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The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took the
Chair at 10.45 a.m., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: TENTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 8 April.
MR SHAILDERS (Murray) [10.47 am.]: I

would like to make some comments in support of
those made by my colleague, the member for
Clontarf, when he moved the motion before us. I
commence by referring the House to the class
action which was discussed at some lengtih in this
Parliament last week. I find it horrific that any
group which considers itself loyal to Western
Australians would consider taking action in the
courts of another country to try to subvert an
industry legally established by the Parliament of
this State.

It is all very well for the people connected with
that class action to say what they intend to do will
have no impact on the bauxite mining industry in
this State, or future developments within that
industry. Whether what they are doing will or will
not have an impact is a matter for conjecture and
subject to differences of opinion. Certainly all
members in this Chamber and people within the
community at large have differences of opinion in
regard to that impact, but J want to say it has
caused an enormous amount of worry to a great
many people who live in my electorate, the
economy of which is dependent to a very large
extent upon the bauxite mining industry.

The refinery at Pinjarra employs a considerable
number of people, the majority of whom live in
the Murray electorate. They earn and spend their
wages in that electorate and, of course, growth of
businesses and industry has occurred in that area
to a very large extent because of the increase in
population and the incomes of workers. I can say
that the class action has caused a jolt to the
community and it will cause a loss of confidence
in the future of the district.

Already people in business have contacted me
about this matter. They want to know my opinion
in regard to what may occur and what will be the
effects upon the industry if the class action is
successful in any way. However, I have had to tell
those people I am not in a position to know the
effects because I am not able to look into a Crystal
ball to know all the ramifications of what might

occur. In addition to those people whose busine!
futures arc at stake, I have had employees of it
bauxite mining industry contact me. They we,
concerned about the employment opporiunitii
which could be lost both for themselves and f4
their children without continuation and expansic
of the industry. They see the company as
provider of employment. It certainly employs
large number of apprentices and that growth
employment is not confined to young people oni
many people from the district are employedt
this company. Employment is not as good as v
would like it to be in these district
Unemployment is at an unacceptable level.

Western Australia has a far better rccoi
employment for when we compare it with othi
States but nevertheless we would like to see o
improvement. 1 find it ludicrous that people wh
on the one hand, profess to be interested in t0
welfare of this State, will on the other hand tal
action which may result in the loss of employmei
opportunities in the future as well as a possib
reduction in current employment.

Another factor which will cause disruption wi
be the introduction of the 35-hour week. 1 kno
that the views of the members on this side of t0
House differ from the views of the members
the Opposition on this subject. When we talk
people in industry and ask them what they thir
the effect will be I believe their answer is the tri.
barometer: They believe the introduction of a 3.
hour week would be catastrophic to employment.

There are probably industries in Westei
Australia which could afford a 35-hour we(
because they are sufficiently profitable to do s
However, I do not believe it is fair £0 have 0
introduction of a 35-hour week because it wou
be impracticable to have employees in sont
industries working those hours while others ni
working a 40-hour week. The grass in the ne:
field always looks the greenest and if the 35-hot
week is introduced in some industries there will I
a never-ending stream of applications for it to I
applied to all other industries.

It seems to me that the employees who wol
within the industries which are sufficient
profitable are able to gain additional benefit
quite apart from the 35-hour week, and th
makes their employment much more attractii
than in many other industries.

In my electorate t',e employees of Alcoa seei
to be far better off fiaancially than many peop
who are holding similar positions with small'
firms because these smaller firms cannot offer t0
over-award wages, and travelling allowances whit
Alcoa does.
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I hope the Government will continue to oppose.
as vigorously as possible, the 35-hour week and
that employers themselves will resist the
imposition of this change. It is possible that the
Government may need to get tough with
employers who may make sweetheart deals on this
measure because of union pressure.

If this Government were to tell industry that it
was not prepared to issue Government contracts
to any firm which voluntarily allowed a 35-hour
wcek, I would support that measure. There is no
doubt unions will exert pressure to get their points
of view across and I see no reason for the
Government not to act in a similar way.

I believe many members of the Opposition in
their heart of hearts believe what I have said is
correct but unfortunately, for better or worse, the
Labor Party is dominated by the union movement
because the union movement holds the balance of
power within the State executive of that party.

Not very long ago-a person-a member of the
State ALP executive who will remain nameless
for obvious reasons, told me that if there were a
card vote at a meeting and the AWU and the
Shop Assistants' and Warehouse Employees'
Industrial Union of Workers agreed to vote
together the motion would certainly be carried.

Mr Parker: That is not true, we do not vote that
way.

Mr SHALDERS: I am telling the House the
information which was given to me.

Mr Mclver: Whoever gave it to you?

Mr SHALDERS: In deference to the member
for Avon, I cannot name the person.

Mr Mclver: Back in the Depression.

Mr SHALDERS: You are suggesting they no
longer do that?

Mr Mclver: I am not suggesting it, I am telling
you.

Mr Parker: It is not done at the State
executive.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!. I will not
tolerate the sorts of interjections which are
coming forward in a multiple way. It is one thing
for interjections to be taking place between the
member for Avon and the member for Murray
but it is not acceptable when a second, third or
fourth person joins in because it becomes an
intolerable situation. I will not tolerate more than
one interjection.
(26)

Points of Order
Mr H. D. EVANS: In that case, Sir, if the

member persists with the distortion of the facts,
would you, S ir, be prepared to accept a motion
calling upon the member for Murray to verify his
facts? That would be consistent with the ruling of
the Speaker last night.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I think it is quite
clear that members in every Westminster
Parliament make remarks which some people
believe to be a distortion of the facts. If I were to
take the course of action you propose, no words
would be spoken in this Chamber. There is no
point of order.

Mr BERTRAM: Mr Deputy Speaker, you
referred to Westminster Parliaments as though
this parliament is one of them. I would like you to
clarify whether you believe that to be a fact, and
if so, why?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of
order. The honourable member's point of order is
frivolous in the extreme and I will not seek to
answer it;, and probably the member does not
really expect an answer from me.

Debate Resumed

Mr SHALDERS: Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. You realised that I had not stated the
information as a fact. I said the information was
conveyed to me by a member of the State
Executive of the ALP. The member for Warren
comes from a lovely electorate, but unfortunately
all those trees have affected him-he now has
rather woody thinking.

Mr Sodeman: That is a fact.
Mr SHALDERS: That woody thinking

resulted in his taking such a ridiculous point of
order.

Mr H. D. Evans: They are still honest 'down
that way.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for

Kalgoorlie just said, "You are telling outright
lies." That is totally unparliamentary, and I call
on him to withdraw the statement.

Mr E. T. Evans: I will withdraw if it is
unparliamentary.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you.

Mr SHALDERS: I would like to draw the
attention of members to the cartoon which
appeared on the back page of last night's edition
of the Daily News. It shows a woman asking her
husband "What do you think of the new wage
deal?" The husband replied "I dunno. We'll have
to wait 'till the union tells us if we're A. agreeably
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surprised, B. cautiously optimistic, C.
nsu lied-and rejected it outright".

I believe something however was omitted from
the cantoon--obviously the fellow should have
had a tattoo on his arm saying "ALP" because it.
is the ALP that waits until the union tells it what
its stand must be. This must have been a slight
omission on either the part of the cartoonist or
whoever set the printing.

Several members interjected.
Mr Bertram: The best he can do is read the

cartoons.
Mr SHALDERS: How true were the

comments in that cartoon!
I am sure Opposition members will be

agreeably surprised to know that I have a great
deal of sympathy with some of the comments
made yesterday by the member for Ascot. The
honourable member stated his abhorrence of the
violence which is becoming an ever-increasing
part of our community. Like the member for
Ascot I have been fortunate enough to visit other
parts of the world, including the United States,
and I have seen the violence that is occurring in
those countries. It seems to be creeping into the
Australian society also, arid into Western
Australia.

While I was in Texas I was shattered by a
report in the local Press. The article stated how
pleased the authorities were about the drop in
crime during the first three days of the 1980
Dallas State Fair. We were told that only five
women had been raped, about 27 people mugged
inside the fair ground, 30 or so people mugged
outside the fair ground, and only 100-odd vehicles
stolen. This was reported as a marvellous decrease
compared with the 1979 State Fair. Probably it
was a significant decrease, but rather horrifying
when we compare it with our Royal Agricultural
Show at Claremont. We know that a small
amount of petty crime occurs there, such as pick-
pocketing. There may be one or two vehicles
stolen from outside the showgrounds during the
course of the show, but obviously the crime rate in
this State is miniscule compared with some other
courftries.

Mr Pearce: The biggest crime is the price they
charge you to go in.

Mr SHALDERS: However, the member for
Ascot was quite right to say that crime is
increasing in this State. I abhor that increase, and
it is up to me and all members of this House to
support the Police Force in its crime detection
efforts. If we do not support our police officers,
there will be a loss of morale. That is the last
thing we would want at this time when the

policemen of this State will be called upon to do
more work than ever in solving crime.

This raises the subject of telephone tapping,
and any criticism-.of telephone tapping is based on
the question of civil rights. I think I heard
someone say once "The right to swing your fist
ends at the point of your next-door neighbour's
jaw." We know that 99 per cent of the people in
our community are law-abiding-they go about
their daily business without any thought of
breaking the law. We must protect the civil rights
of these people, rather than worry about the I per
cent of the population which is engaged in crime.

If telephone tapping will assist the Police Force
to apprehend and bring to trial some of those in
our community who want to go outside the
jaw-whether in non-violent crimes such as
embezzlement or in violent crimes-then
certainly I support the right of our Police Force to
tap telephones. The police will be far too busy to
bother tapping telephone lines to listen to morning
tea conversations. Any telephone t 'apping in the
past-and any which will-be carried out in the
future-has been and will be carried out for good
reasons.

Mr T. H. Jones: Oh, come on!

Mr Pearce: What if the police were tapping my
telephone because they thought I was getting
information from inside the Department of
Correct ions?

Mr Young: They would never be able to put the
telephone down if they tapped Your line.

Mr Pearce: That is exactly the sort of thing the
police could be pressed into doing.

Mr SHALDERS: The Police Force would use
this power only for legitimate purposes.
Telephone tapping would be carried out only
where it would be to the advantage of law abiding
citizens in our community, so that the Police
Force can protect them from crime.

Mr H-. D. Evans: You have just dredged this
drivel up for che Address- in -Reply speech.

Mr SHALDERS: I want to raise a matter of
considerable concern to me- It is a small matter,
but nevertheless the principle is important. One of
my constituents is an established builder at
Mandurah. Recently he went to the Town
Planning Board to seek the amalgamation of two
adjacent blocks of land. The board gave its
approval for the amalgamation, but in so doing it
imposed a condition on the builder to pay to the
Public Works Department a fee which I believe is
called a water service distribution charge. This
charge amounted to some thousands of dollars.
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The builder contacted me about this condition
and 1 explained to him the reason for it. He
accepted the logic of the explanation, made the
payment, and thus discharged the condition
imposed by the Town Planning Board.

Not very long after this, the same man returned
to me to tell me of two incidents of other builders
who were constructing units, as he was doing, and
who had not been required to make any such
payment. I investigated the examples he referred
to, and in one case I found the block of land on
which the units were being built had required no
action by the Town Planning Department and
therefore the department had not been able to
place a similar condition on that builder.

That seems to me to be an anomaly because the
areas of land involved are similar and each block
will have a similar number of home units erected
on it. Any additional cost incurred by the Public
Works Department to supply water to one set of
units should be equal to the cost incurred in
supplying water to the other units. However, I
explained the matter to the builder and he could
understand that his land required action by the
Town Planning Board, whereas the land
belonging to the other firm did not.

The third case is even more different. In this
case the two blocks had to have action taken in
respect of them by the Town Planning Board
which imposed a similar condition as regards
water distribtution charges on the owner of the
land. He appealed to the Town Planning Board
regarding this condition which, in its wisdom,
removed the condition.

Those three examples are in respect of similar
areas of land, similar numbers of units, and
involved similar costs to the Public Works
Department, yet only one of the three owners was
required to pay.

I can only sincerely request the Government to
look into anomalies of this nature because there is
no doubt that the builder concerned-and
perhaps others like him-has been unfairly
disadvantaged. He has had costs added to his
construction costs which have not been added to
the costs of others. The builder is placed in a
position of unequal competition as a result of the
additional charges imposed.

I now want to make some remarks about what I
regard as the finest inland waterway in Western
Australia. I refer, of course, to the Peel Inlet. I
am sure every member would be aware that
during the summer months severe problems have
been experienced in the Peel and Harvey Inlets as
a result of an algae bloom and the growth of
weed.

Mr Pearce: Because of people building
mansions at Malls Head.

Mr SHALDERS: That is the type of inane
comment which the House has come to expect
from the member for Gosnells. The algae bloom,
which occurs only in the summer months, is
predictable, but it cannot be predicted how long it
will last. In the summer before last the bloom
remained for only a relatively short period, but
this summer it remained for more than six weeks.
The weed breaks off and is washed by the
prevailing winds and tides to the edge of the
estuary. The algae bloom causes the weed to
decompose very quickly and to give off the most
frightful odour imaginable.

This is not a new problem, and I am sure the
Premier will recall visiting Coodanup about
January or February of 1974, when the same
problem was experienced. At that time the
prevailing south-westerlies had piled up the weed
along the shores, giving great cause for concern.
The present Premier was then the Leader of the
Opposition, and he gave an undertaking that in
the event of the coalition parties becoming the
Government action would be taken, and that
promise was honoured. At the time we had an
advisory committee of management, and
equipment belonging to the Swan River
Management Authority was moved into the area
at the Premier's instigation. The weed was
harvested and the residents certainly were very
grateful for the action taken to relieve their
terrible problem.

I can remember going out there and seeing
standpipes which had turned black and seeing
keys which had tur'ed black after being left in
doors. This was due to a chemical reaction
between the gas given off by the decaying weed
and the metal of the standpipes and keys.

To the best of my knowledge the problem has
been worse this summer than any other summer
since 1974. It is now occurring in the Falcon area,
to such an extent that the standpipes there and
other articles made of brass are becoming
discoloured and turning black. Naturally, the
residents are concerned at the fact that they are
no longer able to enjoy the amenities of the area
because of the frightful odour. They are anxious
to know what is known about the problem and
what will be done to combat it.

I pay tribute to the Peel Inlet Management
Authority, its Chairman (Mr Owen Tuckey), the
inspector (Mr Allen), and its employees who have
worked tirelessly to try to harvest the weed and
get rid of it as quickly as possible. The authority
used a piece of machinery to harvest the weed;
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and that machine was provided during the time
the member for Narrogin was the relevant
Minister. However, experience has shown that the
machine was not ideally suited to the task and
breakdowns have occured. I do not criticise the
then Minister for the machinery provided because
at the time it was thought to be and probably was
the best available.

However, during the summer months when the
problem was at its worst the present Minister for
Conservation and the Environment visited the
area very soon after hearing of the problem-for
which the people were grateful-and discussed
the matter with the PIMA chairman (Mr
Tuckey). He readily understood the deficiencies
of the machinery with which the management
authority was working and fast action was
taken-for which I commend the
Government-to lease other machinery which is
more suited to the task. The commissioning of
that machinery received some publicity in The
West Atusiralian and the local Press recently, and
I am sure members would be familiar with it.

I do not want to be like Oliver, who emptied his
bowl and then asked for more; however, until a
long-term solution can be found-which is far
from certain at the moment-and implemented
there will be a need for cosmetic operations to
remove the rotting weed. Even if a solution were
round and implemented it would take a number of
years totally to control the problem. Until then
cosmetic action must be taken so that the
permanent residents-who are the ones I
certainly reel for the most-and also the tourists
may enjoy the magnificent facilities of the area.

Mr Bateman: That weed makes very good
Fertiliser.

Mr SHALDERS: I feel the Government will
have to consider providing another unit of
machinery because the problem occurs mainly in
two areas, one at Coodanup and the other at
Novara or Falcon, which are miles apart. It is
really not an economy of operation to load
machinery today and transport it to Coodanup,
unload it, and put it to work for a few days to
alleviate the problem to some extent-which is
appreciated by the residents-but then before the
job is properly finished to rush the machinery to
the Falcon area where the problem has once again
become urgent. Thai is akin to plugging holes in a
dyke, and I do not believe it is an ideal solution.

I know the Government has budgetary
problems, and I respect that. We all want money
for needs in our electorates, but I hope the
Government will see the need for additional new
machinery as a priority.

Mr Barnett: You know that tractor is only a
Sand Aid. What do you think the long-term
solutions are?

Mr SHALDERS: I have said the tractor is
useful only as a cosmetic operation.

Reports resulting from studies made of the Peel
Inlet are due to be finalised quite soon and I am
sure that, like me, the member for Rockingham
will be very interested to see what suggestions and
recommendations will be made. I do not know
whether Dr Hodgkin will be able to point to a
simple solution; certainly, it would be wonderful if
he said, "if we follow certain steps, the problem
will be solved." However, I do not think it will be
as simple as that and once again, I am sure the
member for Rockingham would agree with me.

I feel certain it will come down to a matter of
opinion on the part of the experts. It will then
become a matter of judgment by the Government
as to which recommendations should be accepted
and followed. Of course, the Government will be
bound by financial considerations as to which
recommendations it will accept and also those it
can afford to implement.

Mr Barnett: Why do you think the Town
Planning Department ignored the advice of the
Department of Conservation and Environment in
relation to the Pleasant Grove subdivision?

Mr SHALDERS: I cannot look into a crystal
ball; I will not hazard an opinion.

Mr Barnett: Do you agree that the department
should ignore the advice it has received from
another Government department?

Mr SHALDERS: I assure the member for
Rockingham it was not because of any request I
made.

Mr Barnett: Do you disagree with it, then?
Mr SHALDERS: The build-up of weed has

caused a problem not only with odour around the
estuary area but also of access to the entrance to
the Murray River. Last summer and this summer,
severe navigation problems were experienced by
the many pleasure craft which travel from the
estuary up the Murray River. People enjoy
travelling along the river, either to do a bit of
Fishing, laze and picnicking around on their boats,
or travelling as far as the Ravenswood Hotel to
slake their thirst.

An entrepreneur who runs the ferry River
Queen had his operations brought almost to a
complete standstill because the entrance to the
Murray River was not navigable. He takes many
tourists up the Murray River in his ferry, and
they love the experience; however, this aspect of
tourism in the area is being put in jeopardy.
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Many boats have tried to cross the weed and
get into the Murray River, resulting in quite
serious damage to some boats. The people running
the boat service industries in the town would be
the first to admit they have earned considerable
income this year as a result, because cooling units
have become clogged with weed and engines have
overheated, with the result that these people have
faced major repair work to their engines.

The Harbour and Light Department accepted
responsibility for the problem but unfortunately,
has insufficient funds to enable it to take remedial
action. We should be trying to keep the entrance
to the Murray River clear of weed so that the
river can be utilised by pleasure and commercial
craft alike.

I must admit to a great disquiet at the approval
granted for a canals development along the
Murray River.

Mr Barnett: In a local newspaper, you were
reported as describing the developments as
"breathtaking".

Mr SHALDERS: The member for
Rockingham has misinterpreted what I said. I will
say again that I was perturbed at approval being
given for a canals development along the Murray
River. I do not believe there is a sufficient
interchange of water in that river to sustain a
canals development. However, I hope now that
the project has been approved, and seems to be
proceeding, that I will be proved wrong. If I am
not wrong, some landowners in the subdivision
will be wasting their money. I would be delighted
one day to stand in this House and say I was
wrong, but, personally, I do not think that will
happen.

Another proposal has been put forward for a
canals development along the estuary, and this is
what I think the member for Rockingham was
referring to when he said I described the
development as "breathtaking." I was referring to
the concept as "exciting and breathtaking"
because it is. When one looks at the plans, one
must agree the concept is a breathtaking one,
because it involves many millions of dollars.

Mr Barnett: Why is it any better than the other
development? Less water flushes through that
area than along the Murray River.

Mr SHALDERS: It is closer to the ocean, and
there is a much greater chance of there being an
interchange of fresh water than there is many
miles up the Murray River.

Mr Barnett: Rubbish!

Mr SHALDERS: I think the member for
Rockingham and I must agree to disagree on that
point.

in the Press statement I issued on this matter,
besides saying the concept was exciting and
breathtaking, I pointed out that I could foresee
difficulties with such a development, one of which
was that there was insufficient water coming
through the existing entrance to provide an
interchange.

Mr Barnett: I missed that.
Mr SHALDERS: While I was in the United

States recently I took the opportunity to visit
Miami and talk to a gentleman by the name of
Mr David Siskind, who is regarded as an expert
on canal developments. I showed him aerial
photographs of the Mandurah area-this was
prior to the unveiling of the plans for the estuary
development-and asked him For his opinion on
what would be a suitable site for a canal
development. He pointed out that it was difficult
to be sure from aerial photographs, and that it
was only a matter of opinion, and then pointed to
two areas, one of which was the area of the
estuary which is the subject of the latest canals
development proposal.

I emphasise that Mr Siskind pointed out it was
difficult to give a sound opinion based only on
aerial photographs. However Mr Siskind
suggested that before a canals development of any
nature could proceed, the entrance to the estuary
would need to be either deepened, or widened, or
preferably both.

Mr Barnett: I think both, don't you?
Mr SHALDERS: Yes, I would like to see the

entrance both deeper and wider.
Mr Barnett: That would be a very wise move.
Mr SHALDERS: I communicated Mr

Siskind's opinion to Mr Noel Robbins, the
chairman of the committee set up by the
Government to examine the feasibility of canal
developments.

Mr Barnett: Why did you not refer the
information to the Premier, so that you could
solve the eutrophication problem at the same
time?

Mr SHALDERS: No, it was appropriate the
matter be referred to the committee established
for the purpose.

Mr Barnett: Which committee are you talking
about?

Mr SHALDERS: I am referring to the
committee set up under the chairmanship of Mr
Noel Robbins to examine the future of canal
developments.
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Mr Barnett: The one established by the
Cabinet?

Mr SHALDERS: Yes; that committee will
report to the Minister and he in turn to Cabinet. I
thought it was important to go through the
correct channels.

There is no doubt the entrance to the
Mandurah estuary needs attention. This year, the
Government commenced a study-for which I am
grateful-to try to arrive at a long-term solution.
The person I spoke to in America said he had
been aware of similar problems in the United
States which had been overcame; he mentioned
San Diego as a prime example. I am hoping that
a solution can also be found to the problem at
Mand urn h.

There is no doubt the entire estuary will benefit
from an increased water flow, It will benefit not
only all professional fishermen including those
who experience difficulty in getting out to sea, but
also the operators of pleasure craft. As members
know, lives have been lost in this area. I suppose it
could be said that by failing to heed warnings
placed in the vicinity of the entrance by the
Harbour and Light Department, and ignoring the
directions of the Harbour and Light Department
inspector, some of these people were the authors
of their own misfortune.

In any event, I appreciate the fact that this
study has commenced. I will be interested to find
out what information can be correlated from the
study, and what is proposed as a long-term
solution, as one needs to be found and
implemented.

With those comments, I again indicate my
support for the motion moved by my colleague,
the member for Clontarf.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) [11.31 am.]: In
The West Australian this morning, in the political
notes, the Premier attempted to take the Labor
Party to task for what he claimed was our
attitude towards resources development. He
referred to remarks that had been made by our
leader, by our deputy leader, and also to some
that had been made by me. During the course of
this epistle he said-

Their spokesman
development-

for resource

That is alluding to myself; and he continued-
-is doing his best to cast doubts on the

iron-ore industry and the North-West Shelf
gas project-

Sir Charles Court: That's right.
Mr HARMAN: I would like to know exactly

how the Premier comes to that conclusion. I have

made only one or two statements concerning the
iron ore industry, and one on the North-West
Shelf gas project. They were not made with the
intention of forecasting any doom for the
industry-

Sir Charles Court: Not much!
Mr HARMAN: -but rather to have the

Government do what it said it would do last year;
and that is to do some hard thinking. The Premier
said, "We have to do some hard thinking about
the iron ore industry."

I am really concerned about the future of the
iron ore industry, the future of all of the people
who are living in the Pilbara, and the future of
the industry as it affects the econorhy of Western
Australia. All of us in this House know that iron
ore is not a scarce commodity. In fact, it is found
in most countries around the world. We have an
important position in the production of iron ore;
and we must maintain our position in exports in
the world.

It was for that reason that when the Premier
returned from Europe last year, he said that we
have to do some planning in respect of our ports
so that our iron ore can be shipped to Europe in
large vessels, so that the industry is competitive.
That is exactly what I have been saying in recent
weeks. We should be looking at our industry to
make sure it is competitive.

