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Thursday, the 16th November, 1978

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

EDUCATION

Pertlh Technical College: Petition

MR T'. J. BURKE (Perth) [2.18 p~m.1: I have a
petition from certain residents of Western Aus-
tralia which reads as follows-

The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.
We, the undersigned request the building of
the north wing of the new Perth Technical
School and the renovation of the Old Boys
School to accommodate the Perth Technical
College Art Department should precede the
building of the State Library, in order that
public money is not wasted and present
courses may continue without interruption.
The Student body resolves that it will not
move to temporary and entirely unsatisfactory
accommodation.

The petition conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly, and I have certified
accordingly.

The SPEAKER: 1 direct that the petition be
brought to me.

TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
Wannerno Road: Petition

M4R CRANE (Moore) [2.19 p.m.]: I have a
petition from the Parents and Citizens' Association
of St. Anthony's School and the Rotary. Club at
Wanneroo. The petition reads as follows-

The H-onourable the Speaker and Members of
the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Ausiralia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned residents of the
Wanneroo district respectfully draw to the
attention of the Government the hazardouis
situation which has developed in Warneron
townsite for pedestrians, particularly children,
crossing Wanneroo Road and which will be
aggravated with the completion of the dual
carriage way.
We ask the Government to draw plans for an
overpass or underpass and take such steps
as are required to alleviate this dangerous
hazard.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that
you will give this matter earnest considera-
tion and your petitioners, as in duty bound,
will ever pray.

This petition bears the signatures of 905 people,
and I certify that it conforms with the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. SI).

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN OVERSEAS
PROJECTS AUJTHORITY BIUL

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mr Mensaros (Minister for Indus-
trial Development) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3. Interpretation-

Mr MENSAROS: I would like to move the
amendment standing in my name which corrects
a printing error. I move an amendment-

Page 2, line 4-Delete the word "Project"
with a view to substituting the word "Pro-
jects".

Mr BRYCE: The Opposition has no objection.
It is an obvious cosmetic change.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-

Page 2, line 4-Substitute the word "Pro-
jects" for the word deleted.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as ainended, put and passed.

Clause 4: Objects of Act-

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-

Page 3, line 28-Delete the word 'To'
and substitute the words The objects, of
this Act are to".

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 5: Establishment of Authority-

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-

Page 4, line 23-Delete the word "proceed-
ing" and stibstilute the word "process".

Amendment put and passed.

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendm-ent-

Page 4, line 25-Defle the word "regi-
stered" and substitute the word "principal"'.
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At the drafting stage it was thought that any
notice should be taken to the registered office,
but it was later realised the principal office should
be taken into consideration.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 6: Functions of the Authority-

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-

Page 4, line 29-Insert before the word
"to" the words "to assist Western Australian
private organisations".

As is the usual process the preparation of the
Bill was discussed with the various interested
parties who had projects overseas and had experi-
enced dimfculties as private companies in dealing
with certain Governments overseas. After the
Bill was introduced certain recommendations were
made by the Confederation of WA Industry which
I readily accepted because they all aimed at ex-
pressing in more emphasised words the principle
which the Government had in mind anyway; that
was, that this is not really Government business
created in order to do business of its own. It
is created simply to assist private enterprise.

Mr BRYCE: We on this side oppose the amend-
ment. In seeking to insert these words the Min-
ister is attempting to be altogether too restrictive.
Whilst it may be his very strong and well known
personal political preference to see the whole of
the Western Australian Government channel its
policies and energies to the best interests of private
enterprise, I am sure he is intelligent enough' to
appreciate we live in a mixed economy. A mixed
economy is composed of a healthy and profitable
private sector and a stable and important public
sector.

We on this side of the Chamber feel the Gov-
ernment has lost sight of this reality. We are
aware also that since the Opposition readily
agreed with this piece of legislation when it was
introduced, it may have occurred to the Govern.
ment there was something wrong with the Bill
and perhaps there was need to go back to see
whether it needed to be tightened uip in some
particular way.

This occurred only a matter of days after the
Opposition agreed to the Bill, and it took us two
or three hours to explain how and why we agreed
with it.

We now find the notice paper contains a list
of some 25 amendments, certain of which are
designed to tighten this piece of legislation on
fairly basic ideological grounds.

I suggest there could well be occasions in the
future when a State Government instrumentality
or a combination of private and public interests,
in the interests of the State, requires this parti-
cular clause to be left wide open. I could imagine
if the Minister is going to operate just on the
basis of a very narrow philosophical approach
he is determined to write in something which he
sees as protection for private industry. We re-
cognise that our economy is mixed and there
needs to be a sensible partnership between the
two sectors. We oppose the amendment because
we believe it is obviously restrictive.

Mr JAMIESON: I object to this amendment.
When the legislation was introduced I thought
perhaps the Government had turned the corner
and was seeing the socialistic light on the hill.
With an amendment such as this the Minister is
cutting out the possibility of the Slate being able
directly to do anything overseas. In that case
the Government may as well shut up its shops
in London and Tokyo and employ private agents.

No-one would suggest this is a desirable
feature. There could be occasions when the Gov-

e rnment-through this legislation-needs to take
action of its own on behalf of a trade in Western
Australia, without simply assisting it directly. The
amendment is quite restrictive. Perhaps I should
have remained quiet during the second reading
debate and thus not woken the Minister up to this
point.

Suddenly the Government has the idea that
because something will assist the State or will
be State-oriented, there is some ogre of socialism
hovering over it and so it is providing a substan-
tial number of amendments to avoid it. This is
absolute stupidity on the part of the Minister and
the Government. The Government wants to assist
trade with overseas countries such as the Middle
East by providing bulk storage or whatever. Now
the Minister is amending the Bill so that only
private enterprise will be involved.

We all know that private enterprise will become
involved only if there is advantage to it. No
private enterprise is interested in the State. If
that is what the Minister thinks he should get it
out of his head. I have never known of a private
enterprise organisation which did not go into a
venture except to make a profit. It is not inter-
ested in a system of the State.

Mr Laurance: The two could be complementary.
Private enterprise is assisting the State when it
goes into business because it makes a profit and
employs people.
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Mr JAMIESON: The honourable member
should listen to all the argument instead of
listening to only half of it as he usually does.

Mr Laurance: You are assuming-

Mr JAMIESON: I am not assuming anything.
I sam pointing out that when a private establish-
ment commences to trade overseas it does so for
one purpose, which is to make a profit. If the
organisation cannot see a profit at the end of the
rainbow, it will not invest in the construction of
the rainbow.

From the nod the member for Gascoyne gave,
I presume we are in agreement so far. But then
our views differ. If there is a surplus of any
commodity such as apples or beef, the Govern-
ment should establish depots or markets in other
countries to provide an outlet for it.

We all know that we must provide transport
and other services for the people of the State.
In the same way, if we can assist primary pro-
ducers and others who provide food, we should
do so. However, under the amendment, the Gov-
ernment is to provide for private operators to be
assisted and this will be detrimental to the State.

I am interested in the State and f always have
been. I am not interested in the dollar which
someone might make out of the State. That is all
that members of the Liberal Party are interested
in and they always will be. I was born here
and undoubtedly I will die here. It is my State
and I am interested in it.

Some people merely wish to assist exploiters.
I have often termed the Premier as a typical
example of a Pommy exploiter. His attitude has
always been in favour of the United Kingdom
rather than Australia or the State of Western
Australia, despite all the emphasis he places from
time to time on the first syllable of "Western"
when he refers to Western Australia. We must be
interested in the people of Western Australia
and provide legislation which is suitable for them
and not for private enterprise or individuals who
from time to time, because of their approach to
the Minister, might think there is a quick buck
to be made in some overseas market and so
obtain assistance from the State. When we have
surplus commodities the Government itself should
devise a way by which we can dispose of them.

Mr MENSAROS: I am sorry I cannot oblige the
Opposition. This was never meant to be socialist
legislation and [ can assure the Opposition there

was no second thought about it after their com-
ments during the second reading debate. The aim
of the legislation has remained the same.

In reply to the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion I acknowledge that we have a mixed economy,
but the Government views it in a light different
from the way the Opposition views it. Different
reasons exist for the mixed economy and the main
reason in Western Australia at least is that certain
business organisations have been here traditionally
as State-owned organisations, instrumentalities, or
statutory bodies. The main reason for the existence
of these State-owned organisations has been that
there was no private enterprise interested at the
time when the need aroe=.

Typical examples are the railways and the SEC.
There is no doubt that the community must be
supplied with transportation and power. Even
in countries which are entirely free enterprise
oriented, it has been found that transportation must
be provided by the Government, particularly when
long distances are involved and there are very
few people to the square kilometre. Transport can-
not he provided without a subsidy and in some in-
stances instead of subsidising the service, the State
has taken it over as was the case with bus trans-
port in Perth which was taken over by the MT!'.

It does not mean that we support the mixed
economy merely because we acknowledge it. If at
situation arose and a service, presently provided by
the State, could be provided by private enterprise,
the Government would, as it has done in the
past, sell the State enterprise to private enterprise.
In the past some State instrumentalities have been
operating in competition with similar private
organisations. I am not suggesting that we should
sell the railways or that a profit could be made
from them.

I do not want to give the impression that, as we
have State instrumentalities, it is Government
Policy to further foster similar instrumentalities
particularly when they operate in a field which is
typically business and which Would be better run
by private enterprise. For instance, in the United
States and Japan there are no State-owned utilities
supplying power.

The amendment will not result in what the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition suggests. We
will not sidetrack any activities. Although we talk
about business nevertheless we can, at times, prop
up private enteriorise and take its hand to help it
along the way.

I do not accept the proposition by the member
for Welshpool that because private enterprise is
looking for a profit, it would be detrimental to the
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State. That was the implication in his remarks. I
believe that it is part and parcel of the well-being
of the State for people to make a profit because
then money can be circulated and the economy
has a flow-on. That is what we have experienced
with our largest projects, and no-one complains
about it.

Mr BRYCE: t would like to spell out quite
clearly, so that there is no misunderstanding, that
we supported this Bill in principle and in broad
concept when it was introduced and debated at
the second reading stage, and we supported it
because, we said, a Labor Government could well
have introduced at Bill of similar character and
nature,

The underlying reason or justification for that
was that we were interested in the overall economic
welfare of Western Auistralia-and, as my col-
league the member for Welshpool has said, that
means the entire economic machinery, the whole
of the economic system. By insisting upon the in-
clusion of these particular words the Minister,
representing his Government, has demonstrated
that he is not primarily interested in the economic
welfare of all Western Australians or all aspects
of the Western Australian economy. The Minister
is sitting there today ats a representative of private
capital. He is moving an amendment on behalf
of private capital and is prepared to say, in the
interests of private capital, and private capital
alone, "Hang the rest of the economy and the
broad implication of this particular question." The
Minister is interested only in private enterprise.

This is where we distinguish ourselves very
clearly from the Government, and we are pleased
to do so. We are concerned with the overall very
broad economic welfare of this commusnity, not
with just a handful of people who sling donations
ait election time aInd have a Government elected to
represent at very narrow interest indeed.

Mr JAM IESON: Obviously, from his statement,
the Minister does not understand the amendment
he has just moved, because the clause he is seeking
to amend has a side heading "Functions of the
Authority", and it says very clearly-

6. (1) Subject to this Part, the functions
of the Authority are-

(a) to participate in overseas develop-
ment projects using expertise from
Government or expertise and equip-
ment from private organisations, or
both, within Western Australia;

(159)

(b) to the extent that it is not available
from a Government department of
this State to provide assistance to
Western Australian private organi-
sations-

Then the Minister alters the whole concept of
this clause by adding words which wilt then
make it read-

(]) Subject to this Part, the func-
tions of the Authority are to assist West-
ern Australian private organisations.-

Of cours it limits the Government in taking
action overseas. The very thing he has stated
is no longer available. He just does not under-
stand the amendment he has put before the
Chamber.

If the Minister intends to amend the provision
to tie it completely to private enterprise, of
course that is his business; buit he should know
his business and he should know what he is
putting to this Chamber. Obviously he does not
know what he is putting when he makes aL state-
ment such as the one he made a few moments
ago.

Mr MENSAROS:. First of all, I do not accept
what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
said-that we Would, either by means of this
legislation or generally, sulpport only a narrow
section of the community. I think I made it
clear and nobody would dispute that the
immense development which took place in West-
ern Australia in the last 15 years. or so, having
alt been done by private enterprise, did not
support only a narrow section but indeed sup-
ported the whole Community.

As for the comment of the member for Welsh-
pool, the insertion does not go after the second
line of subclause (1) hut after the paragraph
designation ta), and must be read with the rest
of paragraph (a). Therefore it does not mean
the single aim is to assist private enterprise; one
can do things in order to support it.

Mr DAVIES. I ask the Minister to state quite
unequivocally whether the amendment prevents
the Government entering into overseas develop.
ment in the Governmentl's right alone, or whether
it meants the Government can enter into overseas
development for both Government. and private
industry or only for private industry. if he records
in Hansard quite unequivocally what he means aInd
by what right, we might he prepared to accept
the amendment.

Ithink it is preposterous and monstrous that
we should undertake by an Act of Parliament to
use Government expertise, Government know-
ledge. and no doubt Government money purely
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for the purpose of private capital. I do not want
to embark on a long discussion on private capital
and Government capital, but surely we are con-
cerned with the advancement of the State as a
whole, both the Government and private industry.
I do not call it enterprise because it is not always
enterprise, unless the company is enterprising
enough to be making a reasonable cut for itself.

We accept that in this State and in this country
we have both, but we do not believe any Western
Australian person-let alone a member of Par-
liament, a Minister, or the Minister for Industrial
Development-should want to suggest he is inter-
ested only in private capital. I am now only re-
peating what the member for Welshpool and the
Deputy Leader of my party have said, but I noted
that when the Minister replied initially he said
our interpretation was quite wrong.

Will he tell us in a word-"Yes" or"N -
whether this amendment stops the Government in
any way entering into overseas development and
contracts on behalf of the Government. the Gov-
ernment alone, and the Government exclusively?

Mr MENSAROS: Without trying to prevent the
Leader of the Opposition or the Opposition, gene-
rally. putting whatever interpretation they like
on the words-

Mr Davies: We want you to put your interpre-
tation on it and repeat it.

Mr MENSAROS: -I can categorically say
whatever their interpretation is it is not and will
never be the intention of the Government to en-
gage the Government in business for its own sake.
The Government's intention is to lend its name
and its organisation to a project which is other-
wise being done by private enterprise, whether it
is an engineering project, an architectural project,
or planning in order to facilitate that business.

The second statement of the Leader of the
Opposition, that it is proposterous for anyone,
let alone a member of Parliament or a Minister
for Industrial Development, to assist private
capitat-

Mr Davies: Just.

Mr MENSAROS: All right. I reply that I am
happy to accept that accusation, as were my pre-
decessors the Hon. Herb Graham and the present
member for Cockburn. What does the Depart-
ment of Industriat Development do? It assists
private enterprise. It provides funds from the
taxpayers' money to send promotional people over-
seas and tries to facilitate business for private
enterprise. This has been done by a Labor Gov-
ernment under Mr Hawke and it has been done
by our Government. I hope it will continue to

be done in more vigorous ways all the time, money
allowing. We pride ourselves on using the tax-
payers' money in this way, as we did recently to
enable someone to go to the engineering exhibi-
tion in Sydney. As I said previously, private
enterprise has made millions of dollars of profit.
The Opposition might begrudge this, but many
people are employed as a result of it and the
economy is advantaged. This is our philosophy,
and it will remain so.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister has denied his
earlier statement- I do not argue with him re-
garding the development of industry in this State.
However, he has put on his blinkers and can
harm the State because he does not want to, or
cannotI see a situation where it may be necessary
or desirable for a Government to give the lead.
He will not leave the Bill as it stands so that may
be done. We know that previous Labor Ministers,
including the member for Cockburn, the I-on.
Herb Graham, and the Hon. J, T. Tonkin
endeavoured to attract people here from overseas.

We know the Hawke Government sent overseas
a group led by Sir Frank Ledger to try to attract
people here, and we know the present Premier
sent people before and after that group saying,
"Don't have anything to do with them." This is
the man who suggests that Western Australia is
his fiefdom. He is the man who says he is the
only person in Western Australia to think about
Western Australia; yet he was sabotaging a team
sent overseas to try to attract industry to this
State.

Sir Charles Court: How about telling the
Chamber about the particular piece of legislation
that the Hon. A. R. G. Hawke introduced into
this Parliament at that time, which' damni nearly
turned the whole place 'upside down?

Mr DAVIES: The Premier can tell the Chamber
about that.

Sir Charles Court: You tell it.

Mr Jamieson: Do you believe in unfair trading?

Mr DAVIES: As far as the Premier is con-
cerned it is an open go for people to come here
and exploit what they like, and they wilt suffer
no restrictions whatsoever. This is the man who
does not want any interference from Canberra
at a time when our exports of iron ore are as
low as they have ever been because he has been
in control of them. This is the man who is not
prepared to leave the Bill as it stands so that,
if it is necessary, the Government may do some-
thing.
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Are we not proud to be Western Australian?
Do we not believe the Government and the Par-
liament have a responsibility to promote Western
Australia, and not only one section but the whole
of the State? That is all we are asking to be done.

The Minister has contradicted himself in this
Chamber since we commenced sitting at 2.1I5
p.m. He said the amendment meant one thing.
and now he has said it means something else.
We know what ]his Government will do while it
is in office, but surely to goodness it should
remove its blinkers and try to see that a silua-
tion could arise where it might be desirable and
necessary for the Government to give assistance
or to do something specific which will ultimately
benefit the Slate. That is all we are asking to be
done, and that is the reason we oppose the amend-
ment.

Mr BRYCE: I think the Minister for Indus-
trial Development is probably a little light on
in his appreciation of the history of the develop-
ment of Western Australia. Probably he needs a
jolly good lesson to help him understand there
was a time not only in Western Australia hut
also throughout the whole country when it simply
was not feasible for a private company-bec'tuse
the assured profit motive was not there-to
venture forth and invest money in certain essential
utilities, projects, or enterprises.

Mr Mensaros: t just said that was so; you were
not in the Chamber.

Mr BRYCE. I point out to the Minister we
have reached the stage in our development where
we can see it could be most desirable, if not
essential, for the economic welfare of our State
for overseas development projects to proceed and
to be encouraged. By this amendment the Min-
ister, in scurrying away from support from the
Opposition-which is prirnarty committed to the
economic welfare of the whole State-is saying
that Western Australia should be particip-ating in
overseas development projects only if the
private sector can see a profit. If that is not
what he is saying, t would like him to explain it.

The Minister obviously cannot see the analogy
that some decades ago, because of the fairly
slow start to our economy, the development of
the wheatbelt would not have been possible with-
out the involvement of vast amounts of Govern-
ment money to encourage people to go there.
There are numerous other examples of this.

The Minister is now saying it is desirable for
the Western Australian economy that we should
participate in overseas projects, 'but not if it is
necessary in the first instance for the Govern-
ment to provide resources or the lead.

Mr Laurance: The whole thrust of the Bill is
to facilitate private enterprise getting into these
markets. You want the Government to get it
instead of private enterprise.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Gascoyne is
wearing his ideological blinkers.

Mr Laurance: Yours are so big you couldn't
jump over them.

Mr BRYCE-. Has it not occurred to the mem-
ber that there could well be opportunities overseas
to enable people of this State to benefit?

Mr Laurance: By private enterprise, or by
taxpayers supporting losses?

