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Legislative Assembly

Wednesday, the 12th September, 1979

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

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

LAND

Bicton Animal Quarantine
Station Site: Grievance

MR HODGE (Mclville) [5.08 pm.]): My
grievance concerns the protracted negotiations
which have been going on between the State
Government and the Federal Government for the
past 15 months in connection with the future of
the Bicton Animal Quarantine Station in my
electorate.

The negotiations have been proceeding for at
least 15 months Lo my knowledge, and for the past
12 months [ have been endeavouring
unsuccessfully to try to get information from the
Government, and in particular from the Premier,
about what was happening in regard to the
negotiations, why they were taking so long, and
what was the stumbling block. The Premier's
answers to my numerous questions have been

vague, evasive, and in some cases misleading, I
think.

1 am curious as to why the Premier is adopting
such an evasive attitude to my questions. [ believe
the people in Bicton, which is in my electorate,
have a right to know what is to happen to the
Bicton Animal Quarantine Station site. [ believe
I, as the parliamentary representative for that
area, also have a right to know.

I asked the Premier in November, 1978, a
question about the terms and conditions of
negotiation and about whether negotiations had
been successful and how they were proceeding.
The Premier gave me a reply which reads in
part—

(2) and (3) The question of mutually
acceptable terms and  conditions
pertaining to-the transfer of the Bicton
land has yel to be negotiated.

(4) The future of the site is yet to be
considered by the Government.

So in November, 1978, the Premier told me
negotiations had not yet commenced, but 1 found
out later that was not correct.

I have been given by the Federal member for
Fremantle  (Mr Dawkins)  copies  of
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correspondencé he has received from Federal
Government Ministers, which indicates that the
Premier’s reply to me was not correct. In a letter
dated the 2nd June, 1978, from the Federal
Minister for Health (Raiph J. Hunt), Mr
Dawkins was advised that negotiations were
proceeding and agreement had been reached for
the transfer of the quarantine station from Bicton
to Perth Airport. In a further letter to Mr
Dawkins dated the 13th September, 1978, from
the Federal Minister for Administrative Services
(Mr F. M. Chaney)}, Mr Dawkins was advised as
follows—

I am pleased to be able to inform you that
an alternative site for the Animal Quarantine
Station is available and discussions on its
relocation are proceeding with the Western
Australian Government at the present time.

The object of these discussions is to
achieve a usage of the site which is more in
harmony with the surrounding residential
development. [n the event that the Animal
Quarantine Station is relocated, the Bicton
site will be offered for sale, in the first
instance, to the State of Western Australia.
If that offer is accepted, the future use of the
land will no longer be the concern of the
Commonwealth. In that event, the local
residents will no doubt make their views
known to the appropriate State authorities.

A further letter to Mr Dawkins from the Federal
Minister for Health (Mr Hunt) dated the 24th
November, 1978, states in part—

An alternative site adjacent to the Perth
Airport has been selected and the question of
the terms and conditions for the transfer of
the Bicton site to the State and the
construction of alternative facilities is being
handled by my collcague the Minister for
Administrative Services in discussion with
the Minister for Works in Western Australia.

Thaose letters prave that the Premier's reply to me
was nat correct. Negotiations have been
proceeding in one form or another since the 2nd
June, 1978; yel in answer to my question on the
ist November, 1978, the Premier denied that
negotiations were proceeding.

On the 28th November, 1978, | asked the
Premier another question concerning the Bicton
Animal Quarantine Station. I asked him whether
it was a fact that the Prime Minister had become
involved in the negotiations. The answer he gave
was an unequivocal “No”, that the Prime
Minister was not involved. However, in reply to a
further question I asked on the 8th August, 1979,
the Premier stated as follows—
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(1) (a) The Prime Minister, in a letter
dated the 30th May, 1978 advised
that Perth Airport site had been
selected as the alternative site to
relocate  the  Bicton  animal
quarantine station.

(b) The Prime Minister in this letter
alsc  mentioned the future
ownership of the Bicton animal
quarantine station site.

So again the Premier’s reply to me, putting it as
charitably as possible, was very misleading. He
said the Prime Minister had not been involved in
the negotiations, but he clearly contradicted
himself in replying to my question of the 8th
August when he said the Prime Minister had
written to him discussing the conditions of the
transfer on the 30th May, 1978.

Why has there been such a long delay? What is
so complicated about negotiating the transfer of
three or four hectares of land in Bicton?

The Federal member for Fremantle was quoted
in The West Australian on the 30th November,
1978, as saying—

Mr Dawkins also raised the maltter in
Federal Parliament last week.

He was told by the Minister for Health,
Mr Hunt, that discussions had been going on
{or some time.

The two governments could not agree on
the payment of transfer costs for the land.

Further on in the same article of the 30th
November, the Premier tried to rebut Mr
Dawkins’ claim. He was quoted as follows—

There was no wrangle between the State
and Commonwealth Governments over the
use of the land occupied by the quarantine
station at Bicton, the Premier, Sir Charles
Court, said.

Then he said—

“Mr Dawkins is only being mischievous
when he suggests that the two governmenlts
are wrangling.”

If the two Governments are not wrangling, why
have negotiations taken 15 months and still no
conclusion has been reached? What is the
stumbling block?

[t seems to me some sort of cover-up is going
on. Why cannot the two Governments reach
agreement? If there is a problem, why have not
the Governments come clean and told the people;
and why has not the State Government informed
the Parliament in reply to my’questions? Why
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have [ not been given information? Why is the
matter s0 top secret? | cannot seem to get
apything other than evasive and misleading
answers from the Government.

The matter may not seem important to many
members of this House, but to hundreds of Bicton
residents who have pui up with the station for 30
or 40 years and now are hoping to see the last of
it, it is a most important question indeed. The
residents want to know what will happen to this
valuable piece of real estate. Many rumours are
going about the area; it is rumoured the land will
be sold to private developers and used for private
residential development.

I certainly hope that is not the case. | put a
question to the Premier along those lines some
weeks ago in the hope he would refute that
rumour and say it was not correcl; however, he
gave no information about the intentions of the
Government. | do not know why the negotiations
must be so secret. 1 do not know what is the cause
of the delay, and why the negotiations have taken
15 months. | would appreciate some answers.
Surely the Government could take me into its
confidence; surely the people of Bicton should be
told what is the problem.

This is a very valuable picce of land in a
densely populated residential area, and hundreds
of people are worried about the land and
interested in its future. I hope the Government
will shed a little light on the matter and give me
some answers. [ believe as the member for the
area | am entitled to the answers.

MRS CRAIG (Wellington—Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning) [5.18 p.m.]: In
reply to the grievance raised by the member for
Melville, I would advise him that so far as 1 am
aware negotiations in respect of the area on which
the Animal Quarantine Station is tocated are still
proceeding. 1 think the correspondence he read
out indicated that is so.

| bad some discussions with the Minister for
Administrative Services (Mr McLeay) back in
about March of this year, at which time the
negoliations had been proceeding for an unknown
number of months with the Minister for Works. [
raised the matter with him simply to see if I could
determine whether a valuation had been arrived
atl which was suitable 1o both Governments. As |
understand the sitwation at that tlime, no
satisfactory agreement had been reached.

In so far as the member for Melville is
concerned about being able to indicate 1o his
constituents what will be the eventual use of the
land, it is impossible for me to answer his question
at the moment. He is probably as awarec as | am
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that land under Commonwealth ownership is not
subject to the zoning requirements of the Staté. It
will not be subject to the zoning requirements of
the State until the State is the owner of it. Then
consideration will be given to the future use of the
land.

If the normal processes are followed, the local
authority will, of course, have an opportunity to
zone the land in accordance with its scheme; and
the Metropolitan Region Planning Authority alse
will be looking at the area.

I know that my answer has not satisfied the
member’s query. I can only say that negotiations
are still proceeding, and we hope they will be
concluded satisfactorily before Jong,

CULTURAL AFFAIRS
Augusta Historical Society: Grievance

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [5.20 p.m.]): | would like
to make some remarks in the grievance debate,
directed against the Government for its obvious
inactivity in respect of assisting the community at
Augusta. | refer in particular to a project which |
believe is worthy of assistance and should have
received it but in fact has received no help. The
Government was confronted with the problem but
said if assistance was provided to the project, it
would be outside the normal parameters and
would create a precedent which would allow all
other centres in Western Australia to climb on the
assistance bandwagon.

My grievance refers to the Augusta Historical
Society, a very important group in the area which
commenced its work in 1967. Since then a group
of dedicated people have given outstanding service
to the community. They established themselves in
1968 in rented premises. Subsequently they
moved to another rented building. | might add the
society is a branch of the Royal Western
Australian Historical Society,

In the carly days the members of the society
saw the need to have their own premises. 1 would
like to relate some of the things the society does.
It carries out very important research for the
Weslern Australian Biographical Index. It carries
out research into early settlers. It has conducted
vesearch into more than 20 of the early families in
the area; and this work has involved a tremendous
number of people. -

1 would like to point out that the research
programmes carried out by the society have been
wide and varied. It is my belief that the Augusta
Historical Sociely has one of the more important
libraries in the State, containing reports compiled
and contributed by its members. Instead of going
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through the list of the papers held in safe keeping

by the society, | will seek permission 10 have it

incorporated in Hansard when 1 conclude my
speech.

The first request to the Government for
assistance was made to the Minister for Cultural
Affairs in April, 1977. The letter written to the
Government by the Secretary of the Augusta
Historical Society stated—

The Augusta Historical Society is in
urgent need of financial assistance 1o enable
it to build a permanent Museum. TIts
collection is now housed in loaned temporary
accommodation.

The "Society would be grateful if you, in
your capacity of Minister for Cultural
Affairs, would examine the possibility of
assistance from State Government funds.

In due course an answer was received saying it
was impossible to provide assistance. At about the
same time as that answer was received from the
Government, the people of Albany—as you would
be well aware, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Watt)-—received a magnificent grant from the
State Government for their Amity project. |
thoroughly support the Amity project and am
wholecheartedly behind the involvement of the
Government in it. However, the people of
Augusta and certainly the member for Vasse
gained confidence that a further submission to the
Government would provide a grant to us also on
the ground that the community would establish
an historical museum as part of the
Sesquicentennial  Celebrations of  Western
Australia. It was felt that Government assistance
could be provided on that basis. Therefore, a
letter was sent to the Premier on the 22nd
August, 1977, as follows—

Dear Sir Charles,

1. I make representations to you on behalf

" of the Shire of Augusta-Margaret River

who are supporting the Augusta

Historical Society 1Inc. in  secking

financial assistance for the constrection

of a permanent museum building at
Augusta.

2. The enclosed submission gives detail
that the Historical Soctety; the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire Council and the
Augusta-Margaret River Tourist
Bureau are contributing funds to the
extent of $42 000 and the building, when
constructed, will be used to advantage
by the community and will also be
-available for inspection by the visiting
public.
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3. Asindicated in the enclosed submission,
a grant of some $48 000 is sought from
the Government to enable Stages 1 and
2 to be completed.

_ It is in this regard of optimum usage by
the Tourist Bureau and Historical Society
that the Augusta’ project should be
favourably considered. More importantly the
project would form part of the Shire and

States contribution towards the
Sesquicentenary Year Celebrations of
Western Australia in 1979 and the

Settlement of Augusta in 1980.

The Historical Society already have made
representations to your Ministers, Hon. P. V.
Jones and the Hon. G. C. MacKinnon, who
have indicated their interest in the concept
but have suggested an approach to you as
Premier and -Treasurer for assistance would
be appropriate.

[ request you consider these documents
seeking financial assistance for the Augusta
project and make further request that you
receive a deputation from the Shire of
Aupgusta-Margaret River and members of the
Historical Society.

That letter- was duly sent to the Premier. The
answer was that il was not possible to provide
assistance because of the precedent which would
be created. Notwithstanding that, a further
submission was prepared by the Hon. Vic Ferry
and myself once again pointing out the
importance of the project to the area. Again, a
reply was received saying it was not considered
possible to provide assistance.

However, | believe other precedents had been
created throughout the State by way of
Government assistance to the Amity project, and
certainly by way of assistance in respect of the
Russian Jack statue.

‘Earlier this year | again wrote to the Premier
informing him that the project had been
completed and that the community itself had
raised $77 600.

Let me recap in respect of the community of
Augusta. The community has made an
outstanding contribution by way of personal self-
“help service. The Minister for Cultural Affairs
would be well aware of the community centre

built by the people of Augusta which would be"

valued today at $400 000. That building cost the
local shire and the taxpayers of Australia a total
of $95 000. Lt was built on a self-help community
basis. The community became involved also in the
establishment of a home for the frail aged at
expense to themselves. Projects conducted in
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Augusta on a community sell-help basis include
the Lecuwin Lodge, the recreation centre, and the
Historical Society building. The contribution of
the State Government to those projects has been a
miserable $2 500, while the total value of the
projects probably would be in the vicinity of
$600 000 to $700 000.

1 believe that there ought to be assistance to
communities which are prepared to help
themselves and, in fact, are prepared to get off the
ground and really get involved. I have great
admiration for the people involved in this project.
it is one that I have supported fully. I have seen
the community at work, and the people have
worked hard.

[ have been bitterly disappointed by the.
inaction of the Government. I belicve the
Government must give favourable consideration
to projects of this nature. Surely in the coming
Budget the Government must have funds
available for the assistance of such organisations,
although the funds may be limited.

In this sort of project, we like to see self help. |
believe there is an obligation on the Government
to help the members of communities which do
that.

By leave of the House, the foﬁowing material
was incorporated—

Augusta Historical Society
Papers, Reports, etc, 1977

Read
IS.lg.;g ; ?hbog'giml Ichgenlll:. :w 3‘:@
15.10. ., e Story o ilgi. y .
3. Early oan!ems'en? H Au’gsu. May
Cammilleri.
4. Thirteen Decades, A Short History of the
A-M.R, District, Kevin Lyon,
5. The History of Augusta from 1830 to
1900, Elizabetb Pinfold. .
15.5.69 6. The Dawsons of Augustaa H. E
Gladstones.
20.7.72 7. James Woodward Turner of Augusta,
Rose Watson.
20.8.70 8. The Early Bussel] Family. Eric Watson.
9. The Bussells. Joyce Smith.
3051 10. The “Adelphi” and the Bussells. Rose
Watson.
21.3.68 11.  Alfred Busse!l of Wallcliffe. Rase Watsan.
12. Walkeliffe. (From “Historic Homesteads
of Australia™) Lady Hasluck.
208.70 13. Extracts from thc Journal of Fanny
Bussell.
15.9.72 14. Charloite  Bussell Writess  Home.
Selections lrom Letiers)
15. Charlotic Busscll. (Bicgraphical Materia);
Conversations)
21.1.68 16. The Allnut Family, Belty Pratt.
16.10.69 17. The Allnuns of Australind, Bridgetown
and Augu.su. Rase Watson,
19.6.69 18. Preston’s .Iournﬁ from Ramé Head via
Augusta 1o the Murray. J, Cross, 1833,
20.4.72 19. Early Days in W.A. (Murray-Vasse
Journey) Lt H. W, Bunbury, 1836,
98.73 20. Wonnerup House and the Laymans. Gwen
Ganzer.
21,  Fairlawn. Gwen Ganzer.
16.11.67 22, H.M.Ommanncy. Eric Watsan.
15.8.68) 23, Place Names in lhe Extreme South-West
17.10.68) of W_A, Dutch and French; Early English;
19.2.70) Royal. Eric Wason.
20.11.6% 24, Matthew Flinders and Lecuwins Land.
Eric Watson.



20.2.75.

14271

226,67
16.2.72

15.1.72
18.5.72

20.6.68
18.6.70

30.5.69
21.9.67
17.7.69

16.2.71
17.5.73

18.9.649
18.9.69
18.9.69
19.10.57
16.11.67
18.6.70

21972
15.7.7)

19.10.72

15.8.68
19.9.68
17.4.68
19.9.68

20.1.59
20.6.68
19.10.67
31168
17.4.69
2101
30.5.68
164.70

18.ILT1
21570

5.

26.

8.

41,
a2,
43,

n.

2.
13.
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‘Trim, Isle of France, 1809, (Blographml

Tribute to Matthew Flinders' cat.)

Matthew Flinders. (Reproduced (rom

“Overland™, 1973}

(a) The Histowical Importance of

Degpdene. Rose Watson. (b) The Hisiory

of Decpdene. Rosc Watsom,

Moaurice Coleman Davies of Kasridale and

Liveringa. Bruce Hamlin,

Karridale sod After. (i)nviu Family)

Geoﬂ'uy Davies.

Plinders Bay and Hnmclm Bay Harbours,
Herbert Da

1899,
Commgc:.o Lhe Wes: (Ol Karridale).
(ABC Seript} Emily Cunningbam.

Travels in W.A, (Old Karridale) May

Vivienne.

Karridale Cemetery. Rase Watson.

A Mawralist in W.A. (Cape Lecuwin

districi) 1890. A. Campbell.

uoundme Cave and Mocndyne Joe. Eric
atson

Group Setilement, The Early Years on

Groups No. 3 and 4. Yvonnc Challis.

'I'In: Duyle Foamily of Group L2. Tom

Group Scttlement Scheme. Tom Doyle.

Migrant Sisters: {a) My Weloome 10
Australia. Agnes Plam. {b) Not a Fairy
glll‘);yh {Group  Settlement)  Adeline

A Backward Glimpse: A-M.R. Diswrict
(GmpScllI:mml) Doris Jackson.

of Life in the A-M.R. District.’

A eline Brooks.
A.lpa:u::‘L;l'em the A-M.R. District. A.

ﬁmrulm of Augusia, (913. Tom
Old Augusta Houses. Genie Holland.

The History of Kudardup. Eric Watson.
Margaret River Township. Tom Dayle.

. Augusia—A Town with & Past and &
47.

Future. Rose Watson.

Buildings, Places ard Things of National
of Local Importance in the Shire of
Augusia-Margaret River. Requested by
the Shire Council for submission to the
National Frust, 7.12.1975. Rose Watson
and Tom e.

Our Memorials. Rose Watson.

(Lower Sussu)rl.il Float. he AMR
Development of Education in t -M.R.
District. Dinnne Challis.

[LY
. The Work of 1he Augusia Branch of the

RWAHS. Rose Watson

. C.W.A.: Avgusia; Karridale: Kudardup.

Red. Cross, Kudardup-Augusta Branch,
lda Gladstanes.

Meals on Wheels, Augusia. ). Manson.
RS.L., Kamridale-Auguata Sub-Branch.

Donald Manson,

St John Ambulance, Augusta Districts

Sub-Centre, Watterson.

lafant Hall oure, Margarel River.

Chumh od‘ "Elizabech  of Hungary,
Augusta. H. E. Gladstones.

Foundation and H;siofy of Augusts
Bowling Club. H. E. Gladsiomes.

&{;Iwy of Augusta Golf Club. H. E.

. TheTradeu Shicld (Junior Sports). R. F.
3 TheSchooner Alpha. Eric Watson,

Local Wrecks., A. L. Jenkinson
The Wreck of the Gmrgcﬂ: A. L.
Jenkinson.-

. The Wreek of the FPericls. A. L.

Jenkinson

Fbrx.lex Collated Press Reports. Rose
i M. ). Williams.

Bay Wr{:lm,g in and around Flinders Bay.

'I'he \Vh:ir . Rose Watson,

Salmun Fishing venture, Hamelin Bay,
(I’-"l ”sl?acf o II(r:alenun
-~ are no r. Introduct
Talk by Ree Wilson). Fape o
When Bultock Teams and Horses served

Lhe Settlers . . . Gwen Ganzer.