One of the ways the industry will become
competitive is if the iron ore can be shipped to
Europe or to countries apart from Japan in large
250 000 tonne vessels so that we obtain the
advantages of cheaper freight rates. One of our
problems in Western Australia is that our existing
ports are not capable of taking these large
tonnage vessels. We have one port, Cape
Lambert, which can take and has taken the
Lauderdale and the Seiko Maru in the past two
years. These vessels are above the 250 000 tonne
dead weight limit; but the only times they are able
to use Cape Lambert is at the time of the king
tides. In other words, they can use the port on two
occasions only in each year. This is the real crux
of the problem.

The Premier said that the companies have been
undertaking studies in the past few years in order
to overcome this problem. Of course, the
Government was liaising with these companies;
and it was ready to assist them.

How much assistance is the Government giving
to this particularly important matter? We know
that large scale iron ore deposits are being
developed in Brazil. We know that the Japanese
iron ore mills have contracted to have Brazilian
ore carted to Japan in 250 000 tonne vessels. We
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know that the same Japanese companies have
actually provided equity to Brazil in the form of
cash so that the Carregas iron ore project can be
developed.

Sir Charles Court: Are you sure of that?
Mr HARMAN: I read that in The Financial

Times.
We knoWv that in Guinea in North Africa there

is a large scale iron ore deposit known as the
Nimba deposit which is being developed. That is
only 27 miles from a port. These are the things
happening around the world, and that is why it is
important that our iron ore industry in Western
Australia should be competitive.

It is the responsibility of this State Government
to ensure that our industry remains competitive.

Sir Charles Court: Which we do.
Mr HARMAN: One way to do that is to have

a port or ports that can handle the large scale
ships in order to reduce the freight cost. We have
been told that if we had large scale vessels taking
our iron ore, we could ship iron ore to Europe at
the same price as that for which we are presently
shipping it to Japan. At present we have only 10
per cent of the market in Europe. We should be in
the position in which we can take more of that
market. The way to do that is through having the
iron ore carted in large scale vessels.

The Opposition was so concerned about this
problem that we wrote to the Government in
January this year. We received a reply from the
Acting Minister for Resources Development as
follows-

I refer to your letter of 16th January 1981,
regarding studies being carried out by the
iron ore companies to upgrade Pilbara ports
to handle larger vessels.

The major. iron ore companies have been
reviewing the possibility of upgrading ports
for several years. However, the recent steep
increase in oil prices and thus shipping cost
has prompted the companies to carry out
more definitive studies.

Although the iron ore companies have no
commitment with the State to further
improve their port facilities they do, of
course, keep the Government informed in
general terms of the progress they are
making in studies of t 'his nature. Therefore, I
am aware that while some of these studies
have been nearly completed, they have not
yet been considered at board level.

At this stage I am not anticipating early
decisions primarily because most of the iron
ore companies are considering the possibility

of using the dredge that is to be mobilised for
the North West Shelf Gas Project. This
dredge will not be available to the iron ore
companies for two or three years.

We gather from that that the Government sees no
pressing urgency to do anything about this
matter. It is right and proper to leave it to the
companies to do their studies; but the
Government is saying, "Well, nothing can be done
because the only way these ports can be deepened
is by using a dredge, and that dredge will not be
available for another three years."

Sir Charles Court: They are not saying that is
the only way. That is the way being considered at
the moment. I would like to get your reaction to
whether you are going to come out today and
advocate that we embrace the Ronsard proposal.

Mr HARMAN: Has the Government looked at
it?

Sir Charles Court: Of course we have looked at
it.

Mr HARMAN: Have you rejected it?
Sir Charles Court: I want to know why the

Labor Party is keen on that particular project.
Mr HARMAN: If the Premier wants to talk

about Ronsard-
Sir Charles Court: No, because you are talking

about 250 000 tonne ports. We have at least three
ports capable of taking 250 000 tonne vessels
using existing infrastructures, and giving greater
ability to the existing projects.

Mr HARMAN: At what cost?
Sir Charles Court: At an economic cost.
Mr HARMAN: In the meantime we could be

losing our place in the competitive markets of the
world.

Sir Charles Court: You do not understand.
Mr HARMAN: I understand all right. I know

why the Premier does not want to use
Ronsard-it is Lang Hancock's. What is
happening now is that these vessels are entering
ports such as Cape Lambert and going away only
partially loaded because they are unable to load
fully. They are then going over to South Africa,
topping up with South African ore, and heading
for Europe.

Sir Charles Court: That is not unusual.
Mr HARMAN: Would it not be better if we

had a port which could allow a vessel to enter and
fully load?

Sir Charles Court: You have no sense of
responsibility or understanding of the economics
of it. There are very few ports which can take
250 000-tonne ships.
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Mr P. V. Jones: There are two in Japan.

Mr HARMAN: I know of five.
Sir Charles Court: I know where you are

getting your information. It is unfortunate that
the ALP is casting doubts on the industry.

Mr HARMAN: It is time the Government
started doing something about this
problem-started realising that we could lose our
position in the world scene.

Sir Charles Court: that is not happening.
Mr HARMAN: We know there has been a

downturn in contracts with Japan.
Sir Charles Court: Are you supporting the

Ronsard concept as a priority project?

Mr HARMAN: I do not know much about it.

Sir Charles Court: Your Federal counterparts
are.

Mr HARMAN: No, we are considering it.

Sir Charles Court: Your Federal counterpart is
supporting it.

Mr HARMAN: He said it seemed to be a
practical way of ensuring we have these high
tonnage vessels being able to enter and carry the
ore. If the Premier wants to develop the Ronsard
concept he should have the vessels calling at the
port and topping up with Ronsard.

Sir Charles Court: How stupid.

Mr HARMAN: This is something the
Government should be thinking about. I do not
really know whether it is a reasonable proposition
but it is one we ought to be considering.

Sir Charles Court: A little knowledge is
dangerous and you have a little knowledge.

Mr HARMAN: We should be worrying about
the situation, and the time to do something is now
rather than in years to come when we will find we
do not have the iron ore contracts.

The other subject I want to raise this morning
involves a statement made by the member for
Clontarf when he was speaking on the night of the
opening of Parliament. He called for a greater
degree of foreign investment in and foreign
control of our resources. He was on fairly safe
ground because that is exactly what the Premier
of this State has been saying and doing with the
able support of the Prime Minister. I think it is
important that we look quickly at what is
happening in this field.

Statistics published by the Bureau of Statistics
show that even in 1976-77, 59 per cent of total
value added in the mining industry was by
foreign-owned firms. I quote as follows-

The proportion was much higher in some
areas-84 per cent in brown coal, crude oil
and natural gas, 75 per cent in silver, lead
and zinc, and 62 per cent in mineral sands.

The latest survey of manufacturing
industry showed that foreign-cont rolled
enterprises accounted for 91 per cent of the
value added in petroleum refining, 76 per
cent in motor vehicles, 65 per cent in
chemicals and 60 per cent in tobacco
products.

In commerce 50 per cent of
insurance companies and 35 per
registered financial corporations are
controlled.

general
cent of
foreign-

Tbhe Liberals want to go further and increase this
already hefty percentage. It seems they are not
satisfied with that degree of foreign ownership
and control in Australia' they want more.

We should note what is happening on the
Federal scene in respect of the Foreign
Investments Review Board. Members will recall
that back in 1976 the Prime Minister made a
statement when setting up the board, indicating
that the essence of the policy was to offer
Australians maximum opportunity to participate
as fully and effectively as possible in the
ownership and control of our natural resources
and industries. The other aspect of the policy was
to give foreign investors fair treatment under
clear guidelines.

In 1978 the Liberals amended their foreign
investment policy and watered down the 1976
guidelines. They abolished the firmn 50 per cent
Australian equity concept which was established
under the Whitlam Government and retained by
Prime Minister Fraser in his 1976 declaration. In
1978 they opened the floodgates further so there
could be a greater inflow into Australia of foreign
capital. This was not just for investment in the
mining industry but also to allow foreign capital
to be used in business takeovers and mergers and
to buy up our manufacturing industries, our land,
the various tourist resorts, and other things.

Even in the City of Perth there are unknown
areas of land owned by foreign companies which
are not based here. Their only involvement in the
State and the rest of Australia is their ownership
of property. If we were ever faced with a war
situation, Australians would have to go away to
defend their country which was largely owned by
foreign companies. That is a situation we are
approaching.

Mr Coyne: Nothing wrong with that.
Mr HARMAN: The member for Murchison-

Eyre said there is nothing wrong with Australians
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having to ight for their country even though it
was largely owned by foreign companies. A lot of
people would not agree with his view.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you believe a replacement
iron ore project in the Pilbara should have a 50
per cent Australian equity requirement?

Mr HARMAN: My word; I would hope the
Minister would think the same way.

Mr P. V. Jones: As a requirement?
Mr HARMAN: Yes; there should be at least

50 per cent Australian equity.
Mr P. V. Jones: So if there was not a 50 per

cent Australian equity the project would not get
off the ground?

Mr HARMAN: Correct. I believe Australian
resources, in the main, should be owned by
Australians. We have plenty of Australian
companies quite capable of developing new iron
ore mines in the Pilbara. We do not have to go
outside Australia to find investors willing to be
involved in another mine; we have them here.

Mr P. V. Jones: And able to put up $1000
million?

Mr HARMAN: We have CSR, CSA, and
BHP. Those companies are anxious to get projects
off the ground.

Mr H. D. Evans: Lang Hancock.
Mr P. V. Jones: So we have your word that

Goldsworthy can die?
Mr Skidmore: That is ridiculous.
Mr Young: He said it. It is in Hansard.
M r Skidmore: He didn't say that.
Mr Young: It is too late; it is there.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will conic

to order!
Mr HARMAN: Just to clear up this aspect, I

want to make it evidcnt that the Minister asked
me whether I would allow the development of a
mine in the Pilbara by a company which did not
have 50 per cent Australian equity. I said I would
not and I hold to that. I believe that. if an
Australian resource is to be developed, it should
have a SI per cent Australian equity, and the
resource which is being developed should not be
owned by a foreign company.

Mr Young: You were then asked if you would
let it drop and you said "Yes".

Mr HARMAN: I agree with the Minister for
Health. He is being very hypothetical.

Sir Charles Court: No, we are not. We are
being very realistic.

Mr HARMAN: The Premier is not being
realistic, because in respect of iron ore projects,

plenty of Australian companies have the expertise
and asset backing to undertake them. All they
need is a market and approval by the Premier.
That is all they need and there is also--

Sir Charles Court: Not the approval of the
Premier. They need the approval of the
Government and the Parliament.

Mr HARMAN: That may be so, but the
Premier has a great deal to do with who does and
who does not mine in this State.

Mr P. V. Jones: And the Parliament, if it is a
new project.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister for Resources
Development has been here long enough to know
what happens.

Mr T. H. Jones: This place is only a rubber
stamp!

Mr HARMAN: I am saying we have a
tremendous inflow into Australia of foreign
money. Foreign companies are gobbling up our
resources and manufacturing industries and they
are infiltrating our commercial corporations. No
holds are barred.

The Foreign Investments Review Board has
been crippled, one might say, by this Government.
It does not really matter whether a company does
not have 51 per cent equity, because in 1978 the
Treasurer said that even if a company is in the
process of naturalising itslf-that is, building up
to a 51 per cent Australian equity-it will be
given credit for that and a project will be given to
it.

Sir Charles Court: That is sensible. Progress is
being made on that.

Mr HARMAN: That means if a company has
only 10 per cent Australian equity, but has made
a declaration it intends to increase its Australian
equity, it will be given credit for that. However, it
is not told that it must have 5; per cent
Australian equity by a particular date. That is the
situation we have in Australia at the moment.

Sir Charles Court: They have to agree with the
Federal Government on a formula before they can
be regarded as companies in the process of
Austalianising their equity. That is sensible.

Mr H-ARMAN: As a result, we will continue to
have the situation which is being experienced at
the present time in which millions of dollars are
f'lowing into Australia, but millions of dollars will
be flowing out of the country in years to come, of
course, that will place a burden on our balance of
payments situation. It will mean also that we will
be forced to consider devaluing our currency and
we will have to sell more goods and services
outside Australia in order to offset the demand
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for dollars which will be created when money is
transferred out of Australia back to company
shareholders in the US, the UK, and Japan. To
some extent, this has occurred already.

Sir Charles Court; Are you talking about
devaluing or revaluing?

Mr HARMAN: I am talking about
devaluation.

Sir Charles Court: The attitude expressed by
all members on your side is that there will be
revaluation.

Mr HARMAN: We are in the same position
now as we were in in 1971 when the Liberals in
Canberra experienced these problems, but at that
stage they refused to devalue the dollar. However,
the Whitlam Government came into power, saw
the mess the economy was in, and took the
appropriate action.

Sir Charles Court: You had betterhave a talk
to your deputy leader, because he is frightening
the farmers that we will have revaluation because
of the amount of income capital coming into
Australia.

Mr H. D. Evans: Am I correct, or not?
Sir Charles Court: You are taking an income

development in isolation instead of in the concept
of a well-planned programme.

Mr H. D. Evans: Unless you take compensatory
action the situation will get much worse.

Mr HARMAN: The figures which are
available show that during 1978-79 the total net
inflow of foreign investment into Australian
enterprises was almost $2 000 million, bringing
the total level of foreign investment in Australian
enterprises to a massive $15 billion compared
with a figure of $6.5 billion in 1970. Therefore, it
can be seen that in the space of 10 years total
foreign investment in Australian enterprises has
increased from $6.5 billion to $15 billion.

If we look at the other side of the problem we
see that during 1978-79 the total income payable
on foreign investment in Australian enterprises
was $1.85 billion. That is three times the level of
foreign investment encountered in 1970 and it is
equal to 2 per cent of our gross domestic product.
These figures come from the Australian Bureau
of Statistics.

Sir Charles Court: Aren't you pleased about
that? Aren't you pleased about all the economic
activation it has caused?

Mr HARMAN: I am certainly pleased,
because it has meant an increase in jobs-we do
not deny that-and it has also meant wages have
been increased. Opportunities have been afforded
to our young people to obtain employment; but

our employment problems have not been solved.
Approximately 6.7 per cent of the work force is
still unemployed.

Sir Charles Court: Don't forget a lot of the
money which has come in is not equity money. It
is project finance money, outside equity.

Mr HARMAN: It still has to be paid for.

Sir Charles Court: You will be interested to
know that America is encouraging people to
invest there. America is bringing in money from
other countries, despite its own great wealth and
its many development projects.

Mr HARMAN: America has its own problems.

Sir Charles Court: No; America is taking a
realistic view.

Mr HARMAN: America has many problems.
However, whilst the situation to which I have
referred has resulted in an increase in job
opportunities and greater expertise in this
country, it has not resulted in an increase in
income per head of population in Western
Australia. In fact, as I pointed out last year, the
total income per head of population in Western
Australia during 1978-79 was the second lowest

of all the States of Australia. Western Australia
had returned to the position it held prior to 1965-
66 which was only slightly better than the income
per head of population in Tasmania. This was the
situation after the boom period in the second half
of the 1960s and early 1970s which saw Western
Australia move to a position above South
Australia and Queensland. Those figures came
from the same source as the other figures to
which I referred.

The figures show that income in the form of
profits, rents, and interest in Western Australia
has declined markedly per head of population
relative to the national level. The figure has
declined from 114.8 per cent in 1968-69 to 92.6
per cent in 1978-79.

For a long time the Premier has been saying
that, as a result of all this development, we in
Western Australia are better off financially in
terms of income per head of population.

Sir Charles Court: I'll say we are.
Mr HARMAN: In fact that is not the case. We

are slipping behind and we are only marginally
ahead of Tasmania.

Sir Charles Court: How much do you want us
to send away?

Mr HARMAN: The following comments
appeared in The West Australian of today's date
and they read as follows-
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ALP studies at the federal level confirmed
what every other Australian already knew;
namely, that the economic development
programme initiated and organised by States
like Western Australia will result in general
increases in employment,-

That is granted. To continue-
-in personal income, and in the quality of
community services.

Sir Charles Court: That is right.
Mr HARMAN: But that is not happening.
Sir Charles Court: Or course it is.
Mr HARMAN: I have just explained to

members that we are slipping backwards. In
1965-66 we were ahead of South Australia and
Queensland, but we are slipping back and now we
are just marginally ahead of Tasmania and are in
the second lowest position.

How can the Premier keep saying the income
per head of population in Western Australia is
increasing when the figures do not show that? He
cannot escape from the true position, especially
when we look also at the situation in regard to
profits and rents.

It would seem that the expansion of population
and economic activity in Western Australia has
not given rise to a similar expansion of incomes
from profits, rents and interest being earned by
Western Australian residents. In other words
economic activity in Western Australia is
generating wage and salary incomes for residents
of the State. but the profits, rents and interest
generated by this activity would appear to he
earned increasingly by the residents of other
States and overseas. It is quite ludicrous for the
Premier to be going around the place saying we
are better off financially.

Sir Charles Court: We certainly are.
Mr HARMAN: In terms of income we are now

down on what we received in the early 1960s. We
are down in terms of profits, rents received, and
interest payments. We are down! Some day
people will see through all the talk the Premier
goes on with. He has tried to talk us up; we are
supposed to be the richest State in Australia.

Sir Charles Court: And so we are. We are the
best off;

Mr HARMAN: I ask members to note that by
comparison with Western Australia in 1979-80
when we received $62 million in mining royalties,
the Queensland Government received $78 million;
so, we are not doing as well as Queensland which
is noted for being a low royalty State. At least
Queensland owns the railways on which the coal
is carried.

Sir Charles Court: Thank goodness we don't
own ours.

Mr HARtMAN: In 1979-80 the Queensland
Government earned $347 million for freight
cartage alone. For mining royalties in 1979-80
Western Australia received $154 million and New
South Wales received $85 million. In fact. Mr
Speaker, New South Wales receives each year
twice as much revenue from poker machines and
gambling as we receive from mining royalties.

Mr Shalders: Should we have poker machines?
Mr HARMAN: Possibly the solution is not to

have poker machines, but I venture to say the day
is not far away when the Premier must consider
forms of revenue other than those which we have
at present. The Government will have to bring
forward alternative schemes to rake in the
revenue required.

Sir Charles Court: It will not be from poker
mahine.
Mr HARMAN: The Premier will not be here

forever.
Sir Charles Court: Such a change will not come

from this side.
Mr HARMAN: The person tipped to take the

Premier's place may have another view.
Sir Charles Court: A new form of revenue will

not be poker machines and I hope you people also
do not bring in poker machines.

Mr HARMAN: The Government will have to
look for other forms of revenue. The Premier has
closed his eyes to the casinos operating in Perth.
His Government has done nothing to, firstly, close
down illegal casinos or, secondly, legitimise them
so that the Government can obtain some revenue
from that source.

I was in Hobart in February of this year and
visited its majestic casino. The Tasmanian
Government receives something like $2 or $3
million in revenue each year from that casino
which is quite a show place. I did not see anything
to complain about. People do not have to go to it
if they do not want to, and the great many people
who do go there are tourists. I expect the Premier
would be opposed to a legal casino in Western
Australia even though his Government would not
be asked to invest any money in it. I have not
heard the Government being asked to guarantee a
loan for a casino built in Western Australia; there
are plenty of entrepreneurs who are quite anxious
to build a casino in Western Australia. When we
were in government in 1971-1974 approaches
were made to us in regard to this matter and we
considered the prospect of having a casino in
Western Australia.
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The Premier does not seem to want to have a
legitimate casino in Perth; he is quite prepared to
have illegitimate ones operating, ones from which
the Government does not receive any revenue.

Sir Charles Court: Let me make it very clear
that we will not have a bar of any of them.

Mr HIARMAN: We already have them.

Sir Charles Court: They are something you
want 1o have. Coming back to this railway
arrangement, you lauded the Queensland and
New South Wales Governments. You might give
us some information about their deficits
compared with the deficits in Western Australia.

Mr H-ARMAN: I do not have that information.
Sir Charles Court: You will find that the deficit

in Queensland is about rout times as great as
ours, and the transport deficit in New South
Wales runs at half a billion dollars, not half a
million.

Mr HARMAN: I have not carried out research
into the deficits. The point I make is that those
Governments receive more revenue to fund their
deficits.

Sir Charles Court: Oh, no!
Mr HARMAN: They therefore have a better

opportunity to pay back loans.
Sir Charles Court: We would be putting on

more taxes and more taxes if we followed your
theory.

Mr HAR 'MAN: The point I make is that the
Government will have to consider other sources of
revenue, and the Premier knows that. He knows
that the Government has been given approval to
borrow 1000 million outside the Loan Council.

Sir Charles Court: They must be sustained.
Mr HARMAN: The loan organised recently by

the SEC for approximately $30 million was at an
interest rate of something like I11 per cent
effective. That means that in the I12th year of the
loan the SEC will have to start paying the interest
on that loan. That means there will be a
tremendous imposition on the Government in
those years. We already have a $30 million loan
and we will have loans totalling $1 000 million.

Sir Charles Court: On the basis that they can
sustain themselves.

Mr HARMAN: We have not been assured of
that.

Sir Charles Court: You can't get it through the
Loan Council unless you can sustain it.

Mr HARMAN: The Government has been
given approval to borrow that amount.

Sir Charles Court: I know.

Mr HARMAN: I wonder from where the
money will come to pay back these loans. I believe
it will have to come from the people, and they will
be hit with tremendous imposts.

Sir Charles Court: I think you should talk with
me for half a day and I will fill you in with a few
of these details.

Mr HARMAN: When we were in government
I had long talks with Treasury people. I do not
know the position in respect of these loans, but I
do know that when a loan is entered into it must
be paid back.

Sir Charles Court: You can't borrow this
money unless you can demonstrate it is self-
servicing in regard to interest and capital
payments.

Mr H-ARMAN: We want to know whether
proposed loans will be self-servicing. Trying to
obtain information from the Government is like
trying to get blood out of a stone.

Sir Charles Court: The Parliament has been
told and the public have been told.

Mr T. H. Jones: You tell Parliament only what
you want it to know.

Mr HARMAN: If the Premier provides
information to me when I ask for it, I will be
much happier. However, .the situation I have
outlined will face Western Australians in years to
come. It is all very well to get proposed projects
and developments off the ground by the use of
loans, but we will have to pay in such a way that
our standard of living will diminish. We ought to
have a very close examination of what is
happening now and will happen in the years to
Come.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr HARMAN: I venture to say that in years

to come the Government will consider all sorts of
ways to raise revenue to meet the costs incurred
by its former Premier.

Mr B. T. Burke: That's right.
Mr HARMAN: To borrow $1 000 million on

the world market at world interest rates is not like
the old days of borrowing through the Loan
Council at interest rates well below 10 per cent.
On the world market today we will have to pay at
least I I per cent interest and, possibly, more. It is
possible I will not be here in 10 years, but I know
the Western Australian people-

Sir Charles Court: You are only a young man.

Mr HARMAN: -will be faced with
tremendous burdens because of the present
borrowing programme.
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Mr B. T. Burke: The Government couldn't
handle it in 1970-71I and can't handle it now.

Mr HARMAN: In years to come the people of
Western Australia will look to the person
responsible for the State's huge debts, and the
person will be the former Premier of Western
Australia, Sir Charles Court.

Mr B. T. Burke: He will still be here in 10
years' time. He will be only 81. He will be the
only octagenarian Premier in our history.

Sir Charles Court: Thanks for the compliment.
Mr H-ARMAN: I endeavoured to ask a

question of the Premier last week but the Speaker
ruled it out of order. I wished to ask whether the
Premier still held an honorary position with the
SAS because I had been informed that it was not
the case.

Sir Charles Court: It expires automatically. I
think it expired last year.

Mr HARMAN: The reason the Premier is no
longer an officer is that he became too old for the
position and they had to retire him.

Sir Charles Court: They set a standard period
of four years.

Mr Crane: Old soldiers never die.
Mr HARMAN: I would like to take to task the

Minister for Fuel and Energy. We had a situation
in my electorate, several weeks ago, in a new
block of flats. The first tenants of the flats-and I
stress. tenants, not purchasers-were sent an
account by the SEC for an amount of £72 for the
installation of three-phase wiring. Of course, the
tenants complained about that because they felt
they should not be charged as they were the
tenants. That charge should be paid from capital
cost, by the owner of the flats who asked for the
three-phase wiring to be installed.

I thought it was rather immoral and asked the
Minister for Fuel and Energy to investigate the
situation. The Minister did so and showed himself
to be completely insensitive to the situation. He
wrote to me and said that was the position but it
was not a matter for the SEC so he would do
nothing about it. That shows just how insensitive
the Minister is. Does he think it is fair that the
first tenants in a new block of flats should have to
pay the SEC -account for three-phase wiring?
When those tenants move there will be many
others, but they will not have to pay that charge.

The SEC should have sent the account to the
owner of the flats. However, the Minister is not
concerned about the plight of the tenants. That is
not good enough. I ask the Minister to reconsider
the position. Surely one can see that if there is to
be three-phase wiring in the building, new

guttering or new pipes, the charges are the
responsibility of the owner, not the tenants.

