I am sure the member for Avon
would agree with me, that there was never any
suggestion on our part of reflecting upon the
ability of the commissioner.

Mr Rushton: I join the Director General of
Transport in that also.

Mr BRIDGE: I agree with the Minister. As far
as I am concerned, this is certainly not a political
exercise. I am involved in this issue, because of
the factors I have outlined. Firstly, the public are
convinced that residents of the north-west are
being dealt with harshly in terms of the air fares
they have to pay and, secondly, there seems to be
a likelihood now that Trans-West may have to
consider seriously the withdrawal of a Kimberley
service which, as members would appreciate, we
must not allow to occur. It just cannot happen to
the region.

Aviation generally in this State needs to be
examined. The cost increases in this area have
placed a great burden upon the operators and
many of them have tried to keep down prices.
This is another area in which the Government has
a responsibility and if it means we must return to
a situation of providing a subsidy to offset the cost
to the travelling public, then, in a place like
Kimberley. I do not think this is an unrealistic
sort of approach fur the Government to take. It is
not necessarily giving the people of that region
something to which they are not entitled, because,
as I said earlier in my speech, the disparities
which exist in a place like the Kimberley are

enormous. It is a developing area and it needs to
be supported.

We must recognise that tourism in the
Kimberley is a tremendous asset and it can be
utilised effectively, but the costs involved will be a
big factor. Tourism will be affected if the cost of
air fares and aviation charges generally continue
to increase as they have during the last couple of
years.

I should like to conclude by saying I support
the motion moved by the member for Avon and it
is important that the House and the Government
consider seriously the establishment of such an
inquiry as was referred to.

MR MeIVER (Avon) [8.44 p.m.]: [ will not
delay the House in closing the debate, because it
is quite apparent from the Minister's remarks that
the Government has no intention of agreeing with
the motion, irrespective of the facts which have
been presented.

I thank members who have contributed to the
debate. We could not agree with the setting up of
a Select Committee in the form proposed by the
National Party for the reasons that were covered
adequately by the Leader of the Opposition.

1 thank the member for Kimberley for his
comprehensive report on aviation and transport
problems in the Kimnberley. I am sure members
who have had experience in the region would
agree his remarks were apt and sincere.

I should like to make a few matters quite clear
in regard to the Minister's comments on the
motion. It is apparent we are at variance on
several aspects.

Mr Jamieson: That would be most unusual!
Mr McIVER: I want to clarify the fact that,

from the Opposition's point of view, this motion
does not have political overtones. When I
prefaced my remarks at the commencement of my
address I referred to a previous motion I placed
on the notice paper during the last session of
Parliament. The Minister requested that I supply
him with a copy of it. I have one here and I shall
give it to him at the conclusion of my remarks.

Mr Rushton: Can you tell me the date of it?
Mr MeIVER: I shall obtain the date from

Hansard.
I should like to point out the Opposition does

not criticise the Corn nissioner of Transport (Mr
Dyson) or the Director General of Transport. We
are on common ground with the Government
there. However, Hansard will substantiate that I
pointed out if an inquiry is to be conducted in line
with the Opposition's requirements, it is too big a
task for those two departmental officers,
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irrespective of their experience in the transport
Field,

If members examine the Opposition's motion,
they will see it covers a very wide area of air
transport in Western Australia. The Transport
Commission is greatly understaffed at the present
time and I cannot see how it could find the
manpower or time to examine in depth the
matters involved in an inquiry such as this.

By way of interjection the Minister indicated
he felt the Opposition was more or less biased
towards MMA and he said we were promoting
TAA, because there could be ill-feeling between
the two airlines. I should like to clarify that point.

Mr Rushton: Would it be unkind to say you
have hedged your bet'!

Mr Mel VER: Frequently we are accused of not
presenting the facts, so I want to make the
situation quite clear. TAA has had very close ties
with MMA since 1959. TAA provided MMA's
original Fokker Friendship. the RMA Swan. The
MMA Fokker Friendship flight crews were
originally trained by TAA. That proves to
members of this House there is no animosity
between the two organisations. In fact, it proves
to me there is harmony and close liaison between
the two airlines.

Mr Jamieson: That was before Ansett had
control.

Mr MclIVER: The Minister in no way replied
to my remarks relating to tourism. He altogether
neglected to do that; so, I assume by his lack of
remarks he fully agrees with what I said in regard
to tourism.

In regard to sections 44 and 45 of the
Transport Act, we on this side of the House are
most familiar with them and I feel it was
irrelevant to the motion to quote those sections in
the context the Minister did. That was only time
wasted.

I want to clarify a further point. Tonight I
referred to two absent members. I said I was open
to correction, and I have ascertained since
speaking originally to my motion that they are
-stranded in the Eastern States due to the
hostesses' strike, It seems a little ironical we are
discussing air fares and airlines when an airline
strike is on.

Mr Rushton: It is off now.
Mr MeIVER: I am delighted to hear that. I

think it is incumbent upon me for the record to
apologise to those two members as I was not
aware they were stranded in the Eastern States. I
think it is only fair I apologise; however, it seemed
very strange to me they were absent.

(421

Mr Rushton: Thank you for the apology.
Mr MeIVER: We often make mistakes, and it

is only fair we correct them.
In conclusion I reiterate my original remarks to

the motion that we should have an inquiry along
the lines indicated with terms of reference beyond
those given to the two-man committee. We should
have an inquiry to look at fare structures to
enable cheaper fares to be offered. We could
consider standby, super apex, and economy and
first-class fares,

Such an inquiry would need to address itself to
the problems created by the present situation of
no freedom of choice for intrastate air travellers.
If a person in a country town goes into the only
Store and is not satisfied with the Service he
receives he has no alternative such as to go
elsewhere because it is the only store. The same
situation applies to air travellers in the north-west
with MMA's monopoly. The people of the north-
west have no alternative but to utilise MMA
irrespective of the service they receive.

I do not hold any malice towards MMA for
poisoning me the last time I went to the north, or
for sending my case to Melbourne.

Mr T. H. Jones: What about all my clothes you
wore?

Mr MeIVER: I was very lucky to have the
member for Collie with me.

Mr Young: I hope you had long socks with you.
Mr Rushton: I should have recited to you-
Mr MOlVER: I should have had recited to me

the last rites.
Mr Young: You should hear some of the other

things the member for Collie recites from time to
time.

Mr MeIVER: In any case, that episode is
forgotten and I do not hold any malice towards
MMA because it has such a large operation and
things do happen on occasions.

As I said, if a passenger is unhappy with the
standard of service provided by MMA he has no
option to go elsewhere. IF a businessman is
unhappy with the freight service or air cargo costs
he has no choice to go elsewhere. The proven
benefits of competition are denied by the present
situation.

I will conclude on the point that if the Liberal
Government is sincere in its belief that we should
have private enterprise then it most certainly
should take the first available opportunity to
institute an inquiry along the lines outlined by the
Opposition tonight and allow TAA to extend its
operations into the north-west.
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Mr Rushton: We will do that without the
inquiry you are asking for. We are doing it by the
review.

Mr McIVER: I am sure the officials of TAA
will be delighted to hear that, but, nevertheless, I
do not believe the Minister can blame the
Opposition for bringing this matter to his notice
because it has been a long time since the Sholl
report recommendation was made along the lines
already indicated.

With those remarks I once again thank all who
have contributed to the debate on the motion I
moved, and I trust it will be carried.

Question put and a d
following result-

A yes
Mr Barnett NI
Mr Bertram NI
Mr Bridge NI
Mr Bryce NI
Mr Carr NI
M~rH. D.Evans NI
Mr Grill NI
Mr Jamieson

Noes
Mr Blaikie NI
MTrCaRko NI
Mr Cowan NI
Mr Coyne NI
Mrs Craig NI
Mr Crane NI
rvtr Grayden NI
Mr Grewar NI
Mr Hassell NI
Mr Herzfeld NI
Mr McPharlin NI
Mr Nanovich

Pai
Ayes

Mr E. T. Evans M
Mr Hodge NI
Mr Davies NI
Mr Skidmore NI
Mr Taylor NI
Mr Harman NI
Mr B. T. Burke Si
M rT. J, Burke D

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

ivision taken with the

15
IrT. H. Jones
Pr Mclver
Pr Parker
Pr Pearce
IrTonkin
Pr Wilson
Pr Bateman

23
Pr O'Connor
Pr Old
Pr Rushton
Pr Sibson
Pr Spriggs
Pr Stephens
Pr Trethowai
Pr Tubby
Pr Wait
Pr Young
Pr Stialders

rs
Noes

r Laurance
Pr Williams
rt Sodeman
Pr MacKinnon
Pr Mensaros
[r P. V. Jones
r Charles Court
r Dadour

SALT ENCROACHMENT
Inquiry by Select Commit tee., Mtion

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [9.00 p.m.]: I move-

That in the opinion of this House a Select
Committee comprised of members from all.
parties in the Legislative Assembly be set up
to examine, report upon and make
recommendations regarding:

(a) the extent of sail encroachment in
agricultural areas of Western
Australia,

(b) the effectiveness of present
Government preventative and
reclamation measures and policies
regarding salt encroachment and
salinity;

(c) the present and future role of Local
Government Authorities anid the
W.I.S.A.L.T. organisation in
salinity control in Western
Australia;

(d) the possible and probable effects of
the release of Crown land for
agricultural purposes in this State
on increasing the likelihood of
salinity.

In moving the motion I should like to point out
that the tremendous concern about salt
encroachment in Western Australia stems from
the dramatic spread of salinity, the lack of
adequate reclamation measures, and the release of
large areas of agricultural land.

The Figures of the Department of Agriculture
indicate that the average rate of salinity increase
has been approximately 850 per cent over the last
five years.

In 1955. 73 504 hectares of land cleared for
agriculture were salt affected and in 1979,
263 752 hectares of cleared land were salt
affected. In view of the fact that further land is to
be released for agricultural purposes, very careful
consideration and thorough research should be
done on this mailer. However, this Government is
not doing that.

Research was not done in the 1960s when a
"million acres of land, a year" syndrome was
adopted, against the advice of the Government's
advisers.

The Government report, which is considering
the release of three million hectares of land, is
based on insufficient climatic and agronomical
data;, for example, with one critical rain gauge
station in the centre of the area ihe records were
available for two years only. It will be interesting
to note the conclusions released on the different
varieties of wheat and oats grown in the rour-
hectare plot trials over five seasons. On this basis,
two varieties are needed so that we can translate
the results to two million hectares of land; that is
the background required.

The Government made its announcements
based on the figures of this report, but it has not
taken any account of the fact that this area is
marginal country and subject to frequent drought.
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It should be remembered that in the past 25
years. 63 shires have been drought declared in
whole or in part. So out of 137 country shires, 63
have been drought declared; Five shires have been
drought affected seven times and a further seven
have been declared drought affected six times in a
25-year period. That is the picture of the situation
in Western Australia as far as agriculture is
concerned and the further release of land is even
more dubious when we consider that an area has
been declared a drought area seven times in 25
years. That means that there has been a drought
every 3 / years on average and of that total, an
area has been drought declared once every four
years.

There is a need to consider the areas which are
being released, especially when they are in
proximity to the marginal areas. Apart from the
cos t to individuals and to the State there is the
rear of increasing the areas of salt-affected land
and that is of even more concern. That is the
reason for this motion and the reason for placing
particular emphasis upon the proposed release of
additional land for agriculture. This release will
only exacerbate the problem even further.

In 1939 Dr Teakle identified the Forrestania-
Johnston Lakes area as one which was susceptible
to salt problems and that of course has been
evident today. The EPA and the Institute of
Agriculture have expressed grave reservations
about the problemn as a result of their
investigations in the area and believe that before
the release of tracts of land is carried out there is
a need for some co-ordinated research. It seems
that is the most effective way of approaching the
prbblems of salinity in Western Australia.

In order that this may be done effectively, a
Select Committee should be set up comprising
representatives of all political parties. The
problem is so great that all parties should be
involved, in the interests of this State. Such a
problem transcends any political considerations.

I should like to refer to the records of previous
Governments an this matter in order to ascertain
what did transpire and also to view the problems
we have inherited today. I know that in the past
few years steps have been taken towards
alleviating the problem, but I believe it requires
closer examination to ascertain whether those
steps have been of use and where they have been
deficient.

The release of Crown land, by the Liberal-
Country Party coalition Government, has created
some cause for concern in Western Australia.
This attitude and philosophy of political
expediency in the release of Crown land has made

the problem of salt and soil erosion one of
urgency; especially with regard to the recent
announcement by the Government about the
release of agricultural land.

There is a need to review the policy of the
Government on this matter because the extent
and nature of salinity and salt erosion in this
State should be examined. The Minister for
Lands has announced that land will be released in
a number of areas. Questions have been asked in
this House about the matter and we have
ascertained chat these releases will be in small
blocks near to adjacent farming areas, as well as
new areas of Crown land. Approximately 50 000
hectares will be released and once this is done in
new areas there will be no stopping it; there will
be no turning back. However, we may have a
vested interest in having these areas released. I
refer to the rural and allied industries report upon
which this Government seems to have based its
present policy.

The Rural and Allied Industries Council is the
agricultural wing of the Liberal Party. It was set
up as a gesture by the Premier prior to the last
election in order to endear himself to the people in
the rural areas. The Minister had no agricultural
policy so he turned to this council which has
become a very effective wastepaper bin into which
can be placed any problem which may be difficult
to resolve.

Finally the Rural and Allied Industries Council
brought down its report on the rural land release
policy in Western Australia. I would like to point
out some of the deficiencies of this report, because
it is being taken as a serious basis for land release
by Government. This is the last thing that should
happen with it.

Firstly, there appears to have been insufficient
emphasis and evaluation placed on submissions
opposed to the release of large areas of Crown
land, and the stress appears to have been placed
on details favouring release, even as far as the
budgeting that appears in the appendices.

The bias is very noticeable right through. There
is a very brief description of the submissions
opposing the release, without an attempt at
evaluation. It Can hardly be described as a
scientific document.

The information contained in technical bulletin
No. 44 of the Department of Agriculture appears
to have been used in the evaluation of the
Forrestania-Johnston Lakes area. Two particular
points need to be clarified. The estimation of the
rainfall at 90 Mile Tank which, according to the
map, is fairly well to the Centre of the new area to
be released, has been calculated over two years
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only. From the comments on page 21 of technical
bulletin No. 44 it appears that the years 1968 and
1969 were used, and a long-term average
calculated from that. The rainfall readings for
H-yden and Salmon Gums can be traced back over
a longer period, but not those for 90 Mile Tank
which is approximately in the centre of the area.
As members would know, the rainfall variation in
that country is considerable.

Mr Grewar: I think you would find that 90
Mile Tank is on the extreme edge of the area
proposed for release.

Mr H. D. EVANS: If the member for Roe
looks at the map, he will see that is not so. I will
have something to say about the line indicating
the proposed growing area also. The member will
agree, as the records show, that that area is prone
to drought, and it is completely ridiculous to
suggest that a rainfall average taken over two
years would be accurate. We are led to believe
that a scientific method of evaluation has been
used.

I would remind members that in other marginal
areas the frequency of drought is up to seven
years in 25 years. I have taken these figures from
the answers to questions supplied by the Minister.
So in neighbouring areas which are less prone to
drought, and which can be expected to be less
prone to drought, in fact the situation is that they
are d rough t-a ffected in seven years out of
25-one drought year in every 31h years. I would
like members to bear that fact in mind because it
has implications.

Nobody is living in this area, and there is
nobody to keep full and detailed records of the
rainfall and drought years. The rainfall reading
was made only every second month I believe. Why
is nobody living there? Because farmers have very
grave reservations about its viability. Farmers
have settled in other more proven and adaptable
areas.