Bullock Teams and Drivers. Tom Doyle.
The Lost Art of the Sleeper Cutter. J. P.
Henderson. (MS of an ABC upe
recording)

20.1.69 74. and nings near the Old
Cmsi Road, lls 1907, Sophie Jeffery.
194.73 5. In Search of a Geave. (Charles Farmer's
Austin Expedition, 1854) AN Lawrence,
Esme Lawrence.
6. ’Ei]:d For;\;sgl G Sl.clchan(i__} Search
ition | pencer Camplon.
18.7.74 77, Profile and Incidents in the Life of I. S.
Little, Pioneer. Muricl Ward
78. The Gairdner River WSISS 1954-1963.
. Cameron.
19.11.70 9. %olchn‘ﬂlam Notes on a walk by Y. G.

20.5.71 80. The Chapel of S§ Mary and G
Gu:ldlordwﬁnmmr Srcyhool H%
Gladstones.
7.70 21. Heard Island, 1950. Don McKenzie.
.3.73 82, Tre Suiely Homes of and. Lord
g{;pta]uu: of Beaulieu. (ABC Radio
ipt
16.10.75 93. Floating Through Frencc. (Readers®
Digest) Rae Wilson.
14.11.74 84.  Australians’ Attivude 10 Their History. A.
Rodgers. {ABC Radic Script)
45. Australia’s Part in the War—World War
I. Catherine Coonty. {Prize-winning

)
1511.13 6. Farmly Tress and Family Histories. Rese
209.68 #7. Tnt Recods. MNotes on g lalk by
Ilie

88. lnlervwwms Peoplc . to chtain Porsonal
Reminiscences. L. A. Gil
8% Conductin gml’erwmt Interviews. {RAHS)
E. ). Lea
90. [mp:mtmn and Perspiration.
meanmuon ol‘ s tocal Historical
cty) K. J. Swa
206.74 91. Visit to Busselton, 2I 4.1974, Report. Rae

Wilson.

20.5.76 92. Visits 1£.4.1975: Darradup Homesiead;
Colonial House, Nannup: Wallcliffe
{Isaacs Commemeration). Reports: Ernest
Mann, Rae Wilson, Rose Waison.

16.9.76 93. The Story of Two Ships: S5 Shunse/ Maru
and SS Chofuke Maru. Maurice MacBolt,

14.10.76 94. Travellers' Tales from Central Asia. Rose
Walson,

20177 95. Exercise Dry Run. {Into Ausiin and
Farmer Territory} Major Peter Schurnan,

17.2.77 9. Owerlanding Stock (H. W. Hancock,
1867) Barbarn Cooley and Alfred

. Lawrence,
4.12.76 9. Gmrg'lte (C:nt:nary Commemoration,

).
2. Augusla Kdar rel Illvur Shlre. Painis of
Interests, 1970. T. W. Doyle.
17.477 99. A Short Hiswry of the Family of Sam
Isaacs. T. W. Doyle.
16.k1.76 100. Gulldfm—Swn {R
Encursions, storical Sol.‘lellﬁ
Conference, ID'.'G) Rosc Waison and Rae
Wilson.
21.5.77 10). Electioneering and Elections aver 100
ears in Vasse-Sussex  District.  Rae

ilson.
102. Bebind the Lighthouse (Moondyne
Joc)—Ealrcts. amn C. Carroll
Photpstat: OneooFy
13.3.71 103. The Extension of the Gotdficlds Water -
Supply. R. J. Milchell.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin—Minister for
Cultural Affairs) [5.31 p.m.]: The member for
Vasse hag drawn attention to some of the very
difficult questions which have to be faced, not
anly by the Government itself but also by the
various committees associated with the
distribution of public funds to assist community
projects, whether they be of an historical nature, a
recreational nature, the performing arts, or
whatever. 1 do not think any of us would not be
supportive of the self-help motive to which the
member has drawn altention, particularly in
a community such as Augusta.

The member has suggested that I would be
aware of the situation there. He is certainly not
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mistaking the facts in regard to the Augusta
Historical Society. The only aspect the member
for Vasse did not refer to is the participation of
people such as Mrs Rose Watson who have done
considerable work over many years so far as the
heritage of the State is conicerned.

I will deal with the comments by the member in
a moment. | would just like to make a few
comments in broad terms.

There is a considerable awakening of interest
within the community as far as historical and
cultural activities are concerned. The Government
is presently supporting far more of these projects
than it has ever done. It is right that that should
be so.

Mention has been made of this 150th
Anniversary year. One of the great benefits of this
year is that it has brought forth a tremendous
amount of community support and community
initiative in a whole array of projects—the
refurbishing of old buildings, and the activities of
various community groups. The Government has
been called upon, through its various commitiees,
to support directly with funding assistance, or
indirectly through advice, far more of such
projects than it has ever done before.

One matter about which the member for
Murray made representations was the purchase of
Edenvale at Pinjarra. The financial aspects were
such that there were negotiations over a
considerable time, until the Government could see
its way clear to providing the necessary funds to
assist with the purchase.

The particular committee to which I want to
refer is the heritage committee. That committee
assists with the provision of general information,
and it acts as an advisory committee for the
Government in this field. The heritage committee
consists of representatives of community groups
associated with historical and heritage matters, as
well as one or two Government officers. There is a
representative from the National Trust and there
is a representative of the historical society of this
Siate. The chairman is Dr Avril O’Brien, and
there are other people like Mr Bannister from the
W.A. Museum.

The committee deals with two types of funding.
Firstly, funds are made available to the State
through the heritage programme—the National
Estale Programme. There are also the funds
which this Parliament allocates and votes
annually for these purposes.

Relative to the specific project mentioned by
the member for Vasse, that project was
considered by the heritage committee and
evaluated. Applications were received from other
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community groups for other projects. This project
was considered to be one that could net receive
financial assistance in the year that has just
passed.

The member mentioned projects such as the
Russian Jack statue at Halls Creek—

Mr Blaikic: A commendable project, too.

Mr P. V. JONES: That is very true. The
Government was happy to assist an isolated
community in bringing that project to fruition.

Mr Blaikie: The comment [ wanted to make is
that | support that project, because 1 believe it is
a very important one. [ am not in any way taking
away from the Government's support for that.

Mr P. V. JONES: I will deal with the point at
which I started and- at which the member
concluded. In view of the story which the member
unveiled regarding what has been done at
Augusta, certainly that is worthy so far as the
community is concerned. I indicate to the member
that we are prepared to have another look at the
project. We will see what can be done to assist,
particularly having regard for the fact that we
have now entered a new financial year. There is a
possibility we might be able to assist in some way,
even in a small measure, with the praject the
people have carried out.

EDUCATION: SPECIFIC PURPOSE
CAPITAL PAYMENTS

Reduction: Grievance

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [5.36p.m.]: My
grievance is directed 1o the Minister for
Education. It is a fairly natural follow-on from
the question without notice [ asked a little earlier.
In answering that question, the Minister wilfully
distorted the section of the question to which he
directed his attention. Of course, he ignored the
crucial part of the question. 1 will come to that
later.

To begin with, I wiil outline to the Minister for
Education one of the figures I quoted in my
question without notice. The point 1 am making to
the House and to the people of Western Australia
is that a crisis is developing in the construction of
schodl buildings in this State and will continue to
develop in the next year or so because of the
reduction in expenditure by the Federal
Government in its recent Budget. There has been
inaction by the State Government in terms of its
inability to obtain a fair deal for Western
Australia from the Schools Commission and from
the Federal Government, despite the fact that it is
a Government of the same political colour as the
State Government. There has been the inability or
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unwillingness on the part of the Government to
meet the shortfall from its own funds, despite the
fact the Leader of the Opposition has
demonstrated that there is at least $44.6 million
up for grabs at the present time. The Government
has salted that money away in a suspense account,
doubtless for electoral purposes for the
forthcoming 1980 election.

[ want to discuss the situation with regard 10
capital allocations for schools—1 pause here to
say slowly and clearly to the Minister for
Education, “capital allocations”. That is what [
said in my question without notice; but the
Minister somehow, in hearing the question across
the floor, managed to hear it as “recurrent™. |
certainly said ‘“‘capital allocation™. I say that the
capital allocations were nowhere near the
amount—

Mr P. V. Jones: That is right—$11 million, or
something.

Mr PEARCE: | will explain what I am saying
by quoting table 116 indicating Western
Australia—Commonwealth Payments and Loan
Council Borrowings, 1975-76 to 1979-80 (§
thousands), under the heading “Specific Purpose
Payments—Capital Purpgses”. Under that we see
schools, 1978-79, a sum of $20 971 000; in 1979-
80 a sum of $11 977 000. That is the actual cash
payment, so the difference is in fact close enough
to $9 million. If that is regarded in real cost
terms, allowing an inflation component for
building expenses, which is a different inflation
rate from the normal one, the calculation of the
variation in real terms is $11.5 million. The
Minister might like to regard that as a variation
of $9 million in actual terms. I do not mind.
However, that variation in real terms represents a
net deficit to the State of 55 per cent. The figure
that the Minister has indicated shows that the
Commonwealth has made an average cut in this
area for the rest of Australia of 30 per cent. It is
not hard to work out that Western Australia, in
real terms, is receiving only half as much.
Western Australia is twice as badly off as the rest
of the States put together. That being the case,
criticism has to be directed towards the Minister
for Education, his department, and the
Government. They have made no effort to obtain
a better deal for Western Australia from the
Federal Government, which is a Government of
the same political colour.

Mr P. V. Jones: That makes no difference.

Mr PEARCE: The clear implication is that the
Labor Premiers in States like New South Wales

are receiving a far better deal from the Federal
Government with regard 10 schools funding. The
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South Australian Labor Government and the
Tasmanian Labor Government have been
successful in obtaining a better deal for their
schools from the Federal Liberal Government.
That is quite amazing.

The Minister for Education has said here and
in other places that there is a growth in the school
population in Western Australia, wheréas in some
of the Eastern States, particularly New South
Wales, a decline is being experienced. Despite the
fact that the school population in New South
Wales is sinking, the other Australian States are
receiving more money for new school building
programmes than Western Australia.

I cannot say whether the most blame should be
placed on Mr Fraser and his cohorts, or on the
Premier and his cohorts. No matter whether it is
the State or the Federal Government, somewhere
along the line the Liberals and their National
Country Party colleagues are betraying this State
in relation to education capital funding. One
possible reason for this is that the Woestern
Australian Gaovernment is nol covering its own
commitment to education, as the other States are.
This is one of the areas on which the Schools
Commission makes its judgment. One has to look
at the way the State Government has cut back its
own contribution to education 1o learn why in fact
we are not receiving a fair deal in Western
Australia.

[ have expressed my views twice in previous
Budget debates. 1 am sure I will be doing the
same next week. At a time of high levels of
teacher unemployment, the Government has $7
million unspent each year under the allocation for
teachers’ salaries. That is at a time when, as the
Leader of the Opposition so clearly demonstrated
in the Press today, $44.6 million of State money is
being salted away in a slush fund—a suspense
account for unknown and unpamed purposes.
That sum is about five times the amount in the
suspense account at the beginning of the year.

Members should ask what is in fact happening
to the tax dollar paid by Wesiern Australians
either directly or through the Commonwealth
Government. Why is not this $44.6 million being
used? Since my area of responsibility in this
House is education, I ask why is it not being used
in this area. | know there are needs in the area of
education which should be met.

1 have demonstrated that there is presently a
shortfall. This is brought about by the failure of
the Federal Government. The Minister has been
unsuccessful in  convincing the  Federal
Government that it should give him a fair deal.
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He therefore has a responsibility to meet the
shortfall from State Government funds.

1 will demonstrate from my own electorate that
there is a need. The Gosnells High School
confidently expected—probably mistakenly—that
the stage 4 construction work would commence
within the year. I asked a question in this House
two weeks ago, and | learned that that work
would not be done. The Lynwood High School, at
which | used to teach, confidently expected that
its stage 5 programme would be commenced. In
the South Suburban Supplement of The West
Australian this morning, we learn that the
Lynwood High School programme would not
continue.

1 should like to point out also that the new
West Armadale High School, which is in my
electorate, will be into stages | and 2 at the
beginning of next year. Its chances of obtaining
developmenta! funds in the years to come are
rather small. The net result there, of course, will
be that they will have to use transporiable
buildings; they will have overcrowded classrooms
and poor facilities.

It is clear that there is a need in my electorate

and T will bet there is a need in the electorate of
many other members in this House.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you belicve you should
build stage 4 at Lynwood regardless of the pupil
numbers?

Mr PEARCE: Stage 4 has becen built at
Lynwood. It is up 1o stage 5.

Mr P. V. Jones: Very well—slage 5 at
Lynwood.

Mr PEARCE: | would argue that at Gosnells
the pupil numbers are there.

Mr P. V. Jones: What about at Lynwood?

Mr PEARCE: That appears to be the case at
Lynwood also, but | am more familiar with
Gosnells. It is not just a case of adding on extra
classrooms; for example, going from 15 to 20.
Because of the way in which high school buildings
are staggered in their construction, ceriain
essential classrooms—in the case of stage 4, upper
school classes—are left out and a school which is
not provided with upper school classrooms has to
battle on with classrooms designed for lower
school activities.

This will be the case at Lynwood in relation to
stage 5. That school will miss out on much needed
science facitities for year 11 and 12 students.

There s a demonstrated need for these
classrooms and, in the normal course of events,
they would have been provided. However, the
normal coursc of events has been greatly

[ASSEMBLY)

dislocated, firstly by the activities of the Federal
Government chopping back 55 per cent in real
terms on capital education spending in this State.
Secondly, this has been compounded by the
failure of the Minister for Education and the
Premier of this State to use some of the $44.6
million which is available in the slush fund. If the
Minister can screw some more money out of Mr
Fraser, bully for him; but I would like to see some
of that slush fund being used for education.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin—Minister for
Education) [5.47 p.m.]: ] suppose we have to get
used Lo this every year; but I should like to point
out there has been no greater critic than I,
amongst all of the State Ministers for Education,
of the Commonwealth Government or of the
Schools Commission.

Mr H. D. Evans: Aren't you ashamed that you
belong to that party? )

Mr P. V. JONES: [ should like to ask the
member what that has to do with it.

Mr H. D. Evans: What a philosophy!

Mr P. V. JONES: The member for Gosnells
has quoted already from one of my Press releases
which was published last week. In fact, ke could
have quoted from three Press releases which 1
have made since the recommendations of the
Schools Commission were published. Each of
these Press releases has been critical of the
Schools Commission and of the Federal
Government.

For nearly three years the Schools Commission
has failed consistently Lo recognise several aspects
of funding where this State is concerned. Before
dealing with.capital spending, I should like to deal
with recurrent funding. If the member will cast
his mind back two years, he will recall that I
opposed vigorously some of the recommendations
of the Schools Commission, because they flailed to
recognise that in this State we have seven years of
primary schooling whereas in the Eastern States
they have six years. This was not recognised when
recommendations were made in relation to
recurrent funding.

The member will recall also that in the notices
I sent out last year 1 drew attention (o the fact
that this State received nearly $20 per head less
than New South Waies in the per caprita recurrent
grants.

1 do not believe any justifiable criticism can be
levelled at me or at the Government of this State
for being backward in criticising the Schools
Commission or the Commonwealth Government
for its allocation of funds between the States.
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The member is quite right when he says we
have been shart-changed consistently. The present
recommendations, however, contain some
recognition of the complaints which have been
made and agitation which has occurred over the
last two or three years. I should like to refer to
one programme only so that 1 do not delay the
House, and that is in relation to migrant
education. Recognising we are not talking about
the size of the cake—or | am not at the
moment—my criticism is of the way in which the
cake has been divided. Where migrant education
is concerned, for some years this State has been
denied consistently its entitlemient in this regard
simply because of a very shortsighted policy
adopted by the Schools Commission. We have not
been represented adequately on the commission
and this is recognised by it.

Last year the Schools Commission
acknowledged the fact that an error had been
made in the allocation of funding. It even went so
far last year as to acknowledge that a table
published in its recommendations was wrong. In
this table the commission tried to demonstrate
that the per capita funding in this State was at a
particular level. We complained about it and the
commission acknowledged it was misleading.

To some degree, the allocation of funding has
been rectified in relation to the migrant
programme; but this happened at a time when the
Commonwealth was cutting back on funding. It is
all very well to say, “Yes, we were wrong. We
have not given you enough. We will give you
more”, but the total amount of funds available is
less than it should have been and goes nowhere
near making up the shortfall.

I should like now to move on to the capital
situation. The member for Gosnells quoted some
figures. I am sure he is aware of this, but for the
sake of other members 1 should like to point out
that in the Commonwealth Budget papers the
capital allocation and recurrent funding referred
to is in fact on the basis of two half-years and not
one fiscal year.

The first figure quoted by the member of
approximately $20 million was for the latter half
of one year and the first half of the next fiscal
year. The member is aware—indeed he mentioned
this when he interjected earlier—that the fund is
based on a calendar year. The member quoted a
figure of approximately $11.9 million. This
represents the remaining half of the 1979 capitat
funding which was contained in the vote in the
last Budgel and was covered by legislation in the
State’s Appropriation Act in November of last
year.
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That is a known quantity and it could be $6
million, $7 million, ar $8 million. The remaining
sum which made up the figure of approximately
$11 million is a guess at the decision which will be
made by the Federal Government regarding 1930
and it represents the payment which will be made
in the first six months of that year.

The member’s figuring is quite wrong. There
was a total of approximately 320 million,
approximately $10 million of which was for one
half year and approximately $10 million for the
other.

The figure of $11.9 million quoted by the
honourable member is correct. The sum is likely
to be in that region; but we should bear in mind
that some of that money is committed already and
we are spending it now. The figure for the first
half of 1980 could very well be in the vicinity of
$4.5 million or $5 million.

1 agree with the honourable member that we
have been shortchanged and there has been a lack
of recognition of the fact—we are talking now
about capital funds—that our pupil numbers are
growing. As I said in answer to a question asked
by the member, we are at the present time
complaining very vigorously to the Federal
Government—to the Prime Minister, but more
particularly to the Minister for Education—ihat
he should not accept the recommendations of the
Schools Comumnission, because they do not
recognise the situation in this State.

It has been suggested that there has been a lack
of spending on salaries. I do not intend to waste
my time going into that matier. The member is
aware no sum of money voted directly for salaries
has remained unspent. The only sum of money not
used is the allocation set aside for salary and
wage indexation increases. The amount of money
voted for salaries has been used and in the Budget
papers next week we will find that situation
applies.

The member referred to the representations
made by the State in relation 1o the Schools
Commission. This commission was set up by the
Whitlam Government and it was opposed by the
Government of Western Australia. Unfortunately
the commission appears to have been embraced
with loving fervour by the present Federal
Government. The Government in Western
Australia has very little, if anything, for which to
thank the Schools Commission in the- way it
presently operates. Nevertheless, the guidelines
given to the Schools Commission by the Federal
Government and the manner in which that
Government has indicated it wants funds
administered is a matter of considerable criticism
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by my Government. At a time when the
Commonwealth Government is cutting back on
funding, it is still saying exactly where it would
like funds spent. It still wants to retain certain
programmes which are not necessarily in the best
interests of students in the schools. The member
would be aware of areas where duplication of
spending has occurred and where unnecessary
equipment has been provided. He would be aware
also of shortfalls in other areas.

We have very little for which to thank the
Schools Commission in the way it operates at the
present time and in that regard I endorse the
criticism made by the member for Gosnells.