The situation would be quite different if a
person were buying the unit, but tenants should
not have to meet the costs; it should be considered
as a capital cost.

I wish to direct my further comments to the
Minister for Housing. A family in my electorate
has rented a home for 31 years. These people have
kept their home in good condition, raised their
family there and have many friends in the
immediate vicinity. Suddenly, the State Housing
Commission informed them that they would have
to move or pay an increased rental of £10 per
fortnight. How insensitive is that action, when we
consider the fact that the couple has been there
for so long? The man is an ex Rat of Tobruk, he
fought for his country and now at the age of 72
years is not in good health. His friends and
neighbours form part of his lifestyle but the State
Housing Commission has said that he should not
occupy a three-bedroomed house, he should now
move to a single bedroomed flat. I think that is
completely insensitive.

I wrote to the Minister but he said he was sorry
he could do nothing about it. He said he could not
use his discretion.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [12.15 pm.]: Like
other members of this House, I should like to
extend my good wishes to the Governor for his
term of office in this State. Those of us who chose
to attend the Legislative Council listened to the
Governor's Speech during the formal opening of
Parliament.

The Speech of the Governor is the first policy
speech a Government can make. I should like to
remind Government members that whilst they
have the right to write that Speech and declare
the Government's intentions for the forthcoming
legislative session, we are summoned here by
proclamation, for the despatch of business. We
are not summoned to the opening of Parliament to
listen to a eulogy of the Government's past
performance; nor are we required to listen to an
economic summary of the State over the past two
or three years.

The Governor's Speech tends to last well over
half an hour and I think the speech writers should
confine the Governor's opening Speech to those
matters which are to be dealt with in the coming
year. in other words the business which is to be
despatched during the current session. Then we
would have a little more time to spend in the
Legislative Assembly to deal with business, such
as questions, which may be a little more
interesting for the visitors attending the opening.
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With every policy, whether it be a Governor's
Speech or a speech of a political party, a
declaration of intent is made. However, the
intentions of the political party or the
Government do not always take effect. If they
did, this Parliament would lose half its legislative
job.

Most members would accept that the majority
of the work we do involves passing amending
Bills. This is necessary because the original intent
of the Government is not always found to have
been carried out. Half the amending Bills which
come before this House come about because the
Government has discovered that it has not
legislated as it wished to do with its original
policy.

Often, when a policy is put into effect, it is
evident that the stated policy conflicts with the
actual policy. In some cases no action has been
taken. I will put forward three examples of such
cases. One could almost accuse the Government
involved of being misleading in the initial
declaration of policy.

I would like to refer firstly to the Government's
mining legislation which was passed by these
Houses of Parliament in 1978. When the then
Minister for Mines introduced the Bill in this
House he said that the provisions of the Bill in
relation to private land were very similar to those
in the existing Act, and that was the 1904 Act
which was substantially amended in 1970. Since
the passing of the 1978 Bill there has been a
continuing conflict between successive Ministers
and the Farmers' Union, or as it is now, the
Primary Industry Association.

The then Minister for Mines, who has now left
that portfolio, initially maintained there was no
difference between the provisions of the 1904 Act
and the 1978 legislation. Several legal opinions
have been expressed on this matter, the last of
which was that of Mr fan Temby QC for the
Primary Industry Association. It was his opinion
that the 1978 legislation differed greatly in the
provisions relating to private land. At last in the
last few weeks the present Minister for Mines
made an admission to the public through The
West Australian that the provisions relating to
private land in the 1978 legislation were different
from the provisions in the 1904 Act. After two
years of struggle we finally had an admission that
there had been changes. Of course, the Minister
spoilt it all by placing a proviso on his statement.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not right. You know I
said at every meeting I have attended that the
private landowners' veto had been removed.

Mr COWAN: Until recently that had not been
stated, and the Minister can deny it if he wants
to.

Mr P. V. Jones: Ask the member for Vasse.
Mr COWAN: The Minister said recently that

the private land provisions in the new mining
legislation differed in many ways from those of
the old Statute. However, to come to the real
point of the whole incident, the Minister then
turned around and stated that while the owner of
private lnnd has lost his right of veto, we must
remember that the Government has lost the
powers of resumption. That statement was
substantially incorrect. The 1978 legislation does
contain powers of resumption, and I refer
members to clauses 21 and 22. There are powers
of resumption in the 1978 legislation, just as there
are in the Statute still being used-the 1904 Act
as amended. Admittedly the powers of resumption
relate to the Public Works Act, whereas under the
original provisions, the Mines Department had
resumption powers itself.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is right.
Mr COWAN: But those powers were subject to

the conditions laid down in the Public Works Act.
So the Minister was incorrect when he said that
there had been a loss of resumption powers.
Admittedly there will be a change in the process
of resumption, but certainly there is no loss of the
resumption power given to the Minister.

It is very sad that two successive Ministers both
said the provisions in the 1978 legislation relating
to mining on private land were similar to those in
the 1904 Act. Finally, after 12 months, we heard
the admission that private landowners have lost
their right of veto, and then the misleading
statement that the powers of resumption will be
lost by the Government.

I do not know how many people are familiar
with the book Through the Looking Glass by
Lewis Carroll. At one stage Alice has a discussion
with Humpty Dumpty and Humpty Dumpty's
comments on that occasion are very much like
those of the Minister for Mines. I would like to
quote from the book as follows-

"When I use a word," Humpty Dumpty
said in rather a scornful tone, "it means just
what I choose it to mean, neither more nor
less." "The question is," said Alice, "whether
you can make words mean different things."
"The question is," said Humpty Dumpty,
"which is to be master-that's all."

That is exactly the present case. The Minister for
Mines wants to be the master of the situation, and
it does not matter what the words mean.
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I am sorry that the Premier is not here at the
moment because he has admitted to -uis party
members that his ambition since he entered
Parliament has been to eliminate the Country
Party. The current Minister for Mines, in his
ambition to climb the political ladder, has fallen
for the very policy the Premier wants to
implement. The Premier knows that the farmers
are the last bastion of support for the Country
Party. lHe knows also that most farmers hold their
land in fee simple; in other words, they are private
landowners. The best course for the Premier to
take to achieve his ambition to alienate the
support of that last bastion for the Country Party
is to place in charge of the Mines portfolio a
Minister of that political party. That is what the
Premier is in the process of doing-alienating the
support the Country Party receives from the
farmers.

Mr B. T. Burke: The member is not wrong
actually, is he?

Mr Old: It would be the first time.
Mr COWAN: I would like to refer to other

events which have taken place in regard to a
stated policy oF the Government which has failed,
and about which the Government should take
steps to do something. Members in this place and
especially those people on this side of the House
who purport to represent rural electorates-and
certainly the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
knows all about this-are aware of the situation
in relation to the WA Meat Commission. Some
years ago the Government conducted a
referendum of meat producers of Western
Australia, and the only way to describe that
referendum is to say it was a complete debacle.

The referendum calling for the implementation
of a more active Meat Commission was carried by
the meat producers. They hoped the commission
would be more active in the market place, setting
a floor price in the market. Since the referendum
was held there has been ample time for the
Government to examine the effects the
commission has had and to do something about it.
The commission has been an abject failure. When
the commission trades, it deals with fewer than 2
per cent of all the animals marketed in Western
Australia. What organisation or body which
controls 2 per cent only of any market will have
any effect on market forces? The Minister for
Agriculture has known this for a long time, and
yet no action has been taken.

Mr Old: That is what you think.
Mr COWAN: Would the Minister like to tell

us what action has been taken?

Mr Old: Yes, when I am ready.

Mr COWAN: Why does not the Minister give
the Meat Commission power to increase its price
so that it may attract more than 2 per cent of the
market?

Mr Old: Do you want the commission to
subsidise the producers?

Mr COWAN: I do not want the commission to
subsidise the producers.

Mr Old: IHow can it pay more money than
market value?

Mr COWAN: It does not. Why cannot the
commission be more active in the market? The
Minister cannot tell me that an organisation
controlling 2 per cent of the market is an effective
force.

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: I hope I will see the day,
because at the moment the Government kiss a
policy which has proved to be a failure, and the
Government has taken no steps at all to correct it.

Mr Old: It has, and you know it has because it
has been announced.

Mr COWAN: It has not. The announcement
concerned a policy which would be as ineffectual
as the Meat Commission has been.

Mr Old: You do not know what you are talking
about. Just wait and find out.

Mr COWAN: Does the Minister deny that the
Meat Commission purchased less than 2 per cent
of the total stock slaughtered?

Mr Old: No.
Mr COWAN: Does he deny that for that

reason, the commission was an ineffectual Force in
the market?

Mr Old: Yes, I deny that.
Mr COWAN: I would like to turn to another

point in respect of which the Government has a
policy statement which has not been put into
effect. In this case the Minister concerned knew
exactly what he was inte'nding to do when he put
forward the proposal to the public. I am referring
to grain producers. Last year a great deal of
contention occurred about the increase in grain
freight rates and to appease the criticism of the
Government the Minister for Transport produced
the idea of discount freight rates. He can correct
me if I am wrong, but my understanding of the
situation is that he proposed that if more than 80
per cent of the total grain produced was
transported by rail, then the freight rate would be
discounted by 0.5 per cent for each I per cent
over 80.

The Minister must have known from forecasts
of people in the industry where most of the grain
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would come from in 1980-81. He knew most of
the grain would come from the coastal belt.

Mr Rushton: That was allowed for.

Mr COWAN: Most certainly it was allowed
for. The Minister made the offer-

Mr Rushton: Yes, and they did not take it up.
Mr COWAN: -knowing full well that most of

the grain would come from the coastal belt. Let
us look at the figures for the 1979-80 season. Just
over 16 per cent of all grain produced was carted
by road to port terminals. Most of that grain
came from the coastal belt. Last season's grain
production was going to be down and if in 1979-
80 Westrail was able to cart only 84 per cent of
the grain in a season where most of the
production was in areas which favoured railI
cartage then certainly it knew what would happen
in 1980-81I. The answer is quite obvious. Farmers
did not qualify for a discount because the same
number of trucks were on the road; and the areas
in which trucks cart grain had a better season.
Therefore the trucks were able to operate even
more efficiently than usual and for longer hours.
Consequently not one grain producer was eligible
for the alleged discount. I think the Minister
knew when he made the offer that it was highly
unlikely anyone would be able to take advantage
of it.

Mr Rushton: I did not make the offer. That is
how wrong you are. Westrail made the offer.

Mr COWAN: is the Minister saying he is not
responsible for Westrail?

Mr Rushton: Westrail has responsibilities and
the Minister has responsibilities.

Mr COWAN: I had the impression the
Minister was responsible because he made the
announcement and he attended three meetings,
none of which turned out Favourably for him. HeI
made the announcement that discounts were
available; but he was aware of what was going on.
As far as I am concerned, that is a classic
example of the policies of this Government.

Mr Rushton: It was an honest attempt to help
the growers.

Mr COWAN: The Minister knew it would not
help the growers; he knew most of the grain would
be produced in the coastal belt.

Mr Rushton; You are acting totally against the
interests of the grain producers. That is what you
were doing all last year.

Mr COWAN: The Minister increased grain
freight rates by 10 per cent. I protested about that
at the time, and now he has the audacity to say I
am working against the interests of grain
producers.

Mr Rushton: You are trying to destroy the
railways, for a start. That is against their
interests.

Mr COWAN: The only people who will destroy
the railways are people like the Minister who
make political decisions that are weak.

Mr Blaikie: Can I say-
Mr COWAN: No, the honourable member

cannot.
Mr Blaikie: I am not a grain producer, but-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr COWAN: As the member for Vasse says,
he is not a grain producer. I am not the least bit
interested in him, and he may make a
contribution later.

Mr Blaikie: I represent agricultural interests.

Mr COWAN: I am sure the member does, but
he does not represent grain producers.

I would like to raise another matter which
relates to assistance to industries. Members will
recall that earlier this year a statement appeared
in The West Australian in which Government
assistance to industries was given some publicity,
particularly in respect of areas where the
Government has assisted private firms which have
gone into liquidation or have failed to meet the
requirements of the loan guarantee. Ic was rather
interesting to note that the total cost to the
Government in respect of companies going into
liquidation, or failing to meet their guarantees,
amounted to something like $10 million since
1974.

I suppose it becomes even more deplorable
when one realises that some of the companies
which went into liquidation or abused the
Government's offer to guarantee loans were
companies which either have other borrowing
resources available to them or, in short, should
not have been offered assistance for other reasons.
I cannot for the life of me understand how any
member of Parliament can condone an offer of
assistance to a company controlled by Mr Robert
Holmes a Court. I have nothing against that man
personally, but I would have thought his personal
wealth would make any company in his control
ineligible for Government assistance; however,
that is not the ease.

There are other examples of Government
assistance being made available to companies
such as Mt. Isa Mines which have vast borrowing
resources available to them. The reason [ bring up
this matter is that Merredin happens to have the
largest four-wheel drive tractor manufacturer in
Australia. The gentleman concerned made an
application some time ago for assistance, by way
of a guaranteed loan, which he was granted. Since
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then he has employed professional sales managers
who have been successful in their task and have
secured for him a much larger market for his
product. So great in fact is his additional business
that he has doubled his output which means
doubling his requirement for component parts.
When he applied to the Government for
assistance by way of a guarantee he was refused
and advised that the Government could not
extend the amount he wanted, but that he would
be given a drought loan. Anyone knowing the
value of a drought loan would know it would not
buy the components for one tractor; yet we are
talking about the production of 30 tractors.

Mr P. V. Jones: How long ago was the
application made?

Mr COWAN: It was made last year.

Mr P. V. Jones: Is this Phillips-Merredin?

Mr COWAN: Yes. I would like to make the
point that the Government must get its priorities
right Why should the Government be quite
prepared to lend money-in fact, millions of
dollars-to companies such as Albany Woollen
Mills, Southern Ocean Trawlers, Mt. isa Mines,
and others while a company obviously deserving
of support and which is only seeking a guaranteed
loan like everybody else is not assisted?

The amounts needed by the smaller companies
are nowhere near those granted to large
companies which have access to other borrowing
resources. The Government should pay a little
more attention to those smaller companies and
assist them in preference to companies which can
go to other sources to borrow funds for the
purposes of capital expenditure.

I wish now to refer to the matter of foreign
investment in Western Australian land. Last year,
a question was asked about the amount of land in
Western Australia purchased by foreign
companies and individuals. The answer was rather
frightening: No record of land ownership in
foreign hands is kept in Western Australia.

The time has come for this Government to
maintain a register of foreign land ownership,
whereby foreign-owned companies, or foreign
individuals must register all property they hold in
Western Australia.

I am particularly concerned with the situation
regarding farming properties. Farmers
traditionally must expand their enterprises to
remain buoyant, and to stay ahead of inflation.
However, it has now reached the stage where they
are being priced out of the market, and the floor
price of that market has been established by
foreign money.

A great deal of land in Western Australia is
now owned by people who are not Australians. I
cannot see the point in the Government's offering
new land for release whilst at the other end of the
scale, foreigners are coming in and purchasing
land which has already been developed. It is time
we set up a register and perhaps even looked
closely at determining what percentage oF
Western Australian agricultural land should be
allowed to be held by foreign interests.

Mr Bertram: When you say "foreigners" are
you referring to non-Australians or non-Western
Australians?

Mr COWAN: I am referring to non-
Australians; I certainly am not referring to non-
Western Australians. When I say "non-
Australians" I include the British.

With those remarks, I support the Address-in-
Reply motion.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [12.42 p.m.]:
It would appear that no member from the
Government side is ready, willing and anxious to
stand and support the Governor's Speech, which
is another way of saying they are not ready to
support the Government.

I wish to comment firstly on a remark made by
the member for Murray. He was very concerned
about certain aspects of the State Executive of the
Australian Labor Party. I have reason to believe
there is such an organisation as the State Council
of the Liberal Party.

Mr Shalders: A very good organisation too, I
might add.

Mr BERTRAM: When I sought to ascertain
from the member for Murray whether there was
such an organisation, he avoided the question. I
asked him where and when it met but he did not
seem to know. Certainly, I doubt very much
whether he has any right to attend such meetings.
As a matter of fact, so far as the people of
Western Australia are concerned the organisation
is substantially one comprising faceless men and
perhaps some faceless women. This situation
comes about because of-excessive secrecy-

Mr Sibson: What are you grizzling about? It
would be to your advantage, would it not?

Mr BERTRAM: There is a magnificent
contribution from the member for Bunbury!

Leave to Continue Speech
Mr BERTRAM: At this stage, it seems

appropriate that I move-
T'hat I be given leave to continue my

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

Sitt ing suspended from 12.44 to 2.15 p.m.
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AIR TRANSPORT

Commnonwealth Government Policy: Motion

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.16 p.m.]: I move-

The Parliament of Western Australia
views with grave concern the inadequate and
insignificant fare reductions between Perth
and the Eastern States announced by the
Federal Government.

This Parliament notes that the fare
reductions announced are considerably less
than those suggested by the Holcroft
Committee of enquiry into Australia's
domestic air services, and is of the opinion
that the Federal Government will be failing
in its duty to W.A. if it does not urgently
review long haul fare cuts announced on the
I April 1981, and order further immediate
reductions.

The Parliament also requests that the
Federal Minister for Transport visit W.A. at
the earliest opportunity to discuss the matter
with interested groups.

This Parliament is of the opinion that the
Government of Western Australia should
take such action as necessary to
communicate the views expressed in this
resolution in any appropriate quarter.

I further move that the resolution be
transmitted to the Legislative Council and
the Council's concurrence desired therein.

I would like to thank the Government for allowing
the matter to be brought on at this time. As I
explained when we were moving for a suspension
of Standing Orders yesterday, it is likely we
would have to wait until Tuesday or Wednesday
only: but I am certain the Government
understands that the matter is one of urgency,
and the sooner it is dealt with, the better. For
those reasons, I appreciate the action taken by the
Premier in agreeing to the motion being dealt
with now.

At the outset I want to say that we are dealing
only with interstate fares. Intrastate fares are
another matter to be looked at on another
-occasion. The items of concern are the long
haul Eastern States fares.

The motion sets out to do four things. It
expresses our displeasure at the insignificant
reductions which have been effected in east-west
air fares; it talks about the reductions being
considerably less than those recommended in the
H-olcroft report, and the need for them to be

reviewed urgently; it invites the Federal Minister
to visit Western Australia, if he dares, to talk
with some of the people who are outraged at the
action taken by the Federal Government; and
finally the motion seeks the approval of another

place, and also seeks that the Parliament's views
be disseminated as widely as possible. I think we
can find fairly common ground on all those
matters, as far as the Government and the
Opposition are concerned.

The Hlcroft report or, to give it its proper
title, the Report of the Independent Public
Inquiry on Domestic Air Fares, was brought down
early in February. As I said yesterday, the scope
of the inquiry was aborted somewhat because the
Federal Government, for reasons best known to
itself, decided that it wanted that inquiry
terminated as soon as possible. I do not propose to
go into those reasons, or even to discuss that
aspect any further.

The 36 recommendations of the Holcroft report
met general acceptance over the length and
breadth of Western Australia at least. The matter
of concern to us this afternoon, however, relates to
air fares.

One of the matters brought to notice was that
the present air fare formula penalises long flights
and, taking the opposite view, it advantages the
short flights. Everyone knew that; and they have
known it for a long time. That sort of thing had
been said in many places on many occasions.

The report points out that in 1979-80 the
Perth-Sydney air travellers subsidised other
travellers to the tune of $8.8 million; the Perth-
Melbourne travellers effected a negative subsidy
of $8.1 million; and the Perth-Adelaide travellers
effected a subsidy of $2.9 million. That meant a
negative total subsidy of $19.8 million which is
paid by Western Australian travellers to travellers
in the Eastern States. That is generally referred to
as "cross subsidisation", and it means the extra
that we pay is crossed over to the travellers in the
Eastern States, to make their fares less. The
report goes through and expresses the fares in
terms of negative and positive subsidies. Overall,
there are negative subsidies of something like $22
million affecting Western Australia.

This is a matter of great concern to us.
However, it is a matter that was not unknown as
far as the Western Australian travelling public
were concerned.

According to the Holcroft report, in 1979-80
the Sydney- Melbourne travellers benefited to the
tune of $11 million, and the Sydney-Canberra
travellers to the tune of $8.8 million; and they
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enjoyed that benefit at the expense of other
travellers because of the strange way in which the
air fares were structured.

Mr Speaker, I have with me some extracts from
the Hoicroft report which are pertinent to the
figures I have becn quoting and to the debate this
afternoon. I do not want to weary the House by
reading all of these figures. Perhaps with your
concurrence I could circulate them through the
House, and perhaps the figures could be
incorporated in Hansard. Then I could explain
briefly to what they refer.

The SPEAKER: I think the Leader of the
Opposition should follow the usual course of
seeking the leave of the House to have the
statistical information incorporated in Hansard.
He could do this now or at a later stage.

Mr DAVIES: Thank you. Mr Speaker. I
wanted your concurrence that it would not place
any undue hardship on Hansard or the printer.
The Figures will reveal that the estimated negative
cross-subsidisation for passengers on Western
Australian routes is for Perth to Adelaide $25.13,
Perth to Melbourne $36.19, and Perth to Sydney
$48.09. I believe the $36.91 on the material to be
incorporat ed should be $36.19. There is also a
table showing the estimated cross-subsidies on
selected sectors, and on the Perth-Adelaide route
there is a negative subsidy of $2.9 million, while
the figure for the Perth-Melbourne route is $8.1
million, and for Pcrth-Sydney $8.8 million. There
are some positive cross-subsidies, and one is the
Perth-Melbourne route of $4.3 million. I have
mentioned others earlier in my remarks.

The final table deals with sector cross-subsidies
on the national jet network, and it shows how the
fares are affected on the various routes. It will be
found that the largest amounts are on the long
hauls, and this is precisely what we have been
complaining about. At this juncture I ask leave of
thc House to incorporate these tables.

By leave of the House, the following documents
were in corpora ted-

Appendix 11 of the Report of the
Independent Public Inquiry into Domestic
Air Fares documents the estimated sector
cross subsidisation on the national jet works.

The total value of negative cross
subsidisation on W.A. routes in 1979-80 is
estimated at $23.13 million. This is the
highest amount of negative cross
subsidisation on routes to any State in
Australia.

The estimated negative cross subsidisation
passenger on W.A. routes is as follows:

Perth-Adelaide:...............
Perth- Melbourne:..............
Perth-Hobart:...............
Perth-Canberra: ..............
Perth-Sydney:...............
Perth- Brisbane:..............

25. 13
36.91
51.00
47.50
48.09
64.14

The highest positive cross subsidisation
occurs on short haul routes in the Eastern
States. For example:

Sydney- Melbourne:......$11.00 million
($6.86 per passenger)

Sydney-Canberra: .$... 8.84 million
($17.54 per passenger)

Sydney- Brisbane: ........ $ 4.45 million
($595 per passenger)

Canberra-Melbourne: .$ 3.19 million
(S12.22 per passenger)

If the cross subsidisation on all routes was
removed then the fares per passenger on
routes from W.A. would be reduced by up to:

Perth-Adelaide:..................... 25.13
Perth- Melbourne:--..-...............36.19
Perth-Hobart:----------------.........51.00
Perth-Canberra:--------------........47.50
Perth-Sydney:---------------..........48.09
Perth-Brisbane:--------------.........54.14

This also means that air fares in the
subsidised short haul routes in the Eastern
States would be increased but not by any
amount significantly close to the reductions
for the W.A. routes:

Route

Perth-Addl
Perib-Mel
Perh-Ssdi
Adelaide-~
Dar-.'n-S)
Doruin-.M
Cirsto-T..