Mr BRYCE: Numerous opportunities are avail-
able in the Middle East. A whole range of ideas
has been mooted, and if it so happens the profit
motive is not sufficiently attractive, then the Min-
ister and those who sit behind him are saying
Western Australia should lose. They are saying,
"We are not interested in Western Australia parti-
cipating if it is necessary for some sort of Gov-
ernment involvement." That is an incredibly nar-
row interpretation which demonstrates the com-
plete lack of understanding of the development of
the economy of this nation. There are countless
examples of industries and effort in this country
that would not have occurred had there not been
a preparedness by the Playford Government in
South Australia-a conservative, Tory Govern-
ment to boot-actually to involve itself.

One could well imagine there may be a differ-
ence in interpretation between those who sit oppos-
ite and those who sit on this side in respect of the
administration of this principle when different
Governments are in office. However, cannot the
Minister see that by insisting on this amendment
he is serving the interests oi' only a few friends--a
small handfull of selected friends-when on the
other hand he should be serving the interests of
many hundreds of thousands of Western Aus-
traIi a ns?

I conclude by emphasising it is incredibly nar-
row and absurd to argue that if there are oppor-
tunities overseas which are not sufficiently attrac-
tive to private industry in Western Australia-

Mr Laurance: You don't want private industry
to get it; you want it to lose out and the taxpayer
to pick uip the tab.

Mr BRYCE: For the information of the mem-
ber for Gascoyne there are many situations in this
State where private industry would not have been
involved and subsequently made a quid had it not
been for the Government involving itself in the
first instance. All I am saying is that rather than
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write into this Bill a stupid, unnecessary restric-
tion which quite conceivably will inhibit the
future development of the State, members oppos-
ite should be prepared to say there could be some
projects in the future that will require or benefit
from an ideal marriage between Government and
private capital.

Mr Mensaros: That is provided for. Give us an
example of what you mean so that I can reply to
you in full. Give us an example of what you think
this amendment would prevent.

Mr B. T. Burke: The State Engineering Works.

Mr BRYCE: I am very happy to; in fact, my
colleague, the member for Halcatta, already has
referred to the State Engineering Works. That is
an organisation which currently is being mulched
by the Minister's Government. Because of the
Government's simple and single-minded ideo-
logical preference it is prepared to sack 50 men at
a time when the State is going through a period of
record unemployment. The Government is pre-
pared to add to this number of unemployed. The
State Engineering Works is a fine example where
there is a collection of expertise and capital
which could profitably be used.

There is another example: If private enterprise
cannot see sufficient attraction-that is, enough
profit-in establishing, perhaps, cold storage facili-
ties where they are needed in the Middle East, or
any other economic activity related to those mar-
kets, is the Minister to say that the Government
will not involve itself? That is the type of un-
necessary restriction which will not serve the best
interests of this State if this legislation comes into
effect.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The important thing about
this amendment is not that it directs the attention
of Parliament and of the legislation to the success
or otherwise of private enterprise but that it ex-
cludes one of the options available to the Govern-
ment in implementing its economic management
policies.

It can be argued that this Government, exercis-
ing its particular political point of view, should
choose not to subsidise operations of Government
or semi-Government authorities; that is perfectly
proper as far as the exercise of this Government's
responsibilities are concerned.

However, to extend that exercise of respon-
sibility into prejudice, and foolishly amend an
important piece of legislation is absolutely in-
excusable. There will be no compulsion on the
Government to finance such operations if it does
not persist with this amendment; however, the

option will be there. The Government of the day
has a perfect right and an absolute power to inter-
pret and implement legislation from day to day
as it sees fit. However, to restrict this legislation in
the manner this amendment will restrict it is ir-
responsible in the extreme.

It is not necessary for the Government to move
this amendment because no-one is going to force
the Government to finance any Government or
semi-Government operation. The Government
chooses to ignore the flexible nature of the legis-
lation which is afforded by retaining this option
and, at times when it is economically wise, which
would enable the Government to provide assistance
in certain essential areas.

The Minister asked for examples; the prime
example is the State Engineering Works. Its expan-
sion and continued development and success will
be hindered at least in part by the Government's
action should it require assistance under the terms
of this legislation. Of course, that begs the ques-
tion of why the Government has adopted such an
attitude to this organisation and operations of
this sort. It seems quite clear the Government
intends that all these sorts of operations should
wither and eventually cease to function. If the
Government does not intend that to happen, there
is absolutely no point and even less merit in im-
posing this sort of restriction.

The member for Gascoyne has been very vocal
during this debate. However, I wonder whether the
small boat harbour at Carnarvon would have been
permitted under the restrictive ter 'ms of this amend-
ment. I wonder whether members realise there may
be a situation in which it is hard-or perhaps im-
possible-to call together private enterprise in a
particular industry to provide some part of a
facility which they need for their continued opera-
tion and whether in those circumnstinces it may
well be necessary for the Government to take
advantage of this legislation to provide through
one of its agencies the sort of facilities which are
necessary to allow private enterprise to continue.

If the Government is such a champion of pri-
vate enterprise, why does it do its best in a
blatantly political fashion to hamper that which it
favours by being so narrow and restrictive?

Sir Charles Court: What does this legislation
have to do with the fishing boat harbour at
Carnarvon?

Mr Jamieson: He was just pointing out it would
never pay its way.

Mr Laurance: No, but it is a service to the
industry, which is what this Bill is.

Mr Jamieson: That is the point; that is what
it is all about.
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The CHAIRMAN:, Order!

Mr B. T. BURKE: If I can draw an analogy-
Mr Laurance: That was not a fair analogy; the

fishing boat harbour is a service to the industry.
Mr Jamieson: You are nuts!
Mr Laurance: It is a support to the industry

and this Bill also is a support to industry.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr B. T. BURKE: If I can speak over the
shouting member for Gascoyne and draw an
analogy to clarify my position in the Premier's
mind, let me refer to Telecom. It seems to
me that should its operations need to be extended
and facilitated to allow private enterprise to
flourish there is certainly no scope under this Bill
to allow that.

I am not saying that is a precise analogy, what
Iam saying is that there are many functions in

which the Government involves itself which are 001
simply corporate ventures or money-making efforts.
Under this legislation, the Government should
allow itself the flexibility to allow Government and
semi-Government authorities to assist private enter-
prise.

Sir Charles Court: Apparently you have not
read the rest of the clause.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I have read the whole clause.
Sir Charles Court: When you are talking about

assistance to private enterprise, that is a totally
different matter from the amendment. Take the
Carnarvon fishing boat harbour. If that was part
of an export programme, it is there already and
could be developed.

Mr Jamieson: You are missing the analogy.
Sir Charles Court:. The member for Bacata

referred to Telecom. I could not work out what
Telecom was going to do, except to send telexes!

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Premier should know
this amendment will restrict the operations of
Government authorities in areas being thrown
open to private organisations.

Sir Charles Court: Yes, if they want to trade
overseas. However, it does not in any way seek
to restrict Government instrumentalities in our
State.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Why should Government
instrumentalities be restricted from enjoying those
sorts of privileges the Government is so eager
to bestow on private enterprise? Not only is it
morally reprehensible to deny to the people of
this State, as represented by the Government,
equality Of Opportunity: it is also foolish for the
Premier, as Treasurer, to deny himself the complete
array of tools with which to manage the economy.

That is what the Premier is doing with this amend-
ment.

Sir Charles Court: As Treasurer, the last thing
I would want to do is to encourage a Govern-
mnent instrumentality to trade overseas because
it would be a recipe for further deficit against
the taxpayer. It would be a blank cheque.

NMr.B. T. BURKE: The Premier should under-
stand there is no compulsion on him to encour-
age Government enterprise to do anything. At
the same lime, his absolute hatred of Govern-
ment enterprise should not be allowed to stand
in the way of what are essentially the interests of
the people of this State.

If the Premier does not want to encourage
overseas trading by government enterprise while
he is Premier, let him enforce that policy and
make it clear. But do not let him inflict upon
the State his own hatred in the form of a restric-
tive, unwise, and foolish piece of legislation. This
Premier will not be forced to use the legislation
to aid Government enterprise.

The Premier and members should realise there
are Government enterprises-few as they may be
-which can operate profitably and successfully
overseas. If the Premier wants to attack those
enterprises, let him attack them under true colours
and not under a subterfuge.

Sir Charles Court: If and when there is a
change of Government and it wants to follow
its socialistic policies, it can bring legislation to
Parliament.

Mr Bryce: You are a totally paranoid person.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am not surprised at the
Premier because he understands very clearly the
difference between substance and form. The
difference in the actions that would be taken by
the Premier's Government as a result of this
legislation passing amended or unamended would
be absolutely nil. Do not Government members
realise that? if the substance is not going to
change we have to look to the area of motiva-
tion and it becomes clear it is a question of form;
it is another of the Premier's postures. It makes
no difference to the State except to deny to the
proper running of the economy an essential and
needed tool.

Sir Charles Court: If some other Government
wanted to do what you are saying and indulge
in socialistic policies, it could do so. We do not
believe in socialistic policies.

Mr B. T. BURKE: At the same time, I am
entitled to point out to the Committee the
Premier's posturing because he has failed again
to answer the point I have made. The passage
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of the legislation, amended or unamended, will
make no difference to the course of his Govern-
ment. No-one will force the Premier to aid Gov-
ernment or semi-Government instrumentalities. So,
if there is not going to be any change in sub-
stance in his Government's actions as a result
of this amendment, quite clearly the amendment
the Premier is backing is simply a case of stylisa-
lion, image, and posturing. The Premier is once
again trying to show he is the foremost non-
socialist.

The Premier is not saying all this to be reported
in the newspapers, but in terms of legislation
which is going to have an effect on the lives
of the people in this Slate.

Mr Laurance: If you ever get into Government
you can decide on the sort of legislation you
want to introduce. You will clearly have to make
that decision.

Mr B. T. BURKE: There is no point in trying
1o convince the member for Gascoyne of any-
thing at all. If he is simply saying he accepts
Parliament as purely a case of numbers, he should
say so. I wonder why he bothers so often to
interject because simply he is saying that not only
is Parliament a case of numbers, but government
also is merely a case of elections. He is denying
the style of government the Premier seems to hold
so highly.

The amendment makes no difference 10 those
pressures on the Government in the exercise of its
responsibilities. The unamended legislation will
not force the Government to facilitate the opera-
lion of. Government or semi-Government instru-
menialities. However, the amendment will result
in a lessening of this Government's flexibility and
a diminution of the number of options the Gov-
ernment faces. This is a direct result of the
Premier's posturing to prove at all costs he is
an anti-socialist.

Mr 14I. D. EVANS: If the Premier- is nothing
else he is consistent-consistently bad. If I may
retrace some of the remarks he has made by way
of interjection with regard to socialism, perhaps
we will gel at what he is driving at and put his
attitude in true perspective.

By way of contradistinction, in the last two
election campaigns the Labor Party has made its
attitude perfectly clear in relation to rural market-
ing; whether by semi-Government authorities,
private enterprise concerns, or a combination of
the two. The Government's amendment is strik-
ing at the opportunity to bring this about and
this is the crux of the issue.

The rural trading authority, which came to an
untimely finish, applied for this sort of assistance.
This is the sort of enterprise envisaged that
could be aided. It was denied assistance by the
Government. When the Lamb Marketing Board
tried to expand its sphere of operation it was not
allowed to do so. The actions of the Govern-
ment in those two instances are similar to the
attitude expressed in this amendment.

The amendment is deliberately restrictive and
the reason is not hard to find. The reason centres
around the support the Liberal Party and its
close allies have received traditionally from those
people who provide services, at a price, to the
rujral industry. Only recently the reference to
Mafia marketing of meat in the Eastern States
is something 1o which we should give salutary
thought.

Mr Grewar interjected.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: I have not had the oppor-
lUnity fully to investigate the matter and its effect
on prices in Western Australia as I have only
Press reports to go by. If the effects are as far-
reaching as indicated, the matter would need to be
looked at closely.

There has not been any alacrity or enthusiasm
in supporting the Lamb Marketing Board.

Mr Old: What powers does the Lamb Marketing
Board want which it does not have?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Opposition hats always
maintained that the Lamb Marketing Board should
be allowed to expand its operation into whatever
field of trade it desires, including live sheep if
required. That is the sort of encouragement such a
board would need in the interests of primary pro-
ducers in this State. This illustrates the difference
in attitude between the Government and the Aus-
tralian Labor Party.

Mr Old: Why didn't you put that into the Bill?

Mr H. D. EVANS: On many occasions we ex-
plained that our approach to meat marketing was
one that could not be taken precipitately. As a
consequence it was laid down in clear terms that
as something was achieved an extension would take
place.

Prior to the last two elections the Australian
Labor Party undertook to establish cool stores in
other parts of the world. It should be borne in
mind such stores would be multi-purpose, It
would not be possible to do this with, say, fruit
alone, but it could be done with other products
together, such as poultry, fruit, etc. It would be
possible to tie up a number of fields in a conjoint
activity of this sort.
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As for the references to socialism on the part
of this party, certainly we are socialists in our
way, but not in the way the Government is trying
to portray. What about socialism in the wool
industry? The Government should try to take
away floor prices introduced by the Whitlam Gov-
ernment and see how far it would get with wool
producers.

The Wheat Industry Stabilization Act Amend-
ment Bill has been introduced to Parliament. It is
to the credit of another Labor Government that
orderly marketing of wheat was achieved. This
applies also to lamb, poultry, and milk. This is
the sort of achievement resulting from careful
attention to marketing. To restrict the opportunity
to expand this sort of marketing is not only unfair
and unjust, but also a distinct betrayal of rural
producers in Western Australia. That is why I
so strongly oppose the amendment.

Mr JAMIESON: One must look at the whole
State situation to realise what the Opposition is
saying needs to take place, because any one of
those particular types of producers mentioned by
the member for Warren may need assistance that
would economically allow it to trade overseas.

Mr H. D. Evans: Producers of poultry and eggs
and so on possibly could not do it alone, but they
could in combination. The Government could. I
believe the Egg Board has a storage arrangement
overseas now.

Mr Bryce: And any decent Country Party would
see the need for it.

Mr JAMIESON: The Government Could install
these facilities, charge a fee and run a viable
proposition which wouild encourage the vari .ous
operations to produce more of their particular
goods.

We heard a number of interjections from the
member for Gascoyne. He is the last member who
should interfere with socialist assisted enterprises,
because without socialism Gascoyne and Carnarvon
would not exist. That area has a socialist water
supply for the gardens; socialist harbour facilities
for fishing-

Mr Laurance: All you are proving is what the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said earlier.

Mr JAMIESON: -socialist school facilities;
and socialist hospital facilities.

Mr Old: You are drawing a long biow now.

Mr JAMIESON: Those areas insist on returning
a Liberal member to Parliament to the shame of
the people who live there. They live on socialism.
Kununurra is another example. If it were not for
the socialist input of finance these areas would not
exist. There is also the socialist insurance scheme
that covers-

Mr Laurance: Who took the people there to re-
quire the services? Private enterprise took them
there so they needed a hospital and other services
to keep them there.

Mr JAMIESON: Nonsense!

Mr Laurance: Do not put the cart before the
horse.

Mr JAMIESON: The honourable member is no
better than the-

Mr Laurance: When they started planting
bananas, we had to put in a water supply.

Mr JAMIESON: They were assisted by the
Government from the beginnning.

Mr Laurance: It was private enterprise which
required the services.

Mr JAMIESON: The Government employed a
tropical adviser to go there and look at the siltua-
tion.

Mr Old: They still do.

Mr JAMIESON: The Department of Agricullture
should receive top marks for that. If the Minister
wants a pat on the back, there it is.

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr JAM IESON: Areas Stuch as that exist and
their existence is justified. Hopefully they will
continue to survive; btit there are instances where
we may wish to export the produce overseas and
go about it in a meaningful way. We cannot do it
if the Minister insists on this proposition.

Mr MENSAROS: A different interpretation has
been given to the amendlment than was intended.
Apart from the general philosophical comments
about socialism, I want to make it quite clear the
amendment does not prevent the corporation
giving assistance, as has been implied by some
members of the Opposition, to private enterprise
to continue with the work.

Mr Bryce: We did not say that.

Mr Jamieson: Not one of uts said that.

Mr Bryce: That is a jaundiced and twisted
interpretation you have placed on it. Not one of
us said that.

Mr MENSAROS: It is not the intention of the
Government to build up a completely owned
Government body or instrumentality to trade and
the Bill will prevent this. To take the example
mentioned by members opposite, if a cold storage
facility is proposed to be built somewhere in the
Middle East and if private enterprise said, "This is
not a profitable and viable proposition" we do
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not want either the legislation or the Government
to encourage a Government-owned body such as
this to go ahead with the cold storage activity.

We do not believe either ideologically or prag-
matically such a situation should occur. Never has
a business owned solely by the Government been
successful in competition with private enterprise.

The member for Gascoyne pointed properly to
the British steel industry; but he did not mention
Japan or other similar areas.

Mr Bryce: After the backside had fallen out
of it during Ihe Second World War. After the
private enterprise people had got what they
wanted and discarded it. They did not want it
then.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr MENSAROS: To lay the thoughts of the
member at rest I should like lo assure him this
measure would not prevent administrative action
by an elected Government which had different
policies. That would not be prevented, because as
I have explained, the aim of this Bill is to help
private enterprise. For example, the SEC will not
need this legislation. because it is Government
owned. I have explained that we need to prop uip
the private individual with whom the particular
overseas Government of the day does no! like to
do business.

If a member opposite can find a way, perhaps as
a future Minister for !'uel and Energy, by which
he can properly help the SEC to generate electri-
city for the Sahara, in the interests of the people
of Western Australia, good luck to him. That
country would trade with a Government owned
enterprise anyway; therefore, this legislation would
not be needed.

I do not think members opposite would ever be
able to do it; but if it were able to achieve that
situation with the railways, the SEC, and the State
Engineering Works-for example the ore exported
from Windarra did not need a separate Gov-
ernment corporation, partly because it was
exported to countries which did not take that into
consideration-that legislation would not be
needed, If we tried to export by such Government
instrumentalities goods to one of the emirates in
the Arabian Peninsula, this legislation would not
be needed, because the Government there would
deal directly with the Government instrumentality.

The idea of the Bill is to prop up private enter-
prise. The advice given by the Department of
Agriculture in Libya was given by Government
offcers. We assisted private enterprise and not
farmers who were hired to do the job. The

Cyclone company, Chamberlain Industries and
others received millions of dollars in orders and
kept many people employed.

The ideological aspect, although interesting to
discuss, does not really enter into the matter. I
can state categorically we do not want to entcour-
age either by legislation or administrative action
a Government-run business. We do not want to
do it. Members opposite may want to do it
and, if the Labor Party becomes the Govern-
ment and has the sanction of the people, it might
try to do it; but it will not need the legislation to
do so in any case.

In answer to the member for Warren. I do not
believe the legislation has anything to do with
the rural marketing authorities. That indeed was
a long bow.

Amendment put and a
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadotir
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Hlerzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

M r
M r
M r
M r
Mr
Mr
M r
M r
M r

Bertram
Bryce
B. T. Burke
T. J. Burke
Carr
Davies
T. D. Evans
H arman
Hodge

Ayes
Mr P: V. Jones
Mr Ridge
Mr Young
Mr O'Connor

division taken wilth the

Ayes 26
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Noes IH

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Or
Mr
Mr

MePharlin
Mensaros
Nanovich
Old
O'Neil
Rushton
Sibson
Sodeman
Spriggs
Stephens
Tubby
Williams
Shudders

('Teller)

Jamieson
Mclver
Pearce
Skidmore
Taylor
Tonkin
Troy
Wilson
Bate man

(Teller)J

Pairs
Noes

Mr Barnet
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Grill
Mr H. D. Evans

Amendment thus passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 7 put and passed.
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Clause 8: Preference to Western Australian ser-
vices, suppliers, etc-

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-
Page 6. lines 28 to 30-Delete the passage

".where price, quality and delivery are equal
to that obtainable elsewhere".