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE
Co-operative Bulk Handling Lid. .
Grain Terminal: Grievance

MR CRANE (Moore) [5.57 p.m.]: I rise in this
grievance debate to speak on a matter which is
affecting the whole of Australia, particularly
Western Australia. It is affecting very gravely the
graingrowers in this State. 1 am referring to the
protracted dispute at the CBH Kwinana grain
terminal.

Members are probably aware that a very
important CBH shareholders’ meeting was held at
Kwinana today to discuss this dispute, to give the
graingrowers an opportunity to show their support
for the directors of CBH and give an indication of
the kind of action they feel should be taken.

In the first instance, 1 need not remind
members that the grain terminal at Kwinana,
which was opened only a couple of years ago, is
owned entirely by the grain producers of Western
Australia; that is, Co-operative Bulk Handling of
which ali grain producers who deliver grain to its
terminal are shareholders.

Originally the terminal was estimated to cost
$42 million, but, because of inflation and
increased prices, the final cost was over $70
million. This is the fastest grain handling terminal
in the world and yet since the 15th June this year
it has remained idle. A total of approximately $70
million-worth of equipment has remained idle for
that length of time.

1 should like to remind members that we built
the terminal ourselves. We own it and, therefore,
we believe we are entitled to employ people to
operate it for us. .

Unfortunately, earlier this year the Waterside
Workers' Federation of Australia felt that it
needed the opportunity to work more than the
four ship loading positions to which it was
entitled, as outlined in February, 1977, before the
complex was opened. The Waterside Workers’
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Federation of Australia operates four outlets
which are involved in the actual loading of the
vessel.

The rest of the work is carried out by members
of the AWU. However, through the actions of the
Waterside Workers’ Federation of Australia,
pirating of the positions held by the AWU has
occurred. This in itself is wrong and CBH quite
rightly stood strongly against such pirating. These
tactics cannot be tolerated in any unions and
anyone employing personnel cannot condone such
tactics.

The problems caused by this strike are quite
complex. Among the most important problem is
the possibility of weevil infestation of the grain,
because it is not being moved. This, of course, will
cost the graingrowers money.

Indirectly, this trouble will cost everybody
money. | know it is possible to keep weevil
infestation down to a minimum. In fact, it is
becoming quite evident that it is far easier to keep
the weevils out of the grain than it is to keep these
parasites out of the industry. That is the cause of
the trouble today; some unions are demanding far
more than is reasonable when they give very little
in return.

The AWU has provided us with a good service.
Its members have handled grain in Western
Australia since 1947 under an agreement called
the grain handling award of 1978. There is no
reason that they should not continue to handle the
grain as efficiently as they have done in the past.
If it were not for the intervention by the
Waterside Workers' Federation, all would have
been well.

We are suffering a loss not only as a result of
weevil infestation, but also owing to the fact that

" it will be necessary to build additional storage

facilities. With harvesting almost upon us, we will
be faced with the task of storing the additional
grain unless existing stocks are shipped out of
Western Australia. Additional storage will cost
the farmers many dollars a tonne. This additional
cost to the graingrowers will be money lost from
circulation.

A further problem we face is the fact that our
buyers throughout the world are becoming
increasingly concerned that we are not able to
deliver the goods. If this situation continues we
will find that the contracts which have been
entered into, and which we have been unable to
honour—through no fault of our own—will need
to be rewritten, The rewriting of the contracts wiil
cost the grain growers at least an additional $20 a
tonne. That is a tremendous additional expense
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which the wheatgrowing industry cannot afford at
this time.

Many grain producers are facing their fourth
year of drought, and whilst many of us are much
more fortunate even we cannot bear this
additional cost. Wheatgrowing is a heavy cost-
bearing industry -and the growers are feeling the
pinch well enough as it is without any additional
burden being placed upon them by the
irresponsible action of the Waterside Workers'
Federation.

At the extraordinary meeting of shareholders
today there was a fine example of responsible
contro). Over 1000 graingrowers attended the
meeting and they were very serious and
responsible in their attitude. They did not suggest
any untoward action which wounld cause
confrontation. However, they did show in no
uncertain manner that they stood firmly behind
the directors of CBH. They asked CBH to explore
the possibility of employing farmers to be trained
to handle the grain themselves so that, if
necessary, they would be able 10 load the grain.
We all know how effectively the farmers loaded
the live sheep last year in half the time normally
taken by union labour.

Another recommendation put to the directors
of CBH was that an approach be made to the
State Government to implement the Essential
Foodstuffs and Commodities Act, which we
passed through Pacliament earlier this year. We
are all aware of the trauma we went through
during that all-night sitting. However, those of us
who stood steadfastly behind the passing of that
legislation would gladly have sat for a week if it
had been necessary.

1 ask the Minister whether the Essential
Foodstuffs and Commoditics Act could help in
the present situation. 1 doubt, myself, that it could
help. 1 think it probably would be necessary for
some other form of legislation to be introduced. I
can assure the Minister that every fairminded
member of Parliament would stand steadfastly
behind the implementation of such legislation,
even if we had to sit through many nights.

1 hope that when the Minister responds he will
give me an assurance that the Government, if
called upon, will take whatever action is
necessary. Those of us who have been elecied to
this Parliament will show, in no uncertain terms,
where we stand when it comes to the free flow of
produce in and out of Australia.

In conclusion, I remind members of the
warning issued by Jack Marks which appeared in
today's paper. He warned that the unions will
“sew up WA". I think that is disgraceful, and I

2663

will do all in my power to see that the threat is
not carried out.

Several members interjected.

Mr CRANE: The article in the newspaper
stated that the threat was from Jack Marks; [
thought it might have been from Karl Marx!

MR O’CONNOR (Mt. Lawley—Minister for
Labour and Industry) [6.07 p.m.]: This State is
passing through a very sad pertod with many
problems involving various commodities which are
produced in our community, and the movement of
those commodities which mean so much to the
well-being of the farming community, and the
people generally, of this State.

1 was pleased to note that the Opposition did
not come out in support of what is happening. I
was concerned, also, at the warning by Mr Marks
which appeared in the paper that the unions
would “sew up” Western Australia. He was
saying he wanted to “‘stitch up” the State, and the
community generally. It is a great pity that these
threats should be made in Western Australia,
where we have a great future if pecople would only.
go about their business in the right manner.

Several members interjected.

Mr O'CONNOR: Members opposite can
support the views of Marks, if that is what they
want.

Several members interjected.

Mr O’CONNOR: It is the only point I
commented upon and obviously that is what the
Opposition is objecting to.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the House come
to order!

Mr O’'CONNOR: It is interesting to note the
lack of concern members opposite have for the
farming community in Western Australia.

Mr Bertram: That is not true.

Mr O’CONNOR: The member for Moore has
expressed his concern and I am merely expressing
mine.

Mr B. T. Burke: Would you agree that one of
the dangers is Government policy forcing union
forces into the hands of extremists?

Mr O'CONNOR: In many cases we do not
have 1o worry about that. It already applies.

Following a meeting today CBH requested me
10 meet with its representatives at 3.30 p.m. [ was
there until I came to the House. They expressed
their concern to me because they claimed that the
grain position is becoming critical. Unless
something is done quickly there could be
problems with next season’s grain. They have
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asked me, as the representative of the

Government, to assist them.

They have had pressure from people who wish
to load the ships and get the grain out so that the
farming community will receive its entitlement.
The Government will do all it can and of course it
would prefer an amicable arrangement for the
settlement of the issue. The position is critical.
CBH has requested that I confer with the
Government on certain aspects, and | will do this
within the next 24 hours. The representatives also
requested me to contact the Federal Government
and to confer with the union within the next 24
hours to try to promote some sanity within the
issue, and ship some grain out of the State.

While other States are shipping their grain 1
think everyone in this House should be concerned
with the situation of Western Australian farmers
who are considerably affected by this issue. .

The Government is concerned and will do
whatever it can to get the grain flowing. The
Government will try to arrange it by amicable
arrangement. It will do all it can to shift the

grain, | appreciate the comments of the member.

for Moore and assure him this Government will
do whatever it can 10 assist.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.
Sitting suspended from 6.10 to 7.30 p.m.

BILLS (4): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Appropriation Bill {Consolidated Revenue
Fund).
2. Appropriation Bill (General Loan Fund).

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr O’Neil
{Deputy Premier), and read a first time.

3. Agriculture and Related Resources
Protection Act Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old
{Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time,

4. Prisons Act Amendment Bili.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O’Neil
{Chief Secretary), and read a first time.

COUNTRY AREAS WATER SUPPLY
ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [7.36 p.m.]: I
move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill is before the House because of the
growing realisation of the salt problem and

[ASSEMBLY]

because of some action taken by the Government
to overcome that problem. 1 do not intend to
traverse the problem of salt encroachment; that
has been well covered already in the debates on
two mations currently before the House; ane
moved by the member for Mt. Marshall, and one
moved by the member for Warren,

On the 15th December, last year, the
amendments to the Country Arcas Water Supply
Act were proclaimed. It was not until almost
three weeks later that the implications of that
amending Act were revealed. As further
information of its contents became available, it
was obvious that this Government had fiouted
several basic principles of parliamentary
democracy—open government, discussion, and
consultation. Not only were the fell intentions of
the legislation hidden from interested bodies such
as the Farmers’ Union and local authorities, but
also, they were hidden from members of both
sides of this House. The fact that Government
members who represent affected areas did not
speak against the measure indicates either their
complicity in what amounts to a cover up, or their
ignorance of the intentions of the legislation. Both
of these situations reflect poorly on the
willingness and ability of the Government to
communicate with the public.

For the Government to assert that these
amendments were in the public -interest without
ever consulting interested bodies to ascertain what
the public interest was implies an omnipotence
the Government seems to claim. increasingly

without justification.

Although the Act was proclaimed on the 15th
December, it was not until early in the new year
that the guidelines under which clearing was to be
permitted became known. Until this time neither
thc rural Press nor any of the farmer
organisations involved were aware of the stringent
nature and rigidity of the guidelines. In fact, [ am
sure that many members would have viewed the
measure in a more critical light'had the guidelines
been made available.

No-one denies that the salt problem in Western
Australia is worrisome and most farmers are
aware of the effect of salt upon their land and
crops. No-one denies either the need to ensure
that adequate, good-quality water is available for
consumption, especially while the metropolitan
area continucs to grow at such a rapid rate.

For this reason the amendment to the Country
Areas Water Supply Act, which presented a case
for the control of the spread of salt in water
catchment areas, seemed reasonable, and it still
does. Many farmers agree it is necessary to have
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some control of clearing, but they do not agree
with the total ban.

Nowhere in the Bill that we debated last year
was there any reference to the rigidity with which
the proposed controls were to be implemented;
and yet in the originally published
guidelines—and 1 say “originally published”
because the Government had second thoughts and
amended them—it was obvious that controls on
clearing were to be so stringent that a blanket ban
on clearing exists for alt practical purposes.

Clearly the Government decided that the fewer
people who understood the intention of the Bill
the better. However, to refuse to consult the local
government authorities and farmer organisations
involved is deplorable. The Government could
only have benefited from seeking their views.

The area and number of people directly
affected is very large. In the Warren River water
reserve, parts of the Shires of Manjimup,
Bridgetown-Greenbushes, Boyup Brook,
Cranbrook and Kojonup are affected.

In the Kent River water reserve, parts of the
Skires of Degmark, Plantagenet, and Cranbrook,
are affected, and in the Denmark River
catchment area, the Shires of Denmark and
Plantagenet. The guidelines affect also parts of
the -Shires of Mundaring, York, Armadale-
Kelmscott, and Beverley in the Mundaring Weir
catchment area.

The effect on the lives and welfare of the people
living in the areas covered by the guidelines will
be devastating. The Farmers’ Union has
estimated that the clearing controls could result in
lost production of up to $75 million of
agricultural output. That estimate is based on
1977-78 prices. So it can be seen that the cost to
the economy of the State is considerable, quite
apart from the traumatic experiences of the
individuals directly concerned.

I mentioned earlier that the original guidelines
were amended. When the Bill was first debated in
Parliament, no reference was made to the
guidetines. Subsequently the guidelines used were
the same as those used in the Wellington
catchment area.

Some members who were critical at the time of
the manner in which the Government
administered that Act were told that they should
have known all about it because the guidelines
had been in existence for a considerable period of
time. Obviously they were in existence, but no-one
was made aware of them.

It is now also quite evident that the
Government was not particularly well informed of
the need for those guidelines. After a npumber of
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meetings and discussions took place subsequently,
and after considerable pressure was brought to
bear, the Government amended the guidelines for
the Warren River, the Kent water reserve, and
the Wellington catchment area. The area was
divided into four different zones—zone A, zaone B,
zone C, and zone D. The original concept was
more or less retained in relation to zone A and
there was some slight alleviation of the bans in
regard to zones B and C. In zone D there were
really no limitations on clearing except the
Statutory limitation that requires 10 per cent of
the whole area to remain uncleared.

The situation is now a little easier in some
areas, but the restrictions are still very severe in a
large area. Farmers in those areas who have large
uncleared tracts to develop will be restricted
severely, Many farmers, and particularly the
young ones who have recently purchased virgin
bush, have virtually lost all hope of developing
their land.

Perhaps the most alarming aspect of the
measure and its associated guidelines is the
assumption that rigid clearing controls will retard,
or even reverse, the spread of salinity. It is in this
respect that the Bill goes too far. Farmers are not
stupid; they are aware of the need to preserve
areas of bushland, and the Government would
have been better off by limiting clearing controls
in conjunction with other methods, Total bans
may be warranted if it is found subsequently that
that would be the only solution to the problem. At
this stage, however, it is far too early to come to
that conclusion.

One of the areas which should be further
rescarched and given a practical application is the
Whittington interceptor bank system, which is the
subject of a motion moved by the member for Mt.
Marshall.

There is a need for flexibility in our approach
to the salt question from farmers, public servants
and politicians. As we have already seen in some
areas of the wheatbelt, farmers have found
academic answers to the salt problem to be
unacceptable and a failure, and have been forced
to turn to alternatives.

In this, many have turned to the WISALTS
method. 1 have met some of the farmers who have
adopted this method of salt control. They told me
they tried the interceptor bank concept four or
five years ago and it has been so successful on
their farms that they have been extending the
area under control to the degree their finances
will permit,
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It is for this reason the National Party feels it is
high time there was a full-scale field trial of the
Whittington interceptor bank system.

The way the Government has gone about
administering the Act which came into being last
year has aroused the ire of the farming
community. [ hope they do not take the law into
their own hands. As a2 member of this Partiament
1 could not condone any action along those lines.

‘However, 1 also feel that we as members of
Parliament have a responsibility to ensure the
laws of the land are fair and reasonable; and do
not provoke our constituents into unlawful
actions.

Mr Sibson: You must admit there is a need for
clearing controls.

Mr STEPHENS: We have never denied there
is a need for regulation; the farmers accept that
point. However, it is the manner in which the
controls have been imposed which has aroused
resentment.

I turn now to the amendments contained in the
Bill. 1 do not claim they will be the complete
answer. However, if the Government is prepared
to accept this amending Bill, it will make the
situation more tolerable for the farming
community.

The Bill secks to repeal the provision which
allows the Government to proclaim new arcas by
notice in the Government Gazette. In the light of
the way the Government has gone about this
matter already, we [eel it would be far preferable
to discuss proposed new areas in Parliament,
rather than have the Government merely gazette
them and allowing a member to move for their
disallowance within six sitting days. We believe in
adoptirg the more positive approach of allowing
Parliament to discuss the matter in the first
instance.

The addition of a new paragraph to section 12C
of the principal Act will remove the necessity for
landowners to apply for a licence to clear areas in
respect of timber or windrows lying on the ground
or regrowth on previously cleared land. In other

‘words, it will enable the farmers to clean up any

land they have already started to develop, without
the necessity of applying for a licence. A licence
would be necessary only with regard to the
clearing of virgin bush.

In view of the manner in which the whole
problem has been handled and the justifiable
outcry from the farmers, 1 am particularly
pleased that one provision in the existing Act has
not been used. 1 refer to the provision which gives
to the under secretacy power 10 charge fees for
the issue of licences. That really would have been
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rubbing salt into the wound. To think we allowed
that clause to pass through Parliament! The Act
provides that farmers who are subject to a
clearing ban may apply for a licence o clean
certain areas but imposes the further indignity of
a licence fee. Fortunately the Government did not
proceed with that provision, and this Bill proposes
to delete it altogether.

The Act contains no provision requiring the
under secretary to state the reasons for his refusal
to grant an application for a licence. This Bill
seeks to include a provision that when a licence is
refused, the under secretary shall supply the
applicant with written reasons.

Perhaps one of the major amendments proposed
in this Bill is the provision of an appeals tribunal.
We know the Act contains a provision allowing an
aggrieved person who has been refused a licence
to appeal to the Minister. Subsequent to the
passage of the 1978 legislation, the Minister
established an advisory committee. However, it is
only an advisory committee, and the final decision
remains with the Minister.

This Bill seeks to establish a tribunal
comprising three members. One member shall be
nominated by the Minister and selected from
either the Department of Agriculture or the
Department of  Conservation and  the
Environment. The second member would be the
president of the shire in which the land the
subject of the appeal was situated. The third
member of the tribunal would be a farmer
farming in the catchment area or waler reserve in
which the land the subject of the appeal was
situated, this person being elected by farmers in
the catchment area or water reserve in a secret
ballot held under the supervision of the Chief
Electoral Officer,

A further provision in the Bill would allow for
compensation to be paid on the grounds of an
appeal to the compensation board constituted
under part [II of the Public Works Act, 1902. At
the moment, where a person is denied the right to
clear his property, he may apply for
compensation, but his application is subject to
arbitration. This additional clause will give the
apgrieved person the opportunity to have his
claim for compensation heard before the board.
The option would remain with the person who had
been denied a licence to clear.

1 do not suggest this Bill will solve all the
problems; however, it will considerably alleviate
farmers’ concern regarding the existing
guidelines. The salt problem needs to be closely
monitored; we need to keep an open mind to
suggestions and experiments. The amending Bill
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will permit farmers 1o continue in this vital
industry. The industry cannot sustain the sort of
knock a total clearing ban will bring.

if the salt problem is 10 be solved, it must be
through analysis, trial and discussion. It certainly
will not be solved by command.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr O'Connor
{Minister for Labour and Industry).

ROAD MAINTENANCE (CONTRIBUTION)
ACT REPEAL BILL

Order Discharged

MR COWAN (Merredin) [7.53 pm.): 1
move—

That order of the day No. 2 be discharged
from the notice paper.

Question put and passed.
Order discharged.

WATER SUPPLY CATCHMENT AREAS:
SALINITY AND LAND CLEARING

Appointment of Select Committee:
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 15th August, on the
following motion by Mr H. D. Evans—

" That a Sclect Committece be set up to
examine and report upon and make
recommendations regarding—

{1) The probable consequences and
problems to individual farmers,
Shire Councils and communities
arising from the Government’s
amendment to the Country Areas
Water  Supply Act  which
introduced controls on clearing
from 15th December, 1978 to the
following areas—

(i} the Mundaring
catchment area;
{(ii) the Denmark River catchment

Weir

area;
(iii) the Kent River water reserve;
{iv) the Warren River water
reserve;

(2) the various alternative methods of
controlling salt levels in Western
Australia’s rivers which may exist
in addition to the curtailment of
clearing;
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(3) the advisability of promoting an
international symposium to bring
together the most authoritative
information on overcoming
problems of salt encroachment and
restoration; and

(4) the provision of  adequate
compensation where resumptions
and banning 'of clearing have
affected viability of properties.