Similarly, the conclusions in the report
regarding the growing of different varieties of
wheats and oats were based on a four-hectare plot
of trial ground between 1960 and 1964-five
crops. Technical bulletin No. 44, on page 22,
refers to the fact that the details of the crops on a
four-hectare plot were used to calculate the result
for three million heetares of land. And yet this is
supposed to be a scientific evaluation! Those who
prepared the document have every reason to be
wholeheartedly ashamed of it.

This approach to such a serious matter is
incredibly childish. The report extrapolates the
results of a four-hectare plot, containing at least
16 varieties of grain, into an area of three million

hectares, based on an average rainfall calculated
over two years. I do not think I need say any more
about that!

I point out also that the Rural and Allied
Industries Council report was based on
submissions received following an open period of
one month after the calling of submissions. The
summary of submissions gives no consensus of
viewpoint, but rather highlights the conflict of
views from immediate release to total opposition
to any release. I have endeavoured to eategorise
the submissions in the report, and the specific
requests from individuals-the "I want more
land" type of thing. In all, 23 individuals sought
Further land to expand their Farming operations.
These requests were counted as submissions, and
of course these letters gave reasons for releasing
more land to the people concerned.

Five of the submissions-Nos. 4, 8, 66, 78, and
79-were put forward with a view to reducing
existing problems. l will not bother to list them
out. I will read through the submissions in support
of release. These were from-

S. Dandaragan Shire
10. Yilgarn Shire
IL. W.R. Withers MLC-Tropical
13. Wheat Quota Committee
16. Irwin Shire
17. Farmers' Union of W.A.
18. Ravensthorpe Shire
19. Commonwealth Development Bank
20. Kondinin Shire
29. Westralian Farmers Co-Operative Ltd.
33. Central Eastern Regional Development

Committee
36. Esperance Shire
37. C.W.A.
50. Farmers' Union

Zone
52. Central South

Commit tee.
55. Carnamah Shire
58. Nannup Shire
62. Plantagenet Shire
63. Elder Smith
68.
69.
75.
76.
so.
87.
90.

Dundas-Esperance

Zone Development

Augusta-Margaret River Shire
Dalwallinu Shire
Lake Grace Shire
Mullewa Shire
Bedbrook Farm Planners
R. RI. Fraser-W.A.l.T.
Pererijori Shire

Some of the submissions included the imposition
and reservations of conditions about release. I will
not list the approximately 13 submissions which
contained a wide variety of reasons for conditions
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on release. There were another dozen submissions
opposed to release, and these came from some
very interesting organisations.

Mr Old: Tell us who they were from. You read
out all the rest, let us hear the others.

Mr H. D. EVANS: In fairness. I am happy to
do that. Opposed to release were the following-

1. Greenough Regional Administrator
12. Mr R. Cugley Newdegate
15. Tree Society
31. P. G. Wilson-Como
34. M. A. Menadue-South Perth
35. W. L. Bird-Porongorup
39. W. A. Wildflower Society
40. A. S. Weston-Kensington
51. Forests Department
53. Dept. of Fisheries & Wildlife
61. Town Planning Department.
73. Conservation Council of W.A.
74. Environmental Protection Authority
83. Mrs Florence-S. B. Woods
84. 1. F. Solomon-Perenjori
89. Public Works Department

Mr Old: You will have to get on to those two
from South Perth.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I notice that the
Department of Agriculture, per se, did not
become very involved.

Mr Old: It was very involved actually.

Mr HI. D. EVANS: For example, G. D.' Oliver
had considerable reservations and the Main
Roads Department saw the need for consultation.
The Western Australian Ornithologists Union-

Mr Old: You are drawing a long bow there.
Mr H. 0. EVANS: -had reservations about

the release. Certainly these submissions should be
considered. The others on the list are-

38. W.A. Herbarium. E.M.P.
49. Method of Clearing
56. Telecom-factual conditions
59. Enforcement of C.P. conditions
64. Biological Study-K. Newbey
65. W.A. Naturalists Club-Biological

Study
67. Westrail-rail problems
70. South Regional Conservation Council
71. Treasury-Limitation of Funds
72. Pastoralists and Graziers ElIS.
77. C.S.l.R.O.-can help in Research
S1. Minister for D.ID.
82. Advice for Research-N.C.P.
85. Esperance Department of Agriculture

Farm Management Outline
86. Soil Conservation Advisory Committee.

Those people certainly did not advocate the
release of land: they said if it was to be released it
should be done only under stringent conditions.
That is the sort of report we are talking about:
and the manner in which the findings were
presented in the report certainly did not do those
concerned a great deal of credit. Members will
appreciate the pressure for the release of land
probably came from people with an inherent
vested interest; and I should imagine transport
companies would have been involved.

Mr Old: Did they make a -ubmission?

Mr H. D. EVANS: No, but I will bet transport
companies had a few words with the Government
and made their position quite clear, particularly if
a franchise happened to be in the offing.

Returning to the final aspects of this so-called
scientific document the pa rt concerning
Forrestania-Johnston Lakes contained i n
appendix "B" of the RAIC report is not of very
great value when we consider it is presented in a
clinical manner. The sums are probably quite
accurate and there is no need to check them, but
to assume one can do a clinical study of this sort
in actuality is banal and childish.

Mr Grewar: The report is an excellent one
which covers all the aspects required in a study of
this sort.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Yes, and it disregards the
fact that comparable holdings may experience
drought once every 31/ or four years.

Mr Grewar: I will bet you that the farmers
there are a damn sight richer than the farmers in
the south-west area.

Mr Jamieson: Is he calling your farmers
peasants? I strongly resent that.

Mr Old: Did you say the people who compiled
the report should be ashamed of themselves?

Mr H. D. EVANS: They should be ashamed of
that report.

Mr Old: Would you mind reading out the
names of the people on the committee so that they
will be recorded in Hansard?

Mr H. D. EVANS: No. The report was put
forward by the Rural and Allied Industries
Council land release policy review committee, and
it is signed by the following persons-

D. J. Whitely, Chairman
F. E. Brockmnan, O.BE.
K. P. Graham
P. Rt. Patroni
D. H. Reichstein
Mrs P. M. Smeeton
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It is not a scientific document, and 1 repeat that
they should be ashamed of it, I do not question
the character of the persons involved, but they
have put their names to something that is most
difficult to understand as a scientific document.

Mr Old: Now you are qualifying it.
Mr H. D. EVANS: Does the Minister agree

that the basis upon which the rainfall data was
ascertained is adequate?

Mr Old: No, but you are saying that the
recommendation is to release three million
hectares of land, and that is not correct.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I will read what the
Minister had to say.

Mr Old: Let us get it right. There are three
million hectares of land available.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Let us see what the
Minister had to say, and let us remember the
track record of the Government in the 1960s. and
the headaches it caused in this State. The action
the Government took then was against the advice
of the experts of the time, gtnd I would like to say
a little more about that in a moment.

1 point out also while dealing with that area the
report made in respect of the 3 500 farm scheme
area by Dr Teakle in 1939. This also dealt with
the Forrestania-Johnston Lakes area, and it
produced some conclusions. 1 do not want to go
into detail because the report was made in 1939
which is now in excess of 40 years ago. Since that
time we have gained a lot more data and
understanding; but even 40 years ago the dangers
were seen. Dr Teakle said that an examination of
soil examples from 650 sites showed the woodland
soils to be affected by a degree of soil salinity
unusual in the wheatbelt, generally, but
comparable with Salmon Gums.

Mr Grewar: He virtually forecast doom for all
agricultural areas in the eastern wheatbelt, and he
has not been proved to be correct.

Mr Old: We have made a few advances in
technology since then.

Mr H. D. EVANS: We have made a big
advance in the area of land affected by salinity.

Mr Old: We will come to your 850 per cent
later on. I find that most interesting.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Right! I will give the
Minister the data from whence it came.

Mr Old: That means the whole of Western
Australia would be included.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: I will quote the Minister an
article which appeared in The West Australian on
21 February 198 1. It includes comments made by
Dr Tom Riggert.

Mr Old: Did you get any figures in respect of
areas affected by salt as a result of agriculture,
bearing in mind that a million hectares were
affected before agriculture commenced?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I am coming to that. I am
talking about agricultural land, and I will give the
Minister some figures with which he provided me.
However, First of all 1 will give him the quote
concerning the 850 per cent. I would imagine Dr
Tom Riggert's reputation would be beyond the
criticism of even the Minister.

Mr Old: Let us hear what he had to say.
Mr H. D. EVANS: I will give the Minister the

whole quote, as follows-

An ecologist, Dr Tom Riggert, says that
efforts to do something about land
degradation have so far only been token, a
whitewash.

"No one is really coming to terms with the
situation," he said.

Figures from the Agriculture Department
show that the average rate of salinity has
risen about 850 per cent between the period
from 1962-74 and the period from 1974-79.

Mr Old: Now tell us how many hectares were
affected in each year and we will work out the
percentage.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: The Minister is talking
about figures! The average rate of salinity has
rtsen.

Mr Old: Let us get down to facts.
Mr H. D. EVANS: In the South-west Land

Division, according to figures provided by the
Minister's department, in 1955, 73 504 hectares
of land were affected. In 1962 the figure was
123 591, in 1974 it was 167 294, and in 1979 it
was 263 752.

Mr Old: Right. From 123000 in 1962 to
263 000 in 1979-is that an 850 per cent
increase?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I will read the Minister the
quote again. It says-

Figures from the Agriculture Department
show that the average rate of salinity has
risen about 850 per cent..

Mr Old. That is misleading in the extreme. I
want to get it right in Hansard.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I want to get it right, too,
because that is what I have been saying. We have
the total figures. A very good leading article
appeared in The West Australian on 21. February
1981 under the heading "Salt has spoilt land
equal to 200 farms", from which I quote as
follows-
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Salinity in WA last year wiped out the
equivalent of about 12 wheatbeli farms.

Land equal in area to about 200 farms is
now out of production because of salt.

All of the ramnifications and the concern felt in
certain areas of the State is documented fairly
fully. I quote again from The West Australian of
the same date, as follows-

..Mr J. Crook, the chairman of the
Merrcdin Shire Council's environmental
committee made an aerial inspection of the
area from Merredin to the Darling Range via
Qunirading and Bruce Rock.

lie made the comment that the wheatbelt will
turn into a dust bowl, a treeless plain, unless we
preserve the natural vegetation. That was the
comment made by a person who lives there and
who is only the shire president and a member of
the environment committee,

Mr Old: You have to be fair. You have talked
about scientific data. What scientific data backed
up that statement?

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is his own observation
after flying over the area. I am depending on the
Department of Agriculture and other Government
departments for my figures. Any comment on the
claim should have a scientific basis. If the figures
are not correct, it falls back upon the Minister to
provide them.

I wish to draw an analogy with the Goyder line
in South Australia, because this is a matter to
which the Government could give serious thought.
It would be well known to everybody-it
appeared in the elementary history books of
Australia-that the Goyder line, named after
surveyor Goyder, was drawn on the South
Australian map to indicate the area above which
it was not safe to grow wheat.

Mr Grewar: Do you know how much rainfall it
was receiving?

Mr H. D. EVANS: It followed the 12th
isohyet. Of course, Goyder may not have been
aware of the use of isohyets; he followed a line of
saltbush and vegetation; however, it was very
effective. The result was that while agriculturists
remained within the confines of that line they
were safe, and flourished. However, when they
moved beyond the line they were struck with
drought for years and were forced to retreat.

That happened every time in the history of
South Australia that farmers went beyond the
line, and it probably applies in Western Australia
also. I have no knowledge of any data on this
matter but I believe there is a definite area within
which it is safe to proceed with agricultural

pursuits. The cost of any mistakes is so grievously
high that we cannot afford to make them.

The West Australian of Friday, 24 October
1980 carried the headline "Should WA have a
Goyder line?" There followed a feature article by
the former Principal of the Narrogin Agricultural
College.

I wish to refer now to the areas which have
been drought declared in Western Australia over
the past 25 years, which is the only period over
which we have kept case histories. While we are
discussing the policy of land release, I remind
members of that very interesting document titled
'Liberal Party Policy". This particular document

even has numbered pages. Under the heading
"Land Release" the following appears-

We will complete a review of procedures
for the release of new land for agriculture as
soon as it is practicable and no later than
June of this year.

That is where the report of the Rural and Allied
Industries Council came in. By comparison, I
point to the policy of the Australian Labor Party
where , at page 31 of our policy document, the
following appears-

Labor is unequivocally committed to the
participation of the public in the land use
planning process.

The document goes on to make the point that
large-scale release of land for agricultural
purposes without a full and detailed inquiry is just
not on.

The Minister for Lands in another place was
sufficiently ill-advised to say the Opposition had
jumped on the bandwagon with its interest in
salinity and soil erosion. I intend to dispel that
statement in a moment.

The following statement appears in the
Governor's Speech-

Salinity and erosion problems are causing
concern in some areas and the Government is
continuing its research and extension
programmes in conformity with its policy of
full examination and stringent restrictions
governing new land releases..

There is a strong and continuing demand
for release of Crown Land and attention is
being given to satisfying an expanding
demand for Conditional Purchase Land as
well as for urban residential and industrial
bocks.

That contains an acknowledgment of the
situation.

I wish to refer members to a series of
newspaper articles and news releases by the
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various Government Ministers in response to
some of these feature articles to emphasise that
the public could not be blamed for accepting there
would be a considerable release of land [or
agricultural purposes in Western Australia. On 21
November 1979, under the heading "Many want
more land to be opened up" the following
statement by Michael Zekulich appears-

A report to the State Government may
lead to a change in policy on the release of
Crown land for (arming in WA.

That is the tenor of most of these articles. In The
West Australian of 16 July 1980 under the
heading "Government plans to release farm
blocks" the following appears-

The WA Government plans to release up
to 50 farm blocks a year under a policy
aimed at giving more people an opportunity
to own farms.

Mr Grewar: Under very responsible guidelines.
Mr H. D. EVANS: We will have a look at the

implications of such articles in a moment. The
State's proud boast of the l'960s came up in that
article. The following statement appeared in the
National Farmer-

In the most dramatic farming expansion
since the late 1960s, the Western Australian
Government has released three million more
hectares of country for agriculture.

Mr Old: You know that is not right.
Mr H. D. EVANS: That is what is in the

National Farmer.
Mr Old: I do not care where you got it from;

you know it is not right.
Mr K. D. EVANS: 1 realise it conflicts with

the true situation. I doubt its accuracy.
Mr Old: There has not been a release of three

million hectares.
Mr K. D. EVANS: The Minister is quite right:

I am simply drawing his attention to the mood
created by these articles.

Mr Old: We cannot be responsible for
irresponsible journalism.

Mr K. D. EVANS: That is correct, but the
Minister cannot tell me that the people of
Western Australia were not allowed to go on
believing the Government was about to release a
great deal of land for agriculture.

Mr Old: By irresponsible journalism.
Mr H. D. EVANS: We will consider it

irresponsible. 1 must admit my confidence in the
National Farmer was a little jolted when I read
that article, as I am sure was the Minister's
confidence.

Mr Old: Yes.

Mr H. D. EVANS: On 10 September 1980 1
asked the following question of the Minister for
Local Government on this very subject-

()Is the report in the Daily News of 2
September 1980, which stated the
Government will release a further three
million hectares of land for farming, an
accurate statement of Government
policy?

I received the following reply-

(I) No. The article is not an accurate
statement of Government policy as
announced in July which proposed that
Up to 50 farm blocks per year would be
released from within areas considered
suitable for investigation and totalling
three million hectares.

What worries me is that the Government is going
about things in the same way as in the 1960s. In
the 1 960s, the Government of the day disregarded
the advice of the Midland Light Lands
Development Committee when extensive areas of
land were being released. The committee's
comment is as follows-

alienation of land appeared to be passing
beyond the areas of reliable rainfall and
future sub-divisions should be approached
with the utmost caution.