Rockhamp

Melbourne
mulbonot
source: In,

Sydney-Melbourne:.................. 6.87
Sydney-Canberra:-------------.......17.74
Sydney- Brisbane:--------------.........5.95
Canberra- Melbourne:----------......12:22

Table 12.1 ]Estimated Cross-Subsidies
on Selected Jet Sectors, 1979-80

set. Bnestmtnj
4  surid,b

Distnce 0 & S.t
(knn) Pass~engers

CM)
i.............2120 115 29

Wor............2630 220 8A1
3123 183 88

4ebure643 522 +43
dney..............3201 28 1 4
Ceturne 3201 22 1

.. le,283 51 +08
ney .. .... ... ......... 2175 52 1 4
'ton-Bristente- 520 94 +1I0)u,_747 747 +4 5
Meltournet 1376 268 22
inter , 237 504 + 8
elbourne..... 707 1603 +1.,0
Melbou.rne 470 26 1 +3 12

-Hbat618 301 +2 7
-1onetn476 223 + 27

qutr Rtnsearch
a 0 & D m..., or,.i and de,,tratio
b Plus sign denotes ,ub'd) recsd.

stIidy ,nd
minu, ,u denote.,
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APPENDIX II:SECTOR CROSS-SUBSIDIES ON THE
NATIONAL JET NETWORK

sector Distance

(ken)
Perth-Adelaide ...................... 2120
Perth-Meilbourne.. ............ 2630
Perils-Hobart ...................... 3248
Perth-Cabrr.......................... 3099
Pcrth-Sydney................. 3123
Perth-Brisbanea...................... 3870
Adelaidc-Alice Springs ........ 131 6
Adela ide-Darwin_.............. .... 2558
Adelaide-Sydney .................. ... 1166
Adelaide- Melbourne.................. 643
Adelide-Canbem..................... 1113]
Adelide-Hobart............... 1261
Adelaide- Launeton................. 1056
Adetaide-Coolannal..... _.......845
Adeaide-Brisba...s......................191
Adelaide-Cairns ...................... 3305
Alice Springs-Sydney, ........ 2482
Alice Springs-Melbourne ....... 1959
Darwin- Brisbane. .................... 2769
Darwin-Sydney--------------------..... 3201
Darwin- Melbourne ............... 3201
Mount Isa-Brisban.e.................. '1572
CairnsTownasyil..... .............. 283
Cairns-Mackay........................ 613

CairnsBrisbn..........1392Cirns-Sydney........................ 2175
Coirns-M elbouire................ 2768
Townsville- Mackay ................ ... 330

lownsv............to 5"9
Towns, ille-Brisbat................... 1114
Townsville-Sydney-----------------.... 1861
Towusyil- Melbour.ne ....... 2490
Mackay-Rockharmpson ......... 279Mackay-Brisbane------------------79
Mackay-Sydney-------------------..... 1546
Mackay-Melbourne...........2139
Roclsharmpton- Brisbane ........ 520
Rockhamnpoi-Sydney ....... 1267
Brisbane-Sydney...........747
Brisbane-Cookbrra------------------.. 984

Brisbae-Melburne....... 1376
Brisbane- Launceston----------------... 1852
Sydney-Coolangails ...... 679
Sydney-Canberra-------------------.... 237
Sydnecy-Melbourne. ..-............. 707
Sydney- Hobart ........................ 1061
Syd.ey-Launce1at ........... 915
Coolangatta-Canberra ......... 916
Cooalangatta-Melbourne ........ 1330
Coolangattsa-Hobanr................. 1948
Cooangatta-L ..isc.....i..... 1806
Cunberra-Melbos................ 470
Canbera--Hta" ...................... 1086
Canberra Latunmelon 946.......
Melborn ebrs------------------.... 618
MelbounrneIsuneeslon ........ 476
Darnwin-Cairna--------------------...... 1737
Alice Springs-Cairns..........1457

Mr DAVIES: So there we see
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the difficulties
starting to emerge when these figures, which were
broadly known, were officially published and so
became even wider known. At the time when the
report was issued in February, the Federal
Minister for Transport said-

I will be moving immediately to discuss
these issues with the airlines to determine
where the sum adjustment of long haul fares
should be incorporated in the current air-line
application to increase tariffs.

That gave us some hope because he was
acknowledging at long last that this had
happened. He was saying that he would have
these matters considered to see whether they
could be fitted into the current review. Our own
.Minister for Transport said of Mr Hunt that he
should surely act quickly so that the
disadvantages and inequities were ended

forthwith. He said that any delays imposed
further penalties on Western Australia, its people,
business, and tourism. We could not have agreed
more with those remarks. He might have said
mare and mentioned what a rip-off had been
going on for so many years. So the State Minister
was calling on the Federal Government to act
decisively and quickly.

The Federal Government in its turn said it was
absolutely staggered to find the position was as
brought down in the Hoicroft report. I find that
very hard to accept, although the Federal
Minister said at the time that he would ask his
department for an urgent report on the Holcroft
subsidies finding. I do not know whether he said
he wanted to look at all the 36 recommendations.

On 26 February the Federal Minister said he
wanted to make a submission to Cabinet in two
weeks' time. This would have meant a submission
would be made about 16 March. The Federal
Minister expressed his concern in a reported radio
interview. He said "I think there should be a
higher degree of hope by the people in Western
Australia".

There was a very high degree of hope that at
last some of the inequities we had suffered under
the old structure of the airlines system were going
to be abandoned and we were going to see a much
fairer and more equitable system of structuring
brought into being. I suppose the Federal
Government's surprise could be described as the
height of cynicism because I cannot believe for
one moment that it was not aware of what was
happening. I believe it knew it was advantageous
to it politically to keep fares down in the Eastern
States to the detriment of the people in Western
Australia. Indeed, the former Federal Minister
for Transport (Mr Nixon), when he was
addressing the Fair Internal Air Fares Campaign
made the comment that there were more voters in
the Eastern States. So it was the height of
cynicism for the Federal Government to express
surprise, because all along it had been taking
political advantage of the situation. I do not deny
that, irrespective of the political colour of the
Government in Canberra, the Government of the
day might have been using the situation to its
advantage anyway.

These are the people who are expressing
concern and alarm. These people were looking to
ease the situation as far as Western Australians
were concerned and we were entitled to be a little
cynical about their attitudes, because a number of
high-powered people and groups from within
Western Australia were approaching them and
telling them about the position. They must have
known about it, because other groups, other
members of Parliament, the Opposition, and the
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Government were telling them what was
happening. It is to the credit of the Government
that it kept up the battle to try to reduce air fares.

I can easily understand the reasons for the
Government's battle in this regard, because, as
the Premier has pointed out, it is an expensive
business for Government members to travel
backwards and forwards to the Eastern States and
at least we could hope to effect some savings in
the Treasury coffers here if we could obtain
cheaper air fares.

Let us look at the attitudes of some of the
Federal members. The Holcroft report
recommcnded an investigation into the structure
of air fares and also that the existing system be
abandoned.

As I have indicated already, the present
Federal Minister for Transport said* "We can look
forward to the future with some hope". So it
appeared things were starting to look good and
the Federal members of Parliament, most of
whom had joined the bandwagon in one way or
another, were looking for a quick result. They
were expecting something in the order of a $200
reduction in the Perth to Sydney air fare.

The Federal member for Moore (Mr John
Hyde) was quoted as saying "the chances of a
cutback in the order of $190 to $210 by July are
very high".

The Hon. Reg Withers and the Federal
member for Perth (Mr Ross McLean) used a
different system of calculation. They said the
likely reduction would be in the region of $205.37.
Mr Hyde made an interesting observation when
he said "a gradual introduction of cheaper fares
under the H-olcroft report will not be acceptable.
There will be a terrific scream if they try that".

So it can be seen Mr Hyde did not favour a
gradual reduction. He was expecting a reduction
of $200 pronto, although he did say it would
occur possibly "by July", so I suppose he can use
that as an out because July is not with us yet.
Those were the attitudes of three of the Federal
members who were vocal about the matter.

The new Federal member for Curtin (Mr
Rocher) at the declaration of the Federal poll said
that the Government should have acted earlier to
rectify the inequity. He had nothing to win or lose
at that stage, because the poll was over, he was
ihe new member for Curtin, and he was able to be
:ritical of his Federal colleagues in saying that
Lhe Federal Government should have acted more
juickly to do away with the inequities.

Mr Wilson: What did the Federal member for
Sti rling say?

Mr DAVIES: I do not have any quotes which
relate to the member for Stirling, but I am sure
he was on the bandwagon as well.

Mr Clarko: No. he was not. IHe is a Minister.
Mr DAVIES: That places him in a somewhat

different position.

Mr Clarko: I suppose your Ministers would also
follow that principle.

Mr DAVIES: Our Ministers?

Mr Ciarko: The principal of Cabinet
responsibility.

Mr DAVIES: Yes, indeed, we would do so,
having made a Cabinet decision.

However, at the declaration of the poll Mr
Rocher drew attention to the 36 per cent subsidy
in transport costs on the standard economy fare
and said that the reduction should be efFected by
that amount. So he knew what the position was
and he was quite positive about the matter. He
acknowledged that, according to the Holeroft
report, there should be a reduction of 36 per cent
and he said air fares should be reduced by that
amount.

Turning to some of the other statements which
were made, the member for Tangney was a little
concerned about the proposed reduction of $200.
He thought that might be seen as a great
initiative when, in effect, it was only a
rectification of a wrong. He said "How can you
claim any benefit from this when all you are
doing is putting right what is wrong?" It can 'be
seen he was a little concerned at the proposed
reduction or, alternatively, he was seen to be of
the opinion-and this is my construction-that if
there was a $200 reduction in the Perth to Sydney
return air fare, it might be considered as a trade-
off in regard to the continuation of the two airline
agreement. As a result, he adopted a different
tack.

He even said "They seem to have achieved very
little". That is exactly what has subsequently been
proved to be true.

The debate continued and was afforded a
reasonable amount of Press coverage. The Federal
member for Perth (Mr Ross McLean) said "We
will not tolerate the present situation where we
pay something like $200 more than we should on,
for example, an economy return ticket to
Sydney". That was a statement he made at the
time. However, of course, one would imagine if an
intolerable strain was to be placed on Federal
relations if anything less than a $200 reduction
was granted, then those relationships have been
completely discontinued, because the member
must surely be unhappy with what has happened.
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On 5 March the Premier went on record as
saying his Government was in favour of the 36
recommendations being adopted and he called on
the Prime Minister to take positive action
immediately. I have no doubt that statement was
passed on to the Federal Government.

On 7 March in the Weekend News the Federal
Minister promised cuts. He gave us to hope there
would be excellent cuts and he indicated also that
the spare seats which were available from tinie to
time on Qantas flights across Australia could be
used for domestic purposes. We all know that
matter seems to have been abandoned completely
at the present time and it is one we can discuss on
another day. The real issue today is the cost of air
fares between Perth and the Eastern States. On
the same day, 7 March, our own Minister for
Transport was quoted in The Australian as saying
"We want the inequities removed immediately"
and we could not agree more with him. So what
happened? We waited around breathlessly f Ior a
decision. Everyone in Western Australia wanted
cuts in air fares and we expected a statement
from Cabinet by 16 March.

We did not have news of any kind until I April
and 1 suppose it is significant that I April is
generally known as April Fool's Day, because the
Federal Government certainly extended that
courtesy to us and showed that it considered the
people of Western Australia to be fools if they
were prepared to accept, without strong protest,
the deal handed out to them. Although it is very
difficult to know the exact position, the deal was
something like this: There was a 2 per cent
reduction on the Perth-Adelaide route; a 5.4 per
cent reduction on the Perth-Sydney route; and a 4
per cent reduction on the Perth-Melbourne route.
These percentages were translated to the
following amounts on single economy fares:
Perth-Sydney $13.40; Perth-Melbourne $9. 10;
and Perth-Adelaide $3.80. Good God, $3.80
would not buy a couple of beers! However, that
was considered to be a significant reduction.

The availability of Qantas seats for domestic
purposes was not mentioned and we can be
completely disgusted with the figures which were
announced and we can also be very upset, because
we are nca able to work out how the figures were
arrived at.

I mentioned yesterday the Minister for
Transport had asked for particulars of the figures,
but to the best of my knowledge the information
as to the way in which the fares are now
structured has not been made available to him.

As a result of the announcements, the Fahi
Internal Air Fares Campaign calculated thai
Western Australians were Still being ripped off tc
the tune of approximately $16 Million a year.

At the same time the Federal member foi
Tangney and other Federal members apparentl3
were delighted by what happened. They were able
to congratulate their Federal colleagues on the
stand taken. Indeed, the last edition of the
Sunday Independent splashed across half its froni
page a picture of six Federal politicians coming
from the airport. They were smiling and ver3
happy about the air fare reductions. The tota
saving to the six of them for their flight betweer
Melbourne and Perth would have been less thar
$75. We expected at least that and more for ever)
single air traveller between Perth and Melbourne
The Federal members said the sky is the limit ant
that there is no stopping them now. They are
easily satisfied.

Having accomplished those meagre reductionsI
would have been ashamed to have my photograpi
spread across the front page of any newspapei
claiming that a good job had been done. As I said
the saving for those six members would have beer
less than $75 for the trip between Melbourne an(
here, and that is something about which the3
should not be smug.

Mr Mclver: They should be ashamed oi
themselves.

Mr DAVIES: In regard to the existinj
arrangements and the present structuring of fare!
we believe the minimum reduction should have
been $50 for the trip between Perth and Sydney
$40 between Perth and Melbourne; and SR
between Perth and Adelaide.

Before I go any further with that point I d 'ram
attention to something else that did not seem 1(
have been noted when these "massive" reduction!
were announced-reductions not above $15. Ai
the same time as making these tiny reductions the
Federal Government withdrew the discount foi
advance purchase excursions-that is, the ape)
fare-and discounts for first-class nighi coache!
and first-class off-peak travel. It also reduced the
discount for standby fares from 30 per cent to 2f
per cent. In fact, the apex fares discount wa!
reduced from 40 per cent to 35 per cent. As I saic
earlier, nothing was done about the question o!
Qantas seats being made available for domestic
use.

On the basis of the Government's decision the
two airlines will earn an extra $20 million fron
the Sydney- Melbourne-Canberra routes but wil
lose only slightly less than $7 million on the east.
west route. That is the kind of generous deal the
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Government handed to us! However, I do not
expect that will concern the Government. The
airlines must be rubbing their hands with a great
deal of joy.

The end result of these reductions apparently is
that not only Western Australians, but also all
other Australians, will be overcharged for their
air fares because air fares should be much
cheaper than they are at present. Certainly air
travellers in the Eastern States now are
overcharged for their air fares. This is the kind of
situation we have reached.

The matter is very difficult to debate because
we do not know the basis on which air Cares are
structured; and I do not know whether that
information will come forward. To the credit of
the State Minister for Transport he expressed
some deep concern over the situation. He said we
were conned, and he was never more on the ball
than at the time he said that. He expecte-d justice
to be done-we all expected justice to be done.
What is the use of having an inquiry such as the
Holcroft inquiry which gathered as many facts as
possible and said there was something seriously
amiss, only to have its findings not abided by? Of
course we expected justice to be done, and I echo
the State Minister's sentiments.

I should say no-one could claim a victory out of
the present arrangement. Some of the Federal
members started to back-pedal; they started to
make excuses for their Federal colleagues.
Senator Reg Withers said Western Australians
cannot expect the Government to perform magic
with air fares and that at the moment there is not
the capacity for radical changes in air fares. The
member for Moore (Mr Hyde) made similar
comments. These are the people-at least one of
them-who earlier said we must do something
quickly and drastically to make sure that justice
will be extended to Australian air travellers.

Mr Wilson: He even quoted the figure.

Mr DAVIES: As the member for Dianella said,
he even quoted the figure, yet Federal members
have been prepared to capitulate and accept an
achievement of miserable reductions which will go
unnoticed by any air traveller, not just regular air
travellers.

The Hoicroft inquiry said the restructuring of
air fares should be carried out as a matter of
urgency. We have been fed a sop that the
reductions already announced are only interim
and we can expect another review by July. Why
will the Government wait till July? It has had
February, March, and a good part of April to
bring forward appropriate reductions yet it says it
will consider them again in July.

What the Holcroft report showed has been
known to the Federal Government for months and
months, and I can see no excuse for that. I have
not the slightest doubt that the reductions are
inequitable. Indeed, the member for Curtin
said-at least he was consistent-that the
reductions were inequitable and chat the
Government should have followed more closely
the recommendations of the H-olcroft report. He
seems to have been more realistic, but his views
seem contrary to the elation expressed by his
Federal colleagues. Therefore, Mr Acting
Speaker (Mr Crane), I believe we have a
responsibility to express to the Federal Parliament
in the strongest possible terms our complete and
utter disgust with the way the matter of fare rates
has been handled in view of all the evidence
available, the promises given, and the hope
extended to air travellers between Western
Australia and the Eastern States.

I cannot see the slightest reason for our not
joining in a unanimous vote to pass the motion
presently before the House, which should be
conveyed to the Federal Government as soon as
possible-this very day. We should express our
strongest possible condemnation of the way in
which this whole matter of air fares has been
handled.

MR MeIVER (Avon) [2.47 p.m.]: In formally
seconding the motion moved by the Leader- of-the
Opposition I wish to comment briefly on the
subject matter it contains. First of all, I am sure
members would agree that this occasion is one
when the Government and the Opposition find
themselves on common ground. We are united in
the principal aim of having air fares for travel
between Western Australia and the Eastern
States considerably reduced. However, I will
make a couple of points in support of the motion.

We have the Menzies Government to thank for
the mess we are in at present. Members know that
the formula for the dual airline policy was
formulated in 1952 under the Menzies Liberal
Government. Unfortunately successive Liberal
Governments did nothing at all to negate that
shocking piece of legislation in an enideavour to
change the two-airline policy.

It is an albatross which has been hanging
around the necks of successive Government
members over a long period of time.
Unfortunately, the people of Western Australia
have had to pay through their noses for a long
time and will continue to pay through their noses
while we have a Federal Liberal Government.
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There is no need for me to emphasise the
effects that it has had on the people of Western
Australia; they have been indicated quite clearly
by the Leader of the Opposition and have been
highlighted in the Federal Parliament by
members of both parties. They have been
highlighted by Liberal members in the Federal
Parliament and, on many occasions, Labor
members of the Federal Parliament. Howvever, the
Labor members have not had their names
splashed on the front pages of the newspapers.
Their contributions to debates have been given
scant recognition. As the Leader of the
Opposition said, the Liberal members have not
had much to shout about because they have not
achieved much. The writing was on the wall, even
before the Holeroft committee made its
determination.

The Government had to be pressured into
holding the inquiry. The Gallup poll which was
taken throughout the country indicated quite
clearly that 83 per cent of the population of
Australia wanted an inquiry into air fares. A
Gallup poll was held in Western Australia and we
found that 91 per cent of the population wanted
an inquiry.

I should like to take this opportunity to
commend Mr Holeroft, the chairman of the
committee, and his colleagues for the way they
conducted this inquiry which was done under
difficult circumstances because members of the
committee received no co-operation from the
Federal Government and very little co-operation
from Government departments. This fact was
revealed by the inquiry.

In the report the Federal Government has been
shown in a poor light and it is even more
unfortunate that we in Western Australia have
come off even worse. I know I would be joined by
ordinary citizens, by members of business
enterprises, and by all who use the airline systems
in Western Australia when 1 say we must come to
grips with the situation.

Something must be done about the Liberal
Party policy which indicates it will continue with
the dual airline system. I cannot see any reduction
in air fares at all. It is all very well for Federal
members to say we must reduce air fares, but I
wonder how many of them understand the
fundamental workings and running of an airline.

I wonder how many know the astronomical cost
involved in the running of an airline, from the
bread and butter section right through to the
refuelling of the aircraft. It is certainly a
mammoth task; it is not an easy one.

All members of this House are on commor
ground on this issue. People often say it is a pitj
that the Government and Opposition member!
cannot forget about political humbug and come t(
grips with the problems facing them. We it
Western Australia should join together in ar
effort to obtain a better deal from Canberra anc
more importantly to have us recognised as a par
of the Commonwealth, as we are.

Mr Jamieson: People do not realise hov
difficult the Government is to get along with.

Mr MclVER: I hope this back-bench revolt
have heard and read about will be a revolt and no
just a ripple; as it has been in the party room.

I wish to take to task our State Minister fo
Transport in order to clear the air on a matte
once and foi all. The Minister has mad4
statements continually, since November 1980
that the State Opposition has made no report t(
the independent inquiry and the H-olcroft inquiry.

If members were to peruse the summary anc
conclusions of the Holeroft inquiry they woukc
find that they are taken almost directly from thi
submission made by the Opposition.

Mr Rushton: Will you table the submission?

Mr McIV ER: I will table the submission and
will also furnish the Minister with a copy. For th4
record of Hansard I just wish to quote thi
following letter dated 18 December 1980-

Mr A. E. Sharkey
Secretary
Independent Public Inquiry

Into Domestic Air Fares
100 William Street
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Dear Mr Sharkey,
Further to your letter of 41h Decembe

addressed to the Leader of the Opposition
Mr Ron Davies, M.L.A., I advise that a cop:
of the submission to the Independent Publi
Inquiry into Domestic Air Fares is attached.

Yours sincerely,
Ken Mclver, M.L.A.
Member for Avon &
Shadow Minister for Transport.

I believe that is tangible evidence that thi
Opposition did make a submission to the inquiry
Also, if one cares to read the summary am
conclusions of the inquiry one will find that that i
the case.
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On 20 March 1981 the Leader of the
Opposition made the following comment-

The West Australian reported Mr Rushton
as saying the State Parliamentary Labor
Party did not make a submission to the
Hoicroft inquiry. If Mr Rushton claims he
was reported incorrectly he should have
sought a correction. I have usually found the
West Australian willing to correct mistakes.
If Mr Rushton invites that this is the first I
have heard from the ALP of it I am happy to
make a submission available to the media to
enable the public to assess for itself. I would
perhaps inform Mr Rushton when he issues
invitations to attend he may have the
courtesy to send us the copies of his press
releases or statements when he issues an
invitation-

This occurs continually and we are getting sick of
it. We hear statements from the Minister, his
office, and his Press officers that the Opposition
makes no submissions to various inquiries.

We were unable to make a submission to the
present inquiry being undertaken by the State
senior transport officers because we could not
obtain the information we needed to do so. I
approached the Commissioner for Transport and,
to his credit, he said he could obtain the
information I1 requested from the airline but it
would have to be on a confidential basis. I could
not betray that confidence in this Parliament.

So what chance do we have to make a sound
submission if we are deprived of the privilege of
having such information available? I have
instanced those two occasions, and I hope thbe
Minister has got the message. We have nothing to
hide, we play our part, and the submission is there
for the perusal of the Minister, the Press, or any
other organisation. It is not necessary to delay the
House much longer. Although the Premier was
supposed to go to Canberra in May, I understand
he is not going there until June, and I trust he will
make strong representations to retain TAA in its
present form. TAA is doing a magnificent job,
and in my opinion the reason the Federal Liberal
Government likes to blame TAA is that, as we all
know, it was an airline set up by a Labor
Government. In conclusion I would like to refer to
a report which appeared in The Wesr Australian
of 15 July 1980. It commenced-

TAA made bigger gains in passengers
carried than Ansett in the year to June 30-

The Liberal Party could not have received much
money that year! To continue-

-but Ansett and its interstate affiliates
remain the nation's biggest airline group.

*TAA carried 5,150,500 passengers in the
year, an increase of 10 per. cent or 466,300
passengers on the number carried in 1978-79.

Ansett carried 4,882,000 passengers. This
was 9.3 per cent or 413,800 more than in
1978-79.

Despite an increase from 280,601 to
287,532 in hours flown by all airlines in the
year, time in the air is still not back to the
1974-75 level of 290,658 hours.

But the industry is carrying many more
passengers and much more freight than six
years ago.

That illustrates the magnificent job TAA has
carried out and in my opinion it would be a
retrograde step to dismantle it or hand it over to
private enterprise. With those remarks I support
strongly the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition.

MR RUSHxTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [3.03 p.m.]: It is not my intention to
speak at length on this issue but I am grateful to
the media for having spread the word around in
regard to this vital issue. We are persisting in our
endeavours to ensure justice is done for Western
Australians, vi sitors, and tourists so far as air
fares to the Eastern States are concerned.

I would like to touch on two points before I
make my presentation. The Leader of the
Opposition has submitted a five part motion, and
we agree with the first two paragraphs of it. For
reasons which I will give, and of which the Leader
of the Opposition has knowledge, we intend to
move to delete the last three paragraphs and
replace them with one paragraph which refers to
our consistent attention to this matter. Our main
concern has been to address ourselves to the
inequities in the air fare structure, and we do not
want to divert attention to any other issue.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to the
attention we have given to this matter. The
member for Avon struck a slightly discordant
note, and I would like to bring him up to date on
a few of the points he raised. I did not intend to
go back in history to the days of the Menzies
Government, but I would like to point out that the
Whitlam Government had the opportunity to do
something and it did not. We do not want to
detract from the efforts being made today.

The member for Avon said that some of the
reports coming from me were unsatisfactory and
that he had not seen me move to rectify the
inaccuracies. A letter from the Leader of the
Opposition printed in The Wes( Auistralian was in
response to a Press statement by me, but
unfortunately only part of my statement had been
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used. The Leader of the Opposition responded to
the part of the report used, and I attempted to
rectify the position by acknowledging that the
Opposition had made a submission to the Holeroft
committee. Unfortunately that letter by me to the
editor was not used.

Mr Davies: I thought they didn't use it because
they thought our comment on your statement was
better than your letter.

Mr RUSHTON: Unfortunately the result has
been that history has not been recorded
accurately. It did not allow fair play. I wanted to
tell the member for Avon 1 had made the point
that although the submission put forward by the
Western Australian Government was printed in
Cull in the Holeroft report, the submission of the
Opposition was not referred to.