The necessity for this amendment came up, again,
during discussions over the provisions in the Bill.
It was maintained that we have in Western Aus-
tralia a policy whereby local products receive pre-
cedence. Government departments and Govern-
ment instrumentalities are instructed by the Gov-
ernment to give even a nunierical preference to
locally manufactured goods. In other words, if
the Tender Board, the Public Works Department,
or an instrumentality such as the Railways De-
partment or the SEC, purchases something or
enters into a contract, it has to show the Western
Australian content of the purchase or contract.
Sometimes it is l1t0 per cent, and someti mes it is
only X per cent of the total price. Accordingly.
10 per cent preference has to be given to Western
Australian content.

That policy is not transferred to private enter-
prise because that would not be fair and it would
be an exaggeration to legislate to say that every
operating company in the State has to give, say.
a tO per cent preference in its purchases or con-
tracts to local content. That is the reason it was
considered necessary to strike out the words re-
ferred to in the amendment.

It was said, particularly by local mantfacturers,
that if the words were left in the Bill they would
at least imply there must be equal competition.
I have said publicly, and the Premier has said
publicly, that in the development of the North-
West Shelf we will try to support local industry.
However, there cannot be a compulsion to use
local services. The local services have to offer
comparative prices, comparative quality, and at
all times a reliability. The fact that they are situ-
ated in Western Australia gives them an inbuilt
advantage. That is the reason we encourage joint
venture.

I agree if we leave the words in the clause we
might imply there is no real preference given, or
thought of, with regard to local industry. There-
fore, we suggest the words should be deleted.

Mr JAM IESON: I quite agree that we should
give preference to Western Australian firms in
respect of overseas projects, and in anything else
for that matter. However, unless the Minister
more properly defines, "proper preference"-and
perhaps the words he has moved to delete do not
provide that definition-the whole provision is
meaningless.

A firm could claim that it had given considera-
tion to local preference, but decided against it.
There is no obligation on people involved in in-
dustry to do what the Minister sets out to achieve.
The criteria for proper consideration and prefer-
ence need to be defined. At least the words in the
clause set some criteria on which to argue a case.
but a case cannot be argued with people who do
not have any particular obligation uinder the
legislation, because it is not clear. The legislation
will not indicate precisely the obligations and
preferences which people must undertake under
the provisions of the Act.

Whilst I am not arguing against the deletion of
the words, I do not know whether the words
..proper consideration and preference" mean any-
thing at all It could be claimed that consideration
had been given to Western Australian services,
but subsequently the firm opted for somebody in
the Eastern States. The decision may or may not
be justified. The firm could have an association
with another firm in the Eastern States.

I would like some comment from the Minister
with regard to how he considers he will get over
such a situation. The clause is laudable, but it
is nieaningless. Until it has some meaningful
purpose we will not get anywhere except into an
argument, at times, as to what is "proper consi-
deration and preference to the use of Western
Australian services". The situation seems to be
left in the air.

Perhaps it Would be advisable for the Minister
to obtain Crown Law advice at somec stage before
the legislation is passed so that we can have an
interpretation of. Liproper consideration and
preference".

Mr MENSAROS: If I have not explained the
situiation quite clearly, I will do it again. As the
member for Welshpool has said, it Couild be
implied that the clause is meaningless. However.
this clause is included in every agreement. Prom
the point of view of inducing even if not com-
pelling a company to do something, it has a great
deal of meaning. I know, for instance, that in
the case of the heavy media separation plants with
two large iron ore producers this has enabled my
department to assist in writing specifications, pre-
paring documents, and to rake into consideration
what the local manufacturers and contractors
should be able to tender for.

if this matter were not drawn to the attention
of the company, the work Could perhaps be given
to one large subcontractor situated in Melbourne.
or even in San Francisco, who would not be able
to specify locally available products,
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If we look at this matter from a legal viewpoint
-and 1 do not think I need Crown Law advice
on this occasion-then it could be said that the
authority should give consideration and preference
only in cases where the price, quality, and delivery
are equal. We wanted to retain the warning that
the authority shall give preference in all cases,
and not just in cases where the quality, delivery,
and price are equal. It may happen that
the athority could give preference to a Western
Australian company even when the price is a little
higher. That is the purpose of the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 9: Minister's approval-

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-
Page 6, line 34-Add after the word "so'

the words "and there is no Western Aus-
tralian private organisation or consortium
willing and able to carry out that project".

I could well imagine that we will now hear the
same arguments that were used a moment ago.
The present Federal coalition Government
amended the Whitlamn Government's legislation
to include a similar provision.

As I said before, not only are we not ashamed,
but also we are very proud of our private enter-
prise policy. We want business to he undertaken
by private enterprise, even if it makes a profit;
all the better if it does. It is clearly spelt out
that this legislation is only a mantle to protect
private enterprise. I suppose the Opposition can
reiterate the same arguments.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister is most perceptive,
but I do not intend to repeat the same arguments
at great length. In his concluding comments
he implied that the Labor Party has some preoc-
cupation with objecting to private companies mak-
ing profits. He seems to have overlooked the
point put to the Chamber earlier in the debate.
We do not object to private companies making
profits. In fact, it is rather essential for Private
companies to make profits because then they
make a contribution by way of tax. Maybe we
could take issue about the way in which some of
the profits are distributed, particularly if we
look beyond the shores of Western Australia and
Australia.

There is not much doubt that we on this side
of the Chamber are rather more nationalistic
and parochial than members on the other side in
the sense that we are very much more pro-Aus-
tralia and pro-Western Australia. However, when
it comes to the question of private capital, we are
prepared to see that the agencies of government

are used to assist private capital. In respect of
this particular clauase, it is absolutely unnecessary
to be so restricting and so limiting. Quite con-
ceivably there could be occasions when it is
necessary for Government instrumentalities to be
involved in the first instance.

Shdtng suspended from 3.45 to 4.03 p.m.
Mr BRYCE: Prior to the suspension of the

sitting I was about to embark upon a brief lesson
directed at the member for Gascoyne. The ques-
tion which now is before the Chair is a fairly
broadly based philosophical one, but he seems
to have failed to benefit from the lesson that was
so freely offered to him earlier in the debate
by the member for Welshpool.

We on this side find it hard to imagine how
and why the member for Gascoyne could be so
vocal in his criticism of our reservations about
tfiis measure because of the very nature of the
constituency he represents. Quite clearly, the
member for Gascoyne represents the most soci-
alised subreg ion of Western Australia's economy,
where the actual proportion of social capital to
private capital probably would be accentuated in
favour of social capital more than anywhere else
in Western Australia, with the possible exception
of the Kimberley.

Mr Laurance: I could argue with you on that
point. First of all, let us make it quite clear
this has no relationship with overseas trading.

Mr BRYCE: That is the basis of exactly where
I am heading, Mr Chairman, just to demonstrate
to the member for Gascoyne how wrong he is.
He finds it fairly unpalatable.

Mr Laurance: No he doesn't. Your first com-
ment was, "We live in a mixed economy." I
agree; now, let us talk about the Bill.

Mr BRYCE: Socialism is an important facet
of that mixed economy. However, the member
for Gascoyne, the member for Pilbara, and
others do not like to accept oracknowledge it is
socialism. They do not call it socialism; they
call it "services". They do not readily ackn ow-
ledge they depend so much upon socialism to
exist.

The member for Welshpool touched on some of
these facets, and I want to draw an analogy so
that the member for Gascoyne understands per-
fectly. The Gascoyne is serviced by a shipping ser-
vice which is owned by the people; that is social
capital.

Mr Lauransce: Tell us that again. You are about
20 years behind the times. You have given us
some pre-Keynesian theory; now, give us some
post-Keynesian theory.
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Mr BRYCE: I am sorry; it is based on that.
Should I say its development in fact probably
would have been seriously impeded without a
socialised shipping service. If somebody had seen
the "opportunity" to make a quid out of going
up the coast in that way, presumably there would
be a private shipping service operating.

There is a sociatised harbour facility. The
member for Gascoyne rejected the proposition
earlier in the debate by way of interjection: he
preferred to call it a service. However, it is social
capital; it belongs to the people. Presumably, if
someone thought there was a quid to be made
out of providing harbour facilities in Carnarvon,
they would have been provided by private enter-
prise: however, of course, they were not. So, there
is another basic and very important underpinning
of that regional economy which depends on
socialism.

Hospital and medical services also are sup-
ported by social capital. We do have private hos-
pitals in Western Australia. Presumably if some-
body felt he could make a quid out of hospital
and medical services in Carnarvon, these services
would all be provided by private enterprise.

Mr Laurance: You have gone to extraordinary
lengths to make a very obscure point.

Mr BRYCE: It is not an obscure point at all.

Mr Laurance: It is.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr BRYCE: My argument is heading in a very
clear and purposeful direction.

Mr Williams: Come on!

Mr BRYCE: The member for Clontarf may
feel he is a little out of his depth because his back-
ground and Lunderstanding will not permit him to
join the debate.

Mr Williams: I was studying economics when
you were just a twinkle in your father's eye, and I
am still that far in front of you it is not funny.

Mr BRYCE: The honourable members econ-
omic training was so long ago it simply indicates
how inappropriate any contribution he may make
to the debate would be, some 35 years ago.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! t assume the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is developing this
example in order to bring it shortly into inter-
relationship with overseas development pro-
grammes.

Mr BRYCE: Most assuredly, Mr Chairman,
and I will do so in very quick fashion, with your
.assitance and protection from the Chair.

The education services of the area are another
fine example. Presumably, if somebody thought he
could make a quid out of educating the people of
the Gascoyne, it w ould not be necessary to spend
all this social capital.

The final point of this analogy is the power
supply in a town like Curnarvon. Admittedly, this
is a different form of socialism in that it is comn-
munity based: I understand it is still run by the
local authority. However, it is not provided by
private individuals, trying to make a quid out of
power supplies.

Mr Sodeman: Who pays the rates?

Mr BRYCE: That is the very point I am trying
to make; it is not run for the purpose of private
profit.

Mr Sodeman: Many of the ratepayers have
interrelationships with business interests.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Welshpool
already has adequately explained the concept as
far as water supplies are concerned.

With that simple illustration of how a sub-
region of this State could not possibly survive
without massive social involvement and capital,
how can the member for Gascoyne now turn
arouind and argue in all seriousness in support of
the Minister who said earlier in this debate that
if there were a need to establish a cool storage
facility in the Middle East to receive agricul-
tural products from this State-might I be a little
more specific and say, the tomatoes, beans, ban-
anas, capsicums and other products which thrive
in Carnarvon and the Cascoyne-the State should
not use its power, authority and resources to
establish such a facility in the Middle East to
receive those commodities?

Mr Laurance: It would be a service to the in-
dustry and it can do it already tinder this legisla-
tion. However, it is not going to trade instead of
private enterprise.

Mr BRYCE: That is the very point [ wanted to
make.

Mr Laulrance: That is the big difference. Private
enterprise went to the area first and took the
people there. Those people required services and
those services were provided by the Government
and by private enterprise.

Mr BRYCE: And how long would private capi-
tal have remained in that area without such heavy
social subsidisation?

Mr Laurance: Private individuals were there for
many years before Government services were pro-
vided.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! I urge the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to address his remarks
to the Chair.

Mr BRYCE: Mr Chairman, I will conclude my
contribution to this clause. I knew that if I
brought this point back home close enough to the
member for Gascoyne and some of his colleagues
on the Government back benches they would ap-
preciate there could very well be situations and
circumstances in the future which would require
the involvement of Government authorities beyond
our shores-because that is the whole emphasis of
this Bill: Overseas projects--to set the lead and
provide the initiatives so that in the case of the
example of the cool storage facility to which I
have already referred, such a facility could be
established and operated by a public authority
from Western Australia to receive the products of
those private individuals who thrive on the land
in the Gascoyne and other agricultural regions of
the State.

Mr JAMIESN: I am not too sure whether this
amendment is not at variance with the previous
amendment. I am quite happy with it because I
think there may be some advantage in having it
the way it is. If by the wording of the Bill it will
involve a little social capital, the Bill will be that
much better off. However, I am not sure whether
that is the intention of the Minister. The matter
of whether the State shall indulge in buying or
selling goods already has been decided in clause
7, so there is no argument on that point. Clause
7 clearly takes no action in that respect.

However, there are other ways of buying. An
agency could establish facilities, and that sort of
thing. I am not sure whether the Minister's pro-
posal will not contravene what is intended in
clause 6. If it does not contravene it there-, I am
sure that in the next clause it certainly does. We
are not sure where we are going with this sloppy
approach to things. I am not sure whether I like
it, although I am sure I will like it from a future
Labor Government's point of view. I hope it is
as I think it is. It seems to me to be rather strange
that the Government should adopt one attitude i n
clause 6, another attitude in clause 9, and
another attitude again in clause 10.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause t0: Powers of Authority-

Mr JIAMIESON: I refer members to the word-
ing of clause 10 (1) (d). The stupid part of this
is that in one of the Middle East countries we
could rrovide finance for the establishment of a
base or depot for our products and be financing a
socialist enterprise while providing a service for

our own country. Where do we go? We have to
have a global attitude to this sort of thing. I do
not think this is a reasonable proposition in legis-
lation. I am sure the Minister does not have the
intention of doing that sort of thing, but those
provisions will remain if he does nothing about
them.

He has not proposed to do anything about this.
Any person operating under the provisions of this
Bill in the future could deal completely with a
Government organisation overseas, and it would
not matter what sort of Government it was. The
dealing could be between Government and Gov-
ernment, or between Government department and
Government department.

For instance, if the Egg Marketing Board wanted
to build holding facilities in the Middle East, it
could enter into an arrangement with a Govern-
ment, a Government department, a Government
instrumentality, or any other body. In certain cir-
cumstances, that could be approved for the benefit
of the people in this State.

I would like that situation to continue, but I
am not sure that is how the Minister requires it.
That is certainly how the matter stands, and I hope
it remains that way.

Mr MENSAROS: One would expect a younger
member to make such comments in relation to a
Bill, as happened with the Mining Bill. I am not
saying that applies in this case. Possibly the
member for Welshpool is right, and an authority
would be able to enter into negotiations in relation
to financing an undertaking by an overseas Gov-
ernment. I ask the member for Welshpool, from a
practical and pragmatic point of view: what Gov-
ernment would do that sort of thing?

Mr Jamieson- Any Government I was con-
cerned with would do that.

Mr MENSAROS: Which Treasurer, responsible
to the Parliament, would finance the enterprise of
an overseas Government? I think this proposition
is somewhat impractical.

Mr Jamieson: If it was to our advantage, natur-
ally you would.

Mr MENSAROS: But there is private enterprise.
That is the purpose of the Bill.

Mr Jamieson: The private enterprise might not
be there.

Mr MENSAROS: f cannot see any contradic-
tion here. These are necessary provisions because it
is the purpose of the Bill to make contracts and to
enter into arrangements with whatever instrumen-
talities and authorities are necessary for private
enterprise to operate.

Clause put and passed.
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Clauses 11 and 12 put and passed.
Clause 13: Membership of the Board-

Mr MENSAROS: There is a series of amend-
ments relating to clause 13. 1 shall deal with them
together so we do not waste a lot of time. Accord-
ing to the printed Bill, the board consists of three
Government officers only. The board should be
augmented by a person from private enterprise.
It was not the original intention to leave out
private enterprise; but the whole structure of the
Dill is such that the board is responsible for vetting
these projects. We should not forget that the Bill
deals with overseas projects; it does not deal
with business as such.

The original intention was that the board
members, who are high-ranking public servants
and who are responsible men in the fields of
agriculture, industrial development, and the
Treasury, should advise the Minister and the
Treasurer of the day whether a project is- worth
while. Some risk is being taken on behalf of the
taxpayer, and they would give their advice before
the agreement was signed on behalf of the cor-
poration.

In other provisions of the Bill there is oppor-
tunity for an adviser to be called in in relation to
a particular project. That adviser would be drawn
from a field more closely connected with the par-
ticular project under consideration, It is not a
good principle to have a large board drawn from
various fields because there may be a project
which requires an expert from yet another field.

The purpose of the small board is to decide
whether a project is viable and that it is worth
while. The hoard has recommended to guarantee
the finances required for the project.

We agreed to bring in someone from the private
sector, so that the board would be increased from
three to four. The amendments in connection with
this clause serve that particular purpose. I move an
amendment-

Page 8, line 10-Delete the word "three"
and substitute the word "four".

Mr BRYCE: We have no objections to these
amendments.

Amendment put and passed.
The clause was further amended, on motions by

Mr Mensaros, as follows-
Page 8, line IS-Delete the word "and".
Page 8, line 22-Delete the passage "State,"

and substitute the following passage-
State; and

(d) one shall be a person appointed by the
Governor and who is at the time of his
appointment engaged in private industry,.

Page 8, line 25-Insert after subciause (1)
the following new subelauses to stand as sub-
clauses (2) and (3)-

(2) A person appointed to be a Director
pursuant to paragraph (d) of subsection (1)
shall, subject to this Act, bold office as such
for such period not exceeding three years
as is specified in the instrument of his ap-
pointment but he is, unless otherwise disquali-
fied, eligible for reappointment.

(3) If a person appointed to be a Director
pursuant
01)-

to paragraph (d) of subsection

(a) dies;
(b) resigns his office by writing under

his hand addressed to the Minister;
(c) is an incapable person within the

meaning of section 5 of the Mental
Health Act, 1962;

(d) is an undischarged bankrupt or has
his affairs under liquidation by
arrangement with his creditors;

(e) is convicted of an indictable offence;
or

(f) is absent without leave from the
Board from six consecutive meetings
of the Board,

his office shall become vacant.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 14: Proceedings of the Board-

Mr NIENSAROS: I move an amendment-
Page 9, line 6-Delete the word "two" and

substitute the word "three".

Mr BRYCE: These are consequential to the
previous amendments, and we support them.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 1S to 17 put and passed.
Clause 18: Committees of advisers-

Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-
Page tO, lines 20 to 26 inclusive-Delete

subelause (1) and substitute the following-

In respect of an overseas development
project or a proposed overseas develop-
ment project, the Board shall appoint a
committee of whom at least two or more
persons are, at the time of their appoint-
ment, engaged in private industry, to
advise the Board of the Authority on
such matters relating to its functions as
are referred by the Board or the
Authority to the committee.
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This is in lint with what I explained only a
minute ago. There is provision for the advisory
body to include those people who are experts in
the field of the project being considered.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 19 to 40 put and passed.
Title-

Mr BRYCE: Now that the Bill has been through
all of its Committee consideration, I would like
to make an observation which is a reflection upon
the way the information is conveyed to the
people of this State about issues like this. It is
a great pity that there was no opportunity for
the media to carry a newsworthy item to the
people of Western Australia indicating that this
was significant legislation upon which the Govern-
ment and the Opposition -agreed.

The reason I am making this comment-and
I would like it on record-is that a short while
ago, when I had some visitors to this House, one
of my visitors said to me, "Why is it that there
is so much conflict in Parliament?"

Mr Sibson: Because of the Opposition.

Mr BRYCE: If the member for Bunbury will
listen, he will understand the point I am waking.
The question was, "Why is it that there is so
much conflict? Why is there so much reporting
of brawls in Parliament?"

This legislation has been worth scarcely a line
or a mention in the media. This is a Bill which
is of considerable importance to Western Austra-
lia. We said that we supported the legislation.
It is one of the great tragedies of our times that
it is not worth inctuding in the news that the
Government and the Opposition agree on some-
thing which is very important.

It is very good news when Minister and former
Minister tear at each other, and make criticisms
of each other in this Chamber. It is very good
news when members of Parliament become upset,
their temperatures rise, and their tempers become
brittle.