MR O'CONNOR {Mt. Lawley—Minister for
Labour and Industry} [7.54 p.m.]: 1 listened
intently to the remarks of the member for Warren
in support of his motion. I believe he presented a
very weak case in support of his proposal to
establish 2 Select Committee to examine this
issue. This was evident in the length of time he
took to stumble over its introduction.

He criticised the manner in which the Country
Areas Water Supply Act Amendment Bill went
through Parliament in 1978. That criticism is
scarcely credible; in fact, the proposals contained
in the amending Bill were very straightforward
and passed through this House with very little—if
any—objection from members.

The 1978 Bill virtually extended the conditions
applying to the Wellington catchment area to
encompass the four other catchment areas of
Mundaring, Warren, Kent, and Denmark. These
regulations bhad applied to the Wellington
caichment area since 1976, and were simply
extended to cover these other areas.

Mr H. D. Evans: They were not stated as
regulations; they were simply a departmental
document, and you know it.

Mr O'CONNOR: What
between the two?

Mr H. D. Evans: There is the world of
difference; for a start, on€ is tabled and the other
is not. .

Mr O’CONNOR: They are¢ cxactly the same.

Mr H. D. Evans: They are not; there is no
access in one case while in the other the matter is
tabled in Parliament.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Bill extended the
regulations applying to the Wellington catchment
area to include the four other catchment areas.

Mr H. D. Evans: Not by regulation.
Mr Stephens: You had better read it.
Mr O’CONNOR: I have read it.

Mr H. D. Evans: You obviously have not read
it; it is not done by regulation. You are stupid. Sit
down! ;

is the difference
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Mr O’'CONNOR: The issue was given great
publicity in 1976 and was well known to members
of this Chamber,

Mr H. D. Evans: How many members on your
side would have known about this? Do not be
silly!

Mr O’CONNOR: This is the normal way the
member for Warren carries on.

Mr Bryce: He is the gentleman of this House.

Mr O’'CONNOR: Then I wish he would act
like a gentleman and give us the courtesy we gave
him when he moved his motion. We are used to
members of the Opposition coming into this place
and trying to deny members on this side a fair go.

Mr H. D. Evans: Be honest and precise.

Mr O'CONNOR: The honourable member
talks about being honest; 1 do not know what he
would know about that!

1 remember the Leader of the Opposition
saying he would be responsible for a new phase of
conduct in this House, and that his side would be
better behaved in Parliament. He certainly has
‘not been able 1o control his members; we could
never describe their conduct in Parliament as
decent.

Mr Bryce: He does not treat his colleagues like
school boys. He does not seek to dominate them.

Mr O'CONNOR: 1 would hope members
opposite are as fair as we were when the member
for Warren moved his motion.

The 1978 amending legislation made no
alterations 1o the regulations or guidelines
applying to the Wellington Dam catchment area.
In fact, 180 farmers in the Wellington Dam
catchment area have been subjected to these
regulations for something in excess of two years.
Some of those farmers have applied for clearing
permits, and some of those applications have been
approved and others rejected. Some properties
have been purchased, and compensation has been
paid. The existing guidelines have not been
changed.

Members know what has occurred in this area
and what continues to occur today. Initially, there
was great concern on the part of farmers whose
properties were either entirely or partially
involved in the areas subjected to clearing bans. |
can understand their concern; they have their
livelihoods to protect. They were concerned for
the development of their farms and felt clearing
bans could affect the profitability of or return
from their properties.

The Government has considered
compassionately each case coming forward,
taking into account the issues involved and trying
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to assist as far as it could in each particular
instance.

When | was Minister for Water Supplies, |
visited the Wellington catchment area and
discussed these problems with a large number of
people at either the Harvey Hall or the Waroona
Hall. Some of those people were concerned that
replies. would be slow in coming back to them,
and I undertook to speed matters up. Some of
these farmers were seeking an unreasonable level
of compensation for their properties; indeed, one
or two even admitted this 10 me. Some had real
problems and it was up 1o us to do something. We
overcame the problems as best we could.

The Government has also indicated very clearly
that it is prepared to review the guidelines if
necessary. It is not adamant about this matter; it
is not saying what has been done is final. If there
are any problems we will treat each case
individually. We will try to assist people where
problems arise in order to overcome them as
quickly as possible. One must realise that in the
south-west water is vital and the quality of the
water certainly affects streams in the area. If we
do not move quickly—and 1 am pleased to say we
have moved quickly—the future of these areas as
far as first-class water is concerned will be very
bleak indeed. Such water could be gone forever or
at best it could take a long time 10 overcome the
problems involved.

The member for Warren referred to the Water
Resources Council and the five recommendations
made on the 26th May, 1978. He read only the
last recommendation, knowing full well it could
be taken out of context unless it was read in
conjunction. with the first four. The Government
acted in connection with all the recommendations
made by the council. I ought to know, because |
was the Minister for Water Supplies when the
Chairman of the Water Resources Council came
to me expressing grave concern for the water
resources in the south-west. He expressed the
need to move urgently to apply clearing bans in
the area. He discussed the matter fully with me.
In fact, the matter was discussed with other
departments and members of local authorities as
well. In the long-term interests of the country
centres involved, the council requested that we
take immediate action to ban clearing in the
areas.

The council pointed out the serious problem of
salinity'in the streams in the area and the need for
immediate Government action. It stressed the
need immediately to impose bans on clearing in
the long-term interests of the people in the area
and in an effort to prevent what had occurred in
the Wellington area. In that area it had been
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known that bans would be imposed and so a great
deal of clearing had proceeded beforehand.

The council drew attention to the priority of
needs and the necessity for studies to be made to
determine possible priorities. The council
expressed the need for secrecy in connection with
this issue 10 make sure some people did not go out
and start 1o rip the trees down and make the
position worse than it was as far as the salinity of
streams was concerned. The council wanted to
avoid 2 repetition of what had happened in the
Wellington area.

The member for Warren made the point that
there should be a 12 months moratorium before
legislation was enacted. This was mentioned by
the  Water Resources Council, but it also
mentioned the need to proceed with first things
first. The committee felt quite strongly that
immediate action should be taken if we were to
obtain reasonable water in the long term from
these particular rivers.

If the member for Warren is truly concerned
about this matter he should state whether he does
support the basic philosophy of what is being
done. He should state his thoughts on what is left
of our limited water supplies and whether he
believes action should be taken quickly to protect
them for the future.

Mr H. D. Evans: I explained this very clearly
during the course of my speech.

Mr O'CONNOR: [ thought the member left
his credibility in doubt. The resolution presented
by the Farmers’ Union was not in line with what
the member was asking the Government to do.

Mr H. D..Evans: I quoted the resolution and I
said that is what the Farmers’ Union wanted, but
1 did not say I was supporting it.

Mr O’'CONNOR: I am glad to see that the
member is not supporting the union’s resolution.

Mr H. D. Evans: 1 was pointing out options the
Government did not consider. '

Mr O’CONNOR: The Government considered
all the options available to it.

Everything the member for Warren asked for
in his motion has been or is being met; therefore,
his call for a Select Committee is frivolous. If the
member considers the Farmers’ Union resolution
to be a reasonable basis for negotiations—and 1
thought that is what he said—

Mr H. D. Evans: Your Minister said that at the
public meeting in Manjimup.

Mr @'CONNOR: At the time of that public
meeting in Manjimup the Minister, in fact, was
not presented with that 10 or 12 page document
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until he was actually sitting on the stage and the
meeting was in progress.

Mr H. D. Evans: He said it
reasonable basis. Can’t you hear me?

Mr O’'CONNOR: I can hear the member and [
will go on with my speech. | believe the Farmers’
Union resolution frustrates the issues involved.
The resolution, if adopted, would merely
accelerate a wave of clearing in the area, which is
totally undesirable. Such action could ruin the
valuable water resources we have in the area.

The Government has acted or is acting on all
the points brought forward by the member for
Warren. The honourable member suggested that
a Select Committee should be appointed. I do not
know why. The Government has sympathetically
considered and will continue to so consider any
issues brought forward by the farmers. Most
farmers realise the need for controls. I understand
their concern for their properties and their
futures; but we are prepared to discuss and
negotiate with them whenever we can.

Without doubt we must act in the long-ierm
interests of the areas and the communities
therein. The Government has tried to keep
inconveniences to a minimum. It has tried to see
that the long-term benefits to the community are
kept at the maximum possible.

The honourable member mentioned salinity in
the area. The Government was accused of not
doing sufficient in this regard, but we have six or
seven agencies researching this problem. It is a
very difficult one and one that worries not just
farmers but everyone in the south-west and people
throughout the State generally. The member
should realise that the problem of salinity is being
considered. Research is being done by the
university, by the Public Works Department, by
the CSIRO, by the Department of Agriculiure,
by the Environmental Protection Authority, and
by the Forests Department.

We have also provided funds to assist the
Whittington interceptor bank study to see how it
operates in the south-west. These banks have been
operating for something like 30 years, so there
should be ample opporiunity to decide whether or
not the scheme will be successful. However, when
we get to the problem of salinity in streams the
issue is very much different. In this regard, rain
falls onto the land and then soaks down into the
ground. Members might recall the rainwater
contains 80 parts per million of salt, Over a period
of 200 or 300 years there is a build-up beneath
the soil and as the land is cleared the water rises
bringing the salt with it. Therefore, it is important
and imperative that we restrict the clearing of

seemed a
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land in these areas until we can establish which
particular areas can handle clearing. At that time,
we can negotiate to purchase land or compensate
an individual who might be affected adversely.

The member for Warren tried to compare the
problem in our south-west with the praoblem in the
Murray Valley. He should know there are very
few grounds for comparison. In the Murray
Valley the salt is engendered by the irrigation
system—not the sort of problem we have in the
south-west. Our problem is entirely different.

To co-ordinate research the Government has set
up a committee of senior officers from the mining,
timber and agricultural fields. We have obtained
the services of an Eastern States professor
(Professor Holmes) who is endeavouring to
ascertain just what is occurring and to make
recommendations to overcome the problem,

The Government realises that money has to be
spent to overcome this problem. We are prepared
to spend money as long as it is not wasted.

The member for Warren suggested we should
arrange for an international symposium to study
this problem. I take this opportunity to inform the
member that the Government has already taken
this initiative. We have arranged to obtain the
services of -peaple from overseas, especially from
America. The symposium is expected to be held in
November of next year and it will include four
interstate and five local representatives.

The matter of compensation has always been a
worrying problem. We realise that not only should
people be compensated for their properties
affected by bans but also for any inconvenience
which occurs during this peried while bans are in
force. The Government is prepared to undertake
discussions with respect to compensation. The
values involved are based on established values,
and sympathetic consideration will be given to all
cases. This does not apply only to the areas
currently involved, but also 1o areas near the
Wellington Dam which have been covered by
such bans since 1976.

No good reason was presented for the
appointment of a Select Committee. It would be a
waste of time and money to retrace the steps
which have been or will be taken. It would
undermine initiatives which have already been
taken and would do nothing to relieve the salinity
problem. I sincerely believe it would be counter-
productive to appoint a Select Committee.

The member for Warren made four points in
his motion, the first being the consequences and
problems faced by farmers, shire councils, and
communitics in the area. This matter has been
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taken into account since 1976. 1t will continue to
be considered.

His second point related to the various
alternative methods of controlling salt levels in
Western Australia. 1 have already pointed out the
number of departments and agencies involved in
ongoing stidies. 1 mentioned the university, the
Department  of  Agriculture, the Forests
Department, the CSIRO, the EPA and others. |
do not know how many more studies we need in
this area.

The third point concerned the advisability of
promoting an international symposium. There is
no need for this because the Government has
already taken action in that regard. A symposium
will be held in Perth in November of 1980.

Mr Pearce: You pinched the idea from us.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Government had taken
steps in this regard long before this motion came
forward.

Mr Davies:
symposium?

Mr O’CONNOR: It will go into all aspects of
salinity. We will bring all these people together to
see what we can achieve.

Mr Davies: Where will it be held?
Mr O'CONNOR: At the university.

Mr Davies: Who is being invited? What about
some detail? :

Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the
Opposition could not expect me to have all the
finer details.

Mr Davies: 1 thought you might have been
given some notes.

Mr O’'CONNOR: The symposium is being
conducted by the Public Works Department in
conjunction with other departments. A number of
people have been invited from overseas,
particularly America. Some names have been
mentioned to me. | cannot recall the names at the
moment but 1 would be happy to obtain them for
the Leader of the Opposition.

The member for Warren's fourth point was the
provision of adequate compensation where
resumption of land and the banning of clearing
occurs. Compensation has been available since
1976. We have a committee which investigales
and arranges compensation. If a person is not
happy with thc compensation he receives he is
able to appeal. Therefore, as 1 said before, all the
points have been covered adequately by the
Government. 1 see no need for the motion and
therefore I oppose it.

What is the nature of the
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MR DAVIES (Victoria Park—Leader of the
Opposition) [8.15 p.m.]: The motion introduced
by the member for Warren deserved a more
considered reply than has been given by the
Minister. He referred to some notes which he may
have written himself; we accept of course he is not
the Minister responsible for the portfolio at the
present time—nevertheless, it is not many months
ago that he was the responsible Minister. I
thought he would have done much more
homework on the case prepared by the member
for Warren because it is a matter of considerable
concern throughout the farming community. It is
also of great concern to all of us because the
position in regard to water supplies is becoming
increasingly serious. 1 do not put the blame for
that entirely upon the Government because it is
unable to control the rainfall but it is able to
control many of the other features which affect
salinity.

The Minister began his speech with the usual
dialogue by saying it was a very weak case and it
was not very well presented. I can only suggest he
was not listening very closely to the member for
Warren, he did not read the speech or have
someone read it for him to note the various points
1o be answered in detail. I will not argue the facts
of the regulations and changes that were made
last year because I am not as familiar with them
as other members of this House. Certainly 1 am
not as familiar with them as the member for
Warren, the member for Stirling and some
others—including the Minister for Agriculture—
who have been actively concerned and attended
farmers’ meetings. They have been able to gauge
the feelings of the farmers but as yet there has
been no satisfactory answer to the complaints.

A Bill has been introduced into this House
tonight to provide an avenue of appeal. A
committee has been appointed to look at different
aspects of certain cases. | am not completely au
fait with all of this but the fact remains that there
is still a great deal of dissatisfaction regarding the
introduction and the application of these
regulations.

When the Bill was introduced last year, we
accepted at face value the statements the
Government made. We should know that with
this Government that should never be done,
because time and time again what it has
purported to be the case is not so. Everyone was
fooled by accepting the explanations of the
Government in good faith. There is still
dissatisfaction and the attempts 1o paper over the
dissatisfaction have been completely unsuccessful.
The Opposition is still receiving correspondence,
phone calls, and personal approaches about this
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matter. They are being received through my
office and through the offices of the members in
the affected country areas. So, | cannot accept
that all is well in regard to the regulations, The
Government should do something 1o try to
remedy the sitvation,

I am concerned, as I am sure other Western
Australians are when flying over this State, to
notice the vast areas of salt lakes. It is not until
one becomes conscious of the dangers of salt that
one can se¢ the damage that is being done. We
are then aware of how the salt is encroaching
upon our farm lands. Perhaps some of my
comments are not directly related to the first
phase of this motion. However, they are certainly
related to the second phase in which the member
for Warren requests a Select Commitiee to
investigate the various alternative methods of
controlling salt tevels which may exist in Western
Australia’s rivers in addition to the curtailment of
clearing.

This is not a new problem. I can remember
reading about this in, what was then The Western
Mail and which is now The Countryman, when |
was a lad in my pre-teens; and wondering how salt
could do all this damage. Yet, there has been no
sincere effort to overcome the problem. Now is
the time Lo call together all of the alleged experts
who have been watching the problem so
unsuccessfully. Those experts should be asked
how successful their monitoring has been of the
undesirable effect of this problem. It seems we
will be using our own experts who have been
allegedly watching the problem.

We should take up the suggestion contained in
paragraph (3) of the motion which suggests the
promotion of an international symposium. I look
askance at symposiums sometimes because [ know
they are sometimes attended by people as a
taxation dodge. Good luck to them, but some
good must come out of them particularly when
international experts are brought together to
discuss a particular problem. The Minister says
that the Government has pre-empted the
Opposition on this and that the matter is under
control. We congratulate him for that, but, when
I asked him the form of the symposium, when it
would take place, where, and the terms of
reference, he apologised and said as he is no
longer the Minister he could not answer the
question.

I would have thought if he wanted effectively to
answer the case which has been so cogently put
forward by the member for Warren he would
have those details so that he could hammer the
member for Warren into the ground and say,
“Look, you are wasting your time, we are going to
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do this and this.” That is not good enough. A
Select Committee should be looking at this
problem. Once again, we should be overviewing
the work of the people who are allegedly
arranging the symposium so that we can decide
whether or not the field ambit is sufficient and
whether or not there is a need for other people to
be invited. We should collate the best possible
information on this very serious problem. That is
a job for a Select Committee.

The Minister in his speech dealt very lightly
with the position of adequale compensation. He
said there were avenues of review and that these
should be sufficient. 1 have read where these
avenues of review are considered to be biased and
do not deal with the problem to the satisfaction of
the appellant. The Opposition is saying that a
committee of this House should get together and
with these four objectives of the motion, try 1o
produce a solution. It should do something
positive to overcome the problem which has been
with us since the first clearing of farming areas.
The situation will become wotse. We have offered
time and time again the services of members on
this side of the House to sit on Select Committees
so that people could be called to give evidence, to
answer questions.

The people themselves are not experts. They
want to be informed, and the duty of the
committee is to question and probe and come up
with findings. It is a matter for some regret that
the commitiees we have requested have not
materialised. It is a pity because the functions of
Parliament go beyond the matters of dogs,
footpaths, and the like. If we are to approach our
duties seriously then this is the type of work that
we should be doing. We should be using a
committee system morc and more. These are the
grounds for the motion to be carried.

1 believe the Minister did not deal with the
motion inexpertly. He might have had some good
answers but he did not convey them to us. It is a
matter for regret to note that the Government
believes because it has the numbers it does not
have to answer the arguments put forward and
does not have to agree with the motion.

The four requests outlined in the motion are
simple but substantial. They can be dealt with
very casily, but 1 do not propose for a moment
that the answers will be easy. The Government
should properly statc its case so that we can
ascertain whether or not it has hoodwinked the
public. The Select Committee would allow us to
overview the arrangements which are being made
for the symposium and ascertain whether the
arrangements are adequate. We could also
consider the question of compensation. They are
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reasonable requests; ones that are simply sct out
and show that this side of the House is prepared
to help deal with these matters in a committee
system. In this way we will be able to play our
parts as members of Parliament. 1 support the
motion

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [8.28 p.m.]: With
the National Party’s approach in trying to raise
the status and dignity of this House, it is no
surprise that we support this move because it
involves the members in a detailed examination of
the problems. There are some problems with the
changes to the legislation passed last year and we
should try to get to the bottom of it and not adopt
the attitude that nothing is necessary because the
Government is taking care of it. The Government
may be, but it does not have a Select Committee
to report on the situation. If a committee were set
up we could compliment the Government on its
cfficiency for leaving no stone unturned. That
would be a feather in the cap of the Government.
What has it to worry about? If it was found that
some factors had been overlocked or not
developed fully then the Government would
perhaps be big enough to take notice along those
lines. Of course the beneficiaries would be the
people in the affected areas.