That was during the 1 960s; and they proceeded
with the "million-acres-a-year" syndrome. That is
the record of the Government.

Mr Grewar: What is wrong with that?
Mr H. D. EVANS: What happened as a result

of that?

Mr Grewar: We got many extra farmers.

Mr H. D. EVANS: And there was a lot of
extra drought, and a lot of saline land.

Mr Grewar: The drought was not caused by
clearing land.

Mr H. D. EVANS:, When there is drought one
year in four, and the land is cleared for farming,
one Finishes up with salinity.

Mr Grewar: I am concerned about this one year
drought in four. You mean one bad year in four?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Average. There are records
for 25 years only.

Mr Grewar: The Salmon Gums area would
have records for over 50 years; and that is on the
edge of this country.

Mr Grayden:- Some parts of the State have
records for 90 years.
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Mr Old: What you are saying is that there is a
drought somewhere in four years.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Of the country shire areas,
there are "drought-declared" records for the past
25 years; so an assessment of drought in other
areas does not exist. I was informed of that in an
answer to a question. The last 25 years are the
only ones which can be dealt with validly. Of the
areas, seven have been declared drought-affected
seven times. That is what I am saying.

Mr Grewar: Yes, but not in this area.
Mr H. D. EVANS: In fairly close proximity.
Mr Grayden: You cannot go on rainfall. You

have to go on the time of the rainfall. At one
place recently there was a fall of 25 inches in five
years, and they have had five successful years
because the rain has fallen at the correct time.

Mr H. D). EVANS: We are talking about
drought-declared areas. We are talking about
areas in which the people have been given
concessions.

Mr Old: Only since this Government came in.
Mr H. D. EVANS: Rubbish! Hogwash! What

about the pastoral areas?
Mr Old: That is where it started.
Mr H. D. EVANS: What is the Minister trying

to come at?
Mr Old: We are getting a new history here.
Mr H. D. EVANS: In the south people were

given special loans in 1972. The previous
Government would not allow that:, and that is
where the special loans started. There were 1 000
given, and there was no security other than the
crop lien. Of those, 980 loans were repaid, which
was a fair record. The Minister should not come
at that one.

Mr Old: Don't you come at it either.
Mr H. D. EVANS: In the 1960s, as far as the

Government was concerned-and it was of the
same ilk as the present Government-the advice
was that too much doubtful land had been opened
already;, but the Government went ahead and
opened the land. The records are there for all to
see.

Mr McPharlin: But the land was in demand.
There were more applicants than could be met.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: Okay, but the same
position may pertain now, especially if the
Government allows ink the Arabs in greater
numbers and the overseas interests. It could well
be that it pertains now.

Mr Grewar: It does pertain now-285
applicants for six blocks.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It could well be it pertains
now, but that does not mean that an area like
Forrescania-Johnston Lakes could be opened up
because there is a demand for it.

Mr Old: You are quite correct.
Mr H. D. EVANS: That is something to be

looked at in a realistic light.

Mr Old: And is being.
Mr H. D. EVANS: 1 am not terribly happy

about it.
Mr Old: I will deal with this in reply.
Mr H. D. EVANS: The Government pinned its

faith on a volume such as that report. It was
doing exactly the same as it did in the 1960s with
its experts. It disregarded its advisers, and it
carried on. It Finished up costing this State
millions of dollars in relief of various kinds.

There is a cost to the State and there is a cost
to the individual that could finish up--

Mr Grewar: What is the problem?
Mr H. D. EVANS: The member for Roe

should consider the problems of the farmers
around Ravensthorpe.

Mr Grewar: They have all done very
well-buying up old farms.

Mr H. D. EVANS: They went through some
terrible years.

Mr Grewar: I will admit that.
Mr Old: So did the Ravensthorpe Shire.
Mr H-. D. EVANS: I come back to the question

of new land use. I am sure about this one, because
I have comments by a person who is well
regarded. He is a very sound fellow. He is Mr
Newbey of Ongerup, who is currently conducting

.a study in this particular area. He has completed
one year of that Study for the Environmental
Protection Authority, and he has another year to
do. He has expressed some very sound views. I
will give his statement, because it contains some
substance and some authority for his claim-

Firstly, almost all this land is climatically
marginal for dry land farming. The
exceptions are the Mt. Ridley-Mt. Beaumont
area, and a small area near the Cascades.

In fact, my studies of soils and vegetation
strongly indicate that the 3-month growing
period line should be much closer to existing
farmland-up to 60kmn at least in some
places.

I hope that answers the question raised by the
member for Roe. The reliability of the records is
not the matter to which he referred. The big white
hope of all this is the three-month growing period.
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The line was based on an isohyct; and it was
estimated because the rainfall records were not
clear. Newbey questions the estimates of those
who drew up the report.

Mr Grewar: The experts are from the Bureau
of Meteorology; and they are better at
interpreting rainfall isohycts than you are.

Mr H. D. EVANS: No, not in this ease. These
were not done by the Bureau of Meteorology; they
were done by the compilers of that report. That
isohyet has been diverted. It should be up to 60
kilometres closer to the agricultural country. Thai
is the point Newbey is making.

Mr Old: You mean the one on your map has
been faked?

Mr H. D. EVANS: It has been estimated.

M r Old: By whom?
Mr H. D. EVANS: By those who compiled it.

Mr Old: Interesting!
Mr H. D. EVANS: The Minister can check

that in his department.

Mr Old: I certainly will.
Mr H. D. EVANS: That is the point Newbey

makes. He goes on with some detail.
I point out that the policies for releasing new

land for farming in Western Australia were
determined at a joint meeting of the AlAS and
the Australian Agricultural Economic Society.
Motions were passed; and one was the
following-

The President of the AlAS (WA Branch)
wrote to the Premier of Western Australia to
express the doubts of the meeting about the
wisdom of the Government's new policy of
accelerated release of new lands for farming
in Western Australia.

Now, the Minister should not be disposed to pour
scorn on that body. It is a very reliable and
scientific group. I would be surprised if he could
find much criticism to level. There is no question
that regard must be had for the concern of that
body. I make the point that to go ahead with an
accelerated release policy is questionable. I will
come to the aspect of saltation in just a moment.

I will not go through the newspaper reports of
the Government's release policy. It is sufficient
that we have established to mutual satisfaction-

Mr Old: Through the National Farmer?

Mr H. D. EVANS: And the reply of the
Minister.

Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Crane), I seem to
recall that you raised a query and showed some

concern with regard to saltation; I believe you had
quite a deal to say on this matter recently.

I did give an indication of the figures that were
supplied to me by the Minister in connection with
areas of agricultural land which were salt
affected. The point is they are expanding and
there is a great deal of contention not only about
the release of further land which has to be part
and parcel of it, and the problem is big enough
already, but also with what is released now and at
a later time, because this has to be done with
exceeding caution. The Government's record on
the existing problem shows that insufficient
finance has been spent which has meant the
problem has aecelerated, a fact which no-one can
dispute.

In recent times the Government has adopted
the attitude of increasing its activity, but I should
clear up one or two points while we are
considering the Government's record on this
matter. According to The West Australian of 23
March 1981, Cabinet set up a subcommittee
consisting of the Premier and the Ministers for
Works, Agriculture, Lands, and Conservation and
the Environment. And this very day there was an
announcement of the names of those wvho have
been appointed to the committee on salinity. I do
not know whether the presence of my motion on
the notice paper accelerated the naming of (hose
people, but let us say it did not.

Mr Old: I do not think your motion was on the
notice paper in March.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It was today.
Mr Old: Of course, we were really running

scared when we read your motion!
Mr H. D. EVANS: Prior to the member for

Mt. Marshall moving a motion in 1978 in
connection with WISALTS, a seminar was held
at Muresk in 1977. Part of the stimulus of the
interest came from the WISALTS issue which
had just started to gather pace. Attention at the
semtnar focused mainly on the problems of
salinity in agricultural areas, and the evaluation
of the WISALTS method is something that needs
to be further looked at. Several field days were
held and the member for Mt. Marshall introduced
his motion, and through these actions the general
public's attitude was one of increased concern. In
1979 a seminar was held at the Murdoch
University entitled "Agricultural Environment"
There was a further seminar in 1980, and today
we had the appointment of a research committee.
This has been the trend of the development of a
number of committees appointed by the
Government. It seems as though this could
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become unwieldy, but nonetheless an effort has
been made.

Perhaps I should make reference at this time to
the remark made by a Minister in another place
that the Opposition seemed to be hopping on the
bandwagon. In the first instance, in our party
platform established at conference, concern has
been expressed with rcgard to salinity in
agricultural areas, so this is basic to the policy of
our party and it has been announced in the policy
speeches at the last two elections. I point out too
that considerable interest has been shown by
members of the Opposition in attending field
days, visiting the property of Mr Harry
Whittington, and attending the seminars to which
I have made reference. In January 1979 there was
also an effort to get the Premier to call an
international symposium on salinity in Western
Australia. It was proposed that this could be done
through UNESCO which was considered an
appropriate body to draw together the experience
of those countries which had tackled salt
problems-countries such as India, Israel and
North America. That request was lodged with the
Premier in February 1979, but the Premier
rejected it The submission was a fairly
substantial one and it was not sent until after
discussion with the emeritus professor of biology.

In addition, in recent times the member for
Merredin organised a seminar to enable the ALP
to further its investigations and to determine its
policies a little more closely.

Mr Stephens: Do you really mean the member
for Merredin?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I meant the former member
for Merredin, the present member in another
place for South-East Province. The bona fides of
the Opposition have been established and its
interest in this matter has been shown through
questions and participation in debate. So let there
be no foolish repetition of the statement made by
a certain Minister in another place. 1 make that
point to show him to be as foolish as he appears to
be.

Having looked at the efforts of the
Government, what it has sought to achieve, and
the deficiencies that appear in its efforts to beat
this problem, the Government should realise there
must be further rethinking of uts attitudes and
approaches to the problem. I have gone to some
pains to obtain the Cull technical detail that is
available from the Department of Agriculture,
and without question it is sound. I have also
obtained information from the Public Works
Department-its water supply section. There is a
tremendous amount of technological information

available, but it seems there has to be an
evaluation of the alternative methods being
offered. These involve drainage methods such as
the Bental bullet, the drain master which is an
adaptation of another method of the mole training
technique which in some places is proving to be
successful. There is, too, a deep drainage system
at Watheroo, and I have seen the improved results
obtained with that method. The accepted methods
of the Department of Agriculture, the Public
Works Department, and the Forests Department
dO not Seem to be meeting the situation as rapidly
as is desirable.

The theory of the Whittington interceptor bank
must be proved for all time. I listened with great
interest to a number of speakers at the ALP
conference to which I have referred. That
conference was organised and conducted by the
Hon. Jim Brown and the speakers there were men
of standing and authority within the science of
hydrology in its various forms. What concerns me
is that the Whittington interceptor bank theory
has certainly captured the imaginations of
farmers. There is no question about that. I asked
WISALTS some questions in this regard and I
was informed that approximately 3 000 miles of
banks had been installed, which included 100
miles of banks on one property. That is a
tremendous effort and the cost of installing those
banks would be substantial.

The contour banks and drains may, in some
circumstances, achieve precisely the same results
as the interceptor banks, but at a much lower
cost. The PWD lost an excellent opportunity at
Batalling Creek. It could have proved one way or
the other whether the Whittington interceptor
bank merits the attention it has been given. I can
accept the fact that the Whittington interceptor
banks work in some areas, but whether similar
results could be achieved by means of another
system, I am not certain. That is what needs to be
proved or disproved.

Mr MePharlin: Did you obtain the average cost
per kilometre of installing the banks?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I did not. I obtained the
maximum cost, not the average cost.

Mr MePharlin: it works out at about $800 a
kilometre.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I was given a Figure of a
little over SI1000.

Mr McPharlin: It is $1 000 a mile, roughly.
Mr H. D. EVANS: When one considers 3 000

miles of banks have been installed, it can be seen
considerable costs arc involved. However, I am
being questioning rather than critical and I
emphasise that the Whittington interceptor bank
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has captured the imaginations of farmers who arc
seeking a solution to the problem to which they
recognise they have contributed. They realise this
and they are happy to attempt to do something
about it. That is why the farmers have accepted
the Whittington interceptor bank theory and they
are prepared to spend large sums of money
because they believe that this is a solution to a
problem they have not been able to resolve
previously.

I do not intend to evaluate the situation, but
simply pass the comment that, if a few top
country salesmen were employed to promote the
ideas of the Whittington theory to the
Department of Agriculture and the PWD. greater
success might be achieved, because, up to the
present time, acceptance by these bodies has been

min imalI.
Mr Old: You could be right.
Mr McPharlin: It is not salesmanship; it is

results. It sells itself.
Mr H. D. EVANS: I have seen some of the

results. The Whittington interceptor banks have
worked at Brookton and I have seen photos of
Dan Keats' place and I accept what has occurred
there. I have seen Batalling Creek and it looks as
though the banks are working in that area. The
figures provided by the member for Mt. Marshall
seem to indicate the theory works and I have no
doubt he will be good enough to participate in the
debate and confirm those figures.

Mr Old: Have you had a look at Dan Keats'
place?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I have not. I have seen
aerial photos of it.

Mr Old: You should have a look at it.
Mr H. D. EVANS: I believe I have made the

necessary points in this regard. However, if the
Government cannot provide a more acceptable
solution than the interceptor banks, it should not
deride them. Until the Government has an
alternative method which is acceptable to the
farmers, the Whittington system should not be
discounted.

Mr Old: But you said the PWD had lost a
golden opportunity at Batalling Creek. That is
still being monitored.

Mr H. D. EVANS: At that time, if the
Government lost nothing else, it lost a great deal
of goodwill. Instead of the Government's getting
on with the job, it was left to the farmers and they
did the work through a considerable voluntary,
co-operative effort.

Mr O'Connor: We provided the money which
was requested at the time.

Mr Old: It was under a very strict
understanding between the Government and the
people involved.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I had some correspondence
with Mr Whittington and it was unresolved.

Mr Old: When the Deputy Premier was
Minister for Works and Water Supplies, he
provided some money and then undertakings were
given later on to those people. However, they were
not given to Mr Whittington; they were given to
Mr Richards.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I understand there was
some confusion, but I content myself with saying
the opportunity was lost.

Mr Old: The gauging station still exists at
Batalling Creek and those readings are being
taken and are being made available to the group.

Mr T. H-. Jones: But you never did enough to
enable them to produce a proper test.

Mr Old: In fairness, there was a period when
the station was not recording properly, so they
received exactly the same data as the PWD.

Mr T. H. Jones: I have correspondence which
indicates differently.

Mr O'Connor: I gave them what they asked for.
I asked them how much they wanted.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I should like to refer now to
the broad implications of the problem of salinity
throughout the State. The position was made
clear by the Senate Standing Committee
recommendations of a Government similar to that
which is in power in this State.

M r Old: It is a good Government.
Mr H. D. EVANS: The Senate Standing

Committee made clear and substantial
recommendations covering the Commonwealth's
role. On the question of drainage and salinity, the
committee recommended that salinity be
recognised as a national problem and receive a
high priority. The recommendations continue in
that vein. However, they have been ignored by the
Commonwealth Government which is not
altogether unexpected.

I point out also the Fraser Government
allocated only minor funds when it came into
power and in 1977-78 it said it would act, pending
study on soil conservation problems. It has done
very little since. I might add the Whitlam Labor
Government initiated a two-year programme of
financial assistance to the States in 1975,
including provision for soil conservation studies.

Once again, we have a contrast between the
Whitlam and Fraser Governments in their
treatment of major problems concerning rural
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areas. I could refer to certain marketing set-ups
which would interest you, Mr Acting Speaker
(Mr Crane).