The observation made to me by that person
indicates the impression which appears to be held
by so many of my constituents and so many
constituents of ocher members, and that is that
Parliament is just one great big conflict. My
visitors could scarcely believe me when I sug-
gested to them that of each 130 Bills introduced
into this place there is probably a broadly-based
consensus in respect of 90 or 100 of them.

Mr Jamieson: Probably more than that.

Mr BRYCE: It is probably more. Only a very
small number of Bills going through this place
produce heated differences of opinion. Principally
because of the reporting, people outside this Cham-
ber have the distinct impressions that it is not
possible for the elected representatives of this State
to agree upon matters of importance to the State.

Mr Shalders: It is a conflict of interests.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, with amendments, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Men-
saros (Minister for Industrial Development), and
transmitted to the Council.

EDUCATION- PERTH TECHNICAL
COLLEGE

Petition: Speaker's Ruling
THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I wish to

draw attention to a petition which was presented
today by the member for Perth. The petition
does not conform with the Standing Orders of
the House and therefore must be rejected.

The petition conflicts with Standing Order No.
86 which reads-

86. Every Petition shall-

(t) contain a prayer at the end thereof.
The petition does not contain a prayer, and there-
fore will not be accepted.

Inotice that this seems to raise some mirth
from some members, but the fact is that we
operate under Standing Orders which, from time
to time, are amended by the House. 1, as your
Speaker, have an obligation to ensure that the
Standing Orders are complied with. I ask that in
future before members say that they declare a
petition conforms with the Standing Orders, they
ensure that it does. Any member who has pre-
sented a petition in the House or who has been
here for a while would know that this petition does
not conform with Standing Orders.

Point of Order
Mr TONKIN: On a point of order, I have had

some contact with devout followers of Islam and I
would like to know whether an Islamic prayer
would be acceptable.

The SPEAKER: I am sure the member for
Morley would know the type of prayer which
would be acceptable. If there is any doubt, t will
make a ruling at the time such a prayer is in-
cluded.
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Mr Skidmnore: What about an agnostic like me?
I would have some trouble.

CONTROL OF VEHICLES (OFF-ROAD
AREAS) BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council with amend-
ments.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

NUCLEAR ACTIVITIES REGULATION BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 9th November.

MR TONKIN (Morley) 15.13 p.m.]: 1 would
like to reiterate a comment I made a week ago
when speaking on this matter, which our masters
of the Press chose to ignore. 1 think it is a great
shame they ignored it because it is basic and
crucial to this whole question.

I believe the Government is treating the En-
vironmental Protection Authority with contempt.
It has ignored it. I gave an example in respect
of the bauxite issue of how the Environmental
Protection Authority and its technical committee
produced a paper which was really condemnatory
of the Government, and how the EPA and its
technical committee have been ignored.

Mr Mensaros: How?

Mr TONKIN: Furthermore, the Minister did
no: mention the Environmental Protection
Authority in his second reading speech. The
fact that the EPA has not been brought into a
matter in respect of which it is believed the en-
vironmental problems are greater than any other
problems racing mankind, is an indication that
the Government does not intend to take the EPA
seriously.

I believe that the illusion of protection is
more dangerous than having no protection at all.
It Itills people into a false sense of security. They
believe that the EPA is functioning, and there-
fore the environmeni is being protected and that
ihey ire being protected. In fact, the EPA is
being ignored. It might as well not exist.

We believed of this Government that that sort
of thing Would happen. We remember the his-
tory of this Government in respect of environ-
mental protection. This Government introduced
the Physical Environment Protection Act, which
was worthless. We disposed of that Act when
We came into Government. We produced a
workable instrument which, however, is imperfect

like all of the works of man. However, it was
a basis on which to start. We believed that a
development-mad Premier leading a development-
mad Government would ride roughshod over the
EPA. That is what has happened.

Mr Williams: That is a lot of rot.

Mr TONKIN: This is what has happened in
relation to the gravest problem facing mankind.

Mr Mensaros: Yesterday you accused us of
not being involved.

Mr TONKIN: We believe much more time
is needed to examine this question. The Environ-
mental Protection Authority should be asked for
its atititude. It is necessary to consider the whole
problem of waste management which, in spite of
the speech by the member for Mt. Marshall, is
not solved. That problem is nowhere near solu-
tion. We believe that this subject should be
given more time, because it is not possible to
reverse the process.

Once a decision has been made, there will be
no undoing of it. It is not like a petroll fire; if
one stands by for a while, it will go out. The
nuclear process is irreversible, and the time
involved is great. There is no way in which the
wastes can be transmuted by physical or chemical
means. They have to be transmuted with the
effluxion of enormous periods of time. We can-
not say with any confidence that our society can
deal with this problem. This is a political prob-
lem, not a technical one.

Technicians can tell one, for example, that
plutonium 239 has a half life of 24400 years, and
that that time cannot be reduced. Therefore, this is
not a technical problem. Plutonium 239 is one
substance which will have to be guarded, to
prevent it coming into contact with human
beings for 100 000 years or more.

We cannot guarantee that our society will exist
for another 100 years, let alone 1 000 years, let
alone 10000 years, let alone 100 000 years. This
then becomes a social and political problem.

Mr McPharlin: They are using plutonium as
fuel-burning it.

Mr TONKIN: In the waste products, the
amount of plutonium 239 is very small. The
Means used to separate the plutonium from all
the other waste products is likely to be expensive
and is likely to be fraught with danger. in fact.
there is no commercial reprocessing of plutonium
at the present time. There is military reprocess-
ing presently, but not commercial reprocessing.

The scientists are saying, "Have faith, because
we will solve that problem." How can we have
faith? Only if we believe in the inevitability of
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progress? Technicians could say, "Have faith,
because we will cure cancer as a disease." No-one
here could really say that we are sure that a cure
for cancer will be found within the next 1O years.
There has been a tremendous amount of research
into cancer since the 1940s, and we are no closer
to solving the problem than we were 30 years
ago. We cannot be confident that a solution wilt
be found. The technicians do not have that
confidence.

The technicians say, "We are still working on
it. We are groping. We should have more time
until we can solve these problems."

Amendinenr to Alotion

For that reason, I move an amendment-
That the word "now" be deleted with a

view to inserting other words.
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the Op-

position) (5.20 p.m.]: I have a great deal of
pleasure in supporting the amendment moved by
the member for Morley. I feel very strongly
that we should not proceed to read this Bill now.
We should proceed with this Bill at a subsequent
time, for very good reasons.

I do not believe there are regulations of any
sort which have been devised in any country
which are sufficient to prevent the proliferation
of nuclear weapons, no matter how well inten-
tioned the regulations are. I do not believe that
there are any regulations which are good enough
to provide for an adequately safe method of dis-
posing of nuclear waste products. Members of
this House should not vote that the Bill be read
a second time on the assumption that it is pos-
sible in this Legislature to devise these regula-
tions. In my opinion, if we did that, we would
be kidding ourselves as legislators, and we would
by trying to fool the people of Western Australia.
It simply is not possible to devise regulations
which are capable of doing what this particular
Bill seeks to do.

I would like to confine my remarks to two basic,
substantive reasons for supporting this amend-
ment. The first relates to the question of the
proliferation of weapons: the second relates to
the near impossibility of providing a safe system
of disposal of nuclear waste products.

Last year I spent a considerable time overseas,
as did the member for Mt. Marshall. I spoke to
different experts ranging from the head of the
United States Government's Energy Department
in Washington to people who control systems of
waste disposal in nuclear power stations in the
United States and in Europe. I have some obser-
vations to put to the Hotuse in respect of this

issue. Those observations are somewhat different
from those presented by the member for Mt.
Marshall.

I would like to say at this stage I am happy to
condemn in equally fierce terms communist Gov-
ernments, socialist Governments, and capitalist or
conservative Governments anywhere in the world
which have emibarked upon the nuclear fuel cycle.
It is not a question of ideology that is involved
in this sort of debate, [ am happy to say. It
is a question of conflict between idealism and
pragmatism. There are pragmatists and idealists
in all of those countries-

Mr Mensaros: Those have been embarked on
by the Government. Those who oppose it are the
opposition.

Mr BRYCE: Quite to the contrary. In Scan-
dinavia, the Government of Sweden -was defeated
because there was a sufficiently strong feeling
against this subject.

Mr Jamieson: In Sweden they cannot even
develop their own because they won't allow them
to. They want to import it.

Mr BRYCE: Most members of this House
would know I am not a Catholic. Therefore, I
do not have a fundamental reason for being com-
mitted to the teachings of somebody as important
as Pope John. However, I would like to suggest
to the members of the House that for a non-
Catholic member to draw their attention to a
famous Papal encyclical indicates that the quote
is important. About 17 years ago, that great,
liberal, reformist Pope said these words in his
encyclical entitled "Peace on Earth"-

Justice, reason, humanity, demand an
urgent halt to the arms race, the banning of
nuclear arms and a general agreement on
progressive disarmament.

One of the things that disturbs me most about
somebody as prominent as Pope John saying some-
thing like that is that 17 years later the United
States and the Soviet Union have deployed 50 000
nuclear weapons around the world-enough to kill
the whole population 12 times over. That is the
equivalent of approximately four tons of high ex-
plosive for every living human soul on earth.

I am opposed to the proposition that because
in Western Australia we happen to have a uranium
deposit we should contribute to that madness. I
personally find the existence and the spread of
nuclear weapons ant affront to the civilisation of
which I am a very, very small part.

The reasons for the spread of nuclear weapons
are fairly simple. There seems to he a mad
competition between the superpowers, and yet
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people lose sight of the long-term consequences
of political lunatics like Idi Amin and other people
of his ilk having control of nuclear weapons.
When there may be a "quid" in selling our
uranium, most of us forget the long-term conse-
quences of the proliferation of nuclear weapons
around the world.

A whole range of vested interests is involved.
Those interests are not just financial, but certainly
the financial vested interest is one of them. There
are various people involved in military interests
whose careers are related to the development of
nuclear weapons. They have a real vested interest.
Those people are part and parcel of the develop-
ment of nuclear technology in various armed
services. They are the men who say that this
spread of weapons should continue, to say the
least.

The industrialists in the United States of
America and in Europe have spent hundreds of
millions of dollars on developing the technology.
Such people have direct and obvious financial
vested interests. They want to recoup some of
the money that has been outlaid in research.
There is no doubt in my mind that France and
Britain are two countries which fall into the
category of having such vested interests. They
have spent hundreds of millions of dollars on
developing nuclear weapons and nuclear tech-
nology- Now they see this as an appropriate
time to convince other countries of the World
that they ought to have nuclear reactors, and
that they ought to buy various other forms of
nuclear technology.

Mr Blaikie: If you want to talk of them, they
also developed an aeroplane known as the Con-
corde. Do you hold that view on the Concorde
as well?

Mr BRYCE: No. I think the Concorde is
most exciting. I am sorry I did not have the
opportunity to fly in it.

Mr Blaikic: I would like to have a look at
your speech in five years' time. I will guarantee
you will have changed your comments on that,
too.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest the difference in terms
of the threat to the security of mankind is the
difference between the Concorde aircraft and the
proliferation of nuclear weapons around the globe.
Those weapons could be placed in the hands of
a whole variety of unstable political leaders.
There is no comparison. The contrast is plain.
I would be very happy to have my speech read
back to me in five years' time in that respect.

The people who seek to supply uranium from
Western Australia are interested only in making
money. I have said earlier today and in other
debates that I have absolutely no objection to
people making money; but I certainly do have
objection to firms being encouraged by a Parlia-
muent of which 1 am a member to make money
out of such a dangerous natural resource as
uranium. That is in the light of the present
situation in terms of our ability to control the
proliferation of weapons, and our inability to pro-
vide adequate systems for the storage and disposal
of waste.

Mr Sibson interjected.

Mr BRYCE: I am pleased the member for
Bunbury made that sort of interjection. If his
interjections are to be matched with my comments
I would be happy to have them on record. If
the member cannot understand the points I am
making I would be happy to take him to one
side and give him a reading list and suggest a
few places in the world he should visit.

There are a number of nuclear scientists who
have a very egocentric professional interest in
seeing nuclear technology spread throughout the
world. This is where I differ so much from the
member for Mt. Marshall who seems to suggest
that because scientists are learned men with strings
of letters after their names they are socially
responsible. What relationship is there between
social responsibility and academic distinction? I
would say very little indeed. The history books
are full of instances where that is so true.

The whole question of proliferation means not
only a tremendous increase in the number of
nuclear weapons of those countries which have
the technology, but it relates also to the increase
in the number of countries which actually have
the weapons.

.We are all thoroughly aware of the Nuclear
Non-proliferation Treaty drawn up initially by
idealists with a view to controlling the rate at
which nuclear weapons were spread around the
world. Yet that treaty itself is so full of weak-
nesses that it could scarcely be the basis for us
to feel secure about any form of control.

Let us consider the fundamental weaknesses in
that treaty. If any country signs that treaty
and then secretly makes a decision on a domestic
basis to develop its own nuclear capacity it need
only go back to that international organisation
which it has joined and give three months' notice
that it will terminate its membership. They can
say. "We are sorry, but we have changed our
minds. We intend purchasing nuclear weapons
for our Armed Services."
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The member for Mt. Marshall made reference
to India and this is a classic example. India
detonated a nuclear bomb in 1973.

Mr McPharlin: A nuclear explosion.

Mr BRYCE: 1t was a plutonium bomb. This
was made possible by virtue of the fact that
Canada had supplied uranium and technology
for India to generate its own nuclear capacity.
India detonated that device 70 miles from the
border of Pakistan. it said the explosion was for
peaceful purposes only.

That is tantamount to Adolph Hitler, when he
was developing the world's biggest Air Force in
1935, saying "I am getting an Air Force together
but only for tourist purposes." Since 1973 there
has been a tremendous pressure inside Pakistan
itself to develop its own nuclear capacity.

We need only multiply that example by the
number of flashpoints and danger spots through-
out the world to glean some indication of the
number of potentially troublesome and dangerous
areas where nuclear weapons could very readily
fall into the hands of people we must consider
to be unstable political leaders.

Another matter which should be considered is
the inadequacy anywhere in the world of a dis-
posal system for nuclear waste products. This
is one of the real reasons for the slowing down
of the nuclear generating programme in other
parts of the world. I differ most assuredly from
the member for Mt. Marshall. It is my distinct
impression, based on discussions I had last year
in Austria, France, Britain, and the United
States with energy department officers, that quite
to the contrary it is not a fact that the demand
is spreading at this time for nuclear generating
capacities in terms of pnwer slations--it is con-
tracting.

I drew to the attention of the member for Mt,
Marshall a magazine which is not one I read very
often. It is an authoritative one just the same and
it is the General Electric Inivestors magazine. This
is probably one of the biggest multi-national
organisations involved in nuclear technology. In
the editorial of the September, 1976, edition the
following is stated-

"Here at the mid point in the United
States bicentennial year the future for nuclear
power was never more clouided and uncertain.
As a nation, we find ourselves boxed in by
disputes we seem unable to resolve and by
conflicting priorities we cannot reconcile.
Over half the nuclear power plants which
were on order in the spring of 1974 have
been deferred or cancelled."

That was precisely the impression I gained. Many
members will have seen that the American State
of New York only recently has made that same
decision. The people of Austria made this'
decision for their Government just a few weeks
ago.

Mr Clarko: By how much?

Mr BRYCE: It was a small majority of about
30000.

Mr Clarko: Almost nil.

Mr BRYCE: It proves Austria's population is
completely divided.

Mr Clarko: Exactly. What about your British
Labour colleagues?

Mr BRYCE- Mr Speaker, you will forgive me
if I become a little impatient with the member
for Karrinyap. At the outset of my speech I said
I condemned all Labor, socialist, communist.
conservative, and Liberal governments right
around the world where they have made this sort
of decision. I am personally opposed to this on
the basis of an idealistic commitment that human-
ity could and should survive on this earth. 1
doubt it will with the spread of this nuclear
technology.

Mr Clarko: Would you deny-

Mr BRYCE: The member for Karrinyup finds
it very difficult to' imagine-because of his tit
for tat mentality-I could stand in this place and
condemn anyone else's lack of idealism on this
subject.

Mr Clarko: Why condemn your fellow social-
ists?

Mr BRYCE: The member is a poor example
of the leaching profession in Western Australia
and he just cannot begin to grasp the idea that
there are some subjects which demand a degree
of political non-partisanship as far as the future
of humanity is concerned. I believe this is one
such issue. The member for Karrinyup just can-
not understand that one could stand in this place
and dissociate himself from people who have
made the wrong decision, whether or not they be
one's colleagues by virtue of association with
similar political parties. Any of those Govern-
ments which may be inclined to support the de-
velopment of nuclear technology and to make it
available to every tinpot nation throughouit the
world is leading us, most assuredly, cowards the
path of destruction.

Mr Sibson: Name the tinpot countries.

Mr BRYCE: I will do so for the benefit of the
hard of hearing member for Bunbury. I have
already mentioned Uganda and if the member
likes to pick up a map of South America 1 could
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pick out other tiny despotic nations which in my
opinion should never have control of nuclear
weapons. Never in my wildest imagination could
I accept this.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--Premier)
[5.40 p~m.J: In view of the fact that there is a
very vital matter of policy involved in this issue
I feel it is appropriate I state a few words rele-
vant to the proposal of the Opposition. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has made it
very clear that the Labor Party is going to do
all it can to prevent the development of the
Veelirrie uranium deposit and the development
of any uranium mining in Western Australia.

Mr Bryce: Here comes the development-mad
prophet; irrespective of the consequences.

Mr Sodemnan: It is just one feature of govern-
ment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not confused,
amused, or in any way deceived to find that
suddenly the Deputy Leader of *the Opposition
disowns communist, socialist and any other
Governments at all because they might be pro-
ceeding along the path of developing nuclear
energy.

The cold, hard facts are that countries behind
the Iron Curtain, without let or hindrance, are
proceeding with all forms of nuclear development,
be it for military or non-military purposes. There
are people in our midst in Australia, together
with similar-minded people in other countries,
who would do all they can to prevent the free
world having access to this form of energy.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition follows
a line that is being built up by the opponents of
nuclear energy development and I am referring
to nuclear energy in its proper development for
peaceful purposes. These people are trying to
develop the theory that nuclear energy is on the
way out, losing its impetus, and that people are
abandoning it. I tell the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, in the strongest possible terms, that
if he went to Europe in particular-

Mr Bryce; I was there last year.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -and talked to the
people who have the responsibility for ensuring
energy at both the employer and senior employee
level, he would find they are committed in a
very deep and sincere way to the quickest possible
development of nuclear energy and thus ensuring
they have adequate sources of supply.

I was very anxious to discuss this matter in
Britain, America, and Europe. It was in Europe
where the matter is understood best and the
policies are clearest. This is particularly so in

France and Germany. The people there accept
the fact that if they have no energy they have
no jobs. They accept also the fact that to rely
on petroleum and coal would mean they would
have to rely on fuel from other countries and
that is a risk that 268 million people in the
European community cannot accept. They sit
there with the Tron Curtain countries right around
them, countries that are allowed to develop
nuclear energy so as to conserve their fossil fuels.
They sit there while they see Africa coming under
the domination of the USSR.

What does this mean when we are thinking in
terms of petroleum energy which is so heavily
concentrated in North Africa? As great as the
deposits in the North Sea are, they have only a
15-year life and some of that has already gone.
When the European communities get to t990,
which is tomorrow in terms of industrial history
in Europe, they will be depending on some alter-
native source of fuel if they have any sense.

If a country has an alternative energy source
it is Monty to a gooseberry it will have access
to other forms of fuel. Unless Europe particu-
larly is in a position of having an alternative
source of energy which is fully operative by 1990
it will be in a very precarious position which will
be serious not only for itself but also for us.