Returning now to the motion before us, I am
very happy indeed that it has been moved. For the
two years I have held the Transport portfolio I
have worked solidly towards achieving equity in
the air fare situation. I intend to move to delete
some of the motion, and then to replace the part
deleted with the following-

The Parliament supports the actions of the
Western Australian Government which has
the backing of the Opposition in seeking
equitable air fares for people travelling
between Western Australia and the Eastern
States and desires the Government to take
every opportunity to convey the concern of
the Parliament and seek a more realistic fare
structure as a matter of urgency-

I would like to explain our reasons for this
proposed amendment. We do not want to distract
attention from the main consideration-that is,
the fare structure-with reference to other
matters such as the two-airline policy.

It has been suggested that we should invite the
Federal Minister for Transport here. 1 would like
to inform members that he has accepted our
invitation to visit Western Australia. in fact, he
will be here twice during the month of July. I
would like him to have visited us earlier, but he
was not able to do that. He will be at the
Australian Transport Advisory Council meeting
on 3 July, and later in the month he will travel
north to attend the opening of the Broome-Port
Hedland Road.

We have arranged a three-day programme so
that we can show the Federal Minister our areas
of need, part *icularly in the Pilbara. I will give the
Leader of the Opposition the reasons that we
would like him and the House to agree to our
amendment when 1 move it formally.

I suppose we could refer to this whole issue a:
being like a cricket match. When we startec
working on this in 1978 we were carrying tho
batting, the bowling, and the Fielding. AS timli
went by, more and more people joined the team
until now I believe all Western Australians an
behind us. Other sectors of the community havo
put in an effort towards obtaining equitable ai!
fares.

I would like also to applaud the efforts of ti
Fair Internal Air F~are Campaign, varlou
community groups, business houses, an(
individuals who have put forward stronj
submissions to me on this matter. We now havq
the Opposition joining with us and I hope clii
Parliament will carry the amendment and thu
motion so that we can present it to the Federa
Government in support uf our ease.

I would like to touch on the way we went abou
our work in this regard. Back in August 1971
when I took over this portfolio, my predecesso!
had just responded to the domestic air transpor
policy review, and had sent a message to the thei
Federal Minister for Transport (Mr Peter Nixon)
We received a reply before long, and I must sa'
we have been pressing our case ever since.

I have brought with me to the House a series o
letters which indicate some of the background o
this matter. They Atre contained in a large file
and I would seek the indulgence of the House
little later to have included in Hansard some o
the material involved. The first letter to which
will refer is dated 17 November 1978 and wa:
addressed to Mr Nixon. It related to a letter frony
Mr Nixon dated 25 October. The extract I wisl
to quote is as follows-

A very good argument can be mounted t(
support the contention that, insofar a!
transcontinental air fares are concerned, th(
flagfall component-of the fare is too low an(
the distance component is too high.

So there in November 1978 we were making2
ease to the Minister and pressing the needs of th(
Western Australian people. I would like to quott
now an extract from another letter dated 21
August 1979, as follows-

Whilst we cannot reasonably object to fan
increases which relate to higher fuel prices
we maintain that it is imperative to our wel
being that the trans-continental fan(
construction should change Further to reduce
or preferably eliminate the subsidy which thi
longer routes obviously provide for tht
shorter routes.

Members will see the consistency of our argumen
ove r a long pe ri od. I n t he sa me letter I sa id-
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The present Director of the Bureau of
Transport Economics, Dr Colin Gannon, has
suggested that a simple two-tiered formula,
which would more closely approximate the
relationship between operating cost and
distance, could be introduced. We
wholeheartedly endorse this proposal and
suggest the following construction would be
appropriate to the situation existing at the
end of June 1979.

Members will see we were making a strong case.
Our efforts of that time are now bearing fruit
because the H-olcroFt report has endorsed the
submission we made and has endorsed the basis of
our argument. I will now quote an extract from a
further letter which later I will seek to table. The
letter is dated 26 November 1979, and the extract
is as follows-

Your statement that, ... it would be
unduly optimistic to expect rapid wholesale
changes in this area" indicates that the
Commonwealth is out of touch with the
reality of the Situation in Western Auftralia.

Members will see that at first our letters were
fairly conciliatory because we believed the
inequity would be redressed. However, now they
can see the letters becoming stronger in their
language as we began to press our case more
fully. In a letter dated 28 November 1979 the
Premier made a case to the Prime Minister. In his
letter he referred to the disproportionately higher
level of air fares over longer routes, and to the
two-tiered formula. He also made other
comments.

On 18 December 1979 I wrote to Mr Hunt.
who had taken over as Minister for Transport
from Mr Nixon, as follows-

.. that there is considerable and steadily
growing frustration in this State over the
disproportionately high level of domestic air
fares over longer routes.

Further on in the letter I said-
We believe that ultimately in internal air

fare system, which is under Commonwealth
control, should make some allowance for the
relative isolation of Western Australia.

Further on again I said-
.. basic air fares should, in some systematic

way, reflect aircraft operating costs. At
present this is far from the case..

This is quite plainly an intolerable
situation.

Then towards the end of the letter I said-
In Western Australia there is a

groundswell of opinion against the Federal

Government for its failure to act positively
and decisively on air fares and which nothing
less than rapid and wholesale changes in the
structure of domestic air fares will abate.

Therefore it will be agreed that the Government
has been fighting and pressing its case
consistently.

I would like to speak a little further on the
strategies that we employed. After I had been in
the Transport portfolio for a while, I invited
Federal Liberal members of Parliament to meet
with me at regular intervals. At those meetings
we traversed a number of subjects. Obviously the
subject of air fares was given attention, as were
other matters such as the Perth Airport. I must
give credit to those members for the success we
achieved in advancing the provisions of adequate
facilities at the Perth Airport. I think all of us
would agree that we did not expect to achieve so
much so quickly.

I have fought very strongly in respect of the air
fare issue, and I have been backed up by the
Federal members. A similar situation exists in
respect of road funds, and urban public transport
is another issue in which I am involved with the
Federal Liberal members. I meet with them
regularly, and I give them credit for having
played a full part in attempting to have the
inequities redressed. I would agree that the
Federal Governme~nt has not yet gone far enough
in adjusting air fares, but it has made a start and
it is pleasing indeed to see that we have turned in
the right direction. However, we cannot accept
what we have received and we will fight on.

I said at the beginning of my speech that I
would not speak at length, but I would like to
touch on the efforts of the State Government in
relation to the Hoicroft inquiry. The letters I
intend to have incorporated in Hansard refer to
the fact that we proposed to send to the Federal
Minister the statistics and the necessary material
available to us to enable an assessment of fares to
be made prior to the inquiry being held. We urged
the Federal Government to adopt an adjusted flag
fall and distance component before the inquiry
was held so that at least Western Australians
would receive some temporary justice in respect of
air fares.

That response was not forthcoming, and the
Federal Government went ahead with the inquiry.
Both the Premier and I made submissions to the
Prime Minister and Federal Minister in an
attempt to redress the inequitable and totally
unsatisfactory state of affairs which had faced the
State for a long time.

827



828 [ASSEMBLY]

When we were confronted with the inquiry it
was imperative that we did everything possible to
ensure our case was recognised at the inquiry,
otherwise proposals could have been formulated
which would be very harsh on our State. So we
threw everything into the fight and prepared a
Cull case.

Our officers attended meetings at Perth, Port
Hedland, Darwin, and Sydney at which they
presented submissions. The Premier and I also
met with the Hoicroft committee when it visited
this State. The responsible officer attended the
inquiry and made a tenacious effort to achieve
recognition for this State.

I intend to table the Western Australian
submission to the independent public inquiry on
domestic air fares. It comprises 123 pages and is
the second largest submission to the inquiry. In
fact it was printed in full in volume 3 of the
report. I think members will agree that is fair
recognition for a substantial effort.

1 pay credit to the very professional officers
who put in long hours of work and did a
tremendous amount of back-room work in
preparing this very full case for me.

I turn now to volume 3 of the Hoicroft report
where, under the heading -WA Aviation Policy"
some interesting recommendations appear. This
report was produced in October 1979, but the
policy still applies:. the Government endorses and
adopted the recommendations and we have been
working to that end since the report was
produced. The report states as follows-

In October 1979, this line of reasoning led
the Western Australian Government to
publicly endorse a State Aviation policy. It
sought the retention of a two airline system
for interstaie services but has asked that the
Minister for Transport take advantage of
every opportunity to persuade the
Commonwealth to:

under specified conditions, allow other
operators to compete over sections of the
Ansett/TAA routes

allow Qantas to use spare capacity on
some long distance domestic routes by
selling blocks of stats

permit domestic carriers to operate some
international services which connect us
with neighbouring countries

be prepared to license operators who
offer specialist services to carry air
freight on trunk routes and some
regional routes

permit efficient operators such a
MMA, Skywest or Transwest, who havi
the right aircraft and are attuned t(
local conditions, rather thai
Ansett/TAA, to provide appropriate aii
services for regional and local network!
such as those in the Pilbara an(
K imberley

reduce the incidence of paralle
scheduling and inconvenient timi
tabling of services

introduce proportional sharing of ai
fares between international an(
domestic airlines (pro-ration) an(
encourage extension of add-on air fare!
for international visitors

ensure that a wide and flexible range o
air fares is offered on domestic truni
routLes

ensure that the domestic air fan
formulae closely reflect the costs o
operating on longer routes

That really is the basis of solving our problems. I
that policy were adopted by the Federa
Government, it would be of great benefit ti
Western Au~tralia and would restore fairness amc
equity in air fares.

A great deal has been said about air fares ant
about what has and has not been offered. I hat
one of my professional officers run out somi
figures relating to air fares as they apply fron
Perth to Sydney, economy class; however, the,
can be applied to all the other fares cited in dii

H-olcroft report, which are contained on page 271
of volume I of the report. The informatioi
produced by my officer states as follows-

New Air Fares
Facts and Figures

Basis: Perth-Sydney return economy air fare.
Old Fare $536.2(
New Fare $507.41
Decrease-Actual S 28.81

Per Cent 5.49
Cost increase since last adjustment- 8.99
Old fare increased by 7.4% $575.91
Therefore, effective decrease for WA

= 575.90-$507.4(
=$568. 50

So, it can be seen that many of the figures beinj
splashed around are not particularly accurate
and I would ask members to have regard for tha
fact. My officer's submission continues-

Applying adjustment for cost increases
Holeroft recommended fares would be ii
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range $400 to $450 for Perth-Sydney return
economy flight

Taking into account load factors etc., fare
should be, according to Hoicroft, no more
than $440.

We need a further reduction of at least
$68, preferably around $85, for Sydney-
Perth return economy flight.

So, we have received a reduction of something
like $68. We have made submissions to the
Commonwealth Government that we have
received only half of the amount we consider
necessary to redress the backlog of inequitable air
fa res, pointing out that we need further
adjustments of about $85 to achieve a truly
equitable position.

Mr Speaker, I should like your guidance on a
matter of procedure. I seek to table certain
documents, and to have incorporated in H-ansard
certain letters written by the Premier and myself
to enable members to have a better understanding
of the background to this issue. Everybody in
Western Australia should be working towards the
common aim of reducing air fares paid by
Western Australians. The documents to which I
refer are submissions made by me-to which the
Leader of the Opposition has already referred-to
the Federal Minister for Transport, firstly by
telex and followed up by letter on 2 April 1981
seeking further information by the following
weekend. I received a response to that request on
the following Monday; however, the situation is
still unsatisfactory as far as this Government is
concerned.

I also sent another letter dated 3 April 1981
requesting information as to the inquiry the
Commonwealth Government planned to
establish-and has yet to establish. We put
forward certain conditions which we believed
should be applied to the committee of inquiry and
we were also interested in when the inquiry would
commence, for how long it would meet, its terms
of reference, access to the public, and so on. This
is all relevant background material which would
be of considerable benefit to members. Therefore,
Mr Speaker, I seek the indulgence of the House
to table the report, and to have the
correspondence included it Hansard.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Standing Orders
make provision for the incorporation in Hansard
of material which is inappropriate to read to the
House: namely, statistical tables, plans, maps, and
that sort of thing. However, there is no provision
for the incorporation of letters, If the Minister
wants those letters included in the Hansard record
he must read them to the House. His only

alternative to that very lengthy procedure would
be to table those letters along with the other
material he seeks to table so that it would be
available for the information of members. This
would have virtually the same effect as reading
the letters, and it would be far easier for Hansard
to cope with.

Mr RUSHTON: Mr Speaker, I believe your
direction is the correct one. However, I simply
inquire about the earlier letters, which have not
been referred to in this debate. There are only
four letters. If I might have them included-

The SPEAKER: Order! I would like to accede
to the Minister's request; however, it will create a
dangerous precedent, because it would leave the
way open to any member to seek my indulgence in
having incorporated in Hansard material which,
under this Standing Order, it was never intended
should be so incorporated. I ask the Minister
either to read those letters into the record, or
alternatively simply table them.

Mr RUSHTON: I do not wish to take the time
of the House. So that members have the
opportunity to read this very relevant material, I
seek the indulgence of the House to table the
documents.

The papers were tabled (see paper No. 145).

Amendments to Motion

Mr RUSHTON: The point we have now
reached is the question of an amendment to the
motion proposed by the Leader of the Opposition.
I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the passage "and
order further immediate reductions." with a
view to inserting other words.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [3.31 p.m.]: This
would be as good a time as any to speak to the
question before the Chair. The words to be
deleted obviously will be replaced by other words;
and the Minister has laid the basis for the new
words in his speech.

The Minister spent most of his time giving the
House an outline of what the Western Australian
Government has done to encourage the Federal
Government to introduce a more equitable air
fare system in Western Australia. The words the
Minister wishes to insert indicate quite clearly
that the Government is seeking endorsement for
what it has done; and it is giving notice to the
Federal Parliament that it seeks a more realistic
fare structure as a matter of urgency. I have no
qualms with that at all. I am happy to support the
deletion of the words indicated.
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There is one matter 1 would like to query, and
that is how we are to convey the concern of the
Parliament, and to whom. That is very important.
The Hoicroft report has indicated very clearly the
inadequacy of air fares as they relate to Western
Australia. The Government has, using that report
and its own information, conveyed to the Federal
Parliament and to the Federal Minister for
Transport that it is not satisfied with the current
situation. The Government wants the full
recommendations of the Hlcroft report
implemented. We accept that; and we commend
the Government for that.

How is the Government going to do that?
Obviously, in its representations to the Federal
Minister it has failed, because all the effort has
resulted in only a 5 per cent reduction in Cares for
Western Australia. Certainly that could not be
regarded as a success for the Western Australian
Government for the representations it has'made.
In addition, the Federal back-benchers are
claiming to have had some success. Do they
regard a 5 per cent reduction as a success? I
doubt that very much.

How is this Parliament and how is this
Government going to convey the message? There
is only one message that can be given, and that is
that the parliamentarians from Western Australia
must, at long last, decide they will vote for
Western Abstralians and not for the party
political machine. That is the message that has to
be conveyed by this Government to the Federal
Minister and to the Liberal Party back-bench
members, whether they be sitting in the States'
House, the Senate, or whether they be sitting in
the people's House. These people have to be
requested to exercise their rights and to vote on
the floor of the Houses to amend the two-airline
agreement. It is as simple as that. if nothing else
can be done, at least that can be done. That is the
area in which the instructions should be given.

I would be surprised and elated to hear that
some Western Australian members of the Federal
Parliament were prepared to represent Western
Australia in a last ditch stand-in other words,
that they were prepared to vote to amend the two-
airline agreement. However, I do not think it will
happen.

I hope there will be some intervention before
then that would ensure that the recommendations
of the Holeroft report would be implemented. I
doubt that veryi much; but I hope that the
Government conveys this message to chose
members of the Federal Parliament who have the
power in their hands to ensure that the
recommendations are implemented.

We support the amendment.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of thc
Opposition) [3.35 p.m.]: I have no objection t(
the deletion of the words proposed by the Ministei
for Transport. If anything, the amendment moved
by the Minister indicates a hardening of thc
attitude, as compared with the words that wc
used. However, the amendment removes the cal]
for the Federal Minister for Transport to come tc
Wesiern Australia.

We note that onl two occasions in July the
Federal Minister is coming to Western Australia
for a series of meetings. That does not mean that
he is likely to meet with the interested parties whc
would like to express forcefully an opinion on the
action the Government has taken. It is a matter ol
concern that those same parties are unable te
afford the air fares to go to Canberra to talk Ic
the Minister. It is a catch-22 situation.

Now that the Minister is coming to Western
Australia, I hope that the interested parties will
make immediate contact with him to ensure that
while he is here he allows time to talk to the
interested groups, and that they are able to have
an audience with him.

For that reason, I have no objection to the
deletion of the words proposed.

Amendment put and passed.

MR RUJSHTON (Dale-Minister Coz
Transport) [3.37 p.m.): I move an amendment-

Substitute the following for the passage
deleted-

The Parliament supports the actions of the
Western Australian Government, which has
the backing of the Opposition, in seeking
equitable air fares for people travelling
between Western Australia and the Eastern
States and desires the Government to take
every opportunity to convey the concern of
the Parliament and seek a more realistic Care
structure as a matter of urgency.

The member for Merredin has been somewhat
unkind, and he lacks depth in his statements. No
doubt he is smarting because of the success that
the Western Australian Government and Federal
members have had in turning the direction in
which Western Australian air fares have been
going for a long time. We have received an
adjustment of $68.50, which is a little under half.
It is not a failure but a success in that sense.

However, nobody in Western Australia wl
claim a full success until we have received our full
measure of justice. As I say, that needs to be ai
least a further $68, and preferably $85 as ar
adjustment.
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I hope the House will support the amendment
which, together with the words moved by the
Leader of the Opposition, would make a motion
that we could all support. The Premier will
convey to the Prime Minister our feelings on this
subject; and we should make sure that our
representatives in the House of Representatives
and the Senate are aware of what this House has
decided. We are moving in a positive way in
furthering the case which we have positively
fought so far.

I commend the amendment to the House.
MR COWAN (Merredin) 13.38 p.m.]: I would

like to raise one issue, and in fact I do have a
further amendment. As members of this House
are aware, we are not in Government; we are not
in Opposition; we are the National Party, sitting
on the cross-benches.

Amendment on the Amiendment

Mr COWAN: I move-
That the amendment be amended by

inserting after the word "Opposition" in the
third line of the amendment the words 'and
National Party".

The motion then would indicate that the
Government has the backing of the Opposition
and of the National Party in seeking equitable air
fares.-

Amendment on the amendment put and passed.
MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the

Opposition) [3.41 p.m.]: This all goes to show
what we can do when we try. We have had the
Opposition, the Government, and also the
National Party in complete agreement. I trust
that the absence of a long list of speakers on this
matter will not detract from the strength with
which the motion is conveyed to Canberra. There
are many members on this side of the House who
would have appreciated an opportunity to speak
and I know the Minister for Tourism would have
liked to make a contribution, but because of time
factors and the fact we shall not be sitting again
until next Tuesday we are all anxious to have the
motion, as it is proposed to be amended, agreed to
this evening. I therefore place on record thz fact
that there are members on this side, as
undoubtedly there are on the other side, who
would have liked to make a contribution. The fact
that the amended motion is likely to be carried
unanimously should prove to the Federal
Government that it should take notice of what has
been said.

I am pleased the Minister for Transport has
framed his amendment in the way he has,

although yesterday he put out a Press release
saying that he would not be interested in what the
Opposition or the National Party did. His release
accused our moving urgency motions to allow
debate on recently-announced new air fares
stemming from the Federal Government's
response to the Holeroft report as straightout
politicking in an effort to grab easier media
headlines.

I am sorry the Minister said that, because there
was no such thought behind our move and I am
sure there was no such thought behind the
National Party's move to have this matter
debated. Indeed, I explained yesterday how for a
moment the National Party got under my guard
in moving the way it did on Tuesday and I gave
reasons for that. Having known the Government
was to agree to the suspension of Standing Orders
to debate my motion, I am indeed surprised that
on a matter of such vital concern to all Western
Australians the Minister should issue a Press
release of that sort. Fortunately it did not get a
headline and I do not think anyone has got a
headline over this matter.

It is good to see sanity prevail and it is good to
know that members of Cabinet were able to
convince the Minister for Transport that there
was good in what was being done. The only sour
note in the whole matter was the Minister's Press
release. With hindsight the Minister I am sure
would have liked to withdraw his release if he had
been able to.

Mir Mclver: He does not do very well with
Press releases.

Mr DAVIES: I am pleased hit Press release did
not gain any publicity. I am happy to have my
motion amended as it has been. We hope the
Federal Minister for Transport, when and if he
comes to Western Australia, will spare time to
talk with interested people. We hope too that the
House and the media will appreciate that the only
reason thcre has not been a lot of speakers on this
motion is the urgency of the situation and the
time constraints with which we are faced.

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

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: TENTH DAY

Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [3.45 p.m.]:
Before the luncheon suspension we were speaking
for a few moments about a mysterious body
known as the State council or the State executive
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of the Liberal Party. I do not know what its title
is and I daresay very few people in the State
would -know. Very few people know where it
meets, who its members are, and what it does. I
have been told that in that particular council
there are people who are extraordinarily racist
and very greedy-

Mr Young; What!
Mr BERTRAM: -and that there are people

who are taxation dodgers-
Mr Shalders: What makes you think that?
Mr Clarko: Where is your evidence?
Mr BERTRAM; That is the point.
Mr B. T. Burke; He is a trained solicitor, so

wai fo it.
Mr BERTRAM; Those are extr 'aordinary

assertions to be made, and being a responsible
person I was anxious to know what evidence there
was to support these allegations. I have attempted
to cheek them out but it is extraordinarily
difficult to do so.

Mr Mclver; You have touched on a very raw
nerve.

Mr BERTRAM: I get the impression that the
Minister for Health may know a little bit imore
about this body than he knows about what is
happening in the health area of the State.

Mr Shalders: He knows more than you do.
Mr BERTRAM: I hope that is true.
Mr Young: I got you in three minutes.
Mr BERTRAM: I have been told I should

speak till four o'clock.
Mr Young: We know that.
Mr B. I. Burke; Pop off and have your nervous

breakdown.
Mr BERTRAM: It has also been said that

there are very few if any women members on that
particular council or executive, or whatever it
may be.

Mr Young; Are you talking about the State
council or the State executive?

Mr BERTRAM: I do not know whether the
Minister has a State council or a State executive.

Mr Young: We have both. Which one are you
talking about?

M r BERTRAM: If there are two-

Mr Young: There are two.
Mr BERTRAM: In that case I am talking of

both.
Mr Young: There are lots of ladies.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order!

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister for Health
seems to have found his voice-I hope he finds his
health.

Mr B. T. Burke: You can tell when you get
under their skin.

Mr BERTRAM: Just prior to the luncheon
suspension the member for Bunbury made a most
profound observation. It was that it is int the
Australian Labor Party's interest that the Liberal
Party should conceal the activities of its
organisations. I do not think his bosses, the power
brokers of the Liberal Party, share that view. I
happen to be of the opinion they take a quite
contrary view.

It is well known that the State Executive of the
Australian Labor Party meets regularly and that
it makes adequate provision and provides facilities
for members of the media not only to attend its
meetings but also to report on them. Members of
the media take advantage of that in a responsible
manner, as they ought to.

I am rather surprised and disappointed that,
whilst the Australian Journalists' Association was
concerned about not being able to attend a certain
function in New South Wales recently and it also
appears to be concerned about the publication of
certain court proceedings at the present time-I
noticed comments to that effect in today's issue of
the Daily News-I rarely, if ever, hear the
association complain about the fact that it is
either not allowed or prepared to report meetings
of the State Council or State Executive of the
Liberal Party or both of them.

From time to time the media expresses grave
concern that it should be subjected to any form of
censorship, but I seldom hear it complaining
about its own censorship activities to which the
people of Western Australia are subjected in a
significant manner all the time.

It is high time the Australian Journalists'
Association ensured the people of Western
Australia are informed of the proceedings of the
secret organisation known as the State Council of
the Liberal Party. I refer to it by that name in the
belief that the State Council is equivalent to the
State Executive of the Australian Liberal Party.
However, as is the case with any secret society, it
is very difficult to obtain facts about it and to
know at what level it iperates.

During the course of this debate the members
for Roe and Karrinyup, apparently unwittingly,
have devoted a large part of their speeches to the
condemnation of the Government and the Premier
in particular.
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The member for Roe, who is a well-known
"hangman", referred at some length to the
undesirable activities of some young people in this
State and then said -we" are substantially to
blame for them. When asked whom he meant by
.1we", he said he meant the Parliament of this
State. It did not seem to dawn on the member for
Roe that the Parliament of Western Australia
has, since its inception, been controlled
completely by conservative forces.