So I can sce only good can come out of a Select
Committee. It is quite obvious to those who
represent people from the affected areas that they
have been mislead by the way the Government
went about the administration of the legislation. I
repeat, all members of Parliament, and certainly
the farming people 1 represent, acknowledge and
recognise the salt problem and realise something
must be done in order to alleviate that problem. It
is not good for the Government by default or by
stlence to mislead this House.

The legislation was put through and there was
no suggestion whatsoever of the way in which the
licences would be granted. In fact, there is a
clause in the legislation which. was passed which
creates the impression that in most circumstances
up to 90 per cent of the farm would be allowed to
be cleared. That particular provision is on page 5
of Act No. 81 of 1976, where subsection (3)
says—

(3) The Under Secretary may refuse any
application for the grant, renewal or transfer
of a clearing licence and shall do so where
the clearing that would otherwise be
authorized would result in less than one-tenth
part of the land in question being left under
indigenaous trees.

That must surely create in the minds of most
people the impression that in most circumstances
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up to 90 per cent of a farm can be cleared; but of
course, that was far from the fact.

When this legislation was proclaimed and the
farmers were made aware that there was a
prohibition on clearing, | tried to find out from
the department just what was going on. It took
some days for me to be informed as o the
guidelines on which the licences would be
granted. In effect, it was not a regulation of
clearing but a ban on clearing by the non-issuing
of licences. For their own protection, 1 will not
name them, but within the space of two days two
different departmenial officers indicated 10 me
that the farmers could apply for their licences and
they would be refused; they could then appeal to
the Minister if they so desired and the Minister
would refuse the appeal; and then they could get
their compensation. Two officers of the
department could give a member of Parliament
that information. Why was Parliament not told
that was to be the approach of the Government?
That is why 1 believe by its silence the
Government deliberately misled this House.

When speaking ecarlier the Minister made
reference to the submission of the Farmers'
Union. [ was at the Manjimup meeting at which
the submission was put to the Minister and he
publicly stated that he could not give a reply to
the submission right then but he felt it was a
reasonable basis for discussion. That is what he
stated in front of 500-odd people. But what
happened? The Farmers’ Union was subsequently
advised that the proposition had been rejected. It
was not even given the courtesy of a discussion
with the Minister, notwithstanding his public
announcement that the document presented at the
Manjimup mecting by the Farmers’ Union was a
reasonable basis for discussion.

The compensation is also a matter of great
concern. To be quite honest. most of the farmers
are not interested in compensation. They have
taken up the land and they are interested in
developing and farming their land. I think it is
recognised that in extreme cases compensation
may be the last resort, and [ think it should be
ample and generous because we are in effect
penalising one section of the community for the
benefit of the whole State; therefore the whole
State should be prepared to make adequate
compensation to those who are suifering or are
likely to suffer because of the application of the
legislation.

1 also feel it is necessary for the Government o
declare its hand with regard to its future
intentions. Right throughout the south-west of the
State, farmers living in the catchment arcas of
any of the streams are sertously concerned, and
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there has been a tremendous increase in the rate
of clearing in these areas on the basis that they
will clear the land before any further arcas are
proclaimed.

Mr Harman: What is the future for the farmers
you are talking about?

Mr STEPHENS: Those in areas which have
not yet been declared are hoping to be able to get
adequate funds to make their farms viable
propositions before any further restrictions are
imposed upon them.

Mr H. D. Evans: They are in there with
bulldozers and everything.

Mr STEPHENS: That is right, and I think the
Government should declare its hand and not leave
the farmers in the State up in the air.

Mr Harman: What will happen to the farmers?

Mr STEPHENS: The debate is more along the
lines of the farmers in the present declared areas,
but I think the farmers in thé other areas should
be considered.

I mentioned earlier that the Government had
mishandled its administration and application of
the legislation. That view is held by others and we
organised a meeting in the Perillup area which
was very well attended. At my request the
Minister was good enough to attend the meeting
and he certainly found it very torrid.

Mr Harman: Which Minister?

Mr STEPHENS: The Minister for Works in
another place. At the commencement of the
meeting the presidents of various shires in the
declared areas put the respective shires’ points of
view. The President of the Shire of Cranbrook in
his submission, which supports the contention of
some of us that the legislation was mishandled,
said— .

The Government has handled this matter
badly. The deceitful manner used to
introduce these regulations would seem to
indicate they regard farmers to be corrupt
and dishonest. What appears o be a
straightforward innocuous piece of legislation
is in reality the most obnoxious set of Laws
introduced by the Government. during its
present term of office.

That is the view of someone outside of this
Chamber but it supports the views of some of us
who were involved in the legislation.

Coming back to the motion moved by the
member for Warren, the Minister in effect
rejected it on the ground that cverything possible
is currently being done. I do not think that is any
reason to reject the motion. In fact, | think a
Select Committee coutd be complementary to and
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assist the Government in what it is trying to
achieve.

With regard to paragraph (1) of the motion, 1
know that officers of the Department of
Agriculture currently have the task of
interviewing all farmers in the catchment area.
That is great; we go along with that.

Mr H. D. Evans: They have found out who is in
the area?

Mr STEPHENS: Yes, at last. We go along
with that, but once that survey is completed, what
is wrong with making that information available
to a Select Committee and getting the views of
that Select Committee so that it will be
complementary?

Mr Harman: How many farmers are in the
area?

Mr STEPHENS: | could not say offhand.
Mr Harman: Are you talking about 50?
Mr STEPHENS: No; in the order of 500.

With regard to the alternative methods of
controlling salt levels, a tremendous arnount of
work could be done, and that is the subject of
another motion before the House. The opinions
and points of view which could be gathered could
only be of benefil in arriving at a decision.

With regard to the advisability of promoting an
international symposium, once again 1 think a
committee investigating this matter could add to
and improve any symposium which is finally
decided upon.

With regard to the provision of adequate
compensation, this is a very difficult area because
we cannot compensate a person who does not
want (0 leave his farm. There is also at the
moment a degree of new land being thrown open,
and perhaps consideration could be given to
allowing the farmers in the affected arcas to have
first access o that land. There is plenty of work a
Select Committee could perform, and even if the
Government is working along the lines suggested
here | believe the work of a Select Committee
could be complementary to that which the
Government is doing.

We therefore support the appointment of a
Select Comunittee.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [8.40 p.m.]: Like my
colleague, 1 support the motion for the
appointment of a Select Committee. | certainly do
not want to go into all the specific reasons
contained in the motion. They have been very
adequately covered by the member for Warren
and the member for Stirling.
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I would have thought this House would support
the mation for the appointment of a Select
Committee such as this for at least two reasons.
Firstly, I do not think anybody can deny there has
been some misleading of the House in the
introduction ‘of the Bill, and it has not been
confined to members of the Opposition or
members of the National Party. It has been stated
on record or at least in the Press by a member of
the Government parties in another place that he
was so misled by the legislation that he was
prepared to move the disallowance of some
regulations, and he had never once been told he
could not do so. ‘

However, 1 would have thought this House,
having felt it had not been given as much
information as it should have been given, would
leap at the chance to appoint a Select Committee
to obtain for itself the information which [ think
is necessary in order to make a decision as
important as ihe decision to deprive someone of
his livelihood. That is what the decision of the
Government did.

I believe, too, there is sufficient evidence of the
cffectiveness of the committee system in this
House to justify the appointment of a Select
Committee in this matter. [ remind members of
the success of the South Coast Fisheries Study,
which was an all-party committee of the
Parliament. It did some very good work and the
Government paid heed to the committee’s report
and recommendations.

There is also the now defunct or semi-defunct
Public Accounts Committee. 1 had the privilege of
serving on that committee and I can state from
personal experience that it was a very effective
commiltee until, for political reasons, changes
were made in the membership of it—

Mr Young: Why do you think that happened?

Mr COWAN: —and the Opposition saw
fit—and I could do nothing but agree with it—out
of protest, because of political manipulation, to
withdraw from that committee. I certainly hope
at sorne time in the future the Qpposition will go
back to that Public Accounts Committee and see
to it that once again it functions well.

I would say to the Minister for Health that if
he was frightened of the Public Accounts
Committee making reports which would
embarrass the Government, because the
Government may not have had a majority of
members on the committee, that speaks very
poorly for the administrative powers of the
Government of the day.

Mr Young: 1 have something more | could say
about it.
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Mr COWAN: Why does the Minister not say
it? The Public Accounts Commitiee functioned
particularly well.

Mr Young: | would be happy to say you and
the Opposition got together to try to do a deal
with one another. You asked me to say it and I
have said it.

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: | really do not see anything
grand about being on the Public Accounts
Committee. 1 saw it as being a committee which
functioned particularly well, but 1 did not sec any
power struggle there. If it satisfied the Minister’s
ego—

Mr Young: We had to shuffle our meetings
around your squash games.

Mr COWAN: That is not true.

Mr Young: It is true. It is about time the truth
was told.

Mr COWAN: 1 am quite certain the Minister
knows he is not speaking the truth when he says
that.

Mr Pearce: Are you responsible for the “Life:
Be in it” campaign?

Mr Bryce: Only vital people play squash!

Mr COWAN: I think members of this House
should consider one more factor in rciation 1o this
motion. A decision has been made to control
further clearing of land in caichment areas. The
Government has made no commitment to
endeavour to control salinity in the areas that
have been cleared already. 1 would have thought
the Government would make some commitment
to do that, because the cleared areas are the ones
which are creating the salinity problem. The
Government was prepared to leap in and ban
clearing of land, but it has made no effort at all to
promote a system to contral stream salinity in
cleared areas. :

If this motion were carried and a Select
Committee appointed, no doubt recommendations
would be made. [ suggest onc of the first
recommendations would be that the Government
should make some commitment in respect of
controlling stream salinity at its source; that is, on
land already cleared. If that were controlled we
would then have the opportunity to say, “We have
that under control; salinity is falling away. Now
let us go ahead and clear a little more land with a
bit of common sense.” That has not been done,
and for that reason 1 suggest the Government
should support the motion.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) [8.47 p.m.]: In all
my years | have never seen a Minister Aounder so
helplessly as the Minister for Labour and
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Industry did when he replied (o the motion. 1 felt
almost sorry for him because this matter does not
concern his portfolios; but that is a deficiency he
could have remedied had he set his mind to do so.
Again, the Minister was carrying the brunt of a
hasty and ill-considered action by the
Government and the consequences which arose
from it. The Government canpot stem those
consequences, as was predicted when the
amending Bill was introduced in October, 1978.

Mr B. T. Burke: The Minister has 73 portfolios.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The effrontery of the
Minister is nothing short of staggering. He did
not stick to the facts or to what I actually said;
rather he attempted to twist my remarks to suit
his argument. For example, he said that 1 support
the submission of the Farmers’ Union. That is
not so. I cited the Farmers’ Union submission as
being the point from whence discussion could
start. Those are the words of the Minister in
another place; and a check of Hansard will show
that. Such was the level of debate to which the
Minister was reduced. Of course, it was purely a
defence.

The Minister suggested also that the Farmers’
Union submission was to my liking. That is just
not so.

I turn now to reply ta a few of the points raised
by the Minister. In criticism of my motion he said
he scarcely had a case to answer, and that
members on this side of the House had little
objection to the Bill. As a matter of fact, no
member of this House objected when the
amendment was passed because it was pointed out
that no discussions had taken place. We told the
Government that the ramifications of that would
be something it would not forget. That was
strangely prophetic, because it has come 1o pass;
and this will not be the last time the issue is
before the Chamber.

A serics of hostile meetings were held last year,
as the Government well knows. It will continue to
pay electorally and in other ways for its action.
There is no doubt of that.

1 remind members of what transpired and the
way in which the amendment was handled. |
pointed out that on two occasions last year—ihe
first time in August—1 inquired at the Minister’s
office whether clearing controls were to be
implemented in catchment areas. On (wo separate
occasions 1 was answered, “No”. Therefore, my
surprise was not small when the amending
legistation was intraduced in this place with only
six lines of explanation, which barely covered the
situation. Indeed, the explanation merely said the
Government was aware of the need for salinity
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control, and clearing regulations would be
extended to cover the four areas cited in the Bill.

That is how the Bill was introduced, and the
debate on it was timed in such a way that I had
the opportunity to ask only one question. I
received a negative reply to my question. By the
time 1 notified the Farmers’ Union and shire
councils of the position, the debate was before the
Chamber and in no way could a full
understanding of the implications be made
available to members.

It was not until after the Bill was proclaimed
and regulations were drawn up that the guidelines
pertaining 10 the Wellington catchment area
suddenly were applied to the other catchment
areas. This was done in such a hasty manner that
the changes being made have not yet finished but
will continve. [ point out that the people
concerned ‘had no access to the legislation. No
member of the House could be expected to know
the contents of every departmental document. We
could scarcely expect the Minister for Health to
be able to cite the most recent dictum of the
Dairy Industry Authority. However, here we had
a Minister saying that every member of the
House should have known about the regulations
applied to the Wellington catchment area. That is
the sort of logic produced by the Minister for
Labour and Industry.

The regulations themselves contained only
procedural matters regarding the application of
restrictions—how to apply for a licence, and other
machinery matters. When guidelines were issued
to farmers, the regulations were referred 10. Of
course, nobody knew about the regulations, and a
member in another place was reported in large
print in The Albany Advertiser as saying that
members of Parliament were misled. He said he
would challenge the regulations; that is how much
he knew about the matter. We now know the
restrictions were not contained in the regulations
but in a document that never found its way into
this Parliament.

That is the argument put up by the Minister
when trying to belittle the case of the Oppasition
and hopefully endeavouring to defend the
Government's position. He said he could
understand the concern of farmers; but he could
not understand it. This afternoon 1 asked a
further question about properties to be excluded
from the Warren catchment reserve. 1 was told
that parts of 35 properties are now excluded from
the reserve. The Government did not even know
where the reserve is. Now we have a total of 40
farmers who are outside the reserve, although at
first they were considered to fall within the ambit
of the legislation. It is too much to expect that the
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Government would know the names of the
farmers involved, because it did not even know
where the properties are or what is the extent of
the catchment boundaries. That was clearly
demonstrated by the Minister's answer 1o my
question this afternoon.

Quite apart from the problems which would
confront the farmers, the Government did not
even know of the problems that confronted the
districts, collectively. It certainly did not know
how individual farmers would be affected. Yet the
Government has the temerity to say all members
should have known what was implied in the
legislation. The Government did not even know
the area to which it would be applied.

Mr O’Connor: We knew the area involved, and
we were taking cognisance of the advisory council.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The guidelines were
introduced and applied, and then they were
changed. They will be changed further. The
Minister says that everyone should have known
the situation because it applied 1o the Wellingion
catchment area and, ipso facto according to the
Minister, the situation should have been identical
in each of the other catchment areas. What utter
tripe and nonsense. Already the guidelines have
been changed in four or five separate and distinct
matters. Now, instead of a blanket being thrown
over the whole of the land—and bear in mind the
Government did not know where the area was in
the first place—zoning has been introduced 1o
which guidelines apply.

In the second place, the Minister in another
place, after attending several stormy meetings in
the areas most affected, made it known in the
rarified atmosphere of the other Chamber that an
advisory committee would be set up so that
farmers who were disadvantaged would have the
right of appeal. The committee was not to have
statutory powers, but was to be able only to make
recommendations to the Minister where it felt an
injustice had occurred. So much for that.

As a result, several further matters arose which
have produced changes in the thinking of those
who initiated the legislation. The gquestion of
secrecy arose, with this legislation being rushed
through without even a decent explanation. It was
claimed that the Water Resources Advisory
Council had advised that course. It suited the
Government to adopt that recommendation
because it offered the cheapest manner of doing
it. If ever a cheap Government performed a cheap
action, that was it. It admitted that it followed
this course because of its cheapness in comparison
with other options which may have been open to
it, not that it had gone to any length to ascertain
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what were those options. It did not even know
what would be the effect of the option adopted.

Let it be clearly known that the reason for
secrecy was self-defeating. The  Minister
reiterated that it was Cabinet’s idea; it certainly
was not the idea of the Government because
nobody in the Government knew about it. How
could such a course have been adopted in a joint
party meeting?

The Government has again had the temerity to
deny that secrecy was involved. The Minister said
every member of the House should have known
what was going on. Clairvoyance would be a
useful quatity for a politician in a place such as
this. The secrecy was its own undoing. Headlines
in country papers stated, “Boom in clearing”; and
bulldozer operators have never been so busy in the
catchment areas where they are able to operate
unfettered and, according to information given to
me, even in areas where restrictions applied. By
the Government’s secretive attitude, any
prevention of clearing has been lost.

Mr O'Connor: At the request of the council.
You know that.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Government demurred
on four out of five of its recommendations. Let us
look at those five. The Water Resources Advisory
Council drew attention to the fact there had been
a spate of clearing in the Wellington catchment.
Blind Neddie could see what was going to happen
if four catchments were suddenly included. That
did happen. 1 know that in the catchments of the
Donnelly, the Blackwood, and the Deep Rivers
there is a great deal of clearing proceeding. The
farmers there will not be caught. That is the
natural human reaction. Farmers know that they
may by faced with bans. They know that the
Government could slam down with the jackboot,
and they will be caught. That is exactly what the
Government did in October last.

Mr O’Connor: At the
community.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Against the interests of the
community. The Water
Council pointed out several things. There were
five recommendations, and these came to light
only when the Minister in another place was
stung into replying 10 the Farmers' Union in the
weekly Press of the Farmer’s Union. The Minister
pointed out the five recommendations included
the one to which the Minister has referred, that
water salinity is a danger and that there was a
need for secrecy. There was a need 1o obviate the
probability of a sudden spate of clearing, as
occurred in the Wellington catchment.

request of the

Resources Advisory
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The Minister here did not point out also that
that same council had advised a moratorium for
one year, during which time there could be an
examination of the problem, to give a breathing
space so that the Government could bring down
the legislation which would have been acceptable
to and compatible with the situation.

Mr O’Connor: Out of context again.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Government had the
option. That is one of the recommendations
quoted by the Minister in another place. The
Minister here should argue it out with him,

Mr O'Connor: | was the Minister when the
Water Resources Council came and expressed—

Mr H. D. EVANS: Well, more shame the
Minister.

Mr O'Connor: —the urgency of proceeding
immediately with clearing bans. That was the
most important aspect they brought forward. You
know that very well. You are trying to distort it.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That was onc of the
recommendations brought forward by the Water
Resources Advisory Council. The other was the
one for the moratorium. The Government opted
for the cheapest course. It serves it right for what
occurs now.

1 contrast what has happened in the past in the
pastoral areas of this State with the manner in
which the Tonkin Labor Government operated
when it was confronted with an analagous
problem. It set up a committee to examine cach of
the properties in question. Now this Government
is saying that there is a work force going into each
of the properties in the affected area, and finding
out what the problems are. That should have been
done a year ago, when the damage was being
created.

In the pastoral areas, the Tonkin Government
established a committee of four, including each
pastoralist in relation to his own claim. The
pastoralist had the opportunity to advance his
case and to try to convince the other three
members of the committee that his claim was
valid.

The same method was adopted by this
Government subsequently in the Kimberley. Now
the Government is coming round to the same
solution again. However, it is a little late. 1 do not
know what it hoped to achieve through the
secrecy. What it did surreptitiously was an action
apainst the interests of this State. It was done
through sheer stupidity and pigheadedness.

The Minister went on to consider the separate
components of the motion moved by me. He
treated those components in a rather cavalier and
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derogatory fashion. That is not surprising. When
one is short of logic, one makes a personal attack,
or one walks out of the Chamber.