What is the position? France is publicly com-
mitted to a current programme of adding 5 000
megawatts of additional nuclear energy a year
for each of the next eight years. That is a com-
mitment of 40 000 megawatts, and the necessary
plant will be built between now and the next
eight years.

In Germany there is a similar sort of pro-
gramme. Of course, there are protesters--people
who want to deny those countries access to alter-
native sources of energy whilst the communist
countries are free of any restrictions on the ac-
cess to alternative sources of energy.

The fact is that both the unions and the em-
ployers state there is an acknowledgment that
if there is no energy there will be no jobs. So
it happens that 1985 becomes a crucial date for
us and for them.

Mr Jamieson: I do not believe that.

Mr Bryce: It will not be crucial for Lis.

Mr Jamieson: You keep quoting, ad trauseant.
without any basis for your arguments.

Sir CHARLES COURT- I am giving the House
the benefit of the information and the back-
ground of why this is an indisputable fact.

Mr Jamieson: That is nonsense,
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Sir CHARLES COURT: The year 1985 is cru-
cial.

Mr Jamieson: It is not.

Sir CHARLES COURT: At that point the west-
ern world, and particularly the common market
countries of the European community, will have
to know without any hesitation or doubt at all
where they will get their alternative source of
energy from 1990 onwards. Those countries can-
not afford to wait until 1990 because it wilt then
be too late to take alternative action. Com-
munist dominance in North Africa will threaten
their supplies from that area. So, it is in this
situation that there is a degree of urgency to get
the pilot plant working in Kalgoorlie.

We have seen all the crocodile tears of the
Opposition, and about trying to get some employ-
ment and work in the mining areas. It is im-
portant to us, as well as to the free world, that
we get the pilot plant started early in the new
year-hopefully in January. The pilot plant work
can be undertaken over the next two to two-and-
a-hair years, and then we can get around to de-
veloping Yeelirrie so as to be able to export in
mid-1984.

Mr Bryce: To make a quid.

Sir CHARLES COURT: To fit into the pattern,
so logically and so importantly. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition cannot get away from
his phrase, "to make a quid". It seems to be a
crime. Is it a crime to grow wheat or to catch
aish or even for getting paid for being in this
place?

Mrr Bryce: You were not here earlier. This is
very important, but it is not the whole reason
for living.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government has
a policy which it has announced very clearly, a
policy which it intends to pursue. It is important
that the Opposition declare itself. The Deputy
Leader of 'the Opposition has left us in no doubt
that if he and his party can do anything at all
to frustrate the development of uranium, they will
do it. The motion which has been moved is
intended not just to allow this matter to be the
subject of further discussion, but to kill it. We
have been here long enough to know the formali-
t ies.

Mr Jamieson: It is not, and you know it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The development of
Yeelirrie will be very much dependent on this
legislation; that is why I have put it to the House
first,

Mr Jamieson: Not necessarily.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No company in its
right mind would go on with the Yeelirrie de.
velopment unless it knew this Parliament had
placed on the Statute book legislation such as
that now before us. People are not that silly.
There will be an investment of something like
$14 million to $20 million in the pilot plant and
that investment will approach $400 million to get
the main Yeelirrie project off the ground.

Mr Jamieson: You are not talking on this Bill.
Sir CHARLES COURr: The Deputy Leader

of the Opposition made great play of nuclear
weapons. He was twanging on a lot of heart
strings again. We are not talking about nuclear
weapons. This is all about development in con-
sultation and close co-operation with the Com-
monwealth Government on a basis where there
will be a proper safeguard agreement to ensure
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

Mr Bryce: Come clean: you are smarter thank
that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition wants to rubbish development,
let him.

The cold hard facts are that we have a better
chance of having uranium put to peaceful purposes
if we join with other nations than if we leave it
in the ground and hope against hope that it will
not be used for nuclear weapons.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred
to some of the lunatic types of administrations,
and he referred particularly to Uganda. Even if
we left Australia's uranium in the ground and
locked it up forever, a man of the type described
who had made up his mind would by some device
or other recourse get his hands on it from other
sources. If a man of that type wanted to get his
hands on weapons or explosives as diabolical as
uranium could be if used for war purposes, and
he was to make up his mind to do so, he would
by some device get his hands on uranium regard-
less of the fact that our uranium was locked up.
I certainly hope that because of the vigilance of
the two major world powers that will not happen.
It will not be prevented by our locking up our
uranium, but only by the knowledge of the very
sensitive and diabolical nature of the weapons
possessed by those two countries and their desire
to prevent others using such weapons. It is plain
madness to'bury our heads in the sand by deciding
to lock up the uranium at Yeelirrie.

Mr Bryce: Have you forgotten how effective the
Arabs were when they decided to temporarily lock
up oil reserves? If we were to come to the
conclusion that that was all that was necessary,
it could be done.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: The comments of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition have no rele-
vance to the decision of the OPEC countries and
what he wants us to do now.

Mr Bryce: You want to be in on a fast buck.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to see. Australia
playing its rightful role. If we are so stupid and
so short sighted that we cannot see what is going
on in the world, and if we want to lock up our
uranium forever, we will be the laughing stock
of the world. We could reach the situation where
the world was so desperate for energy people
could be forced into doing something drastic to
get their hands on our uranium. If the world
reached the situation where it was confronted
with no energy-particularly certain parts of the
world-there would be no limit to what they
would be likely to do.

Mr Bryce: They may develop solar and fusion
energy if they are desperate enough.

Mr Jamieson: You show ignorance of the whole
subject.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition puts his feet so far into the bog
he will not be able to get out.

People talk about solar energy as though we
could switch to it tomorrow. We have to get
back to reality.

Mr Bryce: What you are saying might be all
right in the party room, but it is no good here.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is no simple
answer that solar energy is just around the corner.
The best brains in the world have told us that it
could be anything up to 50 years away.

Mr Bryce: Necessity is the mother of invention.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, who appears to have
been brainwashed, that West Germany, France,
Belgium, Holland, Britain and others will have
run out of fossil fuels years before we get into
solar energy or hydrogen energy.

Mr Jamieson: It will be years before they run
out.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: It so happens that the

Government has done its homework.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I prevail on members to
desist from cross-Chamber interjections.

Mr Skidmore: Is the heat of members as hot
as uranium?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Swan
should have regard for rulings given from the
Chair. I have said recently I do not expect inter-
jections to commence as 1 am being seated. If it
occurs again I will take some action.

Mr Skid more: I apologise to you, Mr Speaker.
It was not my intention to be discourteous. I
thought you had resumed your seat.

The SPEAKER: The member for Swan is start-
ing to upset me.

Mr Skidmore: I do not know what I can do.

The SPEAKER: I do not care whether I was
still being seated, or whether I had just arrived
there.

Mr Skidmore: You shame me.

The SPEAKER: I will not have interjections of
that type, and the next member who does interject
will take the consequences. I call on the Premier.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I was trying to de-
velop the situation that exists with regard to solar
energy. Some people have expressed the view
that solar energy is already availabte world wide
and that it could be switched on at short notice in
a complete way.

Mr Bryce: Nobody said that.

Mr Jamieson: Only the Premier.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition said it.

Mr Jamieson: No, he did not.

Sir CHARLES COURT: He said that if the ne-
cessity arose they would achieve it. He referred
to necessity being the mother of invention.

I am trying to tell members that the best brains
we have had access to are emphatic that even with
increased pressure of international research, the
time scale shows that the effective use of large-
scale solar energy is a long way off, no matter
how concentrated is the effort, and no matter how
much money is put into research. The countries
of the world, particularly the highly industrialised
countries, are conscious of the need for energy.
They have to look realistically at the problem.
The petroleum sources in North Africa could be
lost. They still have to look at the possibility
that there is no replacement of supply from the
North Sea. That source has a very limited life.
The year t990 will see most of that energy gone
at the rate it is being used. It is too much to
expect-and they cannot go full speed ahead in
the hope-that another North Sea source will be
found in the future. They have to be realistic and
nuclear energy is the only known way they can
hope to cope.
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France has made a decision to take a short cut
in its research in the hope it can speed the
introduction of the breeder reactors whereas
America, under President Carter, has slowed down
its programme, which we regret. Fortunately some
countries are going ahead at a raster rate and are
vigorously researching the development of
breeder reactors. Even those countries which are
trying to go raster give themselves very little hope
of a breakthrough before the turn of the century.
In the meantime there is a crisis threatening.

I believe we owe it to the free world to make
sure we develop our energy and our uran-
iuim. I say quite catagorically this Government
has committed itself to a nuclear power station by
1985 which means we have to start early in the
I980s.

We are committed to giving our young scientists
in this State ample opportunity to have all the
benefits of the development of nuclear technology
in our country so that they can grow up with it
instead of having to go to other countries where
they will be accepted if we do not provide oppor-
tunities.

The Government rejects this motion completely.
We regard it as nothing but humbug. We regret
the declaration by the Opposition to do everything
it can to stop the uranium development at
Yeelirrie getting off the ground.

I remind the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
that one does not get uranium only from the
mines developed to mine uranium. The Premier
of South Australia, who has come out so categor-
ically against uranium Mining, will be embarrassed
because of his lovely copper mine.

It is typical of the types of mines we see in
South Africa in particular. These mines produce
more than copper. They will produce a lovely
lot of uranium, and it will be an interesting exer-
cise to see how Mr Dunstan does the impossible
-take out the copper and leave the uranium on
[he side. I will not be at all sorry for him because
he has brought this embarrassment on himself. I
imagine that many of his colleagues are desperately
trying to find a way out of the Labor Party
uranium policy.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [6.01 p.mn.l: I want
to support the amendment, and in doing so, I
will refer very briefly to the speech juist made by
the Premier. It is obvious that he is not in tune
with the Minister who introduced the Bill. They
are at variance with one another on the issues
involved.

Sir Charles Court: Don't talk rot.

Mr SKIDMORE: It is amazing that the Premier
should buy into something on the grounds that
it concerns a matter of policy, when the Minister,
as I understand it, in his second reading speech
said that the legislation was needed to comple-
mnent a Commonwealth Act, If the Premier then
chooses to say that the Opposition is trying to
draw a long bow because it will do anything in its
power to stop the development at Yeelirrie that
is his prerogative. However, I can assure him
that is not my reason for wishing to speak now.
When we are debating the Yeelirrie agreement in
a very short time, the Premier will hear me put
forward the reasons that we should not go ahead
with it.

t want to refer to the statement made by the
Premier when he expressed deep disappointment-
these were not his exact words-at the fact that
the Carter Administration had seen fit to wind
down its use of nuclear power in America. 1 have
no regrets about that decision at all. This was the
considered opinion of a man who had evaluated
the great disaster his country was facing by the
proliferation of nuclear power plants-to the det-
riment of future generations. If we read his state-
ment in a balanced and unemotional way, we will
see that is precisely what the President of America
said. He was concerned for his people, and he
wanted to ensure that the safeguards were uip to
the standard promised by his scientists. He had
a doubt, and so did the Government. about the
safeguards. He believed the controls were not
as good as it had been said they would be.

I appreciate that on his overseas trip the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall took a very keen interest
in nuclear energy. In fact, the prime reason for
his trip was to study the aspect of nuclear energy
waste. He refeired to the safeguards he had been
told about by certain scientists. In the time
available to me f will use his comments about
nuclear safeguards to show the range of opinions
that exists on these matters.

The member for Mt. Marshall told its that
there was no need to worry; there were sutlicient
safeguards. He told us that many people were
fear-mongering on the basis of some rather
nebulous statements.

I wish to refer to an article entitled, "Waste
Disposal: Nuclear Energy's Achilles Heel",
written by Rob Robotham, a physicist who has
worked for Atomic Energy Commissions both in
Australia and abroad. He is currently the Radia-
tion Protection Officer at the University of Mel-
bourne. in referring to the plutonium economy.
he had this to say-

What to do with plutoniumn is perhaps the
major problem facing the nuclear industry,
if not the world. The Flowers report-The
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Standing Royal Commission on Environ-
mental Pollution Sixth Report, Nuclear Power
and the Environment-to give it its full name,
said about this material:

The dangers of the creation of plu-
tonium in large quantities in conditions
of increasing world unrest are genuine
and serious. We should not rely for
energy supply on a process that produces
such a hazardous substance unless there
is no reasonable alternative.

I suggest that Sir Brian Flowers, who was the
Chairman of the Royal Commission on Environ-
mental Pollution in England, and responsible for
the sixth report in 1976, is a 'man of some stand-
ing. He chaired an international symposium of
people who met to deliberate on the question of
the result of nuclear fusion and its waste. The
article continues-

The aim of the breeder reactor is to actually
produce more plutonium fuel than it con-
sumles.

At least the member for Mt. Marshall and I are
agreed on that point.

Mr McPharlin: Fission, not fusion.

Mr SKCIDMORE: So the technical problems are
still enormous. The article continues-

In fact the only reprocessing plants that are
operating at present were built as part of
military programs where both capital outlay
and operating costs are of secondary im-
portance. Only the Americans have tried
fuel reprocessing on a commercial scale and
their experience is interesting.

The only plant that has operated was at
West Valley in New York State. Between
1967 and 1972 it processed 600 tonnes of
spent fuel. it was plagued with safety prob-
lems, and in 14 separate incidents 39 workers
were exposed to excessive levels of ithsion
products and plutonium. In one case up to
40 times the permissible lung burden.

I appreciate the fact that the member for Mt.
Marshall made his comments on the basis of the
information given to him. I am making my
statement on the basis of the information I have
gleaned from the articles I have read. In dozens
of articles of this nature there are statements to
the effeet that workers in this industry are exposed
to radiation 40 times greater than the permissible
lung burden. In fact, in Morris, Illinois, the
General Electric Company spent $64 million over
five years to develop a plant based on a new
process called Aquafluor. This plant was aban-
doned, never having been worked, when additional
estimated costs exceeded $130 million. That is

the amount of money spent by one company in
an endeavour satisfactorily to deal with the prob-
lem of nuclear waste. What a colossal waste of
money in this world of ours which so desperately
needs funds in many other areas.

The article goes on to refer to a plant at Barn-
well in South Caol0ina. It says-

... was estimated to open in 1974 at a cost
of $100 million. it is now expected to start
operation in the mid 1980s at a cost of about
$850 million.

That demonstrates the amount of waste which
results. Approximately $1 000 million has been
spent on two plants in an endeavour to cure the
problem,' and we are supposed to believe that
nuclear energy is doing a great thing for the
world at large!

What has happened to our standard of values?
We must bear them in mind when we discuss the
code of practice. I challenged this code when I
spoke during the second reading debate, and I
challenge it now on the basis of the figures and
facts presented at the symposium to which I have
referred. The article continues-

Those plants that are operating are major
sources of radioactive emissions. All the
krypton-85 and tritium contained in used fuel
is released routinely into the environment as
are small quantities of radioactive iodine and
strontium 90.

So a direct result of the operation of the treat-
ment plant is the radioactive emissions. While
we are curing the pain, we are developing some-
thing that will give more pain; and so the lousy
cycle of waste and destruction of human life goes
on and on. Some members might say I am a
little emnotive about this issue, but if I were ever
unemotive about people being killed, I would
have no right to live myself. The article con-
tinues-

They have not been free of accidents either.
At the Windscale plant in Northern England
an accident in 1973-

1 will just stop there to point out that that is not so
long ago. The code of practice that was brought
down in 1975 was drawn up having regard for
this accident. The code of practice was to have
been reviewed every three years, but the Com-
monwealth Government wants us to agree to it
now, although obviously it has not been amended
in the light of any accidents since 1975. Because
this code is outdated, we want more time to
evaluate the situation. The article stales-

They have not been free of accidents
either. At the Windscale plant in Northern
England an accident in 1973 led to 34 people
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being contaminated, in one case up to 40uCi
of rutherium 106 in the lung (1CRP do not
give a maximum lung burden-the figure for
soluble rutherium is JuCi with the kidney as
the critical organ).

So (hat is almost I11 times the safety dose rate.
This Government suggests to me, as a legistator,
and in fact to all members, that we ought to
accept this code so that we can kill our people
in the same way. The standard we are being
asked to accept is the same international standard
adopted in England. Surety no-one could blame
us for our hesitancy. Are we to mine uranium
to provide the world with a source of energy
and endanger our own people? The author goes
on to say-

Until such time as the nuclear industry can
demonstrate that it has overcame these diffi-
culties it seems illogical to proceed with
nuclear power on the grandiose scale that is
frequently proposed.

I honestly and sincerely believe that we need
more time to consider the matter. I sincerely
hope we are successful with our amendment. We
desperately need more time, and even Govern-
ment members must realise that President Carter
has recognised the inherent dangers in the pur-
suit of nuclear power. I-e has recognised the
danger nuclear power presents to the economy of
the country and the huge costs involved in the
treatment of its wastes. This waste is lying
around everywhere in America, and all of a
sudden President Carter had to say. "Enough is
enough!"

Sir Charles Court: Who told you that?

Mr SKIDMORE: If the Premier does not be-
lieve me, I will tell him how much of it is lying
around.

Sitt ing suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Premier mentioned that
he issued me with a challenge to talk about the
amount of waste which has been accumulated in
America alone. I would like to refer to an article
which appeared in The Reader's Digest, which L
quoted previously in this place. It is a factual
report taken from statistics of the American
Government, and it refers to the fact that 245
million litres of nuclear waste are stored in about
150 underground tanks. The article goes on
further to say-

Ithe AEC today is stuck with somne
320 million litres of military-related waste.
Although it will remain hazardous for cen-
turies, it is occupying tanks with useful lives
of about 30 years.

The oldest of those tanks are now wearing
out-and leaking. The most serious occur-
rence was at Hanford in 197), when a leak-
ing tank was not detected from approximately
April 20 to June 8. About 435,000 litres of
high-level waste soaked into the ground.

That was in 1974. To make a comparison with
modern times, I would like to refer to an article
which appeared in Science magazine on the 18th
February, 1977. 1 quote as follows-

The commnercial wastes. The inventory of
spent fuel on hand today in temporary stor-
age (nearly all of it in water basins at power
plant sites) is comparatively modest, as only
about 2 500 metric tons of such fuel has
thus far been discharged from the 64 reactors
now operating. But, by 1985, when there
will be at least 136 reactors on line, the
inventory will have grown to nearly 25,000
tons. And, if the growth of the nuclear
power industry matches the NRC's projec-
tions, there will be more than 125,000 tons
by the year 2000, or the accumulation ex-
pected from the operation of about 500 large
reactors.

If disposed of as waste and not reprocessed
for recovery of plutonium and unconsumed
uranium, these tonnages can be translated into
thousands upon thousands of large waste can-
isters (some 10 to 15 feet in height and 12
inches in diameter) emitting both heat and
dangerous high-energy, penetrating radiation.
Indeed, by the year 2000 there could be as
many as 400,000 such canisters.

Bear in mind each of those canisters is tO to 15
feet in height and 12 inches in diameter. Wastes
with a half life of hundreds of thousands of years
are being stored in canisters which have a life of
much less than that.

So we can see there is no question that the
Government in the United States has recognised
the disastrous results of nuclear power, and it
has put on the brake and said, "Enough is
enough."

In respect of the reprocessing of nuclear waste,
what does that article say? It states-

If the spent fuel is reprocessed, the result-
ing volume of wastes will be even greater
than if it is not.

In other words, we could end up with more
waste than we started with, from the reprocessing
of waste. I referred to this matter earlier when
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I quoted a paper presented by another scientist
to a symposium of international experts. The
article continues-

There will be only about a tenth as many
canisters of reprocessing (or "high lever')
wastes giving off heat and high-energy radia-
tion, but there will be a great outpouring of
chopped-up fuel cladding and other trash
that has been contaminated with transuranic
elements, especially plutonium.