Mr Rushton: What about the inflation rate
running at I8 percent?

Mr Old: The cupboard was bare.
Mr "-. D. EVANS: What about cutting tariffs

by 25 per cent members opposite did not even
give that a ripple!

Recently you. Sir, made an address in which
you stated it was necessary that full tax relief
should be given for soil conservation and salinity
control methods and that applies now. It seems to
me taxation concessions are not the way in which
we can motivate farmers. We must offer
something more than that.

The powers contained in the Soil Conservation
Act are adequate. It seems as though it will be
necessary for some firm action to be taken by the
Government as the degradation of land and the
saline land increases. The Government does not
have the methods by which it can maintain the
existing situation-it is deteriorating. Perhaps it
must look at some more harsh and sterner
methods contained in the Soil Conservation Act.
For that reason I moved the motion appearing on
the notice paper.

I acknowledge we have established committees
and that seminars have been held, but I make the
point the Minister has not up to date got very far
in overcoming the problem. What is required is a
co-ordination of all efforts. These include the
efforts by the Commonwealth Government, the
State Government and shires. Many meetings
have been held by shires, especially in the central
and eastern wheatbelt areas where a number of
shires have got together and asked the
Government what they can do. They are asking
for direction, and that is why they turned to
WISALTS; but they are not receiving direction
from this Government. That is a weakness of this
Government. The farmers represented by the

Primary Industry Association and the Pastoralists
and Graziers Association are vitally interested in
this question and are seeking guidance.

It is a basic flaw in the system that research
and funding are restricted and insufficient. Even
though a Cgbinet subcommittee receives input
from the type of committee referred to today, that
is not a sufficient safeguard in lieu of the creation
oF proper policies. Having regard to the
Government's policy which is based on
insufficient data; its track record in regard to the
1960s policy of land release; and its lack of
recognition of the rapidly deteriorating situation
in Western Australia, it seems to me the approach
suggested by the Opposition, that a Select
Committee representative of all parties should be
set up. would bring together the various threads
and bring down some recommendations for the
future. That would be better than what has been
proposed.

No matter who is in Government they will be
faced with these problems, and they will not be
resolved overnight. The matter is complex with
many facets of difficulties. For that reason the
Opposition is prepared and anxious to assist in
any way it can to resolve this matter. The track
record of the Opposition has shown its interest in
this matter.

As Oppositions necessarily are limited in what
they can do, we have had to curtail our activities
to that extent. The Government has the problem
squarely on its plate and. I feel, the establishment
of a Select Committee with input from each party
would be one avenue of great beniefit. The offer I
made was made in the spirit of endleavouring to
forget the errors oF the past, and assisting in an
attempt to resolve something that is properly the
concern of every Western Australian.

Mr DAVIES: I second the motion.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Old

(Minister for Agriculture).
House adjourned at 10. 15 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Perth Concert Haill

849. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Cultural
Affairs:

(1) Has he seen Press reports describing the
damage to the Perth Concert Hall
during the performance of the pop group

" Madness" on Wednesday, 22 April?
(2) Is his department satisfied that the ball

manager's published estimate of $1 000
worth of damage is an accurate figure?

(3) Is this the first instance of damage to
the Concert Hall during pop group
performances?

(4) When was the decision made to allow
pop groups to perform in the Concert
Hall?

(5)
(6)

Who is responsible for such a decision?
What is the estimated number of pop
groups which have performed in the
Concert Hall?

(7) If the Perth agent for the tour by the
"Madness" group was accurately
reported in The West Australian of 24
April, page 3 when he said inter alia-

(a) that some young people get carried
away and stand on the seats;

(b) that some seats were often damaged
at pop concerts;

can the Perth Concert Hall be
considered as an appropriate venue for
pop concerts?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No. While the hall management
acknowledged that the damage was in
excess of $1 000 it was, however, not
prepared to make a definite statement of
the extent of the damage in case it
prejudiced later recovering action
against the promoter. The Perth Theatre
Trust is currently holding sufficient
funds from the concert proceeds to cover
all the associated costs.

(3) No. At a concert last year by the -B
52's", a handful of people, who were not
representative of the audience,
deliberately caused some damage. It
appeared that they attended specifically
to spoil the show for the others.

Other damage of a minor nature has
occurred over the past eight years at a
variety of concerts ranging from
classical to pop.

(4) Pop groups have been allowed the
facility of the Concert Hall since its
opening in 1973, it being considered that
no section of the community should be
arbitrarily denied the use of the facility
and that the young people should be
encouraged to attend the Concert Hall.

(5) Up until February 1980, all decisions for
the operation of the Perth Concert Hall
were the responsibility of the Perth City
Council. After this date the Perth
Concert Hall became the responsibility
of the Perth Theatre Trust.

(6) 109--of which I I have been held within
the past 12 months.

(7) In reference to the report in The West
Australian dated 24 April, page 3, it
should be noted that the promoter said
"the cause was youthful exuberance, not
mindless vandalism".
This refers to the damage to the seating
and the management of the venue
though deploring the action causing the
damage, agrees that the damage to the
seating would appear not to be
deliberate vandalism, but rather the
result of the wrong show in the wrong
venue.
It is interesting to note that the group
gave two performances that night-at
the end of the first show there was no
damage at all.
With the record of eight years'
experience, it cannot be stated that the
hall is an inappropriate place for pop
shows. It can, however, be stated that
where audience participation by dancing
and movement is anticipated, alternative
arrangements should be considered.

TECHNOLOGICAL CHANGE

Review Group

850. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) What is the structure of the technology
review group?

(2) What priorities have been set for the
group?
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Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) The technology review group will report
to Government through the Minister for
industrial Development and Commerce
on recommendations made by several
sub-committees each responsible for
researching particular areas of interest
associated with the introduction of
technology to industry and commerce,
its effects on the work force and
requirements for re-education.

(2) The aims of the technology rcview group
are to investigate and report to
Government on specific areas where
industry and Government should be
encouraged to introduce or take
advantagc of the opportunities created
by new tcchnologies, transfer of
technology or research and development
into new technology. It will also study
and report on the employment, social,
and educational implications brought
about by technological adva ncement.

TECH NOLOGI[CAL CHANGE

Government Action

851. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) With regard to the technological change
study group report published in
February 1981, what other technology
monitoring authorities in addition to the
technology review group have been or
are being set up by the State
Government?

(2) What action, if any, has been taken by
the State Government to stimulate
discussion and debate within the
community regarding the issues related
to the phenomenon of technological
change?

(3) is it the policy of the Government that
the diffusion of technology through the
economic system must be based on
commercial considerations alone?

(4) (a) Does the Department of Industrial
Development and Commerce accept
the argument on page 5 of the
report which states inter alia, "that
minimum standards on notification,
information and consultation may
hold the key to resolving many
transition and adjustment problems
resulting from technological
change . ,

(b) if so, what action is proposed by his
department or other appropriate
departments to ensure that
consultation will be encouraged
between management and unions
and Government and unions?

(5) What Government action is proposed to
provide a scheme for retraining and
transition assistance, as a means of
minimising apprehension created by the
introduction of new technology?

Mr MacKiNNON replied:
(1) I am advised that the technology review

group will be the technology monitoring
authority, but through its subcommittees
a full range of technological impact will
be monitored.

(2) The technological change study group
report has been made public.

(3) No.
(4) (a) Yes;

(b) the technology review group will
make recommendations in respect
to special initiatives as they arise.

(5) The technology review group will make
recommendations to the Government on
appropriate action in this area.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

State Library: Computer

852. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Cultural
Affairs:

With respect to the specifications for the
new public Library computer system, is
it intended that-
(a) terminals will be freely available to

the public at the library with simple
on line instructions and memos for
explaining the information system;

(b) the system will incorporate an
ability to connect a wide range of
terminals through Telecom lines to
institutions such as schools and
universities, to offices and homes;

(c) access to the system will be
available for people in remote
Country areas-via satellite if
necessary;

(d) the system will be capable of
quickly producing a printed version
of the terminal selected material by
local printer or central library-
based, high-speed printer:.
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(e) access will be provided to data
bases and information networks
which already exist to allow
automated information retrieval,
both interstate and international,
such as Library of US Congress
data, UN material and ILO
information?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(a) to (e) Conceivably all those facilities
mentioned may be provided. However,
there are a number of constraints as
Follows-

(i) The facilities mentioned would
form part of an extremely
sophisticated system. This type of
system would be very expensive and
at this stage the Library Board has
no indication as to what level of
funding is available.

(ii) Such a system requires a more
comprehensive State-wide
communications network in terms
of coverage and capabilities than is
available at the present time.

(iii) The cost of this type of
communication would be
prohibitive under the present
charging structure.

IN) In addition, the Library Board has
not indentified that there exists a
need for such a comprehensive
system for public libraries and for
other institutions. At the present
time specifications for a system in
accordance with identified needs
are being prepared.

TRANSPORT: AIR

International Charter Services

853. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) In the interests of further reducing the
cost of air fares to and from Australia,
will the State Government make the
appropriate representations to the
Commonwealth Government for the
purpose of allowing low cost
internR~tional air charter services into
Perth?

(2) Has the Western Australian
Government been approached by either
Laker Airways Pty. Ltd. or British
Caledonian Airways seeking support for
proposals to fly services from Britain to
Australia?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) The Government has in the past, and

will continue in the future, to make
representations to the Commonwealth
on allowing international air charter
services into Perth.

(2) Yes, it has given support to both
applications.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOLS AND
HIGH SCHOOLS

Heating

854. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Works:

(1) Has the Education Department and/or
the Public Works Department reviewed
the comparative costs of providing
heating in schools by using gas instead
of oil?

(2) In what proportion of Western
Australian primary and secondary
schools have oil heaters been installed?

(3) Has a programme to convert from oil to
gas been commenced?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Approximately 13 per cent of schools

have oil heating installed.
(3) Yes.

CRIME

Unsolved

855. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:

How many major crimes in the
following categories remain unsolved for
the period from January 1974-
(a) homicide;
(b) serious assaults;
(c) robbery;
(d) rape:
(e) burglary;
(f) theft;
(g) motor vehicle theft;
(h) motor vehicles outstanding?
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Mr HASSELL.replied:
1974-S 1975-6 197&-7 1917- 1979-9 1979-80

2 - - - 3 2
47 43 126 63 37 49

92 69 65 96 52 65

6 9 8 16 22 12
11 363 109809 11702 11460 12771 14009
22510 21 751 23391 25064 29642 30741
3770 3441 4020 4831 4994 3949

351 )63 473 643 673 342

SEXUAL ASSAULT

Advisory Group

856. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) Does the Western Australian
Government have any advisory group
similar to the "Rape Study Committee"
established by the Premier's Department
in Victoria?

(2) lf so--

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

when was the group established;
who are the members of the group;
how often has the group met;
what recommendations has the'
Government received regarding
possible measures to reduce the
incidence of rape in the
community?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:-

(1) No.

(2) (a) to (d) Answered by 0I).

POLICE

Private Agents and Security Organisa (ions

857. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:

(1) How many private agents are registered
as-
(a) process servers;
(b) inquiry agents;
(c) commercial agents;
(d) commercial sub-agents;
(e) guard agents;
(f) watchmen; and
(g) how many applications for

registration are pending in each
category?

(2) How many of these private agents are
licensed to carry firearms and hand Runs?

(3) What review is made of the suitability of
these agents to continue to be licensed to
carry Firearms?

Mr HASSELL replied:

()(a)

(b)
(c)

Not required to be registered;
I8;
and (d) not required to be
registered;

(a) Homnifide
(b) Serious

assault
tel Robbery-

stealing
'o/- viOlenCe

(d) Rape
(e) Burglary
(f) Theft
(gi Motor vehicle

t heft
(h) Motor

vehicles
outstanding

(e) 71;
(f) 615;

(g) (a) Not applicable;
(b) one;
(c) and (d) not applicable;.
(e) nil;
(f) four.

(2) 24 private agencies bold corporate
firearm licences.

(3) Inspections of companies by the
commercial agents squad ensure
suitability to continue to hold firearm
licences.

858. This question was postponed.

HEALTH: DRUGS

A nalIgesics

859. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware of the recommendation by
the National Health and Medical
Research Council at its 90th session in
Canberra that the co-operation of school
authoritites be sought to reduce the
excessive consumption of analgesics by
children and to ensure the close
supervision on the issue of analgesics in
schools?

(2) If so, what action is proposed by his
department in conjunction with the
Education Department to implement the
recommendations?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The health education unit is currently

updating the information which it makes
available to the public on analgesics.
This will be available in English and
foreign languages shortly. All
information prepared by the unit is used
by schools in their programmes.
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It is anticipated that this important
aspect of the drug issue will be
considered by the Education
Department's Health Education
Advisory Committee in the near future.
The Public Health Department is
represented on this committee.

GAMBLING

Bookmakers

860. Mr BRYCE, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) What is the actual number of
bookmakers registered to operate at
metropolitan racing, trotting, and
greyhound race meetings in Western
Australia?

(2) What was the number operating at
comparative race meetings in 1975?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Racing-69

Trotting-28
Greyhounds-8.

(2) As at 31 July 1975, the numbers were--

Racing-73
Trotting-24
Greyhounds-Nil.

HOUSING

Granny Flats
861. Mr BRYCE, to the Honorary Minister

Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is he aware that Housing Commissions
in other States of Australia supply
granny flats?

(2) (a) Has consideration been given to the
introduction of the concept in
Western Australia:

(b) if so, will he provide details:
(c) if not, will he explain why the

concept was rejected?
Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) and (2) See answer to question 443 of

1981.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Computer Technology
862. Mr BRYCE, to the Speaker:

(1) Is he aware that-

(a) modern computer technology has
been introduced in provincial and
national Parliaments in various

parts of North America and
Western Europe to improve the
efficiency of the legislative process
in such institutions;

(b) the State Library Board is currently
considering the specifications of a
new major computer system for the
new State Library building?

(2) Has any action been taken to ensure
that planning for the introduction of this
most up-to-date technology is made
available to the Legislative Assembly?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am aware that certain

Parliaments have taken advantage of
computer technology in recent times.
most particularly in connection with
library and information services.
This matter was the subject of a paper
presented at the conference of presiding
officers and Clerks held in Wellington in
March this year. The Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria is
convening a meeting of representatives
of the Australian Parliaments to take
this matter further. The member can be
assured of my keen desire to take
advantage of those technoiogical
changes which can bring about an
improvement to the workings of
Parliament.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS

Maddington

863. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister
Education:

for

(1) Have the parents of the Maddingion
High School students expressed concern
at the lack of upgrading at the high
school, with particular reference to the
fact that the school has been in
operation for the past four years with
little or no work being done on the
playing fields except by the school
gardener?

(2) If "Yes", will he-

(a) have the water bore repaired which
has broken down due to salt
erosion:
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(b) acknowledge the fact that too much
salt is building up in the soil and set
up a different system using either
fresh water or salt water heavily
shandied with fresh water;

(c) have the present practice of placing
plastic bags over the trees to protect
their foliage from salt spray
examined as the trees increase not
only in size, but in number;

(d) have the hockey field elevated far
drainage, to minimise salt panning;

(e) have the oval top-dressed with good
quality fill in order to make a level
surface and to provide some
sustenance for the grass rather than
poor quality sand;

(f) arrange for stage 3 landscaping as a
matter of urgency particularly the
sandy areas near the administration
block and in courtyards of teaching
blocks;

(s) have the whole situation assessed,
establish priorities, and set up a
programme which will show same
tangible work being done in the'
near future?

(3) If "Yes" to parts (a) to (g), when will
such work begin?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) to (g) The Public Works
Department has been requested to
investigate the corrective measures
required to deal with the difficult
drainage, landscaping, and
reticulation problems at the
Maddington Senior High School.
Priorities will be set when this
information is available.