Since 1959, apart from a period of three years
when the Labor Party was merely in office, the
conservative forces have controlled this place.
Had the member for Roe behaved niore Fairly, he
would have pointed out that the blame for althe
activities he listed at considerable length rests
fairly and squarely upon the conservative parties
of this State, and primarily upon the Liberal
Party.

The member for Karrinyup said we should
display a more friendly attitude towards the
Federal Government. That was an extraordinary
outburst on his part, because his party and the
Premier get a great deal of mileage out of their
non-stop confrontation with their counterparts in
Canberra, led by Mr Fraser.

Why would the Premier continue this non-stop
attack on the Prime Minister and the Federal
Government if he was not getting political
mileage out of it'? I would think that, at
an earlier time, the Premier would have explained
to the member for Karrinyup that such attacks on
the Federal Government are a political ploy and
should not be taken too seriously.

Indeed it is sad that politics should be carried
on in that manner and most of us understand it is
not the cleanest of sports. The philosophy behind
that approach appears to be that one really
cannot complain, because what is done is lawful,
even if the law is thoroughly disreputable.

It is clear the Premier is no match for the
Prime Minister. There is a great deal of evidence
to that effect. Repeatedly the Premier confronts
or pretends to confront the Prime Minister. One
never really knows what is going on behind the
scenes, but as far as we are able to observe the
situation from the outside, the Premier
continually challenges, confronts, and harasses
the Prime Minister. However, seldom do we hear
of a victory to the Premier as a result of those
confrontations.

The biggest beating the Prime Minister has
given the Premier has been over federalism and
the sharing of income tax. The State. through the
Premier, has received a very bad bargain from the
Prime Minister in that regard. He-the Prime

Minister-realised he was required to share only
income tax with the States and not other taxes, so
he has not worried too much about collecting
income taxes and the share this State has received
has remained more or less stationary, while at the
same time the Prime Minister has imposed fuel
levies and other taxes on the population of this
State from which this Government does not
receive one cent. The Prime Minister has clearly
pulled the wool over the eyes of the Premier and
the State is paying for it.

When I continue my remarks at a later time, I
will provide some evidence of the consequences
which have fowed and will continue to flow as a
result of that particular situation.

Other Government members referred to the
fact that we have sufficient taxation at the
present time and some Government members said
there is far too much taxation and they do not
want an increase in it. I should like to remind
those members that, if they consider taxes to be
too high, it is they who are to blame and nobody
else. The Opposition in this State has had no
control over the level of taxation. If taxes are too
high, and they most certainly are, Government
members should understand-as would a child at
primary school-that it is their fault and they
cannot blame it on anyone else.

I should like to remind Government members
that since the Court Government came to power
the Budget of this State which took 45 years,
from 1929 to 1974, to reach $500 million, has
since that time increased to $1 800 million. If that
is not sufficient evidence to satisfy Government
members on the point I have just made, I do not
know what is.

The Treasurer and Government members are to
blame for the present level of taxation and the
Opposition can in no way be blamed for it.

Leave to Continue Speech
Mr BERTRAM: I move-

That I be given leave to continue my
speech at a later stage of the sitting.

Motion put and passed.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions wvere taken at this stage.
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ADJOURNMENT OF THlE HOUSE

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [5.05 p.m.]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Several members interjected.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, you may recall that

at the time the motion was moved to suspend
Standing Orders I had the call and was
attempting to ask a question.

The SPEAKER: That was the case, but I have
decided that question time for today has
concluded.

Debate Resumed
The SPEAKER: The question is, that the

House do now adjourn.
Question put and a division called [or.

Remarks during Division
Mr Bryce: We can see you have run out of

steam like a range of old volcanoes.
Mr Young: That is a new one.
Sir Charles Court: About the only people you

are impressing are your mates up in the Press
gallery.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have forgotten how this
whole thing started. Your Minister refused to
answer a question. If one of our Ministers had
refused to answer a question we would have been
called everything under the sun.

Sir Charles Court: We have honoured the
convention of Standing Orders.

Several members interjected.
Sir Charles Court; You just shout and scream

and say nothing at the double.
Mr Bryce: You aborted question time and now

you have shut up shop.
Mr Young: Go for quality not quantity.
Mr Bryce: It took only two questions to bring

the Government to its knees. Noddy just sat there
and the Premier shut up shop an hour early.

Sir Charles Court: It is late.

Mr B. T. Burke: You cannot maintain that the
Minister for Police and Traffic is happy about
this.

Mr Pearce: He knows phones are being tapped.
Why does he not come clean?

Mr B. T. Burke: He is making a mountain out
of a molehill.

Sir Charles Court: Are you the mountain or the
molehill? If you know they are tapping phones
why have you not been to someone to report it?

Mr B. T. Burke: It is all right for you while you
have superior numbers, but just wait. What is
wrong with giving a guarantee to the people about
the procedures followed in tapping phones.

M r Clarko: We have already done that.

Result of Division
Division resulted as

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

Mr Barnett
Mi Bert rail!
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mrs Craig
Mr Macinnon
Mr Tubby
Mr Grewar
Mr MensarOS
Mr O'Connor
Mr Watt

Question thus passe

follows-
Ayes 21

Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 16
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mulver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Grill
Mr Tonkin
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Bridge
Mr Carr
Mr Harm~an

(Teller)

(Teller)

House adjourned at 5.10 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SUGAR
Industry: Ord River

373. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Will he table a copy or the prospectus
being prepared far groups interested in
the establishment of a sugar industry at
the Ord River?

Mr OLD replied:
This infarmation paper will be
campicted shortly and will be tabled
when available.

DROUGHT

Farms A ffected

374. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

How many Western Australian farms
have been declared drought affected by
the draught consultative committee in
the present financial year?

Mr OLD replied:
It is estimated by the draught
consultative committee that there are
between 3 900 and 4 000 farms in the
draught-declared areas.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Private Consultants

3S0. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) Haw many private consultants are
currently being employed within each
department and instrumentality under
his ministerial control?

(2) Wha are the consultants?
(3) What is the nature and cost of each

consultancy?

Sir C HA R LES CO URT replied:

(1) Seven.
(2) Mr D. Barton-Consulting Actuary

Access Computing Consultants
WA Contract Programmers
NCR Australia Pty. Ltd.

Dr 1. M. Ritchie, Associate Professor,
Department of Physical and Inorganic
Chemistry. University of Western
Australia.
Mr W. W. Mitchell, of W. W. Mitchell
& Associates.
Parcon & Associates Pty. Ltd.

(3) The actuary provides actuarial services
to the Government at a cost of S2 756
per month.

The computing firms are engaged to
supply ive analysts, two programmers.
and a technical consultant in the
development and implementation of the
Government computerised accounting
system. Contract staff is employed in
this case to augment Public Service staff
because of the shortage of experienced
staff in Government and because the
demand for such staff will diminish after
the main phase of the project is passed.
The cost of these consultations are-

Access Computing Consultants-
$25 000 per month

WA Contract Programmers-
$6 000 per month

NCR Australia Pty. Ltd-
$4 500 per month.

Dr Ritchie has been engaged to examine
and report to the Public Service Board
on professional aspects of a study into
Chemical Laboratory Services in State
Government departments. Total fee
charged-$2 500.

SOIL EROSION AND SALT
ENCROACHMENT

Court Action

401. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) How many court actions to enforce
action by agricultural landholders with
regard to soilI erosion o r salt
encroachment have there been
undertaken in Western Australia in the
past 20 years?

(2) Will he indicate the reason for any such
actions and the date undertaken?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) None.
(2) Answered by ( I).
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STOCK: SHEEP

Im ports
402, Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) Is there a fee charged by the
Department of Agriculture on sheep
brought into Western Australia front the
Eastern States'?

(2) From what date has this fee applied?

(3) What is the current level of such fee?

(4) For what reasons is this fee charged?

Mr OLD replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) Current records show that a fee has
been collected since at least 1939.

(3) For single animal or first animal in
consign ment-S5 .00.

Each additional animal-$0.03.
(4) To offset costs of the inspection service.

FARM PRODUCTION

Effct of Mining Booni

405. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Further to the answer to part (3) of my
question 145 of 1981 relevant to Farm
production and a mining boom, can he
indicate the views which the State
Government will be putting to the
Commonwealth on the possibility that a
looming mining boom could cut farm
production and farm incomes because of
the pressures it would place on the
overseas exchange rate for the
Australian dollar'?

(2) Will he advise when the State
Government's views will be put to the
Commonwealth?

(3) What view will the State Government be
putting concerning the deputy Federal
leader of the National Country Party's
suggestion that a huge demand for
capital to fuel the boom could leave
farmers and small businessmen short of
credit?

Mr OLD replied:
(I) to (3) The accelerated development of

Australia's resources will have
important benefits Lo the Australian
economy. The associated demand for
development finance may presage some
disadvantages for other sectors of the
economy, including agriculture. It is the
concern of the Commonwealth and all
State Governments that these potential
adverse effects are offset or minimised.
As previously indicated, the
Commonwealth Government has the
responsibility and the capacity to
manage the economy in the national
interest through control oF the exchange
rate and monetary management. The
strategy needs to be flexible and adapt
to changing Circumstances. It cannot
therefore be detailed at this time. It is
the role of State Governments to
endeavour to influence such policies in
the interests of all sectors of industry,
and this is the subject of continuing
dialogue between State and
Commonwealth Governments.

LAND1
AgriculturalI: Release

406. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Did the Department of Agriculture
make a submission to the rural and
allied industries council land committee
regarding releases of further Crown land
for agriculture?

(2) If "Yes", will he table a copy of the
department's submission?

(3) Does the Department of Agriculture
agree with the conclusions contained in
the rural and allied industries council
land Committee's report?

(4) If "No' to (3), with what specific
aspects of the report does the
department disagree?

Mr OLD replied:

(I) No. Individual submissions were made
by a number of departmental officers.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) and (4) The report was to Government

which has adopted a policy which has
been announced. The department's role
is now to assist in the implementation of
that policy.
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AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS

Regula dons

410. Mr H, D. EVANS. to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(i) Is it intendcd to introdue regulations or
to changc those in existence, controlling
agricultural chemicals this year?

(2) If "Yes--
(a) when is it proposed to gazette such

regulations:
(b) what aspects of control of chemicals

will be involved'?
Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) The Government has approved

the drafting of an agricultural chemicals
Hill to control the overuse of chcmicals
which could lead to residue problems in
plant and animal products. The Bill has
not yet been drafted and no date has
been set for its completion.

STATE FINANCE

Borrowings Programme: Infrastructure

415. Mr HARMAN, to the Treasurer:

Adverting to question 71 of 1981
relevant to State finances, and referring
to the itemn North-West Shelf gas
infrastructure, will he advise which
statutory authority or department is
negotiating for this loan'!

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Both Treasury and SEC have been
conferring with potential lenders both
within Australia and overseas for many
months. Associated with these
discussions and studies is the
appointment of the Orion Bank and the
Royal Bank of Canada as joint
consultants on the Finance for the
North-West Shelf gas pipeline from
Pilbara to the south-west,
No specific proposal is yet under actual
negotiation for local infrastructure in
the Pilbara as the time has not yet been
reached for this.
In the meantime, the Government is
examining legislation which will
facilitate the raising of such approved
loans by a central authority on behalf of
departments or instrumentalities when
appropriate. This legislation may be
introduced in the near future.

LOANS

Duty

472. Mr WILSON, to the Treasurer:

(1) If the State Government duty levied on
lending transactions, on which the
interest charged exceeds I5 per cent is
not called a loan instrument duty in
Western Australia, what is the term
used to describe this duty?

(2) Is the duty currently being levied at a
rate of 1 1 per cent on such transactions
and, if not, at what rate is it being
levied?

(3) If the duty is being levied, does he deny
the State Government itself has
benefited from recent increases in
interest rates?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) It is a stamp duty on credit and rental
business.

(2) Yes. Unless it is a short-term
transaction in which ease the duty is
1/8th of a per cent per month up to a
maximum of I 'A per cent.

(3) Yes. The limit has- been progressively
increased as interest rates have moved
up.

ROAD

Great Eastern Highway. Greenimouni

481. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Further to question 243 of 1981 relevant
to the escape route on Great Eastern
Highway, when was the escape route on
Great Eastern Highway, G reenmount.
actually constructed?

(2) Why has it taken so long for the Main
Roads Department. realising that the
escape route had some "deficiencies", to
take the necessary action to make it
usable?
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(3) In view of his advice that the barricades
would not be removed from the entrance
to the escape route until "it is safe to
use", why have no signs, been erected to
apprise the public that the escape route
was in fact unsafe to use, as surely there
was a possibility that a local person if
faced with the prospect of brake failure
could in fact have taken advantage of
the escape route, barricades or no
barricades?

(4) I n view of the last sentence of his reply
to question 243, would he now inform
the House as to when this vital escape
route will be extended and made usable?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) About four years ago.
(2) The problem is far more complicated

than was originally thought and the
Main Roads Department has been
seeking information overseas to enable
modifications to be made for the safe
operation of the facility by high sped
heavy trucks.

(3) The escape route is barricaded and not
in use so there is no need for special
signing.

(4) Information is still being sought and no
time can be given at present.

WASTE DISPOSAL

Baled Refuse Site: Yirrigan

487. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is the City of Stirling's disposal site for
baled refuse at lot 2 Alexander Drive,
Yirrigan, being constantly monitored by
officers of his department?

(2) If "Yes", what form is this monitoring
taking?

(3) Who is responsible for placing
monitoring bores around the disposal
site?

(4) How many bores have been installed and
when were they installed?

(5) How often are these bores checked?
(6) Has the City of Stirling set up a test cell

within the balefill site to ascertain the
Icachate concentration and quantity?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Chemical sampling.
(3) City of Stirling.

(4) Two. December 1980.
(5) Monthly.
(6) Yes.

NOISE

Morley Bus Depot

488. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) What progress has been made to date in
efforts to overcome the problems being
experienced by residents living adjacent
to the Morley bus depqt, following the
tabling by him of an order exempting
the depot site from the provisions of the
Noise Abatement Act?

(2) What further steps are to be taken prior
to the expiry of the 12-month period of
exemption to resolve these problems?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Advice has been given regarding options

available and decisions are awaited.
(2) The matter is being kept under review

and further discussions are envisaged.

HOUSING

Single Detached Homes

489. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

How many single detached homes has
the State Housing Commission built in
the metropolitan area in each of the past
three years?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
1977-79 1 V78-79

Comnmonwcalh-Sliam
Aboriginol housing

TOTAL

410
13

423

237

245

1979-s0 198041
to

31.3.91
73 126
9 .13

82 169

HOUSING

Building Societies: Terminating

490. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is he aware that terminating building
societies are following policies which
differ slightly in the allocation of
Commonwealth -State low interest
funds?
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(2) Is he further aware that these
differences are making it difficult for
applicants to know the obligations they
will be required to meet?

(3) What can be done to overcome this
apparent problem?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) All terminating building societies are

required to follow the terms and
conditions applicable to Cornmonwealth-
State low interest funds as advised by
the Registrar of Building Societies.

(2) and (3) All applicants arc interviewed
and advised of the conditions of lending
prior to the loan being approved and
should therefore be fully aware of their
future obligation prior to accepting the
loan.

HOUSING

Applicants. Removal frani Waiting List

491, Mr B. T. BURKE. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

How many applicants for assistance
have been removed from State Housing
Commission waiting lists in each of the
past three years through their failure to
reply to a letter or other communication
from the commission?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
The State Housing Commission does not
keep a record of the information sought.

HOUSING: SHC

Staff anad Wages Ceiling

492. Mr B. T. BURKE. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) What is the-
(a) staff;
(b) wages:

establishment ceiling applied to the
State Housing Commission in 1980-81I?

(2) What is the actual situation?
Mr LAURANCE replied:
(I) (a) 700;

(b) 265.
(2) As at 8 April 1981-

(a) 664:
(b) 265.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Aboriginal Housing Board

493. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(I) Is it fact that the Aboriginal Housing
Board submitted more than one
constitution before he or the State
Housing Commission accepted its
constitution?

(2) If "Yes", how many were submitted and
what were the reasons for any
rejections?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) There were two constitutions submitted

which were deemed unsuitable. The first
involved control of finances by the board
a'nd cut across the inter-government
arrangements for Commonwealth
funding under the grants made to the
State which are handled by the State
Housing Commission. The second
constitution proposed the establishment
of the board as a statutory authority
which was not the intention of the
Government when the Aboriginal
Housing Board was formed.

WATER RESOURCES

Mletropolitan Water Board: Employees

494. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for

Water Resources:

(1) Is the Metropolitan Water Board
presently considering suggested changes
in safety procedures for employees
submitted by the water supply union?

(2) When were the suggestions received and
at what stage is their consideration?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (2) For over five months the Water
Board has been assessing available
breathing apparatus, and in March 1981
held an interim three-day training
session using a consultant from the
Eastern States.
The suggestions received from the union
in March 1981 are currently being
considered by this consultant who is
advising on a long term training
schedule.
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HOUSING: RENTAL

Flats

495. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many State Housing Commission
flats are vacant?

(2) Where are they situated?
Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) 592.
(2) Subiaco

Midland
I nglewood
Balga
G irra wheen
North Beach
Wa ndana
Lockridge
Kwinana
Coolbellup
Fremantle
Karawara
Langford
Armadaic
Bentley
Albany
Bunbury

State Total

2

3
3

6
7

28
124
137
98
29
11
5

11
17
3

15

582

HOUSING

Aborigines: Allocation

496. Mr B. T. BURKE. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many Aboriginal applicants have
been accommodated in each of the past
12 months in-
(a) grant funded accommodation;
(b) Commonwealth-State funded rental

accommodation'?
(2) How many Aboriginal tenants were

allocated-
(a) single houses;,
(b) duplexes-,
(c) town houses;
(d) flats:
(c) single unit accommodation?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) (a) March 1980

April
May
June

37
34
30
29

July

August

September

October

November

December

January 1981

February

53

37

32

38

40

34

31

34

429

(b) Separate figures are not kept
for Aboriginal occupations in
Commonwealth-State rental prop-
erties,

(2) (a) to (e) Answered by ()) (b).

INTEREST RATES

Government Election Promise

497. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Treasurer:

(1) Has the Government, at successive
elections, promised to lower interest
rates'?

(2) When can the public expect the
Government to honour this promise?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) and (2) 1 have not been able to identify
where the Government has specifically
promised to lower interest rates at
successive elections. It has promised to
give leadership for the people of
Western Australia to make their future
'both certain and secure. We promised to
ensure the economic climate in which
private industry, whether a small
business, a farmer, or a giant resource
developer, could invest and grow
confident that they were doing so in an
area that is economically and politically
stable.
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The Government's success in achieving a
greater rate of increase in employment
than other States demonstrates that the
Government has been effective in the
pursuit of its goals. Our aim at all times
has been to create the economic
circumstances in which people will have
as great a range of employment
opportunities as possible, whether they
choose to be self-employed or to be
employed in the economic activity
generated by others. People arc the
primary concern of this Government and
it is clear that our policies are working
in the best interests of the people of this
State.
We have made, and are making, every
effort to ensure that interest rates are
kept as low as it is possible for a
Government to do so. It must be
realised, however, that Australia is not
immune from the influence of
international financial markets.
Nevertheless, Liberal Government
policies have resulted in Australian
interest rates being lower than those of
many major overseas countries.

HOUSING: SHC

Managemntr -Fee

498. Mr B. T. BURKE. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

Is the State Housing Commission
currently considering an increase in the
management fee?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
No.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North-W'est Shelf: Contractual Customers

499. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) In view of doubts cast upon the Rundle
shale project due to escalating
development Costs. can he assure the
House and the people of Western
Australia that development costs,
together with the present world-wide
glut of petroleumn products. will not spell
a similar fate for the North-West Shelf
project?

(2) Is it fact, as reported in the papers, that
Alcoa may not go ahead and finalise a
contract to take up gas from the North-
West Shelf and in any event will not
proceed with a contract until such time
as the jarrab class action is resolved?

(3) What are the impediments preventing
the Japanese from concluding a contract
to take liquefied gas from the shelf?

(4) When can it be expected that such a
contract can be concluded?

(5) What definite contractual customers are
there presently for North-West Shelf
gas, apart from the Statc Energy
Commission?

Mr P. V. JONES replicd:

(1) The joint venture partners developing
the North-West Shelf gas field have a
contractual obligation to supply natural
gas to the State Energy Commission by
1984, and I am assured that the project
is on schedule.

(2) to (4) 1 refer the member to the answer
given to question 412 of 8 April 198 1.

(5) The State Energy Commission holds the
only existing contract for the purchase
of natural gas for use in Western
Australia, and the partners are
negotiating to sell the liquefied natural
gas overseas.

TRANSPORT: ROAD

Trains: Northam-Perth

500. Mr CRANE. to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Are road trains carting bulk gas or fuel
through Northam to Perth or vice versa?

(2) Are these road trains described as triple
bottom; i.e., one bob tail truck with bulk
tank towing, two trailers each with two
bulk tanks and marked Bramble
Ma nford?

(3) Is one trailer uncoupled at Oreenmount
and towed in separately?

(4) If "Yes" to (1) to (3), why is this
carting done by road and not by rail?

(5) Why has a licence to carry gas bottles as
requested by clients been refused to a
Western Australian road haulage
contractor?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (4) No. However road trains

operating in remote areas do from time
to time return to the metropolitan area
for maintenance purposes. Movements
of this type between the metropolitan
area and eastern goldfields are carried
out under single trip permits, issued by
the Main Roads Department or the
RTA. Two of the conditions applicable
to these single-trip permits are that road
trains must travel in the unladen state
and are uncoupled at Greenmount to
enter the Perth metropolitan area.
A single-trip permit of this type was
recently issued to Brambles Manford to
enable a combination consisting of a
motor wagon and two trailers to proceed
from Kalgoorlie to Perth.

(5) Current licensing policy does not unless
unusual circumstances prevail, permit
gas bottles to be carried by road as they
are a product that can be adequately
transported by rail. This of course does
not apply in the "'as of right" licence
7.0nes.

MINING

Iron Ore: Colds worthy

50t. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Resources
Development:

(1) Is it not a fact that when the
Coldsworthy project comes to an end,
probably in 1984, its closure will have a
severe effect on Port Hedland unless
some alternative iron ore project using
Port Hedland is about to come on
stream to replace it?

(2) In view of the doubt that now exists
about the likelihood of a new iron ore
project in the Pilbara, by 1985, what
steps has the Government taken to
assess and cope with the problems likely
to arise for Port 1lediand when the
Goldsworthy project ends'?

M r P. V. JONES replied:

(1) As the Government has previously
saeboth here and in .Japan, the

closure of the present Goldsworthy
operations would have a severe effect on
Port Hedland. However, we do not
accept that Goldsworthy's operations in
Pilbara will cease.

(2) Although a decision on a new iron ore
project in the Pilbara has not been
made, we anticipate that further
discussions with interested parties will
arrive at a determination during 1981.
We are confident that we will see an
acceptable solution, and our efforts are
directed to this end-not contingency
planning.

RECREATION

Sport: DeatIhs

502. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for HeIalth:

How many deaths were attributed to the
following sporting-leisure activities
during 1979-80 in Western Australia-

(a) squash;,
(b) box ing;
(c) Australian rules football;
(d) soccer;,
(e) rugby:
(f) jogging:,
(g) tennis;
(h) shooting?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(a) to (I') The method used to record
cause of death is according to the
international classification of
discases-9th revision. The cause of
death so recorded is the actual
mode of injury and cannot be made
specific to a particular type of
sporting activity. The information
requested therefore is not available.

POLICE

Juveniles: Drinking

503. Mr IBRYCE, to the Minister for Police and
Tra ffic:

(1) How many eases of juveniles drinking
alcohol were brought before the courts
during 1980?

(2) I-ow many such cases involved illegal
use of motor vehicles?

(3) How many were released on bonds?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(I) During 1979-8O, 247 juveniles were

prosecuted for obtaining liquor or being
on licensed premises.

842



[Thursday, 9 April 19811 4

A furthcr 567 juveniles attended
lectures (or these same offences, and
were not prosecuted.

(2) and (3) Statistics or this nature are not
kept.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
INSTRUMENTALITIES

AND

Employees: Early Retirement
504. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government considered
implementing a scheme of early
retirement for employees of State
Government departments and
authorities?

(2) If so, will he please provide details?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
( I) Not at present.
(2) Answered by (1).

DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT

Unfilled Positions
505. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Resources

Development:

(1) How many Public Service Act positions
within the Department of Resources
Development are currently unfilled?

(2) How many such positions are in the
country and Perth metropolitan areas
respectively?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Two Public Service Act positions within
the Department of Resources
Development are currently vacant-

A-I- 10-Deputy Co-ordinator,
Item 42 0006.

C-II-5/6-Researeh Officer, Item
420235.