In fact, by the year 2000, the equivalent of
more than 700 000 55-gallon drums of such
"transuranic wastes" could accumulate, and,
like the high-level waste, all of it would need
to be disposed of so as' to ensure isolation
from the biosphere for hundreds of thousands
of years. in addition, there could be a need
to dispose of as many as 20 million drums
of "low-level," nontransuranic wastes, which
would be generated whether there is repro-
cessing or not.

Therefore it ill-behaves the Premier to buy into
the debate on the grounds that we are supposedly
opposing this measure on the basis of our absolute
oposirion to uranium mining and the Yeelirrie
project. Surely to goodness I have shown the
Premier's approach to the matter is so cynical in
its expression that it belies the experts, and cer-
tainly the people of Western Australia and of
Australia. He wants to press on regardless of
the result of storing nuclear waste. He asked me
for proof, and I have given it. I know he will
not accept it. He will shut his eyes and say it
does not exist.

The article I have quoted appeared in Science
magazine, under the hleading, "Radioactive Wastes:
Some Urgent Unfinished Business."

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. 'Marshall) [7.36 p.m.]:
I feel some comments need to be made in respect
of this amendment. I would like to refer to some
of the remarks made by the member for Swan
who quoted from a report made, I think, by Sir
Brian Flowers.

Mr Skidmore: No, I didn't quote from a report
by him.

Mr Clarlco: It was that learned journal, The
Reader's Digest.

Mr Skidmore: No it was not; get yourself
straightened out.

Mr McPHARLIN: I thought the member quoted
an extract from a report by Sir Brian Flowers.

Mr Skidmore: No, I did not say that.

Mr MePHARUIN: The member mentioned his
name.

Mr Skidmore: Yes, but let me put you right.
I mentioned that he was the chairman of a
symposium of international scientists who gathered
in 1976 to review the subject of nuclear waste.
That is what I said.

Mr McPHARLIN: The member commented
that there was an induction of some radiation;
and as I recall his comments, he asked, "Who
will support a Ministry that kills people like
that?"

Mr Skidmore: That is right.

Mr McPI-ARLIN: I challenge the member to
present figures that show where people have died.

Mr Skidmore: I have just done it.

Mr McPHARLIN: No, the member did not.

Mr Skidmore: I will do it in the Committee
stage.

Mr McPHARLIN: Mr Speaker, can you imagine
that any Government or any industry would con-
done a development that would have the effects
indicated by the member for Swan?

Mr Jamieson: That is why the Americans are
cutting back.

Mr McPHARLIN: Of course no Government
would condone that; it is ridiculous to make such
an assumption.

Mr Skidmore: I didn't make the assumption,
it was in the report.

Mr McPHARLIN: The safety factors built into
nuclear reactors and the nuclear power industry
generally are greater than the safety factors in any
other industry- It is as a result of the monitoring
and recording of safety factors that the industry
has such a great safety record.

Mr Skidmore: I did not say it has a great
safety factor, nor did I imply it.

Mr McPH-ARLIN: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition commented about a slackening off in
the development of nuclear power stations in
various countries throughout the world. He in-
dicated this is the trend that appears to be evident.
However, that has not been proven. Numerous
reports that come into my possession indicate the
contrary, because they show the desire and the
need for alternative sources of power generation
in the future,

I concede there has been a slowing down of the
nuclear programme in America. All the same,
they have a tremendous programme of develop-
ment, with something like 67 nuclear reactors in
operation at this time, and with another 100 re-
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actors in the pipeline, So, it is not accurate to
say the trend is away tram nuclear-powered gener-
ation.

Mr Skidmore: It was Carter who said he was
going to stop it. What better authority do you
want?

Mr McPHARLIN: We have a responsibility
to provide fuel for the generation of power in those
countries which need it, particularly the highly
industrialised nations; the demand for power is
becoming greater each year; the world population
is increasing and there is a demand for improved
living standards. There is a tremendous drain
on our fossil fuels, and nuclear power generation
is the logical alternative.

The member for Morley and the member for
Swan referred to the dangers of plutonium, its half
life and its radioactivity. Nobody denies plutonium
is highly radioactive and must be handled with
care: no responsible scientist will ever deny that.
However, knowing the dangers, they adhere strictly
to safety procedures.

Mr Skidmore: They do not know how to handle
it. I proved it to you. There were leakages at
four nuclear power stations in four different locali-
ties. What more do you want?

Mr MePHARLIN: Plutonium is being stored in
large quantities in various countries. I mentioned
the other day that Governments in England, Eur-
ope and Japan were developing a system of more
efficiently using plutonium as a fuel. It is a very
valuable fuel inasmuch as it is used in the fast
breeder reactors.

Mr Skidmore. And they create more plutonium.

Mr McPHARLIN: The effect is that it breeds
more than it burns.

Mr Skidmore: That is right! That is the whole
point.

Mr McPHARLIN: Just a minute. in England
those responsible are in the process of perfecting
a scheme to use plutonium more efficiently. I
can show the member for Swan a film on the
matter, if he is interested. They have developed
what they call a fast incinerator reactor which
burns plutonium.

Mr Skidmore: It is only in the initial stages of
development and it has not been proved success-
ful anywhere.

Mr MePHARLIN: It has been operating suc-
cessfully at the Dounreay nuclear power genera-
tion plant in the north of Scotland for a number
of years.

Mr Skidmore: It has not.

Mr McPHARLIN: Of course it has. The system
has not yet been perfected but it has been de-
veloped to the stage where it represents a major
improvement on the previous method of power
generation. The effect of using this system will
be to prolong the life or supply of the known
reserves of uranium throughout the world, In
addition, the fast incinerator reactor creates far
less waste. Further experiments are continuing
to reduce the waste to minute standards.

The value of plutonium is that it can be used
as a fuel and not to support the policy of re-
processing is to fly in the face of the policy being
adopted by nuclear power generating countries
throughout the world. It will enable these countries
to meet their fuel demands with far less quan-
tities, and it prolongs the life of the known
reserves of uranium and consumes the plutonium
which, to some people, appears to offer extreme
dangers.

Mr Skidmore: Are you talking about the
Dounreay fast breeder reactor in Scotland?

Mr McPHARLIN: Yes.
Mr Skidmore: I will give you a bit of infor-

mation on that later.

Mr McPHARLlN: I could obtain a lot more in-
formation, but time does not permit.

Mr Clarko: Which edition of The Reader's
Digest did you get that from?

Mr Skidmnore: You are a bloody clown!
Mr Clarko: I'll tell you what: You are the

clown. What a great command of the English
language!

Mr MePHARLIN: [ do not want to go into
great statistical detail, but I have a few interest-
ing figures which I should like to quote to the
House. The table is headed "Calculated con-
sequences of nuclear plant accidents" and states
as follows-

Frequency for 100
consequence Operating Reactors

10 acute fatalities Once in 30 000 years
1000 acute fatalities Once in Idooo yer
0D acute illnesses Once in 30,000 years

1000 acute illnesses Once in 1600 years
tO latent cancers Once in 300 years
I1000 latent cancers Once in 1,400,000 years
1 0 genetic effects Once in 600 years
1000 genetic effects Less than once in 10.000.000

years
1I0 thyroid illnesses Once in 700 years
1000) thyroid illnesse Once in 5000 Years

Mr Tonkin: Is that the Rasmussen report?
Mr McPKARLIN: It may have been extracted

from the Rasmussen report; I do not know.
Mr Tonkin: It has been discredited.

Mr MePHARLIN: it is regarded as one of the
most reliable reports ever produced in America.
It has not been discredited.
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Mr Tonkin: Even pro-nuclear people are em-
barrassed by it.

Mr McPHARLIN: Other industries have not
kept statistics to the same degree as those com-
piled by the nuclear power generating industry,
because the scientists in the nuclear industry are
well aware Of the risks involved and take the
necessary precautions to avoid those risks. That
is why so many safety factors are built into
nuclear power generating stations.

It was stated there was no commercial repro-
cessing plant in operation. As a matter of fact,
a large reprocessing plant currently is operating
at Windscale, and, after a 12-month inquiry pre-
sided over by Mr Justice Parker, it has just been
given the go-ahead by the British Government
consideraly to increase its capacity. Submissions
were invited from alt interested parties, including
opponents to the proposal, and, after studying
the recommendations of the committee, the
British Government has authorised the plant to
increase its reprocessing capacity. If it does
so now, in the near future it will be able to
reprocess all the nuclear fuel burnt in the United
Kingdom.

Comparisons have been made between the risks
involved in -nuclear power generation and those
involved in generating power by the traditional
methods. One report making such a comparison
states as follows-

The American Medical Association's Coun-
cil on Scientific Affairs has concluded that a
coal-fired power plant each year results in
400 times more deaths than the equivalent
nuclear-powered generating station.

That is, 400 times more than the equivalent
nuclear power generating station, These figures
can be proved. They can be gathered if anybody
is interested in obtaining them. It is only in
recent years, when there has been so much criti-
cism about nuclear power generation, that people
have started to take out comparable figures for
other types of generating stations. These are the
figures which have been produced.

The scientists are aware of the dangers, and
they have the research available to counter those
dangers.

The member for Swan commented that I had
glossed over the waste disposal measures that
were taken.

Mr Skidmore: I did not make that comment at
all. You do yourself a disservice.

Mr McPHARUIN: The member indicated T had
paid little regard to it and said that there was
almost no concern.

Mr Skidmore: You should read Mansard. You
will be found to be wrong.

Mr McPHARLIN: That is not so. I said several
times in my second reading spech that the scient-
ists are just as concerned about the waste disposal
and the safety factors as you or I or anybody
else. They are constantly researching better
methods of the handling and disposal of waste.
That relates to the disposal of the highly radio-
active waste which comes about because of repro-
cessing. I think 1 outlined clearly enough the
method being used to store waste in terrain
which has remained stable for long periods. The
waste is packed into glass vessels and stainless
steel containers-

Mr Skidmore: That is old hat now.

Mr McPHARLIN: It is not old hat. That is
what is being done.

Mr Skidmore: Have you heard of bentonite
and the system involved with that?

Mr McPHARLIN: That is what they are doing.
They are researching constantly to make sure that
even those methods can be improved on. It is not
true that one is not concerned with the safety
factor. It is equally untrue to say that the
scientists are not concerned with the safety factor,
because they are very concerned about that. I
cannot accept that any Government in any part
of the world would foster an industry which would
cause the illnesses, sicknesses, and deaths that
seem to be indicated by those people who have
been given misleading information.

In Japan, with a population of 110 million,
there. were something like 12 nuclear generating
power stations functioning. Now the figure is 14,
and there is a programme of development which
will be implemented quickly.

Mr Bryce: And if you let them, they will want
to bury the waste in Australia.

Mr McPHARLIN: They do have some problems
with the disposal of wastes.

Mr Bryce: We will have their problems.

Mr McPHARLIN: They will be overcome.

Mr Skidmore: How?

Mr McPHARLIN: The highly radioactive liquid
waste is placed into these vessels and buried in
terrain that has not moved. What would happen
if there is some disturbance? It does not shatter
into a million pieces and become spread through
the population.

Mr Skidmore; It just leaches trough the soil
and pollutes the water supplies.
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Mr McPHARLIN: There is misleading infor-
mation being circularised in many directions. Does
any member of the Opposition believe that mem-
bers on this side of the Mouse would want to
foster an industry which will generate dangers of
the nature implied by those who are against this
Bill? Of course they would not. Would any of
us here want to see people affected by radioactive
toxicity? Of course we would not.

Mr Tonkin: No-one wanted to see World War
IT either.

Mr McPHARLIN: The world is in need of an
alternative source of power. Nuclear power can
meet that requirement. I can see no occasion at
all for the deferment of this debate which has
been indicated by the amendment. If we do not
start uranium mining activities soon, and the
plutonium or fast breeder reactor is perfected-
members should make no mistake about the fact
that a fast breeder reactor will be developed-
there will not be the demand for uranium. Tile
development of the fast breeder reactor will be
concentrated on more and more, because it will be
the more efficient reactor. The information I was
given is that the fast breeder reactor uses pluto-
nium at about 50 per cent to 60 per cent effici-
ency, whereas the uranium which is burned is
used only at about 3 per cent to 5 per cent
efficiency. The plutonium gives greater efficiency
in its burning and also it produces more fuel. It
can be controlled in this fast incinerator system.

One of the executive officers of British Nuclear
Fuels visits Perth during his round-the-world tours.
He visits me at Parliament House about once in
every two to three months. I endeavour to obtain
up-to-date information from him. I had contact
with him only a few weeks ago, and I again
checked what I have just been saying. The de-
velopment of the fast breeder reactor is continu-
ing, and the results are most encouraging.

Let us not knock the processing. Let us not
knock the storage of plutonium. I do not agree
with ita being used for anything but peaceful pur-
poses, naturally.

The SPEAKER: The member's time has ex-
pired.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [7.58 p.m.]: I am
constantly amazed at the naivety of the member
for Mt. Marshall when dealing with this particular
subject.

Mr McPharlin: You would not know.

The SPEAKER: Before the member proceeds
with his speech, is be aware of the question before
the Chair?

Mr PEARCE: I am addressing myself quite
directly to the question, Mr Speaker. The question
is that the word "now" be deleted from the-

The SPEAKER: It seems to me that some mem-
bers might have let that slip from their minds.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I hold you in the
same high regard as you hold the member for
Melville-

Mr B. T. Burke: I have a ticket to the break-
fast now, and you have not.

Mr PEARCE: I do point out to you, Mr
Speaker, that this is the second time in two or
three weeks you have drawn my attention to the
subject of discussion when I am less than 30
seconds into my speech. I have a better record
than most members for addressing myself specifi-
cally to the point under discussion.

The SPEAKER: That was not a judgment upon
the member for Gosnells alone. It was a judg-
ment of those who preceded him.

Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to be the mirror
of the House in this particular matter.

I will refer to the reasons that the Parliament
ought not to pass an Act with regard to making
regulations for the control of nuclear activities
at the present time. I turn my attention-and I
am sure this is in order-to the contribution to
the debate just made by the member for Mt.
Marshall. He has a long record of speaking on
nuclear activities in this House. He has an ability
to quote selectively the literature that he wishes.
I can remember a speech a short time ago when
he referred extensively to a document which, had
I been quicker, I would have asked to be tabled.
Another member made that request. I kept asking
the member for Mt. Marshall, "What is the docu-
ment that you are quoting from? Who actually
has made up these. things you are telling the
House?" The answer on that occasion, if I can
remember the title correctly, was, "The American
Association for Nuclear Activity:' That was a
pro-nuclear source. The member for Mt. Marshall
quotes partisan literature as if it were gospel
truth. I suppose gospel truth is partisan literature
in its own way, too.

It seems to me that the member for Mt. Mar-
shall, in quoting British Nuclear Fuels, is ignoring
investigations which have been carried out into
the disposal of nuclear wastes. Last year I referred
to the Royal Commission under Sir Brian Flowers,
which was conducted in 1976 with regard to the
disposal of the dangerous high level wastes from
nuclear reactors. The Flowers Royal Commission
concluded that there was no demonstrably safe
way of disposing of high level nuclear wastes.
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The point the flowers Royal Commission made
was that British Nuclear Fuels had not been in-
vestigating the problem since the early 1950s. For
over 20 years they had done little or no research
into the matter, The commission got stuck into
British Nuclear Fuels for the lengthy gap from
the l950s in its activities to see how they could
dispose of this high level dangerous waste. After
a few years of study they did nothing and then
in the middle 1970s they came back and tried to
settle the matter. It was certainly no good the
member for Mt. Marshall quoting partisan groups
such as British Nuclear Fuels.

Mr McPharlin: They have been in the business
for 25 years.

Mr PEARCE: And for that 25 years the Flowers
Royal Commission said they had done nothing
about the problem of disposing of nuclear waste.
Has the member for Mt. Marshall read the report?

Mr McPharlin: Yes.

Mr PEARCE: Does the report say as I say it
does that British Nuclear Fuels were deficient in
their research on the disposal of nuclear waste?

Mr MePharlin: I do not recall.

Mr PEARCE: I read that report with a little
more care and attention than did the member for
Mt. Marshall.

The particular matter which L. before the House
revolves around the disposal of high level nuclear
waste. It may seem a problem which is not so
relevant to us in Australia because the proposition
we have before us in another Bill dealing with
nuclear reactors indicates we will not be looking
at a position where we are likely to have high
level waste which we have produced ourselves
within the next few years.

Our proposition is to dig up the uranium and
flog it to overseas countries for whatever price
we can manage to get and let them worry about
the waste problems, that is, of course, unless
they send it back to us to bury in our stable
ground!

We should not be passing Bills for the control
of nuclear activities until such time as the prob-
lems of the waste materials are understood and
there is a clear system available by which these
wastes can be disposed of. Until such time as
there are clear answers to the questions of high
level nuclear waste disposal we should not be at-
tempting to pass a BilE to regulate such activities.

I am addressing myself to the point rather more
specifically than did the member for Mt. Marshall
in the 20 minutes he addressed the Chamber. He
glossed over the disposal of high level nuclear

waste. He said there were problems in this re-
gard, but they were being overcome. He did not
say how these wastes were being disposed of.

When the member for Mt. Marshall spoke about
plutonium fast breeder reactors he put my hair
on end. The danger of these reactors is that a
small amount of plutonium is placed in a reactor
which creates more of it. Unlike other materials
the process creates more waste and that is why
they are called fast breeder reactors. When we
reach the. saturation point with fast breeder reac-
tors we are left with more and more waste which
has to be disposed of. To put plutonium in a
fast breeder reactor is to get rid of the waste for
a short period of time, but the net result is that
more waste is left to be disposed of.

Sir Charles Court: You have been reading the
wrong theories. This is the field where the waste
problem disappears.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The Premier seems to think he'
is quite an expert on the matter of waste.

Mr B. T. Burke: He disposed of the member
for Murchison-Eyre,

Mr PEARCE: That is right. It seems to me
plutonium is a dangerous nuclear waste and
everyone, even the member for Mt. Marshall,
apart from the Premier, is prepared to accept
that. The Premier seems to have a great solution.
He says we should put it into a machine which
in fact makes more of it. That is a tremendous
way to solve the problem! What it does is to
double or treble the amount of plutonium we
have to dispose of. Imagine suggesting we get
rid of it by making more of it!

Sir Charles Court: I did not say that.
Mr Jamieson: You did; that is your trouble.

Sir Charles Court: That is where your problem
ends.

Mr PEARCE: I wonder whether the Premier
carries this problem over into his Budget thinking
and imagines any deficit would disappear by
doubling or trebling it.

Sir Charles Court: You have a habit of distort-
ing things.

Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to have a mora-
torium on my comments. I will not do as the
Minister for Mines found necessary yesterday and
ask that words be taken down and reported to
the House so we are aware of what has been
said.

Mr Clarko: Didn't you know-'you cannot do
that in a full House?
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Mr B. T. Burke: We thought you might be
Acting Speaker, in which case we could do any-
thing.

Mr PEARCE: I shall make it a point of honour
when the Budget debate resumes and we are
considering an appropriate department to take
the Premier's words from Hansard and read them
to the House so that the House can judge whether
or not the Premier said the words I have said he
did say. He spoke them only a few moments.
ago.

Sir Charles Court: We have seen you in action
before.

Mr PEARCE: Indeed, the Premier's deputy has
tried to nail mne in the past on things I have said.
When it came to the crunch on one occasion the
House was out for 25 minutes whilst Hansard
and the Speaker searched for the words the Deputy
Premier said I had spoken. It turned out 1 hadn't
said them. I will not be sidetracked by the
Premier on this or any other matter.