In relation to the first aspect—the probable
consequences and problems to ipdividual farmers,
shire councils, and communities—the Department
of Agriculture js now going into each of the
affected properties. That did not occur after
discussions with the shire councils and the various
groups within the communities who would be
disadvantaged il there was a sudden decrease in
available land. [t is not honest for the Minister to
make that claim. There is some inquiry going on.

In relation to the second point—-the various
alternative methods of controlling salt levels in
Western Australia’s rivers which may exist in
addition to the curtailment of clearing—the
Minister is saying now that that is being done. He
pointed out that there are, 1 think, eight separate
bodies involved in salinity research, including the
CSIRO, the university, the Forests Department,
the Department of Agriculture, the Department
of Conservation and the Environment, and two
others. That may be so; but that does not mean
that this belated, rather stunted and stinted
approach to the situation is the manner in which
it will be achieved. The Minister has given no
indication of how the overall salinity problem
from the source of the rivér to the mouth can be
dealt with.

When we come to the motion in relation to Mr
Harry Whittington, the Minister may give his
opinion on that gentleman’s methods. His
methods are only a part of the methods available.
His methods, in conjunction with others, may
achieve a solution.

The Minister has made no reference in any
detail to the practicability of river piracy—of
taking the upper reaches of the Tone River and
diverting them into either the Frankland River or
Lake Muir. The Minister has totally disregarded
that aspect. It is most important that the river
system as a whole should be examined, not just
the part from which the water supply will be
taken. The problem is caused in the 100 miles
further up from where the water is taken. The
cleared areas are in the upper reaches.

This is the problem. This is the area which the
Government is trying (o short-circuit. The reason
is that the Government 100k the cheapest way out.
The Minister admitted that. The Government
said, “This is the cheapest of the alternatives. Let
us do it this way.” There was no consideration of
the problems which would eventuate and which
would have to be faced up to. There was no
thought for the people.
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The Minister endeavoured to reply on behall of
a Government that acted in that manner. No
wonder he has left the Chamber.

We come to the third point contained in the
motion | moved—the advisability of promoting an
international symposium 1o bring together the
most authoritative information on overcoming
problems of salt encroachment and restoration.
The Minister says that is now being done. How
opportune! How fortuitous! There has been no
mention of this until the last week or so. Now
there is mention of a committee that has been set
up lo monitor the effects. That is rather a sudden
innovation. It took four hostile public meetings to
move the Government in any way. The
Government did not do the proper thing after it
researched thoroughly. That should have been
done a year ago, when the dislocation of the
people involved could have been minimised. We
had to light a lamp or light a fire under the
Government. This is what was done at the public
meetings in the water catchment areas of the
south-west.

I hope that the symposium goes ahead with
despatch, I hope we will find solutions to this
problem.

The final aspect of the motion dealt with the
provision of adquate compensation where
resumptions and banning of clearing have
affected the viability of properties. My office has
received a number of complaints from farmers
who have been put into the position of arguing for
the right to compensation for a start, whether or
not the rate of compensation has been
determined. That depends upon the injurious
consequences as well as the effects upon the
clearing, varying with the size of the farm. The
consequences will be the whole crux of the
problem for the farmers, and they will indicate
whether they survive,

That was one of the most interesting aspects of
the Bill that was introduced by the member for
Stirling tonight. One of the things he seeks to do
is to give farmers who are disadvantaged the
option of going to the compensation court. They
do not have the right at the moment. Arbitration
is never satisfactory. The manner in which it
works is that the injured person puts forward a
sum; the Government representative puts forward
another; and any arbitrator will say, “Let us take
it down the middle.” That is the way arbitration
works, depending on who the arbitrator is.

The right of access to a compensation court is
fair and reasonable. This is what the Government
should be considering.
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1 would point out that Professor Holmes has
been visiting this State, and he has commenced
his researches into salinity in Western Australian
rivers. He indicates clearly in his preliminary
report—and I did not have a good opportunity to
divine it to its full extent—that drainage and
other mechanical matters are most important in
controlling salinity. The Whittington interceptor
bank is based on that. It is possible that, in
conjunction with other methods, the banks could
go a long way towards relieving the problems in
these areas.

The trial at Batalling Creck will be examined in
closer detail. There will be discussion on that later
this evening. I know members would not want me
to speak at length on that at this stage. There is
no fear of my transgressing in that regard.

I would like to point out this is not the only
mechanical method to be considered. There is a
straightoul drainage proposition. There is also the
“Bentall Bullet” which this Government has
supported for further research. In effect, it is a
mechanical means 6f digging drains alongside salt
encroached land. It could result in doing the same
work as  agricultural pipes. It could result in
moving water away quickly, avoiding flooding and
the salting that occurs at lower levels.

The Minister made reference to the fact that I
had cited the attitude that prevailed when the
salinity problem in the Murray River was
examined. He said that was a different story and
a different technical problem. However, the
manner in which .it was handled was a great deal
different from the manner in which the matter
has been handled in this State. An opportunity
was given to those who were involved to make
public submissions so that the whole story could
be examined. We did not suddealy wake up one
morning and find that the 1976 guidelines
applied.

There is no question about the concern of the
people who live in the catchment areas and
probably everybody in this State is interested in
and concerned about the question of salinity. It is
the biggest problem which is confronting us at the
present time. Water will be the determining
factor in the growth of Western Australia. It is as
simple as that. That is the reason for the concern.

Every speaker at the public meetings attended
by the Minister and other members made
reference to the fact that they favoured control of
salinity. They did not accept a system of total
clecaring bans which is the cheapest and most
aggravating method being applied.

The Minister said that, because a symposium is
now under way and the Department of
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Agriculture is investigating the problems of
individual farms, we do not need a Select
Committee. I say we nced a Select Committee
more than one has ever been needed before. How
can a Government of this ilk be trusted when one
looks at the way in which it has handled this
matter which is of great importance and affects
hundreds of people directly and thousands of
people indirectly? The Government has behaved
in a most secretive and despicable manner. It has
not referred the matter to local government and it
has impinged on the principles of democracy.
How can a Government such as this be expected
to have-the confidence of the people who are most
vitally concerned?

One of the few methods open to an Opposition
to take effective action to test the sincerity and
bona fides of the people involved is to move for a
Select Committee of inquiry. This would at least
give the people concerned an opportunity to make
submissions so that they can indicate the details
of the situation. There is a great need for a
committee to be established.

The South Coast Fisheries Parliamentary
Study Committee which examined fisheries in this
State last year will be remembered as a forum
which provided the opportunity for all parties
concerned to be involved in examining a problem
which extended over approximately I3 separate
electorates. It worked very well. Had it not been
for the unanimity of the recommendations of that
committee, the amendments to the Act which
followed would not have been possible. The people
who are dependent upon the fishing industry for
their livelihoods would not have accepted the Bill
had the Government introduced amending
legislation without consulting them. Such
legisiation would have had no chance of success.
However, the matter was dealt with openly and
nobody cavilled at it as. a result. The
recommendations were accepted.

Mr Sibson: If you have a Select Committee you
would be discussing a certain area. How much
land do you think would be cleared in the time
that the Select Committee was working?

Mr H. D. EYANS: One of the
recommendations of the committec was that a
moratorium should be applied for a year to enable
people to decide upon the type of legislation
which would be most desirable and effective. That
is what should have been done. In that situation
an opportunity would have been given for the
problem to be cvaluated fully. As I said at the
time, it was a Pandora’s box. The problems which
were created because of the secrecy of this
Government were not put to rest lightly.
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The Minister was never more incorrect than he
was tonight. In no way did he review the
arguments and justifly the actions of this

Government. If anything, he exacerbated the -

problems and highlighted them even more. For
that reason, it is obvious there is a great rieed for
a Select Committee to be established and to
commence its inquiries immediately.

Sir Charles Court: That is an amazing stand

for a man who supparted the original Bill.
" Mr Pearce: You could have spoken in the

debate if you had anything to say.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Gosnells will cease interjecting. )

Mr Pearce interjected.

The SPEAKER: [f the member for Gosnells
interjects again, | will name him.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result—

Ayes 17
Mr Barnett Mr Hodge
Mr Bryce Mr Jamieson
Mr B. T. Burke Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Carr Mr Mclver
Mr Cowan Mr Pearce
Mr Davies Mr Stephens
Mr H. D. Evans Mr Tonkin
Mr Grill Mr Bateman
Mr Harman . (Telier)
. Noes 22
Mr Blaikie Mr Nanovich -
Mr Clarko Mr Qld
Sir Charles Caurt Mr O'Neil
Mrs Craig Mr Ridge
Mr Crane Mr Rushton
Mr Grayden Mr Sibson
" Mr Grewar Mr Tubby
Mr Hassell Mr Wau
Mr Herzfeld Mr Williams
Mr Laurance Mr Young
Mr MacKinnon Mt Shalders .
{Teller)
Pairs
Ayes Noes
Mr Skidmore Mr Mensaros
Mr Bertram Mr P. V. Jones
MrT. J. Burke Mr Coyne
Dr Troy Mr Sodeman
Mr Wilson Mr O'Connor
Me Taylor Mr Spriggs
Mr T. D. Evans Dr Dadour

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

WATER SUPPLY CATCHMENT AREAS:
SALINITY
Whittington Interceptor Bank: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 22nd August, on the
following motion by Mr McPharlin—

[ASSEMBLY]

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

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

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) [9.25 p.m.]:
Perhaps 1 will be a little more fortunate with this
motion than 1 was with the one we dealt with a
few moments ago.

Mr O’Neil: Hope springs eternal.
Mr Davies: Never give up!

Mr H. D. EVANS: The motion moved by the
member for Mt. Marshall, who unfortunately is
not present this evening, is one which deserves
consideration, because it raises certain aspects of
mechanical control of water and salinity about
which insufficient information is available and
about which there is considerable disputation at
the presenat time,

As far as clearing land is concerned, the
theories presented by the Department of
Agriculture simply mean that transpiration is
reduced; there is increased runoff; the water table
rises, with subsequent waterlogging, and an
increase in the level of salts held in the soil. These
salts are Ahe result of rainfall over millions of
years. They come up to the surface suddenly in
waterlogged areas. This presents the problem of
saline land as we know it.

The theory advanced by Mr Harry Whittington
involves the creation of interceptor banks. These
banks, in effect, are drains which channel the
runoff at either a rapid or slow rate. If the banks
are erected across the contour of the land no
lateral runoff occurs. The theory is that, if the
water is allowed to percolate into the soil, it
remains at a higher level on the hillside, instead of
moving rapidly down it as runoff and creating
flooding in the low-lying areas which results in
the salinity problem. The banks allow a much
reduced flow of water down the hillside and
subsequently the flooding and attendant salinity
problems do not take place.

Waterlogging also results in the destruction of
the structure of the soil. Walterlogged soil
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collapses, resulting in the loss of micro-organisms.
This has a deleterious effect on vegetative growth.
That is, breadly speaking, the difference between
the Whittingtlon interceptor bank system and the
established theory which has been presented by
the Department of Agriculture.

The booklets circulated by the Department of
Agriculture are most readable. They are
comprehensive and everybody should be
conversant with them.

The Batalling Creek experiment has been the
subject of disputation. After monitoring the
experiment for a year the report of the Public
Works Department was not very encouraging. It
is to the credit of the Government that it
established this frial in the first instance, although
a comparative 12 months figure has been lost.
However, the trial has been established and the
principle can be demonstrated clearly.

One of the most experienced men in this field,
who is a senior lecturer in geography, pointed out
in connection with the report of the Public Works
Department that those who prepared it did not
have a full understanding of the experiment.

It was a departure from the interceptor bank
method which Mr Whittington has used on his
own property and at other - places. It was a
departure in that it angled the interceptor bank so
that it operated as a drain to take the runoff
water into the stream proper before it had a
chance to pass through the salt encroached land.
The banks ran roughly parallel to the stream. The
drains intercepted the water running down the hill
and channelled it inlo the creek. The water was
harvested from half way up the hill rather than in
the stream. This particular principle adopted by
Mr Whittington was not brought out clearly in
the report by the Public Works Department.

Mr Conacher, the senior lecturer atl the
Depariment of Geography at the University of
Western Australia, pointed out the disparity in
the figures used by the Public Works Department.
He demonstrated that a considerable quantity of
waler which had fallen on the area had not been
accounted for in the way the Public Works
Department suggested. A period of 12 months is
not a very long time over which to conduct an
experiment. There will be no conclusive evidence
for some considerable time.

Professor Holmes, in his preliminary statement,
made it _clear that there is a role for drainage.
One of the conflicts in dealing with reclamation of
salt land is that a drain can be constructed and
the land restored by keeping the rainfall back
from the salt encroached area. That is possible,
and it is being done in other parts of the world.
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Incidentally, that is one of the principles behind
the Whittinglon interceptor bank.

There is a conflict when one wants to harvest
the water. If the water is held back it will
percolate into the soil, and there will not be a
runoff. If it is desirable to fill the metropolitan
dams—which are badly in need of water—some
other method will have to be devised. That could
be done in a number of ways.

Mr Davies; There is no salt in the metropolitan
water supply? It is the saltiest of any water supply
in any capital city!

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is so.

The method which has been suggested is
probably more costly than other forms which
serve the same purpose. An engineer in the
Albany area has indicated that by ripping and
cstablishing a drain the same effect can be
achieved in certain areas. The *“Bental Bullet”
method has been used by farmers in the northern
wheatbelt. It has been tried out on the university
land this side of - Northam. That method
establishes a drain by means of a machine which
is shaped like a bullet. For that reason it is calied
the “Bental Bullet” system. It has a flanging
effect below ground level which serves as a drain
in the same way as an agricultural drain is used
on a playing field. It gets the water away from the
locality as quickly as possible thereby avoiding a
rise in the water table and consequent
waterlogging and the collapse of the soil
structure. Professor Holmes recognised this
method and pointed out that there was a conflict
if one wanted to harvest the water in order to fill
the metropolitan dams. Water for the dams would
have to be channelled away from salt laden land.
A balance will have to be achieved in this State
between the harvesting of runoff water and land
reclamation. |1 am pteased to note that Professor
Holmes is carrying out research.

Perhaps 1 should refer to the fact that | was
under some misapprehension with regard to the
funding of Mr Whittington's scheme. | quile
accept the Minister’s statement in which he made
it clear that a sum of $10 000 would be available
to  Mr Whittington for experimentation.
Apparently there must have been some confusion
in communications, but 1 am perfectly happy to
accept the Minister’s statement. The motion
before. us is that the Government should
immediately provide finance to enable a full-scale
trial of the Whittington interceptor bank system
in at Jeast one of the water catchment areas which
are the subject of clearing restrictions under the
Country Areas Water Supply Act Amendment
Act, 1978.
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That is quite reasonable and [ think. the
experiment could be located in the Wellington
Dam catchment area. That area, of necessity, is
probably the most convenient property being held
for water harvesting, and it is desirable that the
experiment be in an area of that kind. 1 would be
perfectly happy 10 see a site selected there, though
not necessarily at Batalling Creek. There are
other catchment areas which are identifiable and
are not as extensive. As a consequence, there
would not be a great initial cost. It could be said
that if the-“Bental Bullet” drain method were
used it would be far cheaper than the interceptor
method which has been put forward for
reforestation, repasturing, or agro-forestry.

There is an economic justification for
praceeding with a full-scale trial of this method.
It has to be remembered that a full-scale trial will
need to cover an entire catchment because the
trial will not be able to be commenced half way
down a valley. If the entire area upstream is
cleared that will not give a valid scientific
conclusion. 1 think experimentation is required at
the earliest possible time.

We are not in a position to be able 1o estimate
the cost of establishing something of this sort. The
cost should be reasonably modest.

The second part of the motion we are discussing
states that the planning of the trial should be on a
catchment area of a tributary creek under the
supervision of Mr Harry Whittington in co-
operation with the Public Works Department, the
Department of Agriculture, and the farmers
concerned. Obviously, that co-operation not only
is desirable but also absolutely essential if such a
proposal is to get off the ground.

For those reasons | am disposed to support the
motion moved by the member for Mt. Marshall. 1
think his reasons are quite acceptable; he has not
suggested anything outlandish. He has suggested
a conclusive study be carried out. The
conclusiveness of the proposition is whether it will
work or not.

It is surprising to realise there are in excess of
600 farmers who are members of WISALTS. The
organisation has been set up to propagate and
disseminate the information gained from the

[ASSEMBLY]

Whiitington process. Those farmers are practical
men who are not likely to spend money on what
might be a witdcat scheme. They have confidence
to the extent that they are prepared to invest
hundreds of thousands of dollars in the
establishment of interceptor banks. There could
well be a different method of achieving the same
results as the interceptor banks. For the reasons 1
have given, I support the motion moved by the
member for Mt. Marshall.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Crane.

BILLS (5): ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and read
notifying assent to the following Bills—

1. Trade Descriptions and False
Advertisements Act Amendment Bill.

2. Health Education Council Act
Amendment Bill.

3. Margarine Act Amendment Bill.

4. Iron Ore (Hamersley Range) Agreement
Act Amendment Bill.

5. Western Australian
Amendment Bill.

Marine Act

MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL
Message: Appropriations
Message from the Governor received and read

recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the Bill.

BUSH FIRES ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mrs Craig (Minister for Local Government),
read a first time.

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the
amendment.

House adjourned at 9.44 p.m.

Council without
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

LAND
Tenterden

1319. Mr STEPHENS. 0 t(he Minister

representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Further to question 1178 of 1979, as a
result of the meeting with the shire is
the Minister now in o position Lo reverse
the decision 1o exchange the land?

(2) Was the Cranbrook Shire consulted
prior to the exchange?

(3) {a) IF"Yes™ to (2), in what way: and
{b) with whom?

(4) If the exchange docs not proceed, what
compensation will be offcred to Mr
Preston Tor his land, the subjcct of the
proposed reserve on Geekabee hill?

Mrs CRAIG replicd:

(1) The lund cxchange is held in abeyance

and no further survey action will
proceed.
An investigation of the feserve by the
WA Muscum is to be carried out and
should this report indicate a need f(or its
retention, the landowner has agreed that
the exchange should be abandoned. In
such case any survey costs incurred will
be met by the depariment.

(2) and (3) The shire was not included in
the authorities 1o which the matter was
referred and the department  has
apologised accordingly.

(4) Il the land exchange docs not proceed,
the matter of compensation will not
arise. Mr Preston has 1o be commended
for previously surrendering 3.7636 ha
from his then CP lease for the
preservation of Mora.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Kalgoorlic Pipcline

1353. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Works:

(1Y) What is  the ecstimated  natural
wastage—or non-replacement—of
wages employecs in cach year from 1970
to 1979 inclusive cmploycd by the Public
Works Department on the Kalgoorlic
pipeline?

{2) What cffect has this natural wastage
had on the average age of Public Works
Department  wages  staff  presently
employed on the Kalgoorlie pipeline?

Mr O'CONNOR replicd:

{1} 1970—Not available,
1971 —Not available.
1972—Decrease 29,
1973—increcase 88.
1974—Dccrease 6.
1975—Increasc 9.
1976—Decrease 26,
1977—Inerease 191,
1978—Decrcase 84,
1979—Decrease 59.

{2) This information is not readily available.

WATER SUPPLIES: METROPOLITAN
WATER BOARD

Work Force: Average Age

1354, Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister

represenling  the  Minister for  Walter

Supplies:
(1) What is the estimated npatural
wasiage—or non-replacement—of

wages employces in each year from 1970
to 1979 inclusive?