(2) The above two vacant items are both
located in the Perth metropolitan area.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Energy Crops
506. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for

Agriculture:

(1) What research projects have been
funded by State or Commonwealth

(2)

(3)

sources concerning energy crops in
Western Australia?
How much will the State Government
contribute to each project?
Has any provision been made in the
departmental budget for special funds
(or this purpose?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Virtually all departmental crop research

potentially contributes to energy
research. Current projects of special
interest are-

Sugar cane production.
Energy saving crop production
techniques.
Aqueous processing of oilseeds for
fuel oil and meal production.

(2) The amount allocated for these special
projects is-

Sugar cane production $200000
per annum-State Government.
Energy saving crop production
techniques and oilseed processing.

-$137 600 National Energy
Research Development and
Demonstration Council-for
duration or project.
-$25 000 -per annumn
estimated infrastructure costs
contributed by State
Government.

(3) Ongoing commitment at similar level.

TRANSPORT: BUSES

MTT: City Clipper
507. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is now the estimated annual Cost
of running the City Clipper bus
service and how is that cost made up?

(2) How many people use the service on
average each week and what is the
capacity per week of the service?

(3) How many buses are utilised in
providing the service?

(4) Is it the Government's intention to
extend the service?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(I) S554 000. The cost is made u p usi ng t he

following factors-

(a) labour;
(b) running costs;
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(c) bus ownership costs;
(d) overheads.

(2) The average number of persons carried
per week is 46 500 and the seating
capacity per week is 41 400.

(3)
(4)

12.
As all Clipper services (Yellow
excepted) are paid for by the Perth City
Council, any requests for extensions
would be considered.

FUEL AND ENERGY: OIL

Storage

508. Mr BRYCE. to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) What is the total amount of oil storage
in Western Australia?

(2) (a) Where are the storages located: and
(b) what is the respective capacity at

each location?
(3) How many days, normal supply is

usually held and/or can be held in
storage?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) I am advised that the total storage of all
crude oil and petroleum products held
by oil marketing companies averages
about 850 000 tonnes.

(2) (a) At seaboard and inland terminals
throughout the State;,

(b) most petroleum products are held
by private companies, and this
information is not available for
commercial reasons.

(3) Because of seasonal demand, this varies
from product to product, but is generally
about 55 days' cover for motor spirit,
and 60 days' cover for distillate and fuel
oil.

HEALTH: DISABLED PERSONS

Sheltered Workshops

509. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Health

(1) (a) How many sheltered workshops are
there in Western Australia:

(b) what are their locations; and
(c) how many disabled people does

each em ploy'?

(2) What is the average income of the
handicapped employees?

(3) What is the total value of the production
of each workshop?

(4) (a) Are there more workshops being, or
about to be, constructed;

(b) if so, will he indicate where and
when?!

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) to (4) 1 have no direct responsibility for
sheltered workshops in Western
Australia -and therefore am unable to
provide the information requested by the
member.

As sheltered workshops in Western
Australia are run by various voluntary
agencies, it is suggested that the
member make contact with the agencies
to obtain the information.

510. This question was postponed.

LAND

Agriculloral: Conditional Purchase

511. Mr COWAN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands;

(1) In each of the last five years-

(a) what has been the average price
paid per hectare for Crown land
allocated to farmers on a
conditional purchase lease;

(b) what area has been allocated?

(2) I-ow is the price determined'?

(3) How many hectares of land on
conditional purchase lease have been
forfeited or sold within five years of
allocation to the original lessees'?

(4) Does the Government intend to offer
Crown land for agriculture on a tender
basis rather than at a predetermined
price?
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Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) (a) and (2) Statistics are not compiled

which would enable an average
price to be quoted. However.
because of the complexity of the
method by which prices aire
determined, such an average would
have no real meaning. The method
of pricing takes into account such
factors as soil classification.
location of the land and rainfall.
Obviously with the range of
variations which will apply under
each of these headings over such a
widespread agricultural area, a
considerable variation in prices
iiust result.

(1) (b) 1.7.75 to 30.6.76 33 561 hectares
1.7.76 to 30.6.77 52 430 hectares
1.7.77 to 30.6.78 108 461 hectares
1.7.78 to 30.6.79 46 532 hectares
1.7.79 to 30.6.80 , 51 243 hectares.

(3) No statistics are compiled.
(4) No.

FISHERIES

Tuna: Imports

512. Mr H. D. EVANS, to
representing the Minister for
Wildlife:

the Minister
Fisheries and

(1) Adverting to my question without noti ce
of 7 April 1981 relevant to tuna, what
quantity of canned tuna has been
imported into Western Australia in each
of the past ive years?

(2) Fromt what South-East Asian countries
was canned tuna imported in the past
five years?!

(3) What quantity of tuna was imported
from each of these South-East Asian
countries in each of these five years?!

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) All Western Australian import figures

relate to tuna packed in airtight cans,
bottles, jars, or similar containers.

I Ca, Oer,,,.,impots Intrsa Wc.w imporis
coding 30 June to a WA( Lotn cN. 1. WA

1975-76 1.4 330.7
1976-77 18.2 288.6
1977-78 46.8 359.5
1978-79 46.4 449.2
1979-80 204.9 406.9

(2) The principal countries from which
Western Australia has imported tuna
packed in cans are Taiwan. Japan.
Philippines. and Thailand.

(3)

Country
oorigin

Tnia
Japan
philippine
Thailand
Others

I or .. noc Je tuna
(,onnc,) into Wesiern Austaliia

by Countr ofctigin.
Financial Ycars ending

30 Junc

1975.76 1976.77 1977-7t 1978-79
1.0.7 218

1,4 '8.2 36.0
- 6.0
- 26.6

- 0.1 1.0

Total 1.4 18.2 46.8 46,4

1979-80
L12.0
12.6

99.'
81.2
lc,,.

'ha. 0.I1

21)a.9

HEALTH

Pet Food

513. Mr CRANE. to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has he seen the article in the Daily
News of 7 April headed "Pet Food
Could Cause Disease"?

(2) Is raw offal being sold in Western
Australia as pet food?

(3) If "Yes", will he ensure that this
practice ceases?

(4) If "No" to (I1), will he ensure that such
practice may never be allowed to happen
here in view of the danger to humans of
hydatid cysts as a result of
contamination from dogs infected with
tapeworms and the number of children
who play affectionately with their family
pets?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) No. The surveillance and standard of

preparation of pet food in this State
precludes any hazard to the public
health and the situation described in the
Press article referred to could not occur.
These controls also extend to imported
pet foods from other States.

(4) Not applicable.

PEEL INLET

Witter Exchange Situdies

514. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:
(1) I-ave any studies been done on the

exchange of water between Peel Inlet
and the ocean?!
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(2)
(3)

What are those studies?
if they are complete will the Minister
please provide them?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) (a) Limited water exchange
were undertaken as part
Peel-Harvey estuarine
study;

(b) Peel Inlet entrance
report by Reidel
Consulting Engineers
the Public Works
December 1980.

studies
of the
system

channel-a
and Byrne
Pty. Ltd. to
Department,

(3) (a) I refer the member to the reply to
(3) of his question 420 of 8 April
1981;j

(b) as the report on the Peel Inlet
entrance channel is still being
considered by the Public Works
Department, the Peel Inlet
Management Authority, and the
steering committee on canal
developments, the Minister Is
unable to provide the member with
a copy of the report.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Canal Developments

515. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(I) Has the Waterways Commission set up
a committee to look into all aspects of
canal estates and their management?

(2) When was it set up, and who is on it?
(3) How often and when has it met?
(4) What recommendations has it made to

the commission or the Government?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) At the request of the Waterways
Commission, Cabinet set up a Steering
Committee to look into canal
devel opints-

(2) Approved by Cabinet 6 May 1980. First
meeting was held on 16 July 1980.
Members of the committee are-

Mr D. Robins Chairman
(Commissioner,
Waterways
Commission)

Mr R. Hiller Town Planning
Department

Dr W. Andrew Public Works
Department

Mr B. Campbell Lands and Surveys
Mr D. Sehorer Local Government

Department
Mr R. Atkins Research Officer,

Waterways
Commission

M r C. Liddle Secretary,
Waterways
Commission

(3) Monthly from July to September 1980,
twice mnonthly from September 1980 to
March 1981.

(4) The report is still being prepared.

PEEL AND HARVEY IN LETS

Canal Developments

516. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Is it fact that a morator im on canal
developments in the Peel and Harvey
Inlets area has been proclaimed?

(2) If "Yes", why?
(3) For hovw long?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) To enable proposals for canal

developments to be properly assessed so
as to protect the environment and the
integrity of the estuary.

(3) Until Cabinet has studied the
recomnmendat ions of the Steering
committee.

PEEL INLET

Fares hore Reserves

517. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) Has the Peel I nlet Management
Authority sought to retain foreshore
reserves along all foreshores of the
estuary?

(2) (a) What type of reserves: and
(b) what size are they?
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(3) How many and which have been agreed
to by the Government?

Mr OCONNOR replied:
(1) The Peel Inlet Management Authority is

interested in thc public having access to
the foreshores of the estuary and when
subdivisions take place it rccommcnds
that foreshore reserves be passed to the
Crown as a condition of subdivision.

(2) (a) Recreation, wildlife, camping,
landing stage, water supply;

(b) reserves arc of various sizes.
(3) 64.

EI)UCATlON: HIGH SCHOOL

oil lga

518. MR WILSON, to the Minister for Works:
(I) When is it anticipated that work will

comnience on the gymnasium at the
Balga Senior High School?

(2) When will the gymnasium be available
for use?

M r M ENSA ROS replied:
(1) Early May 1981.
(2) October 1981.

ANIMALS: I)OGS

Licences

519. Mr WILSON. to the Minister for Local
Governnt~l:

(I) Is she aware that the fixed expiry date
for dog licenees as laid down under
section 15 (2) (a) of the Act may be
acting as a deterrent to the licensing of
dogs in cases where people are required
to pay a full year's licence fee up to 31
May. when in the first instance chat
licence may only be valid for five
m-onths?

(2) Is she prepared to give consideration to
amending section I5 (6) of the AeL to
allow for further concessions in the ease
of initial licenees as a mecans of
encouraging more owners to licence
their dogs?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
( i) Na10
(2) If it is demonstrated that a problem

exists I would be prepared to review that
provision of the Act.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POLICE

Telephone Tapping

133. Mr B. T. BURKE. to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:

Does the Minister maintain that the
Listcning Devices Act provides authority
for State police to record telephone
conversations? -Does he also maintain
that this Act does not permit a direct
tap at the exchange?

The. SPEAKER: Order! I am afraid I must
rule that question out ororder.

Mr B. T. BURKE: With due respect to you,
Sir, these questions relate to reports of a
statement by the Minister published in
the Press today. I will qualify my
question by reference to that. I will ask
him whether he was correctly reported.
if you agree.

The SPEAKER: Very well.

Mr B. T. BURKE: For the Minister's
benefit. I will rephrase the question as
follows-
(1) Was he correctly reported in

today's Press that he maintains that
the Listening Devices Act provides
authority for State police to record
tele cph one co nversatiions?

(2) Was he correctly reported to say
that the Act does not permit a
direct tap at the exchange?

(3) If his answer is "Yes", how does the
Act permit telephone conversations
to be recorded?

(4) Further, if the Minister is not
prepared to confirm or deny that
State police tap telephone calls will
he-
(i) assure the House that proper,

settled and appropriate
procedures are being followed
to safeguard the practice from
abuse;

(ii) detail to the House these
proper, settled and appropriate
procedures?

(5) Have members on the Minister s
side of the House expressed 16 him.
their concern over the possibility of
abuse of the power to tap
telephones?
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Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) to (5) 1 thank the member for some

brief notice of the question, a copy of
which was given to me a few minutes
ago. As to the first part of it which
asked .whether I was correctly reported
as saying things about the Listening
Devices Act, the comments I made to
the Daily News reporter were very
carefully stated and expressed that it
"may be" certain things are permitted
under the Listening Devices Act. I think
that was correctly reported in the first
edition of the Daily News. I have not
had a chance to read the later edition,
but I do not think that in that edition
my remarks were reported the same as
in the first.
In regard to the Listening Devices Act
to which the first three parts of the
question related, I point out to you, Mr
Speaker, and to the member, that the
Act is within the province of the
Attorney General-it is not under my
jurisdiction. Therefore I do not have
daily dealings with it and I suggest the
parts of the question relating to an
opinion as to the effect of that Act
should be put on notice to the Attorney
General.

Mr B. T. Burke: With respect to telephone
tapping at an exchange I think you were
quoted in both editions of the
newspaper; certainly, in the last.

Mr HASSELL: I was quoted as saying that
it "may be" that the Listening Devices
Act permits certain forms of electronic
surveillance which "may" include
recording of telephone conversations. I
do not intend to put on record in this
House a legal opinion about the effects
of the Listening Devices Act, especially
as I do not adniinister it.
As to the second main part of the
question which asks, if I am not
prepared to confirm or deny that the
State police are tapping telephones.
whether I can assure the House that
proper, settled and appropriate
procedures are followed to safeguard the
practice from abuse, I must say that is a
loaded question as the member would
realise. It assumes the practice is
occurring. Let me say, Mr Speaker, the
conduct of the police in this State is
governedi by law, which sets out the
procedure and authority by which and
under which they are required to act.
No allegation has been made in the

debate of this matter in this House or
outside it during the past week that any
illegal activity has been carried on by
the State police, and I do not believe the
State police are involved in any illegal
activity. I do not intend to ask the
Commissioner of Police whether he or
his officers are engaged in any illegal
activities.

Mr Skidmore: Would he tell you if he were?
Mr H-ASSELL: If a specific allegation of

such a nature is made I assure the
member for Balcatta it will be
investigated thoroughly and properly.

Mr Davies: Why don't you let him know the
Government doesn't approve?

Mr HASSELL: The capacity of the police to
investigate allegations of illegality
within their own ranks was
demonstrated recently by the action
commenced against certain officers
alleged to have engaged in illegal
activities. I emphasise that action
against those officers was taken by the
police.

Mr B. T. Burke: None of that is denied.
Mr HASSELL: In that ease, why did the

member not put the whole thing in
context? The procedures-

Mr
Mr

B. T. Burke: You outline the procedures.
HASSELL: -relating to the Listening
Devices Act are set out in that Act and I
will not repeat them.

The member has asked whether
members on my side of the House have
expressed concern to me about the
possibility of abuse of the power to tap
telephones. I do not know whether there
is a precise power to tap telephones.

Mr B. T_ Burke: You are being ridiculous.
Mr HASSELL: Just a moment! The member

for Raleatta asked a question and I will
answer it the way I want to answer it.

Mr B. T. Burke: The question simply asks
whether members on your side have
explained to you their concern about a
power which they believe exists, but may
or may not exist.

Mr HASSELL: If the member wants me to
answer his question he should allow me
to do so.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I believe a convention, if not a
Standing Order. exists whereby
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Ministers are required to answer
questions succinctly. The Minister has
taken six minutes to answer the First
question today. and he took eight
minutes to answer the First question
yesterday.

The SPEAKER: Order! I say to the member
for Gosnells that the answer to the
question may have been concluded much
sooner by the Minister had there not
been a series of interjcctions from the
member who asked the original question
seeking further clarification. I point out
to the House that there is a convention
that answers to questions ought to be
kept fairly brief. We should not adopt
the practice of having long answers to
questions any more than we should
adopt the practice of having long
questions asked.

Quest ion Wtghout N~otice Resumned

Mr HASSELL: The latter point is accurate
because in fact six questions ar 'e
contained in the original question and I
am trying to answer them. The point I
am attempting to make is that because it
is not certain as to whether there is a
power to tap telephones, we have
requested the Commonwealth
Government to extend in clear statutory
terms power to Our State police in
relation to telephone tapping with the

saesafeguards as apply to Federal
police when exercising that power within
their jurisdiction.
I will conic back to the point-

Mr Davies: Surprise!

Mr HASSELL: -that some members from
my side of the House have taken up with
me in a number of ways the issue of
telephone tapping, and l am glad they
have done so just as I think it is proper
and appropriate that members of the
Opposition should have done so because
the issue is important.
What I say in conclusion is this. It really
is time the Leader of the Opposition on
behalf of the Opposition stated clearly
and publicly whether the Opposition

suprsor does not support the use of
telephone tapping in appropriate
circumstances with appropriate control.
That was intimated-

Mr Davies: You tell us what is appropriate.

Mr HASSELL: -yesterday by the member
for Balcatta.

HEALTH

A borigines: Broome Medical Service
134. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Can the Minister confirm the accuracy
of media reports indicating that the
$2 500 emergency grant to the Broome
Aboriginal Medical Service, that he
recently refused to provide, has been
paid by the Federal Government?

(2) During the discussions that took place
with Senator Baume, did the Minister
argue against the grant in view of his
attitude that Broome Aboriginal
Medical Service is no different from any
other private medical practice?

(3) In the further talks that are due to be
held with the Federal Government, will
the Minister he supporting or opposing
continued funding for the Broome
service and Aboriginal medical services
in general?

Mr YOUNG replied:
I am glad the member for Melville has
given me an opportunity to make the
Western Australian Government's
position clear on this particular point.
The answer is-

(1) 1 understand the Commonwealth has
agreed to do so and that information
was confirmed to me today.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes, I will continue to make Western
Australia's position quite clear.
1 wish to make the point quite clear to
members of this House and to the people
of Western Australia: I understand from
the conversation i had with Senator
Baume-and as I understand from the
conversation the Minister for
Community Welfare had with Senator
Baume-the point was made that to
fund the Broome Aboriginal Medical
Service would be to perhaps triplicate
the service. The services are being
funded by taxpayers. if we consider the
Flying Doctor Service in the north-west,
we could say the service could be
quadrupled.

Mr Hodge: You were critical of him?

Mr YOUNG: I intend to be more critical. I
find the telex in respect of the Press
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release the senator may make to be
offensive. It gives the impression my
colleague, the Minister for Community
Welfare, and I were conveying in those
talks that we may have been, in some
way, acquiescing to the action he
intended to take but I make it quite
clear we were not.
The reasons for our position are quite
clear. Firstly, as far as we are
concerned, the people treated at the
Broome practice are represented on
about the same proportions on a racial
basis as the people of the town are
represented; that is approximately 70
per cent Aboriginal and 30 per cent non-
Aboriginal. The practice bulk bills its
patients and they are therefore already
entirely reliant on Commonwealth
money. If someone is treated at the
hospital the practice is paid from a
combination of State and
Commonwealth money.
The Western Australian Government
can see no reason that a practice which
bulk bills cannot keep itself afloat
without Further funding from the
Government. If the Federal Government
intends to fund this particular medical
practice, in addition to the bulk billing
raised by that practice. I cannot see why
it should not subsidise any medical
practice in this State which uses the
bulk billing practice. I cannot for the life
of me see why a medical practice in
Koondoola, Welshpool. or any other
suburb in this State which has a
predominantly bulk-billing practice,
should not be supported by the
Commonwealth Government if it gets
into any financial trouble. In addition, I
wish to point out to members that the
Community and Child Health Services
in the north of this State, in the
Kimberley and the Pilbara especially.
are 100 per cent Aboriginal services.

Other services provided are: the Flying
Doctor Service which is a 90 per cent
Aboriginal service: the hospital and
allied services programme which is a 70
per cent Aboriginal service: and private
practices in that area are approximately
70 per cent Aboriginal services, All of
those services are paid for directly, or
indirectly by the taxpayer. Now, with
the further service at the Broonie centre.
it will be a quadruple service,

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: We have had two questions in

15 minutes, Sir. I think the Minister's
nine minutes on this matter is more than
adequate to answer a question.

The SPEAKER: I will determine whether or
not a Minister is taking too long to
answer questions.

Questions Without Notice Resumed

Mr YOUNG: The situation now is that we
will have the Broome Aboriginal
Medical Service funded directly by the
Commonwealth Government through
taxpayers' money. That will almost
certainly open up a rash of applications
from Wyndhanm in the north to
Esperance in the south for the funding
of another taxpayer-paid Aboriginal
medical service.

I suggest to members that anyone with
the word "Aboriginal" in the name of
his medical practice could make an
application for funding to the
Commonwealth Government and with
the attitude which has been displayed by
the Commonwealth Government up to
now, I cannot see any reason for the
applications to bc refused.

The Western Australian Government
rejects any connection with that attitude
and divorces itself from it.

POLICE

Telephone Tapping

135. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:

(1) I ask the Minister whether I understood
him correctly when he said that the
practice of Slate police tapping
telephones may be illegal?!

(2) Do I understand his position to be that
he will not inform himself whether or
not the police in this State are engaged
in that possibly illegal activity?

Mr HASSELL, replied:

(1) and (2) The first part of the question is
again loaded because it assumes that the
State police are involved in telephone
tapping. I have said once, twice, three
times and perhaps even more that I do
not intend to inquire into the detailed
operations of the State police in their
work.
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If allegations of illegal tappi ing are
lodged they will be investigated. As I
said on Tucsday there is a question
concerning the constitutional authority
of States as against that of the
Commonwealth laws, in this area. That
is the reason we have asked the
Commonwealth to make the position
clear as far as control and properly
regulated telephone lapping is
concerned.

EDUCATION: NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Stores and Equipment

136. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:

By way of preface to the question I
remind the Minister of a question 1
asked on 5 November 1980 as follow-

(1) Do independent schools in Western
Australia have access to price
advantages for stores and,. equipment
that are available for similar purchases
by the Education Department?

(2) If not, and in view of the fact -that in
excess of 20 per cent of this State's
school children attend independent
schools, would he arrange For such
purchases to be available through the
Education Department stores branch in
order that fee paying parents may have
the same benefits as those of children
attending other schools?

The Minister's response at the time was
that inquiries were currently being made
into the matter. I now ask whether the
inquiries have been completed and iF so,
with what result? If not, will he say
when they will be completed?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
An Education Department stores review
group has recently been appointed to
investigate and report on all aspects of
the supply of educational materials to
schools.
It was considered appropriate [or the
question of educational supplies to non-
Government schools to be included
within the scope of the group's
responsibilities.
The study is expected to extend over
several months and the group is

expected to report to the Director
General of Education by September,
1981.

POLICE

Telephone Tapping

137. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:

In the light of the Minister's repeated
refusal to accept his responsibilities as
the Minister for Police and Traffic, will
he do the responsible thing and resign if
it is established that members of the
Western Australian Police Force are
tapping telephones illegally?

Sir Charles Court: I do not think he should
answer.

The SPEAKER: The member for Gosnells.
Point of Order

Mr BRYCE: I rise on a point of order,
Mr Speaker.

Mr B. T. Burke: The Minister won't answer
quest ions!

Mr BRYCE: Are we to assume that this
pathetic substitute for a Minister is
running for cover, and that he is abusing
the institution by sitting there and
baldly refusing to answer questions?

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member
for Ascot to resume his. seat.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister should not
answer.

The SPEAKER: The Minister has indicated
to me that he does not intend to respond
to the question asked. I have no power to
require him to answer. I have the
authority to give him an opportunity to
answer, but no power to force him to do
so.

Standing Orders Suspension
MR BRYCE (Ascot) [4.21 p.m.]: As a matter

of procedure I move-
That so much of the Standing Orders be

suspended as is necessary to direct the
Minister for Police and Traffic to answer the
question without notice.

This is the first time in the history of this
institution-

Mr Blaikie: It is niot the First time-ask the
member for Balcatta.
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Mr BRYCE: It is the first time in many years
that a Minister has demnonstrated he is incapable
of answering a question. He has demi-onstrated to
members of the Legislative Assembly and to the
people of this State that he has something to hide.

The SPEAKER: Order! For the sake of
regularity. I ask the member for Ascot to hand in
his motion to suspend Standing Orders in writing.

Mr B. T. Burke: I am amazed you will allow
him not to answer that question.

Sir Charles Court: The question should not
have been asked.

Mr Davies: He should have been honest with
the House. and it would never have been asked.

Mr B. T. Burke: I-w many times in the last
three years have you heard similar questions
asking a Minister something like that'? What have
you got to hide on this particular topic?

Sir Charles Court: Nothing to hide. If the
matter had been reported properly in the Press
you would not have asked the question.

M r B. T. Bu rke: Ifr one of your M inisters is so
bereft of ability that he cannot answer a simple
question-

Sir Charles Court: I despise the member for
Ascot.

Mr IDavies: I think the feeling is mutual.
The SPEAKER. Order!
Mr Bateman: The Premier well knows

telephones are being tapped.
Sir Charles Court: How would I know? Don't

put those words into someone else's mouth.
The SPEAKER: Order! The memiber for Ascot

has moved that so much of Standing Orders be
suspended to direct the Minister for Police and
Traffic to answer the question without notice.

Points of Order
Sir CH-ARLES COURT: I rise on a point of

order, Sir. With respect. may I ask whether the
motion is in order because, if it were passed, it
would achieve precisely nothing. If we were to
suspend Standing Orders, there is no Standing
Order to force the Minister to respond.