(3) and (4) A programme of work will be
considered within the next Budget
allocation.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Gosnells City

864. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) In view of the incorrect vesting in the

present owners of land part of Lot 105,
Wanaping and Park Roads, Kenwick,
being land on which portion of Brixton

Street, Kenwick is now constructed,
together with the fact Gosnells City
Council is prepared to pay a higher sum
of money now for less land than was
originally required, coupled with the loss
of 4212 m2 of public open space, why
did council fail to lodge a caveat
between 1965-1969 to protect their
interest in the road they had already
constructed some time in 1965 and also
the adjoining 4212m 2 of open space
included in the 1967 signed contract for
the sum of $800 and which is still
awaiting completion?

(2) Why did council not assist the original
owners in their endeavours to get
matters rectified early in 1970 when it
was first discovered council's land
including portion of Brixton Street had
been incorrectly transferred and which,
at that stage, it would have been a
relatively simple matter to remedy?

(3) Why did council advise its solicitors in
May 1970, or thereabouts, that "they
were not concerned about the matter"?

(4) After the assistance of the
Parliamentary Commissioner for
Administrative Investigations was
sought by one of the original owners,
why did council, in October 1975, refuse
to co-operate in implementing the
Parliamentary Commissioner's
recommendation in the lodging of a
caveat to protect council's interest,
particularly as the lodging of a caveat at
that time had every chance of successful
resolution of the whole matter?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) to (4) This question could be answered
only by the Gosnells City Council and I
suggest that the member directs his
inquiries to the council.

DOOR-TO-DOOR CALLERS

Religious

865. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

(1) In view of his recent advice to
householders to beware of after-hours
salesmen, together with the fact there
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are stringent laws regarding door-to-
door salesmen, are there any such
Statutes to protect householders from
religious callers on Sundays and week
nights?

(2) If "Yes", what arc they?

(3) If "N" will he consider such
amendments to the Door to Door Sales
Act to cover this problem?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) to (4) I did not give advice to
householders to beware of after-hours
salesmen. I gave advice to householders
against paying large deposits to door-to-
door salesmen.
The Door to Door (Sales) Act deals, as
its title implies, with people engaged in
sales activities and not with people
calling at houses for other purposes. The
type of call mentioned in the question is
not capable of being dealt with under
any head of consumer law other than in
relation to sales activities.

STATE FORESTS

Conservation and Recreation Areas

867. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Is the concept of speeific areas of forest
being delineated as management priority
areas for conservation, supported by his
Government?

(2) Is the concept of specific areas of forest
being delineated as management priority
areas for receation supported by his
Government?

M r O'CON NOR replied:
(1) and (2) Yes, with the clear objective of

accommodating as many compatible
uses as possible. It is not proposed to
provide for exclusive use by any one
group.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

System 6

868. Mr BARNETT, to
representing the Minister
and the Environment:

the Minister
for Conservation

TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS

Overpass: Albany Highway

866. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has any definite decision been made
with respect to the implementation of an
overpass in Albany Highway,
Ca nitington?

(2) If "Yes", what is its location and when
is it anticipated the construction will be
completed?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) and (3) Subject to final agreement with
the Canning City Council and the
developer, it is anticipated that the
project will commence in December
1981 and be completed about April
1982.

(1) What are the Committees reponsible for
the preparation of the System 6 report'?

(2) What are the names and qualifications
of each of the members of each of the
committees, showing in each case who
they represent?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I1) and (2) The member is referred to pages

326 and 327 of the System 6 study
report available from the Department of
Conservation and Environment.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Alumina Refinery: Worstey

869. M r BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What is the width of forest cut allowed,
under regulations permitting a conveyor
belt system for the Worslcy refinery?

(2 ) Has cutting and clearing work
commenced?
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(3)

(4)

What is the width of the clearing which
has so far taken place?
What is the department's assessment of
the effect on the forest of such a cea ring
programme?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The width required to accommodate the

structure and service facilities.
(2) Yes.
(3) This varies with topography, forest type,

and the need for cut and fill.
(4) The Department of Conservation and

Environment was involved in
negotiations to ensure that the necessary
clearing is kept to a minimum and
appropriate rehabilitation takes place on
the disturbed area.

TOWN PLANNING AND ROADS

Fremantle-Rockingham Highway

870. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

What was the decision of the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority to the request by the
Environmental Protection Authority to
resite the Fremantle to Rockingham
controlled access highway?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority agreed to the request of the
Environmental Protection Authority to
resite the length of the route
approximately 70 m west of the line
originally proposed.

TOWN PLANNING

Lakes Cool oongup and Walyungup

8 71. M r BA RN ETT, to the M inister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) Is there a concept plan for the
development of Lakes Cooloongup and
Walyungup and their surrounds in the
Shire of Rockingham?

(2) Will she please provide me with a copy
of it?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.

COCKBURN SOUND

Ma nagemlent Authority

872. Mr BARNETT, to' the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

Further to his answer to my question
766 of 1981 relevant to a management
authority for Cockburn Sound, what
were the reasons for rejecting a
management authority for Cockburn
Sound?

M r O'CON NOR replied:

The type of management authority set
up under the Waterways Commission is
not appropriate to Cockburn Sound
which is a major port. Adequate avenues
for management are available under
existing statutory controls.

FISHERIES

Abalone: Penguin Islarnd

873. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

(1) Is it a fact that the department is
concerned at the high level of abalone
being removed from Penguin Island?

(2) Has any thought been given to
appointing the manager of the island as
an honorary fisheries inspector and/or
honorary fauna warden?

(3) Will the Minister give his urgent
consideration to such an appointment?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes, by amateurs within the total
concept of illegal abalone fishing off
metropolitan reefs.
The concern for the fishery was
reflected by an introduction of a size
limit for Roe's abalone on 21 November,
1980.

(2) Not at this time as fisheries officers
have increased the priority of inspections
relating to the abalone fishery. Fisheries
Officers advise the level oF abalone
fishing effort by amateurs has decreased
recently following increased patrols.

(3) Se(2).
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FISH ER IES
Oysters

874. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wild lire:

(I) Does the "Act for the protection of
oysters and encouragement of oyster
fisheries" fall within the Minister's
portfolio?

(2) Is the Minister aware that this Act has
remained unchanged since it was
assented to 100 years ago in 1881 ?

(3) Is it still considered-

(a) necessary;
(b) adequate?

(4) What is meant by "rack-rent"?
(5) Is it still necessary to place a notice in

the Government Gazette three times
prior to the granting of a licence?

(6) Do any other Acts require this, and if so,
which?

(7) Is it still considered adequate that if an
offender against the Act shall decline to
pay the $10 fine he should be
imprisoned with or without bard labour
for up to two months?

(8) What regulations have been-

(a) made by the Governor;
(b) still exist;

in respect of the public oyster fisheries
of this colony?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.

(3) (a) Yes;
(b) yes; the legislation has proven

adequate for the current level of the
oyster industry within Western
Australia.

(4) Osbornes' Concise Law Dictionary
defines "rack-rent" as the rent at which
a property is worth to be let by the year
in the open market.

(51 Yes.
(6)
(7)

Not known.
It is not known if the provisions relating
to non-payment of fines have ever been
used.

(8) (a) and (b) A copy of the regulations
has been forwarded direct to the
member.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE
Penalties

875. Mr BARNETT, to the
representing the Attorney General:

Minister

Is it still necessary to recover penalties
before two or more justices of the peace
according to an Act passed in the 14th
year of Her Majesty Queen Victoria No.
5 entitled "An ordinance to facilitate the
performance of the duties of Justices of
the Peace out of sessions within the
Colony of Western Australia"?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The Ordinance to which the member
refers was, with the exception of section
32, repealed by the present Justices Act.
The said section 32 does -not relate in
any way to the matter mentioned;
namely. the recovery of penalties.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Borden Chemical Plant: Hazard Analysis

876. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Is it a fact that in respect of the
proposed Borden chemical plant a
"hazard analysis" has been prepared
and this has been reviewed by the
Environmental Protection Authority?

(2) When was the report reviewed and by
whom?

(3) What is the Environmental Protection
Authority's attitude to the report?

(4) Will the Minister please provide me
with a copy of it?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) December 1980-officers of the
Department of Conservation and
Environment.

(3) The EPA was satisflW with the report.
(4) It is suggested the member approach the

relevant Minister.
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CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Borden Chemical Plant: Noise Analysi's

877. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Is it a fact that in respect of the Borden
chemical plant a "noise analysis has
been prepared and that this has been
studied by the Environmental Protection
Authority"?

(2) When was the report reviewed, and by
whom?

(3) What is the Environmental Protection
Authority's attitude to the report?

(4) Will the Minister please provide me
with a copy of it?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes, a noise evaluation study has been

carried out. The study has not been
assessed by the EPA, whose
recommendation was that the plant
should meet the requirements of the
Noise and Vibration Control Council.

(2) December 1980-by officers of the
Public Health Department Noise
Abatement Section.

(3) Seec(1).
(4) It is suggested that the member refer

this to the relevant Minister.

878. This question was postponed.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Borden Chemical Plant: Reports

879. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What reports have been either received
by or prepared by the Department of
Conservation and Environment or the
Environmental Protection Authority on
the Borden chemical plant proposal?

(2) What are those reports?
(3) Will the Minister please provide me

with copies of same?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:
(1) and (2)

(a) Borden Chemical Co resin plant at
Bunbury, WA-environmental
assessment by MacDonald, Wagner
& Priddle Pty Ltd.

(b) Hazard analysis of the proposed
project prepared by Borden's
insurance assessors.

(c) Results of the noise evaluation
survey by Vipac and Partners Pty.
Ltd.

(d) Resin plant at Bunbury
Austral ia-report and
mendations by the
September 1980.

Western
recoin-
EPA-

(3) Release of the reports is the prerogative
of the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce.

,ALUMINA REFINERY

A/west Proprietary Limited: Worsley

880. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Would he please provide details of mines
activities associated with the
construction of Worsley, which have
been approved?

(2) Which of these have been developed or
commenced operations?

(3) What is the precise location of each?
(4) Are any in State forest; if so, which?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Approvals have been given for the

following mining related activities-
mining necessitated by a trial
rehabilitation exercise;
clearing approvals for the conveyor
terminal, crusher, and stockpile
areas;
clearing approvals for those parts of
the access road within the State
forest.

A 10-year mining and rehabilitation
plan has been submitted to the Minister
for Resources Development as required
under the agreement.

(2) Mining for the trial rehabilitation
project has been completed and good
regrowth has already been established.
Clearing for the access road and
minesite facilities is under way.

(3) The mine access road runs south from
the Pinjarra-Williams Road 10 km south
of Boddington into private land east of
Fletcher Road.
The crushers and conveyor terminal
facilities are approximately 15 km south
of Boddington, north-east of the junction
of Hotham and Williams Rivers, and
north of Mt. Saddleback.
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(4) Part of the access road, as well as the
conveyor terminal and crusher facilities,
will be within State forest.

881 and 882. These questions were postponed.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Coastal Zone: Areas of Significance

883. Mr BA RN ETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

As a result of the Findings of the House
of Representatives Standing Committee
on environment and conservation-
specifically part 6-what action has
been taken by his departments to
identify coastal areas of particular
significance?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

Identification of coastal areas of
particular significance in Western
Australia has been underway for some
time, not just as a response to the House
of Representatives Standing Committee
report on management of the Australian
coastal zone.
Many coastal areas of significance for
conservation and recreation were
identified in the EPA recommendation
for conservation reserves for Western
Australia in 1975 and 1976. The release
of the System 6 "Green Book" and
follow-up work on the 1975 and 1976
recommendations will continue the task
of identifying the best means of
controlling and managing these areas.
Currently, a detailed review of coastal
management procedures and policies in

-Western Australia is being carried out
by a steering committee and contract
coastal planning and management
advisor. Part of this review, and an on-
going function, will be further
identification of "coastal areas of
particular significance."

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Coastal Zone: Research and Management

884. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What action has been taken by this
Government and/or any of his
departments to encourage collaboration
and co-operation between agencies and
institutions with functions relating to the
coastal zone?

(2) How many such institutions exist and
what are they?

(3) What action has been taken to assess the
information requirements necessary to
implement management policies?

(4) What action has been taken to establish
research priorities and co-ordinate and
promote related research programmes
relative to the coastal zone?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(I) The Government, through various
Government departments, has actively
encouraged collaboration and co-
operation between agencies and
institutions with functions relating to the
coastal zone. For example, the Town
Planning Department covenes the
coastal development committee bringing
'together key departments and local
government to advise the Town Planning
Board and the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning on all
coastal developments referred under the
planning process.
The Department of Conservation and
Environment has for some years run an
extension programme involving
seminars, pamphlets, and advice on
coastal matters. The basis of this
programme has been the encouragement
of collaboration and co-operation
between all managers and users of the
coastal zone. The review of coastal
management mentioned in answer to
question 883 is aimed at maximising
collaboration and minimising.
duplication of resources.

(2) It is not clear what the member means
by "institutions". Most of the State
Government departments and
authorities are involved to a greater or
lesser extent in coastal matters, as are
all the tertiary institutions and coastal
local government authorities and private
industry and community involvement is
also most important.

(3) Information requirements necessary to
implement management are being
assessed as part of the review mentioned
earlier.
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(4) Government departments and tertiary
institutions have been collaborating to
co-ordinate research for some time. New
mechanisms for establishing further co-
ordination will be considered as part of
the review currently being undertaken.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Coastal Zone: Management Council

885. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

Subsequent to the recommendations of
the House of Representatives Standing
Committee on the environment that the
Commonwealth Government jointly
with the States establish an Australian
coastal management council, what
action has been taken by the State
Government to bring this about?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

it is normal procedure, in the first
instance, for the Commonwealth
Government to respond to reports from
parliamentary committees. As yet, the
Commonwealth Government has not
responded to the report of the House of
Representatives Standing Committee on
management of the Australian coastal
zone.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Polychiorina ted Siphon yls

886. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What studies have been done by his
department into the use of PCB Phenol
in this State?

(2) Would the Minister please provide me
with copies of any relevant research
and/or reports?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No specific studies have been done by
the Department of Conservation and
Environment on the use of PCBs in
Western Australia. However from time
to time the department has provided
information to Federal authorities
collating data on PCBs use in Australia.

(2) There are numerous reports on PCBs
available, but most concern situations
elsewhere in the world. These are
available through the library of the
Department of Conservation and
Environment.

HEALTH

Polychlforina ted Biphenyls

887. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Health:

(1) What studies have been done by his
department into the use of PCB Phenol
in this State?

(2) Would he please provide me with copies
of any relevant research?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Studies have been done in regard to
volumes used, the use and the users and
inventories have been established.

(2) 1 regret that the information has been
obtained from industry on a confidential
basis. It is worth noting that the use of
PCB in industry has either been phased
out completely or is in the process of
being phased out.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Polychiorina ted Biphenyis

888. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

(1) Is PCB Phenol being stored and/or used
by the State Energy Commission?

(2) For what purpose is it used?
(3) How much is being stored, and where?

Mr P. V. JON ES replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) 1 refer the member to my

answer to question 10 of 24 March
1981.
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SEWERAGE

Treatment Plant: Woodman Point

889. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) What amount of effluent is daily
discharged from Woodman Point
sewerage treatment plant?

(2) What is the amount expected to be
discharged, when it becomes the major
treatment plant for most of the areas
south of the river?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) As stated in the Metropolitan Water
Board annual report, the aver-age daily
discharge as at 30 June, 1980, was
27 018 cubic metres.

(2) The extensions to this plant arc based on
average daily flow-.of 125 000 cubic
metres, predicted to occur between 1995
and 2001 depending 6n rate -of
development.

SEWERAGE

Treatment Plant: Woodmian Point

890. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) To what level is the effluent treated
which is currently being discharged by
the Woodman Point treatment plant?