(2} What ecffect has this natural wastage
had on the average age of Metropolitan
Watcr Board wages staff presently
employed?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(}) Seeanswer 1o question 1306.
{2) Information not rcadily available.

WATER SUPPLIES: METROPOLITAN
WATER BOARD

Work Force: Machinery and Plant

1355, Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister

representing  the  Minister  for Water

Supplics:
What is the board’s policy on updating
or replacing machinery/plant used by
wages employees in the construction,
trcatment and maintenance areas?

Mr O'CONNOR replicd:
Efficient economic functioning.
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1356.

[ASSEMBLY]

LAND
Government Departments and Instrumentalitics:
Holdings
Mr BRYCE. 10 the Premicr:
Is it a fact that the Minister's

)

(2

Sir
(1)

1357,
Im

(n

(2)

depariment is considering or is in the
process of devcloping » computerised
land information system which will
comprise a register of Statec Government
depurtmental  and  instrumcntality
holdings throughout the State?

il so. when is it expected that such a
register witl be completed?

CHARLES COURT replicd:

The Lands Department is involved with
the Public Scrvice Board in o working
group which was recently established 1o
review existing land information systems
used by State Government departments
and instrumentalitics.

The review is stll in its preliminary
stages and no time can be given until a
decision has been made
system will be adoplied.

IMMIGRATION: REFUGEES
Vietnamese: Imake

Mr BRYCE.
migralion:

to the Minister for

(a) How many Vietnamcse refugees
have been reccived by Western
Australia in cach of the past 12
months; and

(b) what percentage does this represent
of the national intake in cach case?

(a) What percentage of Victnamesc
refupees  reccived  in Weslern
Australia is provided with hosicl
accommodation by the
Commonwealth Governement; and

(b) what is the average period of stay
at the hosiet?

Mr O'CONNOR rcplicd:

The arrival and initial  scttlement
programmes for all refugees including
Victnamese are subject 1o
Commonwealth  Governmenl  policy.
Siatistics on a monthly basis arc not
rcadily available but the following
information has been provided by the
Commonweilth Dcpartment of
Immigeation and Ethnic Affairs—

as Lo what-

(N

(2)

1358. Mr

{a) For thc ycar cnded the 30th June,
1979978,
(b)

Tetat National
Intake
of Vietnamese  Percentage to Western
Refugees Austealia

1978-79 10719 $.07 per cent

{a)} Commonwcalth Government policy
requires that  all  reflugees be
accommodated initially at
Commonwcalth migrant hostels. In
Western Australia all Vietnamese
refugees  have  initially  been
accommodated at Graylands centre.

(b) The average length of stay at
Graylands centre varies from three
to six months.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS
Unemployed

BRYCE, tw the Minister [or

Education:

(1

(2)

)

How many teachers arc registered as
uncmployed in the—

(a) primary:

(b) sccondary;

(c) tcchnical divisions?

How many of these teachers are
specialists, indicating the ficlds in which
they specialise?

How many graduate tcachers
without teaching positions?

arc

Mr P. V. JONES replicd:

1)

(3

and (2) The Education Department does
not keep a register -of unemployed
teachers. Some statistics could possibly
be supplied by the Commonwealth
Employment Service.

The member would be aware that the
Education Department s not the sole
employer of graduate teachers and that
it is therefore not possible to state with
any precision the number of 1978
graduates who have not been appointed
this year 1o this date.

However, | am able to provide details of
current  employment  with  this
department, estimates for employment
for the remainder of the year, estimates
for independent school employment, and
hence the estimated over-supply.
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The department  has  reccived | 467
applicants for cmployment from the
1978 graduates, and it is known that
these include graduules who have also
applied lor teaching positions in non-
Government schools.

It is presently estimated that non-
Covernment  schools  will  require
between 200 and 270 gradueates in 1979,
and that the department will require
990.

To the cnd of August the department
has cmployed 888 graduates but it is not
known ‘how many graduatcs have been
employed by non-Government schools.

By the end of 1979 it is estimated that
about 200 of the 1978 graduates will not
have been pluced. The [act that a
residusl  over-supply  of  ubout 200
teachers was expected was announced by
me on the 16th January, 1979,

HOUSING: STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION

Land: Belmont

1359. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Housing:

(1 Is it a fact that the Statc Housing
Commission has-recently purchased land
in Epsom Avenuc ncar Great Eastern
Highway in Belmont?

(2) 1If so, will he indicite—

(2} the purposc for which the land is to
be used:

(b) the precisc arca of lind involved;

(c) the cost of the land to the State
Housing Commission;

(d) when construction work on the site
is expected to commence?

Mr RIDGE replicd:
(1) Yes.

(2) (a) Single  storey aged  persons
accommodaltion.
{b) 5463m>
(¢) $60000. °
(d} Planning is currently in progress
and development is programmed for
this finuncial year,

TOWN PLANNING
Redcliffe

1360. Mr BRYCE, te the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:

(1) What plans does the Metropolitan
Recgion Planning Authority have for
land held by that authority at the end of
Fauntleroy Avenue in  Redcliffe
adjoining Belmont City's Garvey Park?

. {(2) What area of land is involved?

{3) For what purpose is the land currently
being used?
(4) (a) Is the land classified as an “A"™-
class reserve;
(b) if not, how is it classified?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) 1t is part of the regional open space
system for the Perth metropolitan
region—in this case related to the Swan
River.

{2) Approximately 22ha inclusive of some
unmade roads.

{3) Portion is leased to Tibradden Horse
Stud and the rest is vacant.

(4) (a) No.

(b) Reserve for Parks and Recreation
in terms of the Metropolitan
Region Scheme.

HOUSING: STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION

Land: Purchases

1361. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Housing:

{1) During cach of the last five Financial
ycars how much money was spent by the
Statc  Housing Commission on the
purchase of land—

(a) throughout Weslern Australia;
(b) in the metropolitan area?

(2} In respect of the metropolitan arca, how
much land has been purchased during
that period of time and in which
localities?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) and (2) This information will take some
time 1o prepare and it will be conveyed
to the Honourable member in writing as
500N as possible.
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[ASSEMBLY]

HEALTH: MEDICAL SERVICES

1362,
(1

Sir
(1)

1363,
Ed

n

(2)

(3

(4)

(5)

Unemployed People
Mr BRYCE, 1o the Premier:

Is he aware that the rising costs of
mcdical trestment including
prescriptions for drugs is a cause of
growing concern  to  individuals and
familics  where  breadwinners  arc
uncmployed?

Wwill his Governmenl make
representittions w the Frascr
Government requesting the extension of
the pensioner medical beneft system to
unemployed people?

CHARLES COURT replicd:

and (2) | can appreciate that the recent
changes made by the Commonwealth
miy cause concern to individuals and
families  where  breadwinners  arc
unemployed.

However, the member must know that
the Commonwcealth Goverament is fully
awiure of the cffcct that the changes will
have on unemployed persons. There arc
4 number of oplions open Lo the patient
who is uncmployed, He may, for
example, be classified as disadvantuged
by the attending doclor and can obtain
treatment frec of charge.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Rivervale

Mr BRYCE,
ucation;

to the Minister for

What number of students were enrolled
at Rivervale primary school in 1965,
1970 and for cach of the last five years?

{a) Has the school earolment declined
10 a point where the school is about
to be reclassified;

(b) il so. when is this likely to occur?

At what point would the Education
Depaciment consider  closing  the
Rivervale Primary  School  and
channclling students to ncarby primary
schoals?

Dues  the  Education  Deparlment
consider that the Rivervale Primary
School has a viable future?

What is the cstimated enrolment in
grade | at Rivervale Primary School for
19807

(6)

Since the Happy Days kindergarten in
Norwood Road Rivervale was converted
to the Tranby pre-primary school, how
many students have been channclled to
the Rivervale Primary Schoal from that
school?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

Q)

(2)

3)

(5)
(6}

1965 361
1970 269
1975 186
1976 169
1977 153
1978 146
1979 14,

The school has not been reclassified far
1980 and the nexi review will be for
1982, It is not .possible to predict
whether  school numbers will  have
declined sufficiently by then to result in
any change in its status,

and (4) There is no plan to direct
children from the Rivervale Primary
School to other schools in the vicinity.

13 (approximately).
One.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL

{NO. 2)
Scrutincers

1364. Mr HASSELL., to the Chiefl Secretary:

(1)

(2)

In relation to proposed amendments to
the Electoral Act will he please advise if
scrutineers appointed by candidates will
be cntitled to accompany electoral
officers when they visit remote areas to
take votes prior 1o polling day and when
they  wvisit  declared  hospitals  and
institutions to take votcs priar to polling
day?

If “Yes™ 1o (1), whether the Electoral
Department  will facilitate  the
accompaniment of their officers by
scrutineers by making provision for
them to join any group travelling and by
advising candidates of the times and
places the electoral officers will visit?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

h

Scrutincers may be present at polling
places appointed in declared remote
arcas and at declared hospitals and
institutions when votes are being taken.



(2) The Electorad

1366. Mr
Labour and Industry:

(1) Is the
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Dcpurtment  does  not
proposce Lo transport scrutineers o such
polling places as the type of transport
may not  suitably  accommodate
cquipment and the number of persons to
be transported.

The rewurning officer will advertise the
places at which the poll will be taken in
accordance with section 75 of the Act
and, as [ar as practicable, will advisc
candidates of itincrarics and any
revision thereol.

ELECTORAL
Pithara Scat

Mr BRYCE. to the Premicr:

In view of the lact that there has been a
dispuarity in the number of clectors
enrolled in the seat of the Pilbara
compared with the other three statutory
scals for some ycars now, why has his
Government  avoided  tuking  the
nccessary action Lo creale an additional
scul in the Pilbara or Lo more cquitably
redistribule representation in the north?

Sir CHARLES COURT replicd:

The Electoral Distrizts Act provides that
in respect 1o division of the metropolitan
arca, as well as the agricultural, mining
and pastoral arca, duc considcration
must be given to community of interest,
among other things.

It is obvious that thc Pilbara rcgion,
embracing the State’s iron ore province,
represents i community  of interest
peculiar 1o that region, and since the
total enrelment is similar 1o most of the
metropolitan electorates it is considered
that at prescent the district can be well
served by onc  Legislative  Assembly
meinber.

TRADE UNIONS
Federated Clerks® Union

HASSELL, 1o the Minister for

Federated  Clerks'
conducting a

Union

apparcnlly concerted

(2)

{3)

(4)

membership drive using its preference 10
unionists clause to enforce membership
and that the drive extends 10 the
cmployees at daoctors’ surgeries and
yacht clubs, amongst others?

Are the actions of the Federated Clerks’
Union causing a very considerable
degree of resentment, especially in
places where—

(a) wages and conditions exceed those
applicable  under  comparable
awards;

(b) the employees do not wish to join
the Federated Clerks’ Union or any
other union; and

(c) the employers do not desire to have
their  employees  compulsorily
unionised?

Will he explain publicly the entitlement
of all such employees to apply for
excmption from union membership and
to abtain thalt exemption without any
test of any conscientious or religious
objection? ’ _
Will he facilitate applications for
exemplion by directing his department
to issue and make freely available a
simplified form of application for
exemption of membership?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

"
(2)
(3)

Yes.
(a) 10 (c). Yes.

Scction  6IB  of the Industrial
Acrbitration Acl allows any person who
objects 1o being a member of a union for
any rcason to apply in writing to the
Industrial Registrar for a certificate of
exemption from union membérship.

The person seeking the exemption must
pay an amount equivalent 1o the union
fees to the consolidated revenue fund, or
a public charitable or benevolent body.

The wsual preference clause requircs
that a person must apply for such
exemplion within seven days of being
supplied with the necessary application
form for membership, a copy of the
preference clause and a copy af the
unien's  rules, by an accredited
representative of the union.
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{4) The Actin its present form provides that
a person who objects to being 4 member
of a union applies in writing 40 the
registrar for a certificale of cxemption
and no provision is made for a form of

~ application. '
I think altierations can bc made by
regulations

1367, This question was postponed.

HEALTH: MEBICAL PRACTITIONER
Rocbourne

1368. Mr HARMAN., 1o the Minister [lor
Health: .

A1) Is there a Government doctor at
Raocbourne?

(2} I not. why not?

(3) What were the arrangements with the
Government  for o private  medical
practice 1o operate at Rocbourne?

Mr YOUNG replicd:

(1) and (2) There is a position of salaried
district medical officer a1 Roebourne.

(3) The privatec medical  practice  at
Wickham had the opportunity 10 recruit
a surgeon with  gencral  practice
capability. This involved temporarily
increasing the number of doctors in the
practice from two to three. In view of
the benefits to the local community that
would derive from the availability of a
surgeon, il was agreed the practice could
tuke over responsibility for  medical
services al Rocbourne for the balance of
1979. The arrangement has now been
terminated because of the uncxpected
departure of the surgeon. The position at
Rocbournc will again be flled by a
district medical officer.

HOSPITALS
Charges
1369. Mr HARMAN, 10 the Minister  for
Health:
Under what circumstances will o person
atlending cither—
(4) Royul Perth Hospital;
(b) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital;
(¢) Fremantle Hospital:
(d) Princess Margarct Hospital:

(¢) King Edward Memorial Hospital,
as—
() an out-paticnt and/or
(i1} an in-paticnt, )
be charged financially for service
reccived from—
(1) a doctor;
(2} a specialist;
(3} ateaching medical professional;
(4) mainiecnance as an in-patient in a
ward;
(5) the pharmacy section;
(6) or any other scction?

Mr YOUNG replicd:

(1) to (3) No registered outpatient is
charged by any of the doclors
referred to. A Tew doctors who have
rented consuliing rooms on the
hospital site  conduct  private
practices and raise charges for their
services. Insurcd inpatients or
Statute cases may be charged by
the attending specialist(s).

(4) Insured inpatients or Statute cases
are charged by the hospital.

(5) No charges are raised for
pharmaceutical items,

(6) Therapy treatment, in general, is
not charged for. Charges are raised
for items such as speclacles and
some other prescribed aids and
appliances.

POLICE: DEMONSTRATION
Wagerup Refinery Site

1370. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

4}

Q)

(3)

Did the Campaign 1o Save Nalive
Forests give the police any prior
notification of the occupation of the
Wagerup refinery site which took place
between the 26th May and the 28th
May"?

Is it a fact that the Campaign to Save
Native Forests informed the Police that
the demonstrators were undergoing
training in forms of protest that did not
involve violence and that the occupation
would be a non-violent one?

How many members of Lhe Police Force
were  assigned 1o the  Wagerup
demonstration on—

(a) Sawrday, 26th May. 1979:
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(5)

- {6)

N
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{b) Sunday, 27th May, 1979;

(¢) Monday, 28th May, 9797

What were the wital number of hours
worked by members of the Police Force
involved in the Wagerup demonstration
on the three days, the 26th, 27th and
28th of May, 19797

How many members of the Police Force -

appeared in the Beaufort Street Couwrt
on Wednesday, the 8th August, 1979 10
give evidence on the Wagerup case?
What was the total number of hours
involved i attending the court in
connection with this case on Wednesday,
8th Aupusit, 19797

§T any other police time was spent on the

second Wagerup occupation in addition

1o that mentioned above—

() how was the time spent;

{(b) what is the total of the additional
hours?

Mr O'NEILL replied:

(1)
(3)

and (2) Yes.
{a) 60 General Police
7CIB
19 Traflic Patrol
86

{b) 7 General Police
3CIB
11 Traffic Patrol

21
{¢) 26 General Police
3CIB
10 TradTic Patroi

»

{4) 1434 hours—for the three days.

(3
)
(7

1371.

Scven members of the Police Foree,
Approximately 60 hours,

(1) Planning and research.
(b) Estimated 150 hours.

WATER SUPPLIES
Falcon
Mr BATEMAN. 1o the Minister

representing  the  Minister Tor  Water

area south of Mandurah, would the
Minister  give an  assurance  that
reticulaled water is proposed for this
arca’?

(2) If"Yces” what year and month can it be
expected?

Mr O'CONNOR replicd:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Public Works Department  has
made provision on its draft 1979-80
cupilal works programme for work to
commence. However, this is dependent
on funds being made available in the
Budget and the completion of the works
dcpends on the level of funding in lulure

Budgcts.
ROAD
Hale Road
1372. Mr BATEMAN, o the Minister for
Transport: '

Will he give a full explanalion as to
what exactly is covisaged by way of
resumptions and  upgrading of Hale
Roud, at the junction of Hardey und
Hale Roads, Forrestficld?

Mr RUSHTON replicd:

Construction of the present.stage of the
“Foothills Route™ will require excision
of land from A Class Reserve 17098,
Lot Part 4, and a small arca of land
from Lot Part 23 {Metropolitan Water
Board.) _

Additional land for later stages of the
project will be required from Lots Part
2! and Part 3.

A channclised interscction is to be
constructcd where the new “Foothills
Road™ crosses Hale Road. Work
associated  with  this  channclised
imersection will extend along Hale Road
0 the vicinity of Hardey Road and
involve minor alteration of the Hale
Road-Hardey Raad junction.

ENERGY: NUCLEAR
Power Station

1373. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fucl and Encrgy:

Supplics: (1) In reference to my question directed o
(1) In view of the many statcments that hini on the 3rd April this ycar on
water would be reticulated o the Falcon estimated capital costs for nuclear power

(B5)
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stations, recorded in Hansard a1 page
194,45 the reporl by Burmot Australia
Proprictury Limited rcferred 1o in his
answer available for study by interested
members of the public?

(2) (a) ¥ not, will the report be made
publicly available: and
(b) if so. when will it be madc publicly
available?
(3) I the answers to (1) and (2) arc in the
negative, what are the reasons for not
allowing public scrutiny of this report?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) replicd:

(1) 10 (3) The State Energy Commission

retains  and  from  time o time
commissions advisers in  [ullilling its
duty of ' complete  rescarch  and
information on all cnergy matters.
The  informition . ands  documents
submitted by the advisees are on a
confidential basis and hence | will not
tuble them.

WATER SUPPLIES: CATCHMENT AREAS

Land Clearing: Warren River

1374, Mr H. D. EVANS, 10 the

representing  the  Minister for
Supplics:

Minister
Water

(1) Have any blocks in the Lake Unicup
arca  previously  subject 10 clearing
controls now been considered outside the
Warren River reserve catchment arca
and relcased (rom these controls?

(2) If “Yes™ what arc the locution numbers
of such blocks?

Mr O'CONNOR replicd:
() Yes

(2) Part 12639, Part 12640, 12641, 12642,
12645,
12674,
12658,
10854,
12653,
12168,
12170,
12157,

Part
Purt
Purl
Purt
Part
Purt
Part

12643, Parl
12650, Pan
12675, Part
12659, Parl
12655, Part
12647, Part 12648, Part
12412, Part 12169, Part,
Part 12159, Part- 13106, Part
Part 12156, Part 12377, Part 12378,
Part 12418, Part 12417, and Part 8148,

12644,
12673,
12676,
12657,
12656,

Part
Part
Pan
Part
Pan

[ASSEMBLY]

VETERINARY SURGEONS ACT
Proclamation

1375. Mr H. D. EVANS, 10 the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) "ls it intended 10 proclaim the Veterinary
Surgcons Act and regulations?

(2) If so, when is it cxpected this will. be
donc?

Mr P. V. Jones (for Mr GLD) replicd:

(1) and (2) Draflt regulations are now with
the  Veterinary  Surgeons  Board.
Arfangements to proclaim the Act and
gazette the regulations will be effected
when the board advises- me that the
regulations are satisfactory.

ELECTORAL: STATE
Swedish Immigrant
1376. Mr PEARCE, to the Chiel Secretary:

Is a Swedish subject (male) married 10 a
British  subject  (female, born in
England), resident in Austratia for 11
years entitled to register for a vote in
Wesicrn Australia?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

No. Scction 17(1)(a) requires that an
clector is required to be 2 natural born
or naturalised subject of Her Majesty.

ARCHITECTURAL DRAFTSMEN
Qualifications

13717, Mr  PEARCE, 10 the
representing the Minister for Waorks:

Minister

What qualifications or registration is
required by a person wishing Lo practice
as an architectural draftsman in
Western Austealia?

Mr Q'CONNOR replicd:
None.

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL.
Teuachers

1378. Mr GRILL, 1o the
Education:

Minister for

(1) s there any distinction in departmeniul
policy as presently applied between pre-
school teachers employed in Government
or privide schools?
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(2) What arce those distinctions?

(3) What are the rcasons for those
distinctions?

Mr PV, JONES replicd:

{13 10 (3) As the Education Department has
no responsibility for pre-school teachers
cmployed in private schools, and docs
not  keep rcecords  reluting o their
conditions of service. the information
requested is not available.

RAILWAYS
Nannup Line

1379. Mr H. D. EVANS., (o the Minister for

Transporl:

(I} 1s it a fact that the railway linc 10
Nannup is Lo be closed”
(2) 1Yes” then—
{2} when is this linc 10 be closed;
(b) what alicenative mode of transport
is 10 be available 10 serve the needs
of this town?

Mr RUSHTON replicd:

{1} | refer the honourable member (o my
answer 10 his question 985 of the 9th
August, 1979,

These lines cannot be examined in
dsolation but only on a system widc
basis.

Therc are no specilic proposals 10 close
the Wonncrup-Nannup line.

{2) Notapplicable.

SHOPPING: NIGHT
Friday, the 31st August

1380. Mr WILSON. 10 the Minister for Labour

and Industry:

(1Y Is it a fuct that in authorising special
permission for night trading on Friday.
the 31st August. he stipulated that this
was 10 allow [or businesses without their
own clectric gencrators which had been
prectuded fram trading on the Thursday
night awing Lo power cuts resulting from
the strike by State Encrgy Commission
workers?

(2) Is he aware of the possible abuse of this
special night trading concession by some
large firms such as Boans which had
been able 10 open for trading on the
Thursday night and procceded to open
on the Friday night as well?

(3) ¥s he also awarc of 1he possible
disadvamage of this additional night
trading by such lirms on small firms,
cspecially as it affected their Saturday
morning trade?

{4) Docs he propose 1o take any action 10
avoid such possible abuse on future
occasions?

(5) U *“Yes” 10 (4). what will be the nature
of this action?

Mr O'CONNOR replicd:
(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) tam notl aware that the additional night
trading affected Saturday morning
trading by small firms.

(4) and (5) Onc would _hope that the
irresponsible actions by a trade union
which prevented normal lale night
trading will not be repeated. I it is, then
the aclion 10 be taken to provide
shopping facilitics to the community will
be determined at that time.

ALUMINA REFINERIES: ALCOA
Alumina Sales and: Price

1381. Mr COWAN., 1o the Minister for

Industrial Devclopment:

(1) To whom docs Alcoa of Australia scll its
dlumina?

(2} Is there a corporate link between Alcoa
of Australia and any of the companics it
sclls to?

{3} At whal price per tonne does Alcoa of

Australia  sell  Western  Australian
produced alumina?

{(4) What is the cstimated world market
pricc for alumina?
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Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) replicd:

(1) Alcoa of Australia ships alumina to
every continent. About 5 per ceat of the
production is shipped 1o thc company’s
smeller at Geelong, Victoria, for the
production of aluminium. Domestic
shipments will increase substantially in
the newr future as the company is
presently expanding its Geelong smelter
and has also announced plans 1o
construct 2 new smelter at Portland, also
in Yictoria.

The company's markets are distributed
as ollows:

per cent
North America 46
South America 7
Japan 21
Middlc East 14
Europe 2
Africa . 5
Australia 5

Customers in Japan include Mitsubishi
and Sumitemo and in the Middlc East
include a smelicr in Bahrain and one
currently under construction in Dubai.
lts customers in the USA include
Alumax and a subsidiary of the
Aluminum Company of America, to
which it ships 800 000 tonnes per year
under a tolling arrangement.

(2) Approximatcly 75 per cent ol the
alumina is sold to companies without
any cyquity links with Alcoa of Australia.
Most of this alumina is sold under long-
term contract. but occasionally small
surpluscs are sold under short-lermy or
spot contracts.

(3} Alumina prices under long term
contracts uare determined partly by
reference to cexiernal indices and partly
according to movemcents in costs of
production. The Mines Department
estimates that the vadue of production of
alumina in WA in the first hall. of 1979
waus $207 million. or $107 per 1onne,

(4) There s no published world market
pricc for alumina. Prices received
depend  on many lactors  including
whether the sale is made as a spol sule
ar as part-of a long term contract, and
when the contract was, negotiated.

[ASSEMBLY)]

-MINING: GOLD
Cue: Treatment Facilities

1382, Mr McPHARLIN, to the Minister for

Mines:

(1) (a) Inthe light of increased prospecting
activity and improved gold prices, is
the Government prepared to re-
cstablish treaiment facilities for ore
at Cue; and

(b) if not, why not?

(2) Is he aware that prospectors in the Cue
arca have 1o cart ore at least 80
kilometres to Mt. Magnet, and often
120 kitometres to Meekatharra for
treatiment?

{3) 1s the M1. Magnet plant outmoded?
4) () If “Yes™ to (3) does the

Government have any plans to
remedy the situation: and

(b) if not, why not?
Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) replied:

(1} {(a) No.
(b) Insufficient ore supply to justify the
cost,
(2} Yes.

(3} and (4) No.

RUSSIAN JACK STATUE
Funding

1383, Mr BLAIKIE, 10 the Premier:

(1} What were the criteria adopted by his
Government in assisting the funding of
the “Russian Jack” project at Halls
Creck?

(2} Was this project a 150th Anniversary
celebration project?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) The Government considered that the
“Russian Jack™ project was one in
which the State should become ihvolved,
cspecially as we should mot expect a
remole local authority with a limited
incomne to bear {he full burden of such a
memorial for the benefit of an
increasing number of. tourists passing
through their town.
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(2) laitially when agreement was reached
with the Halls Creck Shire 10 proceed
with the “Russian Jack™ statue, it was
not contemplated that it be a 150th
Anniversary celcbrations project. The
fact that the statue was crected in 1979
udded considerably to the signilicance of
the occusion,

1384, This question was withdrawn,

NATIONAL TRUST
Ga_vcrnmcm Assistance

1385. Mr BLAIKIE. to thc Prcmier:

(1) Did the Government give assistance 1o
the National Trust for—

{u) heudquurters:
{b) National Trusi projccts various,

since the 30th Junc, 19787

(2) (a) If Yoo what were the amounts
involved in cach project; and
(b) the locality of cach project?

Sir CHARLES COURT replicd:

(1) (1) Yes.

{b) Funds have becn provided by the
Commonwealth Government  and
passcd to the Nationa! Trust via the
Statc Trcasury.

{(2) (1) and (b) During the 1978-79
financial ycar the following cash
amounts were received:—
Administrative grant $60 000
Greenough und Hamlet, Greenough

Shire $97 060
Warden, Finncrty House,
Cuolguardic $10 000

Old Perth Boys® School, Perth - $12 866
No. 8 Pumping Siation, Dedari $10 000

Wonngrup House, Bussclion $20 000
Donguara Mill, Dongara $ 3000
Vurious surveys and

documentation 544 274

WATER SUPPLIES
Denham

1386. Mr JAMIESON, to thec Minister

representing  the  Minister  {or Water

Supplics:

(1) (a) Isany other town in the State other
than Denham  supplied with a
double waler supply system:

{b) if s0, which towns?

{2) Is any other town in the State subject to
doublc scrvice charges for cach
consumer?

{3) What is the price charged for water per
kilolitre for bore water, and for reverse
osmosis water, at Denham?

(4) Why is it necessary to charge a double
service charge when both meters can be
read together and both charges included
on the one account?

(5) What has been the financial return for
cach of the financial ycars since the
installation of the reverse osmosis
scheme with respect 1o both schemes?

{(6) What amount of finance is reccived
from the service charge for the osmaosis
scheme for cach of the referred financial
years?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
{1Y ({(a) No.
{b) Not applicable.

(2} Any consumer scrved with water under
the Country Areas Water Supply Act in
any town or area of the State who
requires more than one service to a
single rated property, is charged an
ananual service fee for each additional
service. The amouni of the fee is
uniform throughout the State.

(3) The consumption of borc water and
desalinated water consumed on each
rated property is aggregated, and the
total aggregate consumplion for the
property is charged at the appropriate
by-law price for the particular
classification of purpose. For example,
domestic purpose water at Denham is
charged—

First 600 kilolitresfannum @ 10
ccnts/kilolitre

Next 200 kilolitres/annum @ 20
cents/kilolitre
Next 400 kilolitres/annum @ 40
cents/kilolitre
Next 800 kilolitres/annum @ 60
cents/kilolitre
Over 2000  kilolitres/annum @ 80
cents/kilolitre

There is no differential price as regards
bore or desalinated water.
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(4)

(6)
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The annual cost to the Statc of
maintaining each waler service provided
under the Country Arcas Water Supply
Act is far in cxcess of ihe annual
additional service fece charged. The
amount of the fee is adjusted from time
to time¢ in linc with the maximum
annual  rate  payable for domestic
propertics under 2 500 squarc melres in
arca, This charge is heavily subsidised
by the State.

The financial results of the individual
schemes within the water supply at
Denham are not maintained separately.

The financial results of the combined
Denham schemes since Lthe installation
of the desalination unit have been as
follows—

1976-77 $37071 loss
{9717-78 $88 805 loss
1978-79 369 862 loss,

The desalination scheme was installed in
February 1977 and therefore had an
cffcet on part only of the 1976-77 ycear,
The linancial result in 1975-76, the year
before the instailation of the wnit,
amounted 1o $24 593 loss.

The income from the service charges lor
the three ycars has been as follows—

1976-77 $ 250
1977-78 $2400
1978-79 33 500.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

EDUCATION

Specific Purpose Capital Payments: Reduction
1. Mr PEARCE. to the Minister for Education:

(n

(4]

Is he aware that specific purposc capital
piyments for schools have been cut by
$11.5 million in real terms in 1979-807
Is he also aware that 511.5 million
would finance the construction of up
to—

(a) 15 new primary schools with 16
permanent clussrooms o cater for a
total of over 10 000 students;

(3

(4)

(M

2

(2)

3)

(b} thc construction of three new high
schools for a total of about 3600
students?

Is he reported as having said in The
Sunday Times of the 9th September that
cut-backs in school funding could result
in declays for schoals, more temporary
classrooms, and the possibility 1hat
schools to be built in remote arcas might
nol evertuate?

Why has he not asked the Premicr 1o
transfer some of his $44.6 million
surplus 10 be used in the construction
and maintenance of schools in Western
Australia?

P. V. JONES replied:

There is just a complete mass of
confusion in that question. For example,
1 certainly do not know of any $11.5
million cut-back in recurrent costs for
the '1979-80 financial year. There is no
rclevance in it at all with regard 10 a
statement of mine; the amount of
money, or for the years stated.

Davies: | will 1cl) you where it comes
from if you like: that is, for the 1979-80
financial year.

Pcarcc: The Schools Commission runs
over a calendar year.

P. V. JONES: If the honourable member,
cares to tell me what it relates to 1 could
then answer the question, because there
is no relationship between the current
grants for 1979-80 and that amount of
money.

{ do not know what the member means
when he quotes 10 000 students as being
inadequately housed.

and (4) If I understand correctly, this
relates to capital funds where there most
certainly has been a considerable
decrease and where this State s
protesting  loudly  because  the
Commonwealth has reduced the total
allocation by 30 per cent throughout the
Commonwealth. Whereas one could not
expect that education would be immune
from the general economic situation, our
concern is that the. allocation to this
State is based upon national decisions
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and on national figures. The declining
school population, which is given by the
Commonwealth Government as the
consideration when making its decision
on a national basis, is not the picture in
this State. We must bear in mind the
cut-backs in the Commonwealth schools
dictate the manner in which the funds
have been allocated, but it does not
reflect the situation in this State. It may
be necessary to delay certain
programmes such as upgrading and
replacing programmes which are used.
This situation would exist, unless we
receive some supplementation.

HOUSING: FUNDS

2695

that he has indicated that people
can be classified as disadvantaged
paticnts and qualify for free medical
trcatment, they are not entitled to free
medicines (¢ which they would be
cntitlied under classification of the
pensioner medical benefit fund. Does hz
appreciate that many people who have
been breadwinners for years and who
have been unemployed for long periods
in some cases find it difficult 10 pay as
much as $5.50 for two itéms of medicine
prescribed by a doctor under the present
system? s he not prepared 1o make that
representation to  the Federal
Government to sec whether it would
consider extending the present pensioner

medical benefit scheme to unemployed
people?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

Cut-back, and Use of Suspense Account

2. Mr B. T. BURKE, 10 the Minister Tor
Housing:

In view of the $35 million cut-back in
real terms in housing lunds for Weslern
Australia which has resulted from the

I do not think any representations arc
necessary, However, if the honourable

" member can give me a specific case

whcre he believes a person who has been

tast four Fedcral Budgets, with the uncmployed  for - a  period s
result that over 1600 new threc- disadvantaged under the present system
bedroomed Statc Housing Commission and is unable to cope with the situation,
homes have not been built, will he 1 will look at it. My undcrstanding was

explain why funds available to the
Government in the Treasury suspense
accounts were nol used in part 0 cope
with the huge backlog in demand for
housing accommaodation?

Mr RIDGE replied:

that the Commonwealth Government
spelt out that -there would be a very
simple procedure in  respect of
disadvantiaged persons.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT

. BILL (No. 2)
I request that the guestion be placed on e
the notice paper o cnable detailed Aboriginal Legal Service
consideration to be given toit. 4. Mr TONKIN, to the Depuly Premier:
(1) Did he reccive a letter some three

months ago (rom the Aboriginal Legal
Service requesting  an  interview o
discuss the Electoral Act Amendment
Bill (No. 2} which is presently before

HEALTH: MEDICAL SERVICES
Unemployed Peaple
3. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

I refer to question 1362 on today's
nolice paper, in which | asked the
Premier whether his Government would
be prepared 10 make representation to
the Fraser Government requesting the
exlension of - the pensioner medical
benefits system to uncmployed people. Is
the  Premier  indicating that  his
Government is not prepared to make
that represcntation? In view of the fact

(4)

Parliament and 10 which he did not
reply?

Were subscquent negotiations carried on
over the telephone, culminaling in an
appointment at 10.30 a.m. toduy?

Did he cancel this appointment when he
kncw that Aborigines, who are a
majority on the commitiee of the ALS,
would be present?

Il not, why was the appointmem
cancclled?
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Mr O'NEIL replicd:

1)

()

3

£))

A detter dated the 14th June  was
reccived  from  the  Principal  Legal
Officer of the Aboriginal Lepal Serviee
reguesting an appoiniment to discuss the
clectoral Bill. to which o reply was made
on the 1%1h June requesting a written
submission.

On (he 12th July the Principal Legal
Officer wrote cnclosing a4 submission
and requesting an appointment.

On the 10h  September | made
arrangements Lo meet with the Principal
Legal Olficer and an ALS consultam a1
my olfice at 10,30 w.m. today (the 12th
Seprember). The  arrangements  were
aveepted.

On the | th September a message wis
received at my olTice that the Principal
Legal Officer had 10 go 10 Kalgoorlie
and would not be able to attend, and
asking whether fwo other persons could
Ltake his place. .

1 wus also requested 10 meet with the
Aboriginal Consultative Committec in

licu of the arranged mecting  flor
10,30 a.m. 1oday.

I declined both requests.

No. 1 advised Mr ). Huelin, the

Aburiginal Legal Scrvices” consultant,
by “phone that I was prepared 10 meet
with cither the Principal Legal Officer
or him or both. Mr Huclin advised that
he had been instructed by the ALS not
10 meet with me on those conditions,

Sce answer (o (3).

IMMIGRATION: REFUGEES
Victnimesce: Sponsorship

Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Immigration:

n

s he aware of a report in this cvening’s
issuc of the Daily News of a new
scheme, suggested by the
Commonwcilth Minister for
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs, for
Western  Awustralians o sponsor
Vietnamese relugees 1o this State?

Has the Sute Government  been
consulted by 1he Federal Government
about the proposed scheme?

What is the State Government's attitude
towards the proposed scheme?

Mr O"CONNOR replicd:

(H

tw (3) 1 have had no nolice of the
question and as | have not secen Lhe
ncwspaper | ask the honourable member
to pluce the question on the notice

paper.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Timetables

6. Mr WILSON. to the Minister for Trunsport:

(h

3)
(4)

Is he awarc that the new bus timetables
being distributed 10 residents in arcas o
be served by the new Mirrabooks bus
station list depurture und arrival times
on a 24-hour scale rather than the
previous 12-hour scale to which people
are accustomed?

Why was this chunge, which will
possibly confuse and worry ciderly
people who are the major users of public
transport, made at the same time as
other major changes to timetables and
bus routes which will also possibiy causc
confusion and worry for the clderly?
Waus this change necessary?

Is he prepared to ask the MTT 1o
consider reverting to the 12-hour scale
to save possible confusion and distress o
the clderly?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(n
(2)

(1)
(4

Yes.

The 24-hour scule is now used almost
universally throughout the world lor
transport schedules.

Westrail - public tmetables have
cployed the system for a4 number of
years  and  there  has been no
unlavaurable reaction from the public.
The MTT is progressively introducing it
as  new  limetables are  required  or
reprints ol existing timetables become
necessary. Again there has been no
unlavaurable reaction,

Refer 1o (2).

Nu.
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Aboriginaf Legal Service

Mr TONKIN, to the Deputy Premier:

The Deputy Premier ducked out of
answering my carlier question without
notice. 1 asked him why he had refused
tos meet with the representatives of the
Aboriginal Lepad Service and he gave
what scems to me to be a smart-aleck
answer in which he said, 1 refused 1o
meet them.” When it was known that
sume Aborigines from the Aboriginal
Legal Scrvice wanted 10 meet him,
which scems to be lairly logical, why did
he refuse o meet the deputation which
included these Aborigines?

Mr O'NEIL replicd:

I did not refuse o meet a depulation
from the Aboriginal Legal  Service,
However the person who initially wrote
tlo mc requesting  the  deputation

indicated he had  somcthing  more
important to do. In those circumstanges
I suid 1 would sec the legal consuhant,
Mr John Huclin, who rang me about it
this morning. However, tequests were
made in relation 1o extension of the
representation and | declined them.

Mr Tonkin: Why?

Mr

|

O'NEIL: Because | had already made
arrangements with the Aboriginal Legal
Seryvice, which hid been aceepted. to
meet twa gentlemén in my office at
10.30 this marning. Those arrangements
had already been accepted and il was
only this morming thut & change of plan
occurred. 1 indicated | would still meet
one of the genticmen who was intending
1o come with Mr Huclin, and he 1old me
over the phone he had been advised o
refuse 1o meet me under  those
circumstances. Se [ did not refuse to
meet them: they declined lo atiend the |
mecting.