Mr B. T. Burke: You did not hear the motion.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister has

acted within the Standing Orders because it is
laid out very precisely in regard to all the
proceedings and precedents of Parliament that no
Minister has to answer any question.

Mr B. T, BURKE. I rise on the same Point Of
order. The memnbec for Ascot seeks to suspend as
much of the Standing Orders as will allow him to
move a motion requiring you, Sir, to direct the

Minister for Police and Traffic to answer ths
question. I submit that the Premier has no poini
of order.

The SPEAKER: Indeed he has, because thc
motion I have before me in writing does not a
anything like what the member for Baleatta say!
it does.

Mr Clarko: He is always wrong.
The SPEAKER: I do not consider that the

mnember for Baleatta has a point of order. I do
however, Uphold the Point of order taken by thc
Prern ier.

Sar nding Orders Suspension
MR B. T'. BURKE (Balcatta) [4.25 p.m.]:

move-
That so much of Standing Orders b

suspended as is necessary to allow inc ti
move a motion requiring the Speaker ti
direct the Minister For Police and Traffic t,
answer the question without notice Of th
member for Ascot.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member for Baleatuz
to write out the motion. Order! The member rot
Baleatta has moved that ats much of the StandinE
Orders will be suspended aS to allow him to mov(
a motion requiring the Speaker to direct th(
Minister for Police and Traffic to answer thc
question without notice of the member for Ascot.

Points of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: I rise on a furthe!

point of order, Sir. Even if the motion wern
carried, it would not be competent for this Houso
to move the sort of motion the honourablo
member re fe rs to because under n(
circumstances, I am sure, would this House breal
with the tradition that a Minister need not answc,
a question.

Mr Bryce: What have you got to hide'?
Sir CHARLES COURT: While the Speaket

can allow and request people to answer questions
he cannot make them answer questions. If w(
were to pass this resolution, which I hope w(
would not do, an attempt would then be made tc
place the Speaker in a situation he could noi
comply with.

Mr B3. T. BURKE: On the same point of order
Sir. I submit that the Premier has no point ol
order. If he has a point of order, it is an admissior
that this House is not master of its own destiny.

Mr Bryce Hear, hear!
Mr B, T. BURKE: Whether or not the Prentiw

can imagine a situation in which you. Mt
Speaker, could be directed to do something, is no
to the point. The point is this House is the mastei
of its own destiny and it can direct any member oi
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any off'icc holder within this Chamber to do
whatever the majority of this Chamber wishes. If
the Premier's point of order were accepted, it
"',old mean that even a unanimous vote of this
Chamber could be set aside if Somecone simply
rose in his or her place to say that the situation
proposed is an unimaginable one.

Mr BRYCE: I should like to speak to the same
point of order. I would like to make the point. Mr
Speaker, that on a number of occasions over
recent years the Premier has utilised his majority
in this place to put it through cartwheels. For him
now to suggest that this House is not the master
of its own destiny is false.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the member for
Ascot resume his seat. Ile is not raising a point of
order, but in fact he is debating a matter that has
been raised before mc by the Premier and further
contributed to by the member for Balcatta. I have
sympathy for the points of view of both the
Premier and the member for Balcatta. I do not
believe it is appropriate for me to be put in a
position of being required to direct a Minister to
answer at question.

indeed, I think the principle has been
established that it is for individual Ministers to
determine whether or not they will answer a
question. If a Minister decides to answer a
question, how he will answer it is left to his
discretion. However, I concede in part the point
raised by the member for Balcatta that the House
ought to have the power to require a response
from a Minister. Therefore. I believe the motion
would be more appropriate if it simply called
upon the Minister for Police and Traffic to
answer the question. That is the more direct way
to do it. I believe the motion could be worded in
that way.

Sta nding Orders Suspension
MR B. T. BURKE (Balcatta) [4.28 p.m.]: To

cater for the Premier's point of view, and to eater
for the difficult position in which you Find
yourself, Mr Speaker. I move-

That so much of Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to allow me to
move that the Minister for Police and Traffic
be censured for his failure to answer a
question without notice posed to him by the
member for Ascot.

Mr Clarko: Third time lucky.
Mr B. T. Burke: You are a poor old thing.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Balcatta has not handed in the motion he moved.
lie cannot hand in a motion that someone else
vould like to move.

Mr B. T. Burke: I will write it out.

Mr Clarko: When do the third-grade kids come
in'?

Mr Pearce: Why don't some of you nonentities
on the back bench have a word with the Minister
and get an answer from him?

Mr Clarko: Well done, Marcie.
Mr Pearce: The Minister won't answer because

he knows he will get into trouble later. Hec knows
perfectly well phones are being tapped.

The SPEAKER: I have received a copy of the
member for Balcatta's motion. HeI may proceed.

Mr B. T. BURKE: It is strange that people like
the member for Karrinyup should see the
Opposition's effort to accommodate the Premier
and the Speaker as a sign of weakness or
ineptitude.

Mr Clarko: Are you going to vomit over the
place like you normally do?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I would hope those of us
who, unlike the member for Karrinyup, are able
to concentrate for more than 10 seconds will turn
their attention to the situation at hand.

This is the first time in the eight years I have
been here that this situation has arisen and a
decision has been made in the way it was made
tonight by a Minister who refused to answer a
question without notice.

Sir Charles Court: No it isn't.
Mr B. T. BURKE: It is true that the former

Deputy Premier at one stage of his career
determined he would not entertain further
questions without notice from a particular
member.

Mr Blaikic: Who was it?
Mr B. T. BURKE: Myself. At the same time it

was not a situation in which the Minister was
confronted with a question that he refused or was
unable to answer and it was not a situation in
which he remained in his seat.

The House can be in no doubt whatsoever as to
the gravity of this situation. We have seen during
the past three days this Minister attempt to evade
what is an extremely serious charge. The charge
is that the State police in a situation of doubtful
legality have engaged in tapping telephones.

Mr Coyne: Who alleges that'?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister has said
repeatedly he is not prepared to say whether or
not this practice is being carried out. He has
ignored his responsibilities under the Listening
Devices Act to be informed as a right of police
activity in this sphere.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member is
endeavouring to debate a motion which may come
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before the Chair if indeed he is successful in
having the House carry the motion to suspend
Standing Orders. 1 would ask him to address his
remarks to the question before the Chair.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Certainly, Mir Speaker.
Following the Speaker's lead, let me put to the

House that if we allow this Minister to be the first
one to do this in the eight years I have been here
then we cannot expect, regardless of which party
is in power at any time, that legitimate questions
will be answered by any Minister of the Crown. If
the Minister wants to say that the question asked
of him was an improper one, then I would direct
him to those three or four examples I can recall
over the past few years in which similar questions
have been asked. Unless this House considers
itself to be in a very serious position in the matter
of demanding answers from Ministers to questions
properly put to them, then it is falling down in its
job by disregarding the seriousness of one of its
prime functions, which is to require Ministers to
divulge information that is sought from them in
this place in the manner laid down by Standing
Orders.

It is true also this House will not meet again
until Tuesday and had the Opposition not taken
the action it has taken, the passage of time would
have dulled the urgency which should be attached
to the need to tell this Minister that if he wants to
maintain his position as a Minister of the Crown
he should realise that in legitimate areas of public
concern it is required of him that he answer
questions touching upon his responsibilites.

I would mention also that this denial of
responsibility by the Minister in his refusal to
answer the question of the member for Ascot is an
amplification of his repeated denials to perform
the functions of his office, which permit that he
be informed as a matter of right whether the
State police are tapping telephones.

But if for any reason other than to protect the
privileges and the rights bestowed upon members
of this place this Minister or any of his
colleagues-or any Minister in a Labour
Government-sits mute in the race of questions
which are embarrassing to him, that sort of
behaviour is not acceptable to the House.
Certainly as far as the democratic process is
concerned, what sort of situation will be reached
if. for example, the Minister for Education
decides to follow the example of the Minister for
Police and Traffic? The Minister for Health is
having a torrid time, and he may decide not to
answer questions.

Mr Young: When did I decide that?
Mr Bryce: He said "-may"

Mr B. T. BURKE: Can we say in future an3
Minister who does that is wrong if we allow di
Minister to proceed as he is attempting to proceec
today?

The last point I want to make is this: Implicit ir
the Minister's actions of the past three days haw
been an attempt by him to hide something he doet
not want to see the light of day. If it was state(
previously, it has been acted out here today wher
the Minister remained in his seat in the face ofE
question on an embarrassing matter which he waw
determined not to answer. He deserves to N
censured-and to do that the motion needs to bc
carried-because of his lack of grace in the fact
of the Parliament and because of the suspiciou!
nature of the action he has carried out today
combined with and amplified by his prevaricatec
statements of previous days.

The motion has my wholehearted support.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Minister for Polic(

and Traffic) [4.39 p.mn.]: The question asked b)
the member for Ascot was-

In the light of the Minister's repeater
refusal to accept his responsibilities as thc
Minister for Police and Traffic, will he d&
the responsible thing and resign if it i!
established that members of the Westerr
Australian Police Force are tappinj
telephones illegally?

I have answered numnerous questions on thi
matter of telephone tapping in the last week, bott
in this place and outside this place. I havc
answered every question fully, and in detail. Thc
matter is not of the slightest embarrassment tc
me, as suggested by the member for Balcatta. I
have nothing to hide. I am not concerned by thc
fact people are interested in this issue; I believc
they should be interested in the issue. I am nol
concerned by the fact some people opposc
telephone tapping.

However, I am concerned that the Oppositior
will not state its position. Having answered verb
fully this afternoon two questions from tht
member for Batcatta-which were in themselve
loaded and misleading questions-l do not intend
to answer a question which is simply offensive and
loaded.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
(4.40 p.mn.]: Mr Speaker-

Points of Order
Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, I take a point 01

order.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before the member foi

Ascot takes his point of order, let me tell him and
other members my intentions with respect to t
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handling of this motion. I intend to give the call to
the Premier, after which I assume [he Leader of
the Opposition may seek the call. If the Leader of
the Opposition does not seek the call, I will give
the call to another member of the Opposition.

M1vr BRYCE: My point of order is as follows:
By your comments, arc you suggesting you have
predetermined the order of people who wish to
speak on this matter'? Is it not a time-honoured
customi in this place to accept and look for
speakers on alternate sides of the House

The SPEAKEFR: Yes; it is also a time-honoured
custom in this I-louse to present a balanced
debate, and that is what I will do. Members are
not blind;, they will have observed that the
Government Whip has been 10 see mc. Members
do not need me to spell out-

Mr Pearce: It was improper for him to have
done so.

The SPEAKER: It probably was;, nevertheless
it has occurred.

Mr Barnett: Are you suggesting you have been
instructed to give the call to the Premier?

The SPEAKER: Order! If interjections
continue I will take action. I intend to present a
balanced debate. I will not allow this question to
be put before there is an opportunity for both
;ides of the House to speak.

Mr CLARKO: On a further point of order, Mr
Speaker. in regard to the question of allocation of
peakers. 1 was keen today to ask the second

.iuestion without notice; however, two Labor
nernbers in at row received the call. We heard no
rwotest from members opposite at that time. I

,vish to make the point that I had no right then to
:omplain that I should have been given
neeecdence. just ats members opposite now have no
-ight to complain because youL have given the
'rernier the call.

Debate Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government
tpposes this motion.

Mr Burnett:. Fancy the Government instructing
he Speaker to give the Premier the call.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government
ompletely supports the attitude of the Minister
or Police and Traffic in refusing to answecr what
VaS an offensive and obnoxious question.

Mr Barnett: Fancy the Government instructing
he Speaker to give the Premier tht call.

Sir CIHARLES COURT: The question asked
my the member for Ascot is at disgrace not only to
imsclf but also to his party. I would have been

disappointed in the Minister for Police and
Traffic had he attempted to answer it.

I want to make this very clear because it is at
the root of the whole question. The Minister for
Police and Traffic has very briefly explained the
situation and I think he has clarified it to all
reasonable and fair-minded people in this House;
I am glad he did so. We on this side regard the
conduct of the member for Ascot and, now , the
member for Balcatta on this issue as particularly
offensive. They are trying to blow up a balloon
and create a false impression in the minds of the
people of this State in regard to telephone
tapping.

Mr Pearce: While you are on your feet, deny
that you have provided a list of names for
telephone tapping.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I say without
hesitation that the Minister for Police and Traffic
has acted very properly. Me is in a position
governed by the law of this State. He is
meticulous in the carrying out of his duties. We
have a position in this State whereby we do not
direct the Commissioner of Police or the Police
Force and it is totally inappropriate that we
should go around asking the police how they are
doing their job.

Mr Pearce: You should read the Police Act.
Palmi of Order

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker-
Mr Pearce:. Get the usher to send the Premier a

copy of the Police Act.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Ascot

will resume his seat. If interjections continue
while I am attempting to listen to at point of order
I will have no alternative bul to name the member
involved.

Mr BRYCE: My point of order is related to the
matter before the Chair. You will recall earlier
that when the member for Balcatta was
addressing himself to the terms of his motion. you
first asked and then directed him io keep to the
terms of his motion. His motion expressly relates
to the matter of suspending Standing Orders for
the purpose of censuring the Minister for Police
and Traffic, not the gobbledygook with which the
Premier is now carrying on.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of
order.

Debare Resumed
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have no intention of

pursuing ihe subject matter or the proposed
motion. Hlowever when opposing a motion of this
kind, it is very necessary at least io state our
objection to the motion. I have already pointed
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out that the member for Ascot and the member
for Balcatta-and perhaps other members
opposite-fccl they are onto a lovely balloon
which they can blow up so that they will be front
page news tomorrow and on the ABC and
commercial television this evening and in that
way, can carry on the matter for a few days.

The Government believes the Minister for
Polie and Traf'fic has acted properly during the
whole of this issue. We believe he was quite right
and proper in not answering an offensive and
objectionable question which was a disgrace to
this place. The Government has no hesitation in
opposing this motion,

The SPEAKER: Order! Before I call the leader
of the Opposition. I wish to put straight a matter
which has been raised by way of interjection. The

sugsinwas made that It Was Improper that
the Government Whip should approach me. It is
true that I seek the advice of the Government
Whip from time to time as to the intentions of the
Government in respect of addressing matters
before the Chair, just as 1 have similar
conversations with the Opposition Whip.

Mr Bateman: My word you do.
The SPEAKER: I wish to refute the

implication contained in the interjection that I
may have done something which was improper or
not in accordance with normal practice. This
place would grind to a halt if there were not a
certain anmount of communication between
members of the opposing factions, or if the
Speaker were not given some indication of what
are the wishes of the House.

MrT T. J. Burke: By the Premier.
MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the

Opposiiion)[4.47 p.m.]: I share the concern
expressed by the member for Baleaita in the
Minister for Police and Traffic not honouring a
time-honoured principle in this House and at least
making somec acknowledgment of a question
directed to him. It is very true Ministers have
refused to answer questions. I have seen Ministers
adopt this tactic for obvious reasons and for not so
obvious reasons. I have seen the Premier get on
his high horse and say, "This is a matter for
contempt. It is below my dignity to answer a
question like that." In that way the Premier has
dodged the issue, hoping that by the time
Parliament next met, the Opposition would have
forgotten about the matter.

As a matter of fact, we have ye; to receive a
report on the ex-Governor's gutters, the Premier
promised us on opening day. No doubt he hopes.
the member for Welshpool will forget the matter;

however I assure the Premier the member
Welshpool will do no such thing.

Sir Charles Court: I mentioned it only t
night when the member for Welshpool v
speaking.

Mr DAVIES: We were to receive a full rep
on the matter.

Sir Charles Court: You will.
Mr DAVIES: The attitude of Governm

Ministers is that if they can get a matter Out
the way now, it may be forgotten by the ni
day's sitting. I have seen M inisters-a[ways of
political shade of members opposite-refusing
answer questions generally because they would
e mba rrassed by t he a ns wers. H oweve ratLe astt[
have stood and said "I am not going to ansv
that question. I will treat it with the contempt
deserves."

However, on this occasion, the Minister
Police and Traffic was struck dumb. Only af
minutes earlier, we had been subjected to eil
minutes of verbal diarrhoea-

Mr Nanovich: Get out of the gutter yourself!

Mr DAVIES: -on all the most irrelev-,
material we have ever heard. He did not reach 1
nub of the question. Yesterday I asked him
question about a new community welf,
institution at Forrestfield, and again he gave
eight minutes of verbal diarrhoea, and he did
answer the question. We have had enough of th'

At least the Minister could have said, "I tri
you with contempt." However, he was strt
deaf, or dumb, or both. That certainly is a marli
change from what we had seen of his performat
yesterday and the day before.

I wonder what the Government is coming
when the Premier says he is proud of this m:
Well, it does not make me wonder-it confir
what we thought, that the Government is bei
pushed into Corner after corner, and it is maka
mistake after mistake. The Government cani
move away from that.

We saw the same sort of thing with I
Minister for Education this week, in relation
the Tuart Kill and Bentley High Schools fias,
We know what happened there-that the Prem
opened his mouth too wide. We will have more
say about that topic in due course.

The fact is that a proper question was asked
the Minister for Police and Traffic: and whetl
the Premier liked it, or whether the Minister 1i4

it, or whether he was struck, and dumb, or bo
is of little consequence to this House. We
entitled to an answer to a question:, and that is
that this motion asks. We arc giving the Minis
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the opportunity to apologise. to answer the
question, or to continue to act as he has acted in
his kindergarten style, and then to enjoy the
censure of the House.

We are told that this is the highest court in the
kind: but for members to obtain information in
this I[louse, they might as well approach the
House of Commons for all the good it does them.
If the Government has decided it will not say
anything, nothing in the world will budge it.
There is no talk of the democratic process: there
is no application of Standing Orders. A request
for information will not be met in any way
whatsoever.

What is the Government afraid of? What is it
trying to hide'?

The Premier says. -W~e are proud that we do
not direct the Police Force." We know that that is
written into the act: and yet the previous Chief
Secretary and Deputy Premier, on 26 April 1978,
said, in regard to listening devices, "The Police
Minister will becentitled as of right to be informed
by the Commissioner of Police of particulars of
the use of any listening device by any member of
the Police Force."

Sir Charles Court: That is if he wants to be
informed.

Mr DAVIES: That is it exactly.
Sir Charles Court: He would be foolish if he

asked.
Mr DAVIES: That is exactly the point. Who is

running the Government? Is the Goverment going
to talk to the police officers and find out what ISgoing on, or are the police officers running the
Government? Who is running whom?

Mr Bryce: What a principle for running a
Government-don't ask!

Mr DAVIES: Surely to goodness the
Government must have every confidence in the
loyalty of the Police Force. Surely the Police
Force is entitled to talk to the Giovernment; and
the Minister is entitled to ask the Police Force
about its thinking. If that is so, surely we in this
House. the highest court in the land, are entitled
to ask just what is going on.

That is precisely what we are trying to do. We
have given the Minister opportunity after
opportunity to answer questions that are worrying
us on this side of the House and which, according
to a newspaper story, are worrying members on
his side of the House.

What has happened? We have been treated
with contempt-folded arms and staring eyes, no
mouth opening, pretending that he cannot hear.
-'Go home. Don't bother me"'-that is the

attitude. At least he could have said. "I believe
that is a contemptuous question. and I am not
going to answer it'. That does not mean that the
matter would have been settled there, because we
would have been quite prepared to take the
Government on for that kind of action, when a
matter is of great concern to a very large section
of the non-fascist community which wants to
know what is going on, and is entitled to know.

Of course, the Government forgets that people
are coming to us and telling us what they believe
is going on.

Mr Hassell: When are you going to tell us
whether you support telephone tapping?! When
arc you going to have the courage to state your
policy'?

Mr DAVIES: The Minister is the one who
needs courage.

Mr B. T. Burke: As soon as you tell us if you
are doing it, okay.

Mr DAVIES: Our policy is printed for the
Minister to read. He should do some research on
it. I wvill refer him to it, just as the Ministers refer
us to other matters.

Mr Hassell interjected.
Mr DAVIES: If the Minister will tell us what

he is doing, we will be happy to tell him what is
happening. It is no good dragging that kind of red
herring into the debate.

Mr Hassell: It is the central issue. That is the
point.

Mr DAVIES: Unfortunately the Liberal Party
and the National Country Party are governing:
and that is the essential difference, because if we
were in Government we would know what was
going on. If the Parliament asked us, we would
extend to it the courtesy of a reply.

Mr Hassell: Yes. Mr Murphy found that out.
did he not, when he marched into ASIO?

Mr DAVIES: Has he not now been proved
right?

Mr Hassell: And he destroyed the country's
security.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr DAVIES: What has happened to the

security of this country under Liberal
Governments at the State and Federal levels? We
are always being warned to be careful.
Apparently the enemy is getting in under the
guard of the Government. Has the Govcrnnment
not a lot to be proud of? Is the Government
frightened of us? That is the point. What has the
Government to hide? Are these people who are

857



858 [ASSEMBLY]

coming to us and telling us things the people who
should be listened to, or are they not?

Until we know what the Government's attitude
is, until the Premier stands and tells us the
attitude of the Government, we will not know
wherc we are going.

We are prepared to give the Minister the
opportunity right at this very minute to answer
the question. We do not believe it was offensive.
We do not believe it was obnoxious.

Mr Hassell: Was it loaded?!
Mr DAVIES: For goodness' sake, he is crying

now, "it was loaded!"

Opposition members interjected.
Mr DAVIES: Is it unfair to ask loaded

questions? Must we always have questions
censored by the Minister before we ask them?
Should we say, "is this too hard for you to
answer? Do you believe it is loaded?"

If' the Government is going to lay new ground
rules, let it tell us know so that we will know
about them. Let not the Government have its own
ground rules which it keeps to itself, as it keeps so
much of the information that should be made
available to the Parliament and to the public of
Western Australia.

If the Premier said that he was proud of the
fact that thc Minier had not answered the
question, of course he miust be proud of the action
that the Minister took, and proud of the fact that
the Minister is continuing a cover-up. The
Premier cannot tell me that this matter has not
been discussed, in more than one way, outside of
this House. Jt is a matter of great concern to us
on this side of the Parliament, and to some
members on the other side as well.

The Government should be prepared at this
very moment to carry this motion so we can
debate the matter further, and so we can reach
the real nub of the question. We should debate
the censure motion which is proposed, unless the
Minister backs down beforehand. If the
Government has nothing to hide, it will agree to
that right away.

Mr SKALDERS: I move-

That the House do now divide.

Mr Bryce: No guts!
Motion put and a division called for.

Remarks During Division
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Rockingham passed a reflection on the Chair and
I ask him to apologise.

Mr Barnett: I apologise.

The SPEAKER: The member will stand in hi!
place and apologise in the proper manner.

Mr Barnett: Even in this International Year o
Disabled Persons, I rise and apologise on my feet.

Mr B. T. Burke: I hope you have a word witi
your Minister so that this is avoided in the future.

Sir Charles Court: I do not direct Ministers.

Mr Bryce: You direct everyone you can ge,
your hands on.

Mr B. T. Burke: You know as well as I do tha
the practice pointed out by the Leader of thi
Opposition was the normal one; that is, Foi
Ministers to rise if they want to criticise th(
question and refuse to answer it.

M r Bryce: Noddy just sat there.

Sir Charles Court: The simple answer is that
would have done the Same thing.

Mr B. T. Burke: It must be an awfu
responsibility to have a Minister like that at th(
end of your career.

Sir Charles Court: I have done it myself.

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows--

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarke
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laura ne

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
MrT.iJ. Burke
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mrs Craig
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Tubby
Mr Grewar
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Wait

Motion thus passed.

Ayes 2t
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Sodena n
Mr Spriggs
Mr Treibowan
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 16
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller,

(Teller,
Pairs

Noes
Mr Grill
Mr Tonkin
Mr H. D. Evans
M r T. H. Jones
Mr Bridge
Mr Carr
Mr Harman
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[Thursday, 9 April 19811

Debate Resumned

The SPEAKER: The question is that the
motion moved by the member for Baleatta be
agreed to.

Question put and a division called for.
Remarks during Division

Mr Blaikie: Do you have the National Party
over there?

Mr Bryce: They have gone back to the bush.
Result of Division

Division resulted as follows-
Ayes 16

Mr Barnett Mr Jamieson
Mr Bertram Mr Mclver
M r Bryce Mr Parker
Mr B, T. Burke M r Pearce
Mr T. J. Burke Mr Skidmore
Mr Davies Mr Taylor
Mr E. T. Evans Mr Wilson
Mr Hodge Mr Bateman

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
M r Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
M r G rayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance

Ayes
Mr Grill
Mr Tonkin
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Bridge
Mr Carr
Mr Harman

Noes 21
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr Treihowan
M r Williams
Mr Young
M r ShalIders

Pairs
Noes

Mrs Craig
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Tubby
Mr Grewar
Mr Mensaros
M r O'Connor
Mr Watt

Question thus negatived.

(Teller) Motion defeated.
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