(2) How many other plants within the
metropolitan area discharge effluent
treated to-

(a) the same level;
(b) a lower level;
(c) a higher level?

(3) Which are they in each case?

Mr MENSAROS replied:.

(1) Preliminary and primary treatment.
(2) and (3) (a) One-Swanbourne treatment

plant;

(b) nil;
(c) 13-S ubiaco, Bee nyup, Westfield,

Canning Vale, Kwinana, Point
Peron, Forrestfield, Kelmscott,
Kalamunda Hospital, Yanchep,
Two Rocks. Bandyup Prison, and
Kewd a c.

SEWERAGE

Treatment Plants: Cost

891. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

What is the Cost to the department per
litre of treated effluent at all of its waste
water treatment plants?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

The average cost of operation and
maintenacne of all plants based on flows
and costs at 30 June 1980, was 0.0096c
per litre.

SEWERAGE

Treatment Plant: Woodman Point

892. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) What is the estimated cost per litre of
effluent leaving Woodman Point
treatment plant after the connection of
the areas south of the river?

(2) What studies have been done to evaluate
the cost oF upgrading the quality of the
plant's discharge?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Estimated operation and maintenace
costs of 0.005c per litre in 1983-84.

(2) An intensive three-month study by a
team of Water Board engineers into the
feasibility and costs of advanced
secondary treatment including nitrogen
removal at Woodman Point was
conducted concurrently with
consultants' studies into ocean outfalls.

SEWERAGE

Treatment Plant: Woodman Point

893. Mr BARNETT, to the Premier:

(1) Is the statement released by his
department on 23 March 018-"The
two feasible solutions are to dispose of
the effluent to the open ocean off Point
Peron or to provide a very much higher
degree of treatment at the
plant"-corrcct?
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(2) Is it also correctly reported in the same
statement that ."preliminary
investigations and reports by both the
consultants and the board's engineers
have been completed and indicate that
the Point Peron scheme is clearly
superior both economically and
environmentally"?

(3) Would he please indicate the
justification of the claim that it is
clearly superior economically?

(4) Would he please indicate the
justiication of the claim that it is
clearly superior environmentally?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(I)
(2)
(3)

capitall Con'
Operaing Co

Yes.
Yes.
Cost estimates for the two options in
December 1980 prices are-

Point Peton Adyaccedl Treatmnt
Scheme opto
536.0 million S47.2 million

is 1985-86 50.5 million pa $ 1.4 million pa
1"92-93 50.6 million pa SI.? mnillion pa

These costs do not include the costs for
primary treatment in the Woodman
Point plant which are common to both
options.

(4) Environmental assessments of both
options have been made by the board's
consultants with advice from
Government departments. The
environmental technical liaison
committee set up by the Department of
Conservation and Environment for the
project under Dr 0. Chittleborough
reviewed these studies in some detail and
concluded that the Point Peron scheme
is environmentally superior.

CSBP & FARMERS LTD.

Gypsum Disposal

894. Mr BARNETT, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) When is it expected that CSBP will
commission its phosphoric acid plant?

(2) Is it a fact that at this time CSBP will
shirt to land disposal of gypsum?

(3) Where will the disposal take place?
(4) For what length of time will it be able to

be disposed of in this site?
Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) The CSBP phosphoric acid plant is in

the process of being commissioned.

(2) Yes.
(3) Initially in on-site ponds, and then

transported to Lot 17 Wellard Road for
permanent disposal.

(4) It is estimated that the site has a life of
l~to 15 years.

CS BP & FA R MERS LTD.

Gypsum Disposal
895. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What studies have been undertaken by
his department to assess the impact of
land disposal of gypsum by CSBP?

(2) What is the Environmental Protection
Authority's attitude to disposal in the
selected site?

(3) Can I have a copy of the report please?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Department of Conservation and

Environment undertook a number of in-
house studies related to the impact of
land disposal of gypsum by CSBP.
These studies have been used as a basis
for discussions at interdepartmental
level and with the proponents.

(2) The Environmental Protection
Authority's attitude to disposal at the
selected site was expressed on page 24 of
its 1979-80 annual report, tabled in
Parliament in 1980 being tabled paper
No. 437.

(3) No. There is no report.

CSBP & FARMERS LTD.

Soluble Fluoride
896. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What studies have been done on the
input into Cockburn Sound of soluble
fluoride by CSI3P since it was noted in
the Chittleborough report?

(2) Is it expected that the change to landfill
disposal of gypsum will have any effect
on the discharge into the sound of
soluble fluoride?

(3) (a) Are any reports on this available;
(b) if so, will he please provide me with

copies?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) None.
(2) Yes.

(3) (a) No;
(b) not applicable.

COCKBURN SOUND

Gypsum

897. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Relative to the mound of gypsum
already in Cockburn Sound, have any
studies been done to indicate how long
after ocean discharge ceases the
contaminants will continue to be
released?

(2) What contaminants are within the
mound?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) Work carried out during the
course of the Cockburn Sound
environmental study indicated that
much of the metals settling in sediments
in the vicinity of the gypsum discharge
are held in an insoluble form. The rate
of release from undisturbed sediment
will be low.
Incidentally, the words "mount" and
"mound" are misleading-the discharge
in recent years has achieved better
dispersion-and great solution-of
material.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND

Bores: Artesian

898. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) What restrictions exist for the extraction
of artesian water?

(2) Are any artesian bores in operation in
the Kwinana, Jervoise Bay, Spearwood
areas?

(3) (a) Where are they; and
(b) how much water is being drawn per

annumn?
(4) What studies are currently being done to

analyse this resource?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) All artesian wells in the State are

required to be licensed under the Rights

in Water and Irrigation Act. Licences
are issued by the Public Works
Department after referral to the
Metropolitan Water Board in the ease of
artesian wells located within the board's
area.
The licence specifies construction
technique and easing details and
stipulates either the amount of water
permitted to be abstracted or the area to
be irrigated.

(2) Yes.

(3) (a) Cockburn Cement
Woodman Point;

bores at

(b) annual abstraction is 1.5 million
cubic metres.

(4) The Metropolitan Water Board and
geological surveys of the Mines
Department have been investigating
artesian resources since the mid 1960's
and this work is continuing. An interim
report on these Studies was published in
the proceedings of the Institution of
Engineers' Conference in Perth in June
1979 and in the geological survey annual
report for 1978.

COCKRURN SOUND

Cadmium

899. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister for Health:

Relevant to the report No. 2 of the
Cockburn Sound environmental study
what are the observed distribution
patterns of the elevated levels of
cadmium in mussels and crabs?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Full particulars are published in
technical report No. 5 by Chegwidden,
Department of Conservation and
Environment, titled "Technical Reports
on the Distribution of Contaminants in
Cockburn Sound."

COCK BURN SOUND

Effluent

900. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:
(1) Is it a fact that the Chittleborough

report on Cockburn Sound recommends
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three conceptual layouts for submarine
outfalls to dispose of XWoodman Point
effluent?

(2) Is it a fact that they are-

(a) to the north-west of the entrance to
Fremantle Harbour:

(b) directly west from Woodman Point
between Carnac and Garden
Islands to the seaward side of five
fathom bank;

(c) west of Point Peron also to the
seaward side of five fathom bank?

(3) Is it a fact that studies are now
proceeding on the basis of (2)(c), but
with an outfall to the landward side of
five fathom bank?

(4) Why is this change necessary?

M r O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.

(3) (a) to (c) Yes.

(4) Engineering problems made the cost of
other options quite prohibitive.

COCKBURN SOUND

Heavy Metals

901. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

Relevant to the studies on the proposed
Point Peroni pipeline and submarine
outfall, what studies have taken place
with respect to the risk of heavy metal
uptake in marine biota at-

(a) the proposed point of discharge;
(b) the area analysed to be at risk from

heavy metal discharge?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a) and (b) Environmental studies currently
being undertaken in association with
the proposed oceanic outfall off Point
Peron include an evaluation of the risk
of heavy metal uptake both at the
proposed point of discharge and also in
the total area likely to be exposed.

COCKBURN SOUND

Heavy Metals

902. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Relative to heavy metal discharges into
Cockburn Sound and with specific
reference to the Chittleborough report
finding "The results of the study need to
be assessed by appropriately qualified
specialists to determine the actual risk to
human beings and further work needs to
be carried out on lethal and sublethal
effects on all growth stages of the biota
... .1 is the Minister aware of this section
of the report?

(2) What has been done by his department
directly relevant to this?

M r O'CON NOR replied:

(1) Yes-this is quoted from page 73 of the
report of the Cockburn Sound
environmental study 1976-79.

(2) No action has been taken at this stage to
measure lethal and sublethal effects on
the bicota. Higher priority was placed on
action to reduce discharges of heavy
metals into the sound.

COCKBURN SOUND

Heavy Metals

903. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Relative to heavy metal discharges into
Cockburn Sound and with specific
reference to the Chittleborough report
finding "The results of the study need to
be assessed by appropriately qualified
specialists to determine the actual risk to
human beings and further work needs to
be carried out on lethal and sublethal
effects on all growth stages of the
Biota", is he aware of this section of the
report?

(2) What has been done by his department
in terms of further studies?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
No appreciable work has been done,
attention has been focussed on
modifying effluent disposal into
Cockburn Sound, in particular that from
CSBP.
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COCKBURN SOUND

Water Exchange Studies

904. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

Subsequent to the 1979 Chittleborough
report, has a study been done to
determine the relative percentage of
Cockburn Sound water which flows out
with the circulation pattern, and is
actually lost to the open sea?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No, the model developed during the
study enables exchange to be assessed
under various meteorological conditions.

COCKBURN SOUND

Density Currents

905. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

Further to recommendation 6.1.10 of
the Chittleborough report 1979, has a
study been carried out to obtain a better
understanding of the factors producing
density currents in Cockburn Sound?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No, this was not regarded as a matter of
high priority.

MINING

Bauxite

906. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Resources Development:
(1) Is it a fact that the mining and

management planning group has the
responsibility of the State's interests in
respect of joint planning with Alcoa for
bauxite mining?

(2) (a) Is it a fact that the same
requirement does not apply in
respect of the Worslcy consortium;

(b) why not?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The mining and marogement planning

group has the responsibility of
consulting with Alcoa and advising the
Minister on the company's mining plans
and rehabilitation programme.

Review is based on the State's
recognition of both the company's need
for a commercially viable mining
operation, and the State's need to
manage and conserve the forest,
maintain water quality in the
catchments, cater for proper community
needs for recreation, and protect the
flora and fauna of the forest.

(2) (a) Under the provisions or the ratified
agreement and ERMP, the Worslcy
consortium is required to annually
submit 10-year mining plans and, in
regard to the principal mineralized
area, to consult with the State on
mining access and location of
facilities and agree on rehabilitation
procedures.
When mining is contemplated
outside the PMA, the consortium's
plans will be considered by the
State in a manner similar to (1)
above;

(b) the bauxite deposits on which the
project is largely based are localised
in the PMA, which is only 2 per
cent of the total lease area, and the
State recognised the company's
need to have full access to that ore
for a commercially viable operation.

COCKBURN SOUND

Discharges: Standards

907. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it a fact that the Frernantle Port
Authority have set standards for
bacterial, physical, and chemical content
of discharges into Cockburn Sound?

(2) if'"Yes", what are they?
(3) If no standards are set, why not?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:

(1) Since 1971 bacterial, physical, and
chemical content of Fremantle Port
Authority waters have been covered by
regulation 262.

(2) Regulation 262 covers pH- fats, oils,
greases, sewerage, and depletion of
oxygen.

(3) Additional water quality standards are
in the process of being prepared in
conjunction with the Department of
Conservation and Environment.
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COCK BURN SOUND

Effluent

908, Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Are persons proposing to dispose of
effluent which will reach the ground
water. required to apply for a licence
specifying the volume and content?

(2) (a) How many people or firms
bordering Cockburn Sound and its
vicinity have applied for such a
licence;

(b) when were they applied for; and
(c) by whom in each case?

(3) (a) H-ow many firms dispose of effluent
which will reach the ground water;

(b) Which are they?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes, if within areas under the

jurisdiction of the pollution control
provisions of the Rights in Water and
Irrigation Act. In some cases industry
effluent is dealt with under the
provisions of its individual agreement
Act.

(2) (a) to (c)

Company
I .W. Etgae Pty Lid trading as

"Eagle Wools" Lot 13
Cockburn Road, Coogee ..._..

2. Bradford Kendall Foundries
Pty Ltd Ocean Drive, South
Fremnantle ......................

3. Catoleum Pty Ltd Lot 27
Richardson Street, K'wvinana .

4. Chemical Industries (Kwinana)
Pty Lid, Mason Road Kwinana.

5. Cockburn Enterprises Pty Ltd
Lot 5, being No. 43 Parks Road
.Jandakot ........................

6. C.S.B.P. Farmers Ltd Kwinana
Beach Road, Kwinana ......
Wellard Road Disposal Site On
site ecfluent ponds............

7. Eagle-West Pty Ltd Ahoy
Road, Coogee..................

8. Frigrane Ltd Lot 8 Wellard
Street, Spearwood............

9. McGilvray Pty Ltd Cockburn
Road, Coogee..................

10. S.E.C. Kwinana Power Station
Fly Ash Disposal Cockburn
Sound Location.467 ...........

IL. S.E.C. South Fremantle Power
Station Fly Ash Disposal, 2
sites .........................

12. Australian Wire Industries Pty
Ltd 76 Leath Road, Naval Base

Application

19.3.79

20.3.81

5.4.78

Not known,
but licensed
on 17.1.79

Not known,
but licensed
on 12.12.78

19.11.80

23.12.80

3.4.79

20.4.79

23. 3.79

15.2.78

7.3.80
13.2.78

4.11.80

(3) (a) Not known;
(b) not applicable.

COCKBURN SOUND

Heavy MetalIs

909. Mr BARNETT, LO the Minister for Health:

(1) Would he please advise where tests in
Cockburn Sound and Oweni Anchorage
have exceeded-

(a)
(b)

Western Australian standard levels;
National Health and Medical
Research Council levels, in the
following substances since
November 1979-

(i) cadmium;
(ii) zinc;

(iii) copper;
(iv) lead;
(v) nickel;

(vi) chromium;
(vii) cobalt:,

(viii) mercury;
(ix) arsenic?

(2) (a) How many times in each case,
(b) where;
(c) when; and
(d) what were the levels found?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The main monitoring and
testing ceased in mid-1 979 with the
publishing of the various technical
reports. Therefore, no advice can be
given on the levels of heavy metals
as quoted in (1)(i) to (ix). Since
this period no further data is
available. The Department of
Conservation and Eniviroonent has
done a few tests for heavy metals in
mussels and these are proceeding.
Results have not been published,
but will be in due course.

(2) (a) to (d) Answered by (1).

COCKBURN SOUND

Chiirlebo rough Report: Criteria

910. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Has the criteria set down by the
Chittleborough report of 1979 been
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achieved in respect of the following
parameters in Cockburn Sound and
Owen Anchorage-

(a) nutrients-N and P;
(b) faccal coliforms;
(c) radionuclides?

(2) In each case where the criteria has not
been achieved would the Minister please
indicate-

(a) why;
(b) what action is being taken in each

ease to achieve the criteria
suggested?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) and (2) The water quality criteria listed

on page 29 of the report of the
Cockburn Sound environmental study
1976-1979 were initial proposals based
on the September 1979 interim report of
a working group established to
recommend to the EPA criteria
appropriate for Western Australia. This
working group was set up by the EPA in
June 1979, while the report of the
Cockburn Sound study was still being
finalised. The criteria listed indicate a
framework of approach to water quality.
They are not formal standards.
Since that date, the working group has
spent a great deal of time examining
relevant marine and estuarine water
quality criteria obtained from
Australian and overseas sources and
considering these in relation to Western
Australian waters. The final report of
the working group, containing revised
water quality criteria, is expected to be
submitted to the Environmental
Protection Authority within the next two
months.