The time will come for us to pass a Bill to make
provisions with respect to Ihe regulation and con-
trol of nuclear activities when there are clear
and effective answers to the way in which high
level nuclear wastes can be disposed of. I assert
that at the present time there is no clearly accept-
able way for these wastes to be disposed of.

When we had a similar sort of debate last year
on motions moved by the Opposition and one by
the Premier, no-one was able to demonstrate a
way in which these wastes could be disposed of.
I quoted then, as I have quoted tonight, from the
Flowers Royal Commission in Britain when, dur-
ing all the research that commission carried out,
it found there was no way safely to dispose of
high level wastes.

The Flowers Royal Commission specifically
discussed the vitrification of wastes; that is,
putting the waste into glass cylinders and then
reinforcing those cylinders and depositing them
under the ocean or in a stable area of the earth.
The safety of this practice had not been demon-
strated and the commission raised many questions
in this regard.

Since then a scientist has suggested a way of
placing these containers in rock formations before
burying them deep in other rock formations.
Although this procedure has not been tested to
any large degree it has been suggested nonetheless
that the wastes could be incorporated in rock
formation. I was interested to note that not
even the pro-nuclear member for Mt. Marshall
has suggested that as a viable way of disposing of
this high level nuclear waste.

The only new process we have heard about
tonight is the fascinating one put forward by the
member for Mt. Marshalt and the Premier that
we should dispose of this waste by putting it
into fast breeder reactors which will breed more
waste. Whilst it may mean we have a small
problem to deal with now, we will have a very
big problem in 10 or 20 years' time. In 50
years we might have an insurmountable problem.
The Premier might not be concerned about what
happens in 50 years because he will not be around
at that time, but 1 will be and it is of very con-
siderable concern to me what happens to this
world in the years after 1980 or 1990.

I would not like to see US rushing into this
sort of legislation or, indeed, any nuclear activity
at all until all the questions have been answered.

Perhaps I might mention, as did the member for
Mt. Marshall, the need for new sources of energy
for the world. I agree with him that research
into energy sources is most necessary; but I ask
him, as I ask the House, why is it that nuclear
energy is so well placed to be the next alternative
power source to which we shall move? The reason
is that it has been developed to a greater degree
than most other alternative sources such as solar
energy. It would certainly be true that for the
last 30 or 40 years we have been involved in the
fairly complex development of nuclear energy
and that puts it a long way ahead of the several
years during which research has been conducted
into solar energy.

Why is it that there has been this early in-
vestigation and research into nuclear energy? The
reason is a tremendous amount of the resources
were channelled into the development of nuclear
energy before and during the Second World War
in order to create an atom bomb and subsequently
a hydrogen bomb. Those resources were put into
this investigation because of the needs of war
and for no other reason.

When Robert Oppenheimer and his group at
Los Alamos set out to create a nuclear bomb, the
research which went into it was carried out with
no suggestion of using nuclear energy for peace-
ful means. They developed the particular weapons
because they wanted a source of massive energy
which could be used instantly to annihilate people
and they did it very effectively. The effectiveness
of their work was demonstrated twice in Japan
in 1945.

Subsequently it was possible to turn to more
peaceful purposes the results of some of the in-
vestigations carried out by this group. But the
tremendous input of investigation and resources
which took place during the Second World War
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gave nuclear energy a boost which took it ahead
of the development of other forms of alternative
energy sources. Of course, those energy sources
can still be used in a much more devastating
manner for warlike purposes than could solar
energy or any of the alternative sources which
have been put before us.

That is why the member for Mt. Marshall is
so keen on nuclear energy-it has had a head
start, If he was really concerned about the way
in which the world is heading in relation to
energy resources, he would be pressing for a
much greater input into solar energy resources
and other alternative types of energy research
in order that we may solve our energy problems
without becoming involved in the massive prob-
lems of disposing of nuclear waste should we
adopt nuclear energy as our next major energy
source.

I once read that when Robert Oppenheimer
and his colleagues in the United States were about
to explode the first atom bomb some scientists
theorised that if they did that, they might set
the atmosphere on fire; that is, the kind of
energy released by such an explosion would be
so great it would burn tip the oxygen i n our
atmosphere. They would in fact set the world
on fire with lth ' particular device.

The scientists made cal..ulations and took a
calculated gamble that the atom bomb would
not in fact set the world on fire. They had some
evidence to suggest it would and some evidence
to suggest it would not. Probably the balance
of the evidence was in favour of the suggestion
that it would not set the world on fire: but,
nevertheless, they took the risk when they set
off the first atom bomb. Maybe they felt justi-
fied in taking the risk, but it is not a risk I
would have fell justified in taking myself. it is
indeed a massive gamble. It is not only playing
with the particular project, but it involves the
future of mankind also.

Mr O'Connor: The person who struck the
first match probably had the same sort of
problem.

Mr Jamieson: No, he would not, because he
had seen fires lit by natural means.

Mr PEARCE: If the Minister is suggesting
the person who lit the first match did it with
the knowledge that setting alight that match
could set on fire the whole world, maybe he was
taking an unjustified risk also. However, I have
never read any scientific evidence that the lighting
of the first match could have done this.

Mr Jlamieson: There had been fires before.

Mr PEARCE: The honourable member is cor-
rect; Aires had been lit previously. The Minister
is trying to make a ridiculous point. He has
gone back to reading his paper and looks very
embarrassed and I am not surprised about that.

Mr O'Connor: It is not a newspaper at all.

Mr PEARCE: I said, "his paper". Is the
honourable member reading something else?

Mr O'Connor: Yes.

Mr PEARCE: The point I was making before
I was so foolishly interrupted by the Minister
was this: I do not believe the men who set off
the first atom bomb were justified in taking
such a risk with the future of mankind, nor do
I believe the men, for whatever motivation-
they may be motivated by evil, profit or good-
who are in favour of nuclear energy have the
right to play with our future. They do not have
the right to pass on the problem of waste disposal
to future generations. I suspect the motivation
of the member for Mt. Marshall is a laudable
one to some extent; however, it is misguided.

When the scientists know how to dispose of the
waste and control the processes which are set
in train and when they know how to implement
the safety procedures which will be necessary
to utilise nuclear energy, then maybe the time
will come for this House to consider legislation
of this type if nuclear energy is still necessary,
because Governments have not channelled suf-
ficient input into solar and other energy research.
That is the time when such legislation should
be considered. It should not be considered now.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) (8.15 p.mn.]: The
motion before the Chair is that the Bill be now
read a second time and, as I understand the
amendment, it is proposed to delete the word
.now".

Mr Jamieson: You are right so far.

Mr HASSELJL: The purpose of the amendment
is undoubtedly a delaying tactic on the part of
the Opposition in pursuance of its general policy
of opposition to the development of Australia's
uranium resources. It has just been confirmed
that is correct and it can be used in that light.
It is opposition to legislation which is aimed
at providing codes of safety, codes of conduct,
and procedures in relation to nuclear energy and
uranium.

Mr Tonkin: Which do not embrace the Com-
monwealth code.

Mr HASSELL: It will protect people and pro-
tect the environment as we would all expect the
people and environment should be protected.
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The Opposition is taking an absurd stance, be-
cause it seeks to undermine lilt very protective
policies which one would have thought it would
want to uphold.

Mr Tonkin: We are saying the so-called pro-
tections are quite inadequate.

Mr HASSELL: The fact of the matter is that
the Commonwealth Government made a decision
after deep and thorough consideration and on the
basis of the recommendations of the Ranger in-
quiry that Australia would proceed with the min-
ing and export of uranium resources subject to
the most stringent safeguards both in relation to
proliferation-

Mr Skidmore: Which still have not as yet been
produced.

Mr HASSELL: -and in terms of safety and
environmental protection.

Mr Jamieson: And also international agree-
ments.

Mr HASSELL: The State Government accepted
and supported that decision. This Parliament
adopted an appropriate form of resolution to ex-
press the support of Parliament to the Common-
wealth decision.

It is, therefore, incredible that faced with that
reality-faced with the developments which will
proceed in this country-the Opposition seeks to
defer a Bill to provide for codes and safeguards.
The safeguards are not prescribed in the Bill-

Mr Tonkin: They do not even embrace the
Commonwealth safeguards.

Mr HASSELL: -and were never intended to
be prescribed in it, because the structure and form
of it are designed -to provide a framework for
dealing with these matters as we progress and as
experience gives rise to further information.

Mr Tonkin: Have you read the Minister's
second reading speech? They do not embrace
the Commonwealth safeguards.

Mr HASSELL: No doubt the stance adopted
by the Opposition is adopted at the direction of
the left-wing masters who control the ALP and
in particular that champion-

Mr Skidmore: Strike up the band!

Mr HASSELL: -of rationality, Mr Uren, who
has been so busy threatening that in the unlikely
event that the ALP becomes the Government it
will-

Mr Davies: Look at the Gallup Poll.

Mr H-ASSELL: -dishonour the contracts en-
tered into by this nation.

Mr Tonkin: By this Government-not this
nation.

Mr HASSELL: By the elected Government of
the people of Australia. That is the most dis-
graceful stance ever taken by someone who
claims the position of national leadership, which
Mr Uren and his colleagues do, and far from
having the decency to disown him and to say
they will have nothing to do with him, mem-
bers opposite have just confirmed that that is
indeed the line they adopt, and it will be re-
corded in this place that that is the line they
adopt.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: Millions of people in the world
today are dependent on nuclear power and en-
ergy to survive, to provide the source of power
they require, and to provide the heating, cooling,
and industrial processes on which ostr society is
based.

It is a realty, ffirstly, that the uranium re-
sources of Australia will be developed. That is
a fact. It is proceeding and nothing the Oppo-
sition or Mr Ijren might do will make any differ-
ence to that.

Several members interjected.

Mr H-ASSELL: The decision has been demo-
cratically and properly arrived at after proper
consideration.

Mr Bateman: Absolute nonsense!
referendum and see how it goes!

put it to -a

Mr HIASSELL: It will undoubtedly go on. As
the Opposition has so conveniently confirmed that
the Uren line in disvowing our contracts
will be followed, it is pertinent to remind the
House of variotus statements made by the ALP
Ministers when they were in office in Canberra.

On the 16th October, 1975, Mr Johnson said-

International assurances have been pro-
vided by Ministers that Australia will meet
the uranium requirements of our major
trading partners which could amount to a
total of abotut 100 000 tonnes of uranium by
1990.

That was said by a Minister of the Australian
Labor Party Government. It was not said when
the ALP was in Opposition without responsibility,
but when it was in office with the responsibility
of carrying out its policy.

Mr Bateman: Go back over the 23 years of the
Liberal Government and have a look at its track
record. Don't worry about the Labor Party.
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Mr HASSELL: I am simply quoting what
the Ministers of the ALP had to say-

Mr Bateman: It is easy to quote.

Mr HASSELL: -when they were in a Govern-
ment of which Mr Uren was a member. Mr
Johnson said they would honour the undertakings
to export uranium to the fret world subject to a
system of safeguards which at that time had not
been spelt out, and it is relevant to the context in
which members opposite are seeking to ensure that
we do not have a system of safeguards, which is
what their amendment and opposition to the Bill
is all about.

Mr Bateman: That is absolute nonsense!

Mr HASSELL: No-one on our side has ever
claimed that Mr Rex Connor was a radical right-
wing member of the ALP.

Mr Bryce: Where do you get your grounding
in political philosophy to combine those two ex-
pressions-"radical' and "right wing"?

Mr H-ASSELL: Notwithstanding that no such
claim has been made, it was Mr Connor who
made a statement on the 31st October, 1974.
Again I quote from what was said by an ALP
Minister when he was in the Commonwealth
Parliament-as follows-

Australia will ensure that our major trad-
ing partnrs-Japan, Italy, and West Ger-
many-obtain an equitable share of the
uranium we have for export.

The then Deputy Prime Minister (Dr Jim Cairns)
and the then Minister for Agriculture (Senator
Wreidt) in a joint statement issued after a visit
to Iran in March, 1975, said-

Iran would be given access to supplies of
uranium from Australia under favourable
conditions.

Mr Jamieson: What are you reading from?

Mr HASSELL: From Mansard of the Common-
wealth Parliament where the papers were laid on
the Table of the House.

Mr Jamieson. As long as we know.

Mr Williams: Are you going to dispute that?

Mr Jamieson: No, but he is entitled t6~ tell US.

Mr Bryce. What is the number of the Hansard
and the page?

Mr HASSELL: It was recorded in the House
of Representatives on the 6th. September, 1977, at
page 772.

Mr Bryce: They were not the Deputy Prime
Minister and the Minister for Agriculture then,
my friend.

(160)

Mr HASSELL: I am quoting from Mansard
and I have given the date of the speech. Mr
Keating is the present shadow Minister for
Minerals and Energy-the man who wants to
make sure the Government runs everything from
Canberra.

Mr Bateman: What about the Prime Minister?
Mr HASSELL: I will come to him. Mr Keating

said-
Japan is interested in moving into nuclear

power and enriched fuel. We are prepared to
give the Japanese any amount of fuel that
they need, enriched if we can do so. The
only thing is that we would like to do the
enriching. Instead of sending just yellowcake
and bargain -basement prices we want to get
the profit that comes from enrichment.

Mr Jamieson: Would you check on that date?
Mr HASSELL: He said that on the 2nd June,

1975.
Mr Tonkin: It is out of date.
Mr H-ASSELL: On the 9th October, 1975, Mr

Keating said-
Since we have taken over the administra-

tion of the policy in this area, particularly
in respect of uranium, we have said that we
intend to export as much of it as we can.

Mr Hurford, now the ALP shadow Treasurer, on
the 14th April, 1972, said-

Uranium exports, in whatever form, could
be highly profitable for this country. With
the proper taxation policies there could be
enormous economic benefits for everyone who
lives here.

Mr Whitlam-we are now onto the Prime Minis-
ter about whom someone was asking-said, in
February, 1975, after one of his trips because he
mentioned many towns-

In Brussels, London, The Hague, Paris,
Rome and Bonn as well as in Moscow--

He would not miss that one. To continue-
-] consistently asserted Australia's wish to
develop her own enrichment capabilities so
that as much uranium as possible should be
exported in an enriched form.

On the 27th May, 1975, Mr Whitlamn again said-
Mr Skidmore: Do you suggest no-one should

change his mind? You have such a small mind
you could not change it.

Mr H4ASSELL: Mr Whitlamn said-
Those uranium deposits which do not con-

cern Aboriginal lands and mining of which
complies with proper environmental condi-
tions into which public inquiries are about to
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take place will of course be available for
export and in due course for processing within
Australia.

Mr Hayden, the present Federal ALP leader-
Mr Bateman: Not a bad bloke, old Gough!

Mr H-ASSELL: -an the 22nd July, 1976,
said-

After talks with members of all Japanese
political parties, including Communists, over
(he use of Australian uranium and necessary
protective measures associated with it, I am
convinced they would only use it for practical
purposes.

Mr Connor again, in a major policy statement
in December, 1973, said-

Australia at all times will honour its con-
tracts, even those negotiated under a previous
Government.

We seek to remove any fears which Japan
may have that supplies would be arbitrarily
reduced or terminated from Australia to them.

Australia at alt times honours its trading
contracts and will never, under any circum-
stances, refuse assistance to its friends.

In respect of our energy resources, we will,
within safe limits, at all times supply to them
and our other major trading partners, all
that we can reasonably export.

Mr Bryce: Who made that speech?

Mr HASSELL: The absurdity of the stance of
the Opposition is unbelievable. They have dis-
owned the policies of the Government in Can-
berra Chey supported; a Government which they
fought for years to get. That Government upheld
the honouring of Australian contracts and this
evening the members of the Opposition have con-
firmed that they will not honour contracts. it
was stated: "Too right they will support Mr
Uren in his notification to Australia that Aus-
tralian contracts for the export of uranium will
not be honoured", and to support that end they
propose to make sure that we have no safeguards
in respect of uranium.

The irresponsibility is there for the Australian
people to see, and the Western Australian people
will no doubt remember it when the next election
comes along.

MR JAMItSN (Welshpool) (8.32 p.m.]: I did
not intend to involve myself in this debate
because I have a few words to say on the
following legislation. However, I cannot let the
comments of the member for Cottesloc, which
seem to have ranged fairly widely, go by.

I know we are dealing with the deletion of
the word "now" for the probable purpose of
inserting some other time. However, we seem to
have gone on to all sorts of political strains,
and that being the case and the member for
Cottesloe having indulged, I think some features
of his statement should be corrected.

We are a party which is not a party of con-
stant reaction; we:are a' party of change. Since
the remarks which the member for Cottesloe
quoted were made there have been two Federal
conferences, and the policy also has been changed
twice in that time. If the member for Cottesloe
wants to know about the repudiation of contracts,
the only contract so far repudiated by an Aus-
tralian Government was the contract in connection
with Eraser Island, which was repudiated by the
present Prime Minister

Mr H-assell: Do you repudiate Uren's stand?

Mr JAMIIESON: Ilam not repudiating anybody;
I am telling the member that the only contract
repudiated so far has been by the Liberal Admin-
istration.

Mr Bryce: Cop that, and swallow it.

Mr JAMIESON: That contract was repudiated
without any notice to the people at all. There
was no warning that capital put in was to be
forfeited by the action of the Government. The
Liberal Government did that.

Do not talk to me about what might be done
by a Government in the future. At least we have
the huts to tell the people what our policy is
likely to be. If they go ahead and elect us, they
know our policy. We are not hiding it from the
people of Australia-not like the Liberal Party.
The Fraser Government did not indicate to the
Queensland people that it would repudiate the
Fraser Island contract, It might not have won
so many seats had it done so, and I do not
think it would have had fijelke-Petersen on its
side because he did not think too much of what
happened.

The Premier talked about an energy crisis.
Well, it seems that energy crises are always best
known by the way the Premier is able to get
over them. Necessity has been the mother of
invention with the human race. I do not want to
discuss uranium only because this Bill, if passed,
deals also with radium, thorium, or other sub-
stances declared by the regulations to be capable
of being used for the production of nuclear
energy. If we did not have any of those sub-
stances within our State at the present time there
would be no need for these regulations, and the
legislation now before us.
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I do not believe all this nonsense about an
energy crisis, It is all very well for the member
for Mt. Marshall to look up. With all due
respect, he has quoted statements without check-
ing. Those statements can be repudiated quite
easily.

The position is that a number of people
throughout the world claim there will be an
energy crisis in 1980, then it is changed to 1990,
and then it is changed to 1995. Every second
day it is published in the Press throughout the
world that fossil fuel is now likely to last a lot
longer than at first thought. I read recently that in
Great Britain fossil fuel will last for another 300
years at the present rate of consumption.

Mr Wilson: So will the coal at Collie.

Mr JAMIESON: What will happen if we get
into a situation which we cannot overcome? This
is where the argument of the member for Mt.
Marshall fails. I believe that eventually we will
use an atomic type of generation, but the longer
we can keep away from the present type of
fission generation, the better we will be. We
should encourage the development of a system of
nuclear energy which will be of assistance to
mankind, and which mankind will not have to
worry about when it comes to its disposal.

Only recently the member for Collie in this
House quoted an article which the member for
Mt. Marshall should have read. It was published
in The West Australian, and came from a Euro-
pean source. The article stated that a number
of British and other scientists had visited Russia
because they were not impressed with what they
had heard from Russia about the possible con-
tainment of nuclear energy in fusion. The
scientists considered that Russia could not be
that far ahead, but they discovered that Russia
was that far ahead. The article which appeared
in the Press was as a result of that visit to Russia.

We are not far off the containment of nuclear
energy in fusion. The further we drive our
scientists into this type of development, the sooner
we will get it. Then, nobody will be looking for
uranium because it is too difficult to handle. Com-
ments have come from both sides of this Chamber
to confirm that it is a problem, and it will not
be wanted as soon as there is an alternative.

Mr Mcrharlin: You are quite right, but the
fissioning of uranium has to he used to begin the
fusion process.

Mr JAMIESON: Very little. An infinite
amount when compared with the atomic piles
used in fission generation.

Mr McPharlin: The scientists in Britain and
Russia are co-operating in the research into the
fusion process.

Mr JAMIESON: The scientists were invited to
go to Russia because they would not believe the
Russians. They returned quite delighted that the
fusion plant was able to keep operating, but the
containment of the heat is the great problem, and
seems to have been overcome by using a magnetic
field.

Mr McPharlin: They are doing it in America,
too-

Mr JAMIESON: l am not growling about where
it is being done. The Americans were part of the
research group and I am glad the scientists are
co-operating.

The point I am making is each day we are
getting more indications that there are greater
fuet supplies than we thought. People have been
saying the fuel supplies will last 20 years
longer. Further assessments have been made of
Bass Strait where additional supplies have been
found. Bass Strait was to cut out in a few
years' time; its life has now been extended a
few years, and it has not yet been fully developed.
We know about the North-West Shelf. We have
heard about big developments taking place in
South America, where it was not previously
thought there was a potential for fossil fuel. The
indications are that the panic situation which was
being created was driving people into the atomic
generation of electricity before it was necessary.
Why? Trhere is always the almighty dollar at
the end of the rainbow.

If those who have uranium are sensible enough
to read and make assessments, they will know
that before very long it will not be of much use
to them, because if they can get a better system
they will not want to buy secondhand genera-
ti on equipment. They will not want to buy a lot
of mullock they do not know what to do with.

We must set our minds clearly on the fact
that science is developing. The member for
Cosnells rightly said there was a big concentration
on the development of -an atomic device during the
war years. Roth sides concentrated all their
efforts on trying to be the first to do this suc-
cessfully because it was thought it was the ultimate
weapon. Had Hitler's forces been able to build
such a weapon and drop one on Britain, Britain
would have given in very quickly, because had it
not been able to retaliate it is not much fun being
fried up day after day.

The scientists have now gone beyond that and
they see the enormous heat from the atomic pile
system as being able to generate electricity. It
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is not a very cheap kind of generation in any
case, and in comparison with fossil fuel it runs
a poor second in the United States. The member
for Collie recently gave some figures showing it
is not a cheap method of generation.

It is true some of our trading partners have
problems. Japan and Italy have problems be-
cause they do not have a great deal of fossil
fuel of their own. However, they are now getting
into the market more than they were previously
and I think they will be interested in these fuels.
Of course, they have to pay the high prices;
that is the problem. Countries which have no
natural resources find they have to pay steeply
for them, and for that reason they are probably
anxious to get into an alternative market.

If anyone should be afraid of atomic energy,
it is of course the Japanese people. They were
recently reacting against an atomic-powered vessel.
They are always very conscious of the environ-
ment, to the extent that they are prepared to take
up arms against the Government when it builds a
new airport. We do not yet have that degree of
environmental determination, but many of the
Japanese people are that way inclined.

I am suggesting it would be a good move to
delay consideration of the Bill. I do not think
it is necessary. If we do not have the substances.
we do not need the legislation to cover them, If
there is a necessity to get into a new field of
generation, we should get into a field where we
can all feel reasonably safe with the generation
equipment and one which has no residue, and we
should all be going along the one line.

Nobody wants to deny other countries efficient
generation equipment, but the alternative pos-
sibilities have not yet been exhausted, and the
statements of the Premier are so much gobble-
dygook. I suggest he stick to accountancy if he
does not intend to interpret correctly or read up
about the availability of fusion power in the
reasonably near future. HeI is quoting well ahead
of people like Titterton, who are rather con-
servative in their estimates. They are looking at
the first fusion generator coming on stream about
1985. No doubt Wstern Mining and all the other
people who have quantities of uranium and with
whom we might deal later on are also looking
at that. They realise they have to sign up their
markets and submit their quantums before time
runs out, because it will not be of much use to
them then, except that perhaps another use will
be found for this particularly heavyweight atomic
material.

The Premier referred to the problems in pro-
duction experienced in South Australia. That
State has produced yellow cake for goodness knows

how long. I remember going through the Mines
Department plant with a parliamentary group in
the early 1960s and lifting handfuls of refined
yellow cake out of a barrel. So it is nothing
new for South Australia to be refining some form
of yellow cake material.

The main thing we do not want to do with this
world is leave it worse than it was when we came
into it, but the Premier is determined to do that.
HeI sees it as a matter of dollars and cents and
pleads job opportunities. Had he known then
what he knows now, would he on a job oppor-
tunity basis have opened up the Wittenoom asbes-
tos mine? That is the question he must ask
himself. I do not think even he would be so
callous as to subject people to that sort of
situation.

Sir Charles Court: You are not blaming me for
opening up Wittenoom, I hope.

Mr JAMIESON: The Premier is not listening.
HeI always gets half the story.

Sir Charles Court: I am listening.

Mr JAMIESON: I am suggesting not even the
Premier would want to open up Wittenoom to
create job opportunities if he knew the people
were to be subjected to such difficulties. Even in
the goldmining industry, where so many people
have been affected by silicon and pneumo-
coniosis over the years, we would not be inclined
to send them into the bowels of the earth for job
opportunities. We would want them to work in
circumstances where they had a reasonable chance
of life.

I suggest we must be very careful how far we
go and where we go with this substance. It is not
something we can play around with, thinking we
have coped with all the problems associated with
it.

That was illustrated here tonight by the two
members who quoted quite different opinions,
Even the experts are not clear on this subject, and
there are no experts in this Parliament. We
should delay legislation to cover this industry
until we know more about it. Until that time
it does not appear to me the legislation is neces-
sary, and we would be well advised to support
the amendment.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for Indus-
trial Development) [8.51 p.m.]: It is appropri-
ate that I enter this debate very briefly as I am
in charge of the Bill. The most pertinent speech
made in the debate was that of the member for
Cottesloe who pointed out quite correctly that
we are not dealing with uranium mining, proces-
sing, and export, we are not dealing with the
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nuclear cycle-let alone the warheads we heard
mentioned-we are simply dealing with safety
measures in relation to uranium mining.

Mr Jamieson: I thought the member for Cot-
tesloe dealt less with the Bill than anybody. All
he did was to quote from Hansard.

Mr MENSAROS: Ke was right in saying this.
The mining, processing, and exporting of uranium
was decided on by this Parliament when both
Houses adopted a motion to that effect. Uranium
mining has been approved also by the Federal
Parliament. To delay this legislation-as the
amendment would do-would be to delay safety
measures in connection with the nuclear cycle
which has been decided on already. The policy
of thie Labor Party is not one of straightout
opposition to uranium mining, processing, and
exporting, as it would be hard put to Sell Suich a
policy to its own supporters, and particularly to
the unions.

Mr Davies: Why don't you talk about the
Bill?

Mr Jamieson: We will see to that when we
come to the Bill.

Mr MENSAROS: Maybe the member for
Welshpool has a different view, but that is my
assessment at the present time. So the Labor
Party has adopted a policy of sitting on the
fence rather than one of straightout opposition,
even though it is not game to admit it.

We are talking about safeguards, but the
Opposition would like to lead everyone to be-
lieve that we are talking about uranium. The
amendment to delay the legislation flatters me,
and it flatters the Government. It proves con-
clusively that the Labor Party does not think it
will be the Government in 1980. The period of
time between the present day and the next elec-
tion would be too short to allow Opposition
members to eat their words. They believe it
will be a much longer period before they are in
Government, and during that time their words
can be conveniently forgotten.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was cor-
rect when he said that this is not a political or
an ideological issue. We have seen socialist
Governments supporting uranium mining and
nuclear power generation, and in fact carrying it
out. This is really an issue of Government versus
Opposition because when a socialist party is
in opposition, it opposes uranium mining, but
when a socialist Government has the responsi-
bility of being in government 'and catering for
energy, then it is for uranium mining. Oddly
enough, only one Government does both, and
that is the Russian Government. It is very inter-

esting that the Russian Government supports
uranium mining and nuclear power generation at
home, and carries it out on a huge scale, while at
the same time induces great opposition about it all
over Europe.

Mr Jtamieson: What proof have you got of
that?

Mr MENSAROS: That is my opinion.
Mr Jamieson: Of course it is.

Mr MENSAROS: If the member for Welshpool
does not believe it, he may forget it. However,
this ropinion is held throughout the whole of
Western Europe.

Mr Jamieson: Oh nonsense'

Mr MENSAROS: The member for Welshpool
should not get excited.

Mr Jamieson: I am not excited.

Mr MENSAROS: It stands to reason that if
Russia can build up its own nuclear generating
capacity and at the same time try to ensure that
Western Europe does not proceed in the same
direction, obviously its opponents will lag be-
hind. This has been openly written about.

Mr Jamieson: It is through people like you
that our world is divided.

Mr MENSAROS: When the Opposition hears
the truth, its members get very excited.

Mr Jamieson: While we have people in the
world like you we will never have peace. You
are the type who promotes war.

Mr MENSAROS: In connection with this
amnendment-

Mr Jamieson: We know where you come from.

Mr MENSAROS: Just abuse me personally-
Iam impervious to it. I have got used to it

from you over the last 12 years.
Mr Jamieson: We know your background.

Mr MENSAROS: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion does not abuse me because he is a gentleman,
but the member for Welshpool does it all the
time. However, he may continue as I am quite
impervious to it. I have plenty of time.

Mr Jamieson: We know your background; we
have only to look at you.

Sir Charles Court: Do you object to his back-
ground?

Mr MENSAROS: I am Very proud of my back-
ground.

Mr Sibson: Answer the Premier's question.
Mr Jamieson: Not his ethnic background, no.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the House to

come to order.
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Mr Skidmore: Please let the Minister continue
to get excited-[ can hear him then.

Mr Jamieson: I object to his political back-
ground.

Mr MENSAROS: 9 want to emphasise again
that to delay the legislation would delay the safe-
guards. Furthermore, it would deprive the State
of the right and opportunity to determine the
safeguards. The State Government worked hard
to persuade the Federal Government not to im-
pose its safeguards on us. The Federal Govern-
went agreed to frame legislation so that the States
may institute their own safeguards. Thai is the
reason for the legislation: to make it possible for
the State either to adopt the safeguards of the
Commonwealth or to amend the Commonwealth's
safeguards so that they are entirely suitable to
our own conditions. That is what the legislation
is about, and nothing else. I oppose the amend-
ment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Debate Resumed

MR COWAN (Merredin) [9.01 p.m.]: This
Bill is purely complementary legislation to that
passed by the Commonwealth Government in
April of this year. It really has no purpose other
than to provide a vehicle for the Commonwealth
Government to prescribe regulations which will
very rigidly and, I think quite correctly, control
the uranium industry in Western Australia.

I have read both the Bill presented by the Min-
ister to this House and that presented to the Fed-
eral Parliament in April, and I can see absolutely
nothing wrong with either measure. I was very
pleased to see in the Federal legislation a clause
which makes it obligatory upon the Common-
wealth Government to receive a request from the
Government of the State to take action before
the former Government can enforce any of the
provisions of its Act. In my opinion it is essen-
tial that we preserve the sovereignty of the States.

The National Party supports the Bill,

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
M r B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Davies
Mr T. DX Evans
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Kassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Dr
Mr

Ayes
T. H. Jones
Wilson
Carr
Ha rman
H. D. Evans
Troy
Grill

Ayes 1$
Mr .Jamieso
Mr Mctver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmot
M r Taylor
Mr Tronkin
Mr Batenan

Noes 25
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Pairs

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

McF'har
Mensart
Nanovic
O'Conn
Old
O'Neil
Rush tor
Sibson
Stephen
Tubby
William
Shalder

Noe:
Watt
P. V. J
Ridge
Young
Sodema
Coyne
Spriggs

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the

n Opposition) 19.02 p.m.J: tn the earlier debate I
did not have the opportunity to register the com-
plete detail of my opposition to the legislation,

re which is based on an attempt to provide regula-
tions. I want to conclude those remarks now
since the subject of the second reading debate, as

n you would welt know, Sir, is substantially the

eTeller) same as, although not identical with, the debate
engaged in by members of both sides on the
amendment to the motion.

tin. I would like to record without any shadow of
s doubt my grave concern at the Premier's light-

cli hearted dismissal of the question of nuclear waste.
or I know the matter has been touched on by other

speakers, but as I indicated earlier in the debate
it is my personal view it is not possible, anywhere
in the world at this stage for Governments to draw
up regulations or devise systems or methods satis-

5 factorily to cope with both high level and low
level nuclear waste products.

is t would like the Premier to tell me across the

(TelleO Chamber by way of interjection whether he is
(Teller) satisfied that the methods which have been devised

to date satisfactorily solve this problem. Does
s he really in his heart of hearts believe the Gov-

ernments .of the United States and Europe have
ones satisfactorily solved this problem?

n

Amendment thus negatived.

Sir Charles Court: It has been made very clear
by this Government as well as others that they
will continue to search for better ways. However,
I ask the honourable member whether he can
name anyone who is suffering any danger at the
moment from the waste that exists.

5094



[Thursday, 16th November, 1978] 59

Mr BRYCE: I am about to illustrate the danger.
This demonstrates the difference of opinion
between the Government and the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: There are very strict measures
at the present time and a very responsible attitude
is adopted towards this matter.

Mr BRYCE: I have absolutely no quibble with
the argument that there are strict regulations to
govern the construction of nuclear power stations
and the operation of such stations at the present
time; because most of those power stations are
in responsible, sophisticated, advanced, industrial
countries such as the United States, Western
Europe the Soviet Union, and Japan. There is no
doubt very stringent controls are applied. It
might take something like 10 years to build a
power station and 64 different licences may have
to be issued during the process of construction in
order to get a nuclear power station licence.

However, what does concern me very much-
and should concern every member of this House
who is asked to support a Bill like this-is that
if Western Australia enters the nuclear fuel cycle
we will be making our contribution to the
expansion of this process throughout the world.
During the course of his remarks the member for
Swan referred to a fairly welt known Australian,
Mr Rob Robotham, the radiation protection officer
from the University of Melbourne who made the
recent assessment that if the people who comprise
the pro-nuclear lobby have their way, there could
well be somewhere in the vicinity of 3 000 to
4 000 nuclear power stations around the world by
the end of the first decade of the next century.

That sort of figure should cause grave concern
indeed to the members of this House who are
being asked to contribute to the process. We are
being asked 'to say, "Let us hitch the Western
Australian star to this nuclear fuel cycle:' Most
of us would concede once that is done it would
be extremely difficult to disengage ourselves. We
are being asked to make this State's contribution
to what I consider to be madness.

Returning to the argument I was developing
with regard to the very stringent conditions
which are currently applied, at the moment there
are approximately 175 to 200 nuclear power
stations around the world, and they are being
run on a very strict basis. However, as those
stations are expanded into the less sophisticated,
the less concerned, nations of the world where
there are so many very temporary despotic Gov-
ernments, it is conceivable that in the tO years it
takes actually to construct a nuclear power station,
in an African or South American country twice
as many changes of Government could occur. We

would never
Government
and setting
construction
countries.

know from one year to the next what
would be in charge, calling the shots,
the standards with regard to the
of nuclear facilities in those

Therefore, I do not share for one minute the
satisfaction of the Premier with the standards
being set throughout the world.

Earlier in this debate the member for Mt. Mar-
shall made great play about the seemingly great
odds in respect of serious accidents-for example,
a melt down. The member laughs; he scoffs
before I have even begun to demonstrate there is
a serious aspect to this. There is a possibility
that a melt down could occur-

Mr McPharlin: It is very remote.

Mr BRYCE: -once in every 20000 years of
the operation of a nuclear power station. That is
what the scientists themselves calculate. How-
ever, the member for Mt. Marshall overlooks the
fact that if by the turn of the century we have
4 000 nuclear power stations, that means once
every five years somewhere in the world a melt
down will occur.

Mr Clarko: Didn't you say they were closing
down these stations and not increasing them?

Mr BRYCE: That is my impression, but this
Government is seeking to expand the process.

Mr Clarko: You are disproving your own
argument.

Mr BRYCE: I am not. If the member for
Karrinyup were prepared to sit in his seat for
more than five minutes at a time and listen to
the thread of my argument he would be better
informed and more able to make the sort of
quips that he so reasonably makes.

Mr Clarko: That is right, "so reasonably".

Mr BRYCE: I meant to say 'so frequently".

Sir Charles Court: If we followed your argu-
ment we would never have built coal stations or
oil-fired stations.

Mr BRYCE: This is where we find it is neces-
sary to demonstrate to the Premier a few things
about the difference between the tremendously
expensive nuclear power station I had the oppor-
tunity to visit just before it came into operation,
and the conventional power station.

Mr Clarko: Is that what made you active?

Mr BRYCE: I am afraid I was very much more
hyperactive before I visited that station than when
I came away. The station is situated in the Diablo
Canyon, half-way between San Francisco and
Los Angeles on the west coast of America. It
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was constructed on behalf of the Pacific Gas
and Electric Company, which has expended
$1351.5 billion over a 10-year period to bring
this nuclear power station into operation.

Mr Davies: Who pays for that?

Mr BRYCE: I would like to demonstrate to
the member for Mt. Marshall that ultimately,
it could well be that the people of California
might pay. By a stroke of remarkable genlius,
that power station has been built on a fault line.

Mr Clarko: It might fall right in.

Mr BRYCE: And that would have some rather
interesting consequences, if the member for Kar-
rinyup knows anything about the structure of a
nuclear power station.

Mr McPharlin: What would be the danger if
it did?

Mr BRYCE: If a nuclear power station was
built on a fault line and there was a significant
shifting along that line, the consequences would
be disastrous. Does not the member for Mt.
Marshall understand what happens to the steam
and the water flowing into nuclear reactors if
the plant itself begins to disintegrate? The
contaminated water would immediately bocome
steam and would burst into the atmosphere and
spread for miles.

Mr MePharlin: I know what would happen.

Mr BRYCE: Why did the honourable member
ask?

Mr Mcrharlin: 1 wanted to find out whether
you knew.

Mr BRYCE: During a fairly lengthy period of
time at that typical nuclear power station in
the Uniled States, I asked the engineer who was
to be in charge of the waste disposal from that
plant how much waste would be created in each
year of operation. Hie explained they estimated
there would be 500, 55-gallon barrels of low
grade nuclear waste in each year of operation.

Every time it is necessary for somebody to
go into the reactor to replace parts or equipment,
the clothing that is worn, the toots used, the
equipment replaced or the water released is all
contaminated. Rather than trying to decontami-
nate it, it is cheaper to throw it out. So, they
reduce it to a sludge and it is poured into these
55-gallon barrels lined with concrete and dumped
into the Pacific Ocean just off the coast of San
Francisco.

If there are 50 of these nuclear power stations
in the United States, each producing 500 barrels
of low-grade nuclear waste each year, and, as
is the case today, an enormous proportion is
dumped into the ocean-

Mr McPharlin: You are talking about low-
level stuff.

Mr BRYCE: This is just the first category.
Thousands of these barrels are being dumped off
the coast of Washington on the eastern seaboard
and into the Pacific Ocean on the western sea-
board every year.

If by the first decade of the nest century there
are 3 000 or 4 000 nuclear power stations spread
throughout the world, some two million barrels
of this waste will be dropped into the ocean in
every year of operation.

Mr McPharlin: By that time, the researchers
will have arrived at more effective methods of
disposal.

Mr BRYCE: Not "would have" but "could
have".

Mr Mensaros: What about the philosophy of
the member for Welshpool that necessity