COCKBURN SOUND

Chittleborough Report: Criteria

911. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Has the criteria set down by the
Chittleborough report of 1979 been
achieved in respect of the following
parameters in Cockburn Sound and
Owen Anchorage-

(a) cyanide;
(b) fluoride;
(c) total chlorine residual;
(d) hydrogen sulphide-undissociated;
(e) ammonia?

(2) In each case where the criteria has not
been achieved, would the Ministcr
please indicate-

(a) why;
(b) what action is being taken in each

case to achieve the criteria
suggested?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) See answer to question 910.

COCKBURN SOUND

Chittlebo rough Report: Criteria

912. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Has the criteria set down by the
Chittleborough report of 1979 been
achieved in respect of the following
parameters in Cockburn Sound and
Owen Anchorage-

(a) dissolved oxygen;
(b) arsenic and heavy metals;
(c) pesticides;
(d) polychlorinated biphenyls;
(e) phenolic compounds;
(f) surfactants?

(2) In each case where the criteria has not
been achieved would the Minister please
indicate-

(a) why;
(b) what action is being taken in each

case to achieve the criteria
suggested?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) See answer to question 910.

COCKBURN SOUND

Chit tleboroi -lh Report: Criteria

913. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(i) Has the criteria set down by the
Chittleborough report of 1979 been
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achieved in respect of the following
parameters in Cockburn Sound and
Owen Anchorage-
(a) barriers;
(b) temperature;
(c) PH;
(d) hydrocarbons;
(e) salinity?

(2) In each case where the criteria has not
been achieved would the Minister please
indicate-

(a) why;
(b) what action is being taken in each

case to achieve the criteria
suggested?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) and (2) Sec answer to question 910.

COCKBURN SOUND

Chit leborough Report: Criteria

914. M r BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Has the criteria set down by the
Chittleborough report of 1979 been
achieved in respect of the following
parameters in Cockburn Sound and
Owen Anchorage-
(a) grease, oil, floatables;
(b) suspended and settleable solids;
(c) colour, odour, turbidity;
(d) fine solids;
(e) light penetration?

(2) In each case where the criteria has not
been achieved would the Minister please
indicate-

(a) why;
(b) what action is being taken to

achieve the criteria suggested?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:

1I) and (2) See answer to question 910.

FISHERI ES

Cockburn Sound
915. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

What has been done over the last 18
months towards eradication of bacteria
and heavy metal contamination of
mussels in Cockburn Sound?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Action by the major industries has
markedly reduced input of heavy metals
to Cockburn Sound.
Discharge of enteric bacteria to the
sound will cease with the building of the
proposed oceanic outfall off Point Peron.

FISH ERIlES

Cockburn Sound
916. M r BARNETT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wild life:

What monitoring is taking place of the
commercial fishery of Cockburn Sound?

M r O'C ON NO0R repl ied:

Evaluation of statistics available from
professional fishermen's monthly
returns.

APPRENTICES

Electric Power Transmission Pty. Ltd.

917. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Is he aware that 17 men taken on in the
second intake of the adult
apprenticeship scheme are still waiting
at Electric Power Transmission to
become indentured?

(2) Is it a fact that they began work with
EPT on 15 December 1980, and should
have been indentured at the end of three
months?

(3) Why have they not been indentured as
yet ?

(4) Is it a fact that the Department of
Labour and Industry has now said that
half of them must leave?

(5) What will be done for the half that leave
EPT?

(6) Will the men left at EPT be indentured?
(7) Is it a fact that the Government is

currently advertising for 200 applicants
for the third intake of adult apprentices?

(8) Is it a fact that there are only 90 places
available for the intake?
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(9) What action will be taken to make up
the leeway?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1)
(2)
(3)

Yes.
Yes.
The company has delayed indenturing
them as it has not been permitted to
train these apprentices on construction
sites because of unionists' objections to
the apprentices being trained "on site".
The unionists' action is contrary to the
recent amendment to the State metal
trades general award.
Negotiations are still proceeding with
the parties to overcome the problem.

(4) No.
(5) If the employment of any apprentice or

probationer under the special trade
training programme is terminated by the
employer, then the division of industrial
training attempts to relocate such
apprentices or probationers with
alternative employers.

(6) Yes.
(7) The Government is currently calling

applications for a further intake in June
1981 of both mature age and other
apprentices.

(8) No. The ihtake is aimed at providing
employment opportunities for a further
200 apprentices.

(9) Answered by (8) above,

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL COLLEGE

Rockinghamn

918. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Is it a fact that the new Rockingham
Technical College does not have
facilities available to cater for disabled
people?

(2) What plans does the Government have
to install facilities to aid the disabled?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(I) and (2) The design of this building

already provides for handicapped
persons. There are no steps and toilets
for the disabled are provided centrally in
the complex near the cafeteria block.
Toilets for the disabled are also included
in the library block which is under
construction.

MINING: IRON ORE

New Mine

919. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:

(1) Has he made approaches to the
Japanese steel mills concerning the
development of a new iron ore project in
the Pilbara?

(2) If so, has he indicated his preference for
a particular development and why?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(I) and (2) Many discussions have been
held with senior representatives of
Japanese steel mills about both new iron
ore projects and the role of existing ones.
To ensure balanced development in
Pilbara and to acknowledge the special
significance of some areas of
development and port use in achieving
that balanced development-and at the
same time be fair to pioneer
developers-it has been necessary to
discuss possible programmes of
preferred development.

SHOPPING CENTRES

Government Committee: Recommendations

920. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Local
Government:

In view of her statement in the
Legislative Assembly on 19 November
1980 that many of the recommendations
of the Government members' committee
on shopping centres would be capable of
implementation, which
recommendations was she referring to
and when will they be implemented?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

I will make my views known if and when
the Government decides to release the
report, after it has fully considered the
document.

SHOPPING CENTRES

Lease Agreements

921. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Further to his answer to my question
without notice of 24 March regarding
action arising from his personal inquiry
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int lease agreements being imposed on
small shopkeepers in suburban shopping
centres, in which he referred to the
release of the report of the Government
members' committee on shopping
centres and its recommendations, when
is the report and its recommendations to
be released?

(2) What specific action is proposed with
regard to matters of lease agreements?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) The report is being studied and will be
released after it has been fully
considered.

(2) Proposals for specific action will not be
made until the report has been fully
considered.

SHOPPING CENTRES

M4R PA: Policy
922. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Local

Government:

(1) Can she confirm that in September 3980
she indicated to the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority a wish that
it should re-examine its policy to see
whether the area of shopping centres
which came under its control could be
reduced to 2 000 square metres?

(2) Has this re-examination been
completed?

(3) If "Yes", when will she be making an
announcement about any change in
MR PA policy in this respect?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) No:Ylaskcd. ths authority to re-examine
its policy to see whether ffhe area of
shopping centres which came under its
control could be reduced to 3 000 square
metres gross leasable area.

(2) No.
(3) Answered by (2) above.

SHOPPING

Saiurday Afternoons

923. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

(1) Adverting to his answer to a question
without notice on 7 April 1981
regarding retail trading on Saturday

afternoons, has he received any further
approaches rrom major retail stores on
Saturday afternoon trading?

(2) In view of continuing concern being
expressed by some small retailers and
shop assistants about the possible
introduction of Saturday afternoon
trading, will he make a categorical
statement about the Government's
attitude towards the short-term and
long-term implications of its
introduction?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No.
(2) I reiterate my statement of 7 April that

there is no intention to introduce
Saturday afternoon trading across the
boa rd.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Enrolments

924. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Adverting to his answer to my question
without notice of 14 April 1981
regarding high school enrolments, what
were the criteria used to classify. senior
high schools such as John Forrest,
Balga, and Cyril Jackson, with projected
utilisation in 1987 of 63 per cent, 70 per
cent, and 69 per cent respectively of
capacity as "severely under-utilised"
and other schools such as Loekridge,
IKewdale, Churchlands, and
Rockingham, with projected utilisation
in L987 of 60 per cent, 65 per cent, 65
per cent, and 69 per cent respectively of
capacity as "under-utilised"?

(2) What action, if any, does the
Government intend to take W~ith respect
to other high schools such as
Swanbourne, John Curtinm, and Perth
Modern currently classified as "severely
under-utilised" and M irrabooka,
Lockridge. City Beach, Belmont, Kent
Street, Como, Rosamoyne, and Safety
Bay, currently classified as "under-
utilised"?
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(3) If no action is proposed with respect to
any of these schools, why has it been
thought necessary to classify them in
this way?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) The accommodation required by a
school is a function both of the total
number or students in the school and of
their distribution between years tight to
10 and years I I and 12. The critical
consideration is the comparison between
the number of classes that must be
created and the number of teaching
spaces available.

(2) The relocation of students from Bentley
and Tuart Hill Senior High Schools will
directly increase the projected
enrolments at Mirrabooka, Perth
Modern School, Cannington, Kent
Street, and Como and will indirectly
increase the enrolmnents at Kewdale,
John Forrest, Balga, and Cyril Jackson.
Deliberate steps have been taken to
increase the utilisation of John Curtin
and Swanbourne by the establishment of
special classes which draw students from
outside their normal intake area.

(3) The projection of future enrolments of
all schools is undertaken as part of the
Education Department's forward
planning. The data is used in
determining the Education
Department's future building
programme and in planning the
establishment of special classes in
schools.

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL CENTRE
Dianeila: Teacher

925. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Can he confirm that the teacher at the
Dianella pre-school centre has been
forced to resign as a result of the
department's refusal to approve her
application for leave of absence till the
end of the year to enable her to fully
recover from the effects of an injury
incurred during the course of her work?

(2) Can he also confirm that this teacher
who has many years' experience and
appears to enjoy the full confidence of
the parents of children attending the
centre, will lose permanency and is
likely to have great difficulty in being
reappointed to a permanent teaching
position at a pre-school centre?

(3) In view of the possible adverse effect on
the children attending the centre of two
changes of staff within a very short
period, why has the department taken so
long to resolve the staffing situation in
the interests of the stable running of the
centre?

(4) When will the committee be advised of
firm staffing arrangements for the
remainder of the year?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) On I I March this teacher applied for

leave until the end of the year because of
an aggravated back condition, and not
the knee injury for which she has had a
recent operation. She had been asked to
obtain a medical certificate to support
her request for extended leave but has
voluntarily submitted her resignation
instead.

(2) Continuity of service will be broken for
this teacher. Re-appointment at a future
time will depend on vacancies available.

(3) and (4) The teacher who has acted in a
relief capacity at the Dianella Pre-
School will continue until the end of the
school year. She will be given an
appointment notice and is expected to
advise her Committee that she will be at
the Centre for the remainder of the
year.

HOUSING: SHC
Mrs L. Martin

926. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisti ng the M in ister for H ousi ng:

When may I expect an answer to my
representation of 3 April 1981 on
behalf of Mrs L. Martin of Dianella,
regarding her long-standing efforts to
have the State Housing Commission
resume a block of land in Karrinyup in
which she has a half share?
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Mr LAURANCE replied:
Mr and Mrs Martin contracted to buy a
block in Karrinyup from the State
Housing Commission at auction in 1976.
Under the conditions of sale, Mr and
Mrs Martin were required to build
within four years. The block has not yet
been built on and in the meantime, Mr
and Mrs Martin have separated.
When conditions of sale are not met the
commission is empowered to refund the
purchase price less costs. In this case,
the commission is prepared to take this
course of action.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES

Licences: Concessional

927. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Are holders of concessional motor
vehicle licences required to return plates
to the Road Traffic Authority on
disposal of the vehicle?

(2) Is the new owner of the vehicle required
to relicence the vehicle at full rates?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), what regard has
been had for holders of such licences,
who fear that if they wish to trade-in
their vehicle it will be as an unlicensed
vehicle and that the trade-in valuation
will be appreciably lower?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) No.
(2) The new owner is required to restore the

licence to full rates for the balance of
the licensing period.

(3) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

TRANSPORT: AIR

lInternaiional: Domestic Fares

186. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is he aware that overseas airline carriers
bringing Western Australians from the
Eastern States to Perth are charging the
full domestic fare even when passengers
have previously paid apex fares and
other cheaper fares?

(2) Is he aware that passengers flying
overseas from the Eastern States pay
only about $25 more than passengers
leaving Perth on overseas flights?

(3) Will he check to see whether the charge
being levied for domestic passengers on
international flights has been sanctioned
by Transport Australia and/or the
Federal Minister?

(4) WillI he lodge a formal protest to his
Federal counterpart over what appears
to be unjustified profit-taking in this
instance?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
As the House would be aware, I have
not had a great deal of notice of this
question. Therefore, my answer is rather
limited, but I will follow the matter up.
The reply is as follows-
(]) and (2) No.
(3) Yes.
(4) I will ascertain what the position is

and then act accordingly.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

Reference to Electoral Laws

187. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) When the Governor delivered his
address and opened this session of
Parliament, was he aware of his
Government's intention to change the
electoral laws, inter alia, by creating
even more members of this Parliament?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "No", why was
the intention kept secret from the
Governor?

(3) If the answer to (1) is "Yes", since it is
said that this is by far the most
important legislation to come before this
Parliament, was the Governor advised to
refer to it in his address?

(4) If not why not?
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (4) The honourable member knows

that it is not necessary for all items of
legislation to be included in the
Governor's Speech. To do otherwise
would create an intolerable situation.

Mr Tonkin: He said major legislation.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is not unusual

for many items of legislation-some
minor and some major in their

1349



1350 ASSEMBLY]

Mr
Sir

significance-to be introduced during a
session although they were not referred
to in the Governor's Speech.
Bryce: Trickery!
CHARLES COURT: The mailer was
not discussed with the Governor, any
more than other matters of this kind are
discussed with him. The Governor's
constitutional position should be well
known to the honourable member-in
fact, better known to him than to other
members of Parliament because of his
profession.
It is not necessary, regardless of which
Government is in power, to discuss with
the Governor matters that are or are not
in his Speech. There is no secret about
the fact that the Governor's Speech is
prepared by the Government of the day,
and, as a matter of good sense, the
Government should avoid anything that
could be personally embarrassing to the
Governor himself. I think that principle
has been honoured throughout the years.

Mr Davies: He is not going to be a candidate,
is he?

Sir CHARLES COURT: To the best of my
knowledge, the Governor would not have
had any prior knowledge of the fact that
this legislation was to be introduced. In
fact, I can let the member into a secret:
I did not know about it myself. I might
add that when I was asked a question on
a previous occasion by, I think, the
Leader of the Opposition, I indicated I
knew of no intention at that time. That
answer was quite genuine, but
subsequently information was given to
me by the Minister directly concerned
that this matter was being considered,
and as a result the amending Bill is to be
introduced. I think the honourable
member will be very pleased with it
when he looks at it.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Bentley: "Resistance" Pamphlet

188. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Is he aware that a pamphlet headed
".resistance" was distributed to school
students outside the Bentley Senior
High School on 24 April 1981?

(2) Has he read the pamphlet?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", would he
comment briefly on the views expressed
in the pamphlet, especially in regard to
the statement which reads-

Come to our...
HIGH SCHOOL DISCUSSION
GROUP

High school students and
Resistance members meet every
week to discuss issues of special
interest to high school students. All
students welcome.

It then states that the meeting on 2 May
will be to plan actions for the next three
months. The items of business will be
"Activities, High Schools, El Salvador,
local issues".

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I seek a ruling, Mr Speaker,
on part (3) of the question of the
member for Karrinyup, which seems to
ask specifically for an opinion of the
Minister. If the part of the question is
out of order, could you, Sir, send the
member for Karrinyup a list of questions
that are out of order, because this will
be the third occasion on which he has
transgressed?

The SPEAKER: In reply to the point of
order, I listened carefully to the
question, and in my view the member
for Karrinyup was not seeking an
opinion from the Minister. He was
asking for the Minister's comments on
the points raised in the pamphlet to
which he referred.

Questions Without Notice Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) to (3) I thank the member for

Karrinyup for some brief notice of the
question.

Mr Davies: You gave it to him, didn't you?
Mr GRAYDEN: On 24 April a group of

left-wing activists went to the Bentley
Senior High School and began
distributing literature to students. They
were dispersed by the school staff.
Another group went to the Tuart Hill
Senior High School and distributed
literature to the students immediately
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the announcement about the senior high
schools was made. I have a copy of the
pamphlet here. It is headed "resistance'
and it commences as follows-

NO EDUCATION CUTS
Keep Bentley and Tuart Hill High
Schools Open

The pamphlet contains statements like
this-

FRASER ATTACKS THE
YOUNG

We all know that the Fraser
government wants to force young
people who are unemployed off the
dole and back into school. This is
just one more trick by the Fraser
government to hide the growing
unemployment figures.

Mr Pearce: Have it incorporated in Hansard.
Mr GRAYDEN: This is another statement

contained in it-
We need more teachers, smaller

classes and better facilities, similar
to the rich private schools that each
year the government subsidises-

Mr Pearce: That is right.
Mr GRAYDEN: To continue-

-while they arc not prepared to
give decent facilities to state
schools.

Mr Pearce: That is right too.
Mr GRAYDEN: That is right too.
Mr Bryce: Now the Minister has said it is

right.
Mr GRAYDEN: I am paraphrasing the

honourable member. I ask the member
for Gosnells to listen to this and say
whether he thinks it is true-

Mr
Mr

It is true that we need more adult
education centres, but the
government should build new
facilities, not close down high
schools, to meet this need.

Pearce: That is true.
GRAYDEN: I might point out that this
exact sentiment has been expressed by
the member for Gosnells in this House
on a number of occasions.

Mr Davies: You can't dodge the issue
forever.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members of this

House ought to be aware of the stand I
have taken with respect to question time.

29 April 19811 1351

A fair number of interjections have been
allowed up to this stage while the
Minister for Education has been
attempting to answer the question.
However, the barrage of interjections
that has been forthcoming over the last
few minutes is unacceptable to me. If it
continues I will have to take some
action.

Mr GRAYDEN: I will be very brief. I take
exception to this type of pamphlet
because of the comments in it. I will
conclude with this quote-

At the same time, Fraser is
spending millions of dollars on
"defence" while depriving us of our
right to a job and a decent
education.

Members can see that this pamphlet is
headed "resistance". It depicts the
Premier in the uniform of the unit of
which he was an honorary colonel. It-
goes on to say-

WE NEED YOUR SUPPORT
" No more education cutbacks
" No more aid to private schools
" Money for jobs not war
" Throw Fraser and Court out

It asks students to attend the high school
discussion group. It goes on to say-

High school students and
Resistance members meet every
week to discuss issues of special
interest to high school students. All
students welcome.

Then it gives a phone number to ring.

Mr Davies: Give us the phone number. The
Minister did the other day.

Mr GRAYDEN: It continues-

Resistance meets 3 pmo every
Saturday to plan activities and
discuss educational topics. If you
are against Fraser, come along.

And so it goes on. The point I want to
make is that there are all sorts of
groups, and in this case the left-wing
activists, getting on the bandwagon.
However, it is interesting to note that
the sentiments expressed are identical
with the sentiments expressed in this
House by the member for Gosnells.
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WATER RESOURCES

Greenhushes

189. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works:

(1) What quantity of water is held in the
Greenbushes tawn water supply dam at
this present time?

(2) Does the catchment of the Greenbushes
town water supply dam include the
townsite yards, roads, and other areas of
Greenbushes?

(3) Is the quality of water held in the
Greenbushes dam considered lit for
human consumption?

(4) (a) If "Yes" to (3), when were tests to
determine the Fitness of this water
for human consumption carried
out?

(b) If "No" to (3), does the
Government propose to take any
emergency action to relieve this
situation and if so, what action will
be taken and when?

(5) Has the survey promised by the Minister
to the Bridgetown-Greenbushes Shire
Council to examine the possibility of
supplying Greenbushes with water from
Millstream Dam been carried out and-

(a) If so, with what results and
intentions?

(b) If not, why not, and when will this
be done?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

I thank the member for some notice of
the question, the reply to which is as
follows-

(1) 7 330 cubic metres.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes.

(4) A chemical test conducted on 11
February showed total soluble
solids of 470 mg/I indicating that
the water is satisfactory.

Bacteriological tests conducted on
31 March showed no coliforms or
. coli present, which was

satisfactory. The water is
chlorinated.

(5) Investigations are in course to
determine the preferred method of
augmenting the supply to
Greenbushes. At present, various
options, including increasing the
storage capacity of the existing
dam, utilising groundwater and
using water from Millstream Dam
are being evaluated.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS ACT

Amendment

190. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Premier:

Referring to the proposed changes in the
State electoral laws, and to the Press
release in which the changes were
announced, I ask the Premier the
following questions-
(1) How can he justify, during these

times of financial stringency, the
addition of four extra members to
the Parliament of this State?

(2) Can he explain why it is proposed
to change the boundaries between
the Pilbara and Kimberley seats
when the inequality is much more
evident between the seats of
Murcbison-Eyre and G-ascoyne?

g 3) In general terms how his
Government can justify a blatant
political attempt to keep his party
in office for the indefinite future?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied.
(1) to (3) In answer to the member for

Balcatta, I take strong exception to
his allegation that this legislation is
a blatant attempt to keep the
Government in office.

Mr Bryce: Of course it is.

SIR CHARLES COURT: I strongly advise
the honourable member-who has not
had much experience in dealing with
electoral redistributions in this State-to
wait until he sees the legislation, because
he might change his tune. I have no
intention of pre-empting the legislation
to be introduced, beyond the comment I
made in my Press statement. I think I
went as far as one could reasonably go
while the final details are still being
interpreted.

Mr Bryce: By the Liberal Party's back-room
boys.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: The whole basic
objective is to make sure the electors of
this State-whether they be
metropolitan, country, north-west or
Kimberley-are adequately represented

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS AND
PROVINCES

Redistribution

191. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier:

I noted what the Premier just said about
not wanting to answer many questions
about this piece of legislation.
Nevertheless, I do no think he has
indicated a timetable on this matter.
Once the legislation has been
introduced, how long is it likely to be
before the commissioners would be
expected to have their first draft ready?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
One of the reasons the Government
speeded up the introduction of this
legislation was to ensure it could get on
the Statute book quickly and there
would then be ample time for the
commissioners to work in accordance
with the provisions laid down under the
existing Act. As the member for Morley
would know, the commissioners operate
quite independently of the Government;
their findings are quite independent of
the Government. Even when there has
been an opportunity for the public to
respond to their findings and the
commissioners have considered those
representations, not even the
Parliament-and certainly not the
Government-can interfere with the
final decision. That then becomes the
basis on which the next election is
fought.
One of the complaints we hear from the
Opposition is that the Government has
tried to avoid a redistribution. Another
complaint which has not been voiced
publicly as a complaint but which has
been expressed privately on many
occasions and is qjuite sensible is that if
the boundary changes come too late, it
does not allow sufficient time, first of all
for existing members to get used to new
areas within their electorates and
secondly for the political parties and the
community to become attuned to the
new boundaries-

Mr B. T. Burke:
ever asked
Parliament?

When has the Opposition
for extra members of

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr B. T. Burke: When has

ever asked for extra
Parliament?

The SPEAKER: Order!

the Opposition
members of

Sir CHARLES COURT: The machinery by
which the commissioners do their work
is laid down in the Act, and the
Government has no jurisdiction over
that. However, if I have to hazard a
private guess, based on previous
experience, if we get the legislation
through in this part of the 1981 session,
the commissioners can go to work and
comfortably have the answers by the end
of this year, whereas if the legislation is
not passed until later in the year we will
be looking at somewhere in the middle
of 1982. 1 believe the Government is
proposing a sensible timetable and I
would hope that at least that part of the
redistribution will be accepted by the
Opposition as good sense.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Tuart Hill: Closure

192. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Education:

My question touches on the closure of
the Tuart Hill Senior High School. To
what extent was his decision to close
Tuart Hill Senior High School
influenced by policies and requirements
of the Fraser Government?

MrGRAYDEN replied:
The main reason a decision was made in
respect of the Tuart Hill and Bentley
Senior High Schools was the need,
Firstly, to augment the numbers in
surrounding high schools which were
either under-utilised or seriously under-
utilised or which would soon become
seriously under-utilised. The second and
major consideration was the need to
make available 1 000 places in technical
colleges, which are literally bursting at
the seams. The third consideration was
the need to provide facilities for adult
students; the fourth consideration was to
provide facilities for school-to-work
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transition students, finally, there was the
need to make available somewhere,
accommodation for those people who
have left school, most of whom have
relatively low achievement
qualifications, in order that they might
return to school with Commonwealth
financial assistance.

H EA LTH

Tronado Machine: Removal front State

193. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Did he receive a copy of a letter dated
22 February 1981 signed by some 24
doctors of Perth-many of whom were
leading specialists-relating to their
concern that the Tronado machine
might be taken out of this State for
trials?

(2) Did the Minister note in the letter ia
the doctors offered to conduct suitable
clinical trials at the Oncology
Department of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital?

(3) Has he yet replied to the letter; if so,
what was the nature of his reply?

Mr

(I)

YOUNG replied:
to (3) 1 remember receiving the letter,
but if I recall correctly. it has not yet
been replied to. However, I would have
thought the public statement I made on
the matter would have clarified the
position not only for those members of
the medical profession but also for
members of the Opposition. Although in
my Press release I said that the National
Health and Medical Research Council
had not reached a conclusion as quickly
as I would have liked, at least it had
reached the stage where-if I may use
the word-finally, it had prepared the
protocol upon which a proper assessment
of the machine could be made. During
the course of requests between the
National Health and Medical Research
Council and the Medical Department in
Western Australia it became apparent
that the NI-IMRC may have wanted to
evaluate the machine in the Eastern
States. I made it clear I would not do
anything to stand in the way of what
they thought was a proper, scientific
assessment of the matter. If they wanted
the machine, they could take it:

however, it must be returned to Western
Australia. If the machine was not
returned within a time I considered
reasonable, I would take steps to ensure
it was, with the aim of ensuring a proper
clinical trial was made of the Tronado,
machine under the proper
circumstances.

H EA LTH

Tronado Machine: Removal from State

194. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:

In view of the fact that yesterday's issue
of The West Australian reported that a
leading West German cancer clinic, the
Robert Janker Clinic in Bonn, has given
strong endorsement to the pioneering
therapy being used by Perth doctors
with a Tronado machine, and in view of
the fact a doctor from the clinic is to
come to Western Australia to find out
what is going on, will the Minister now
do something about having trials
conducted in Western Australia. without
further humbugging around with the
NHMRC?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I think the Leader of the Opposition
must surely have been put up to that
question by somebody, I know not by
whom, because he knows I am not
"humbugging". The Leader of the
Opposition knows I am serious about
establishing, by the right people, under
the right circumstances and by an
authority which is recognised for its
expertise not only in this nation but also
throughout the world, a proper clinical
trial which will be conducted in Western
Australia to establish once and for all on
a scientific basis the value or lack of
value of the Tronado machine.

Mr Davies: You have done nothing.
Mr YOUNG: To refer to the comments of

doctors from the Janker Clinic in West
Germany, as the Leader of the
Opposition did, quite frankly is farcical.
Even his predecessor and former
Premier (Mr J. T. Tonkin)-the
greatest champion of the Tronado
machine-was overjoyed at the attitude
I adopted in recent times.

Mr Davies: He is disgusted with you.
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Mr YOUNG: With due respect to the
Leader or the Opposition, that is not
what he said to the media after I had
made my statement. The Leader of the
Opposition has referred to the remarks
of doctors from a West German clinic.
Of course, the Tronado machine was
manufactured in West Gcrmany and
that is where we purchased our machine.
It is ridiculous that these people should
start to tell us how and why we should
use the machine and conduct our tests
when they have not used it once in West
Germany on one of their patients in
their clinics, It is absolute humbug in
the extreme.

Mr Davies: You have been completely and
totally inactive.

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
knows that is the truth. If the West
Germans are such experts, why did they
not use the machine on their people?
Why did they not use a machine
manufactured in West Germany?

Mr Davies: People are dying because of your
stubbornness.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Davies: If you found you were dying of
canccr you would be rushing off to try
the machine.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Davies: It is a shame that you should
stand there and laugh.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr YOUNG: I am not going to be spoken to
like that by the Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr Davies: You will receive more than that
very shortly.

The S PEA KE R: Order!

Mr YOUNG: I do not accept an accusation
by the Leader of the Opposition across
the floor of the House ihat people are
dying because of my stubbornness.

Mr Davies: You have been completely
inactive.

Mr YOUNG: If the Leader of the
Opposition is passing out accusations-

Mr Davies: Year after year. all we have had
are promises.

Mr YOUNG: I do not intend to be
outshouted, either!

The SPEAKER: Order! Could I prevail upon
both the Leader of the Oppositi ,on and
the Minister for Health to desist from
shouting at one another.

Mr YOUNG: Mr Speaker, I am trying to
answer a question and I am being
shouted down by the Leader or the
Opposition. I intend to answer him
whether he likes it or not. I am riot going
to be accused by the Leader of the
Opposition of allowing people to die
because we are not using the Tronado
machine.

Mr Davies: You have been totally inactive.
Mr YOUNG: This machine was

manufactured in West Germany-
Mr Davies: You are just keeping people alive

now.
Mr YOUNG: -where not once have they

had the guts to use it.
Mr Davies: They have used it there.

Mr YOUNG: Yet they are prepared to come
out here and tell us how to use the
machine and how to run experiments on
it. That decision will be made not by me,
the Leader of the Opposition, or anyone
else who sits opposite, but by scientists.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS AND
PROVINCES

Redistribution

195. Mr JIAMIESON, to the Premier:

In view of his championing of the fact
that the proposed new electoral
boundaries will be independently drawn
up by the commissioners after the
Parliament has necessarily dealt with
legislation, and in view of the fact that
neither before nor since the MeLarty-
Watts Government introduced the
Electoral Districts Act has the
metropolitan area, the north-west-
Murchison-Eyre area, the agricultural,
mining or pastoral areas been subject to
any form of independent inquiry and
recommendation, why was not that
action taken before the action proposed
now by the Government?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
My understanding is that what the
Government has decided to do is the
way this matter is normally approached.
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There is no higher authority than the
Parliament itself.

Mr Jamieson: What about the people?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Certain machinery

is laid down in the legislation whereby
redistributions can be automatic. We
have been accused by the Opposition of
avoiding a redistribution. We have tried
to bring this matter forward in the early
part of the 1981 session.

Mr B. T. Burke: When has the Opposition
ever asked for extra members of
Parliament?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: It is a complete scandal.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: You sack nurses, yet you talk

about appointing more members of
Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order! If the interjections
continue I will terminate questions.

They are going to be terminated in one
minute, anyway.

Sir CHARLES COURT: On this occasion,
as has happened previously, the
Government will bring before the
Parliament legislation setting out the
changes that should be made to the
Electoral Districts Act which will
redefine the metropolitan boundary, and
all the other things which must be done
by the Parliament will be done by the
Parliament.

Mr Bryce: A rigged Parliament at that, a
crooked Parliament.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I cannot see the
relevance of the comments made by the
member for Welshpool, bearing in mind
that once a redistribution
eomnmenccs-as he would know better
than anyone in this House-the
electoral commissioners take over.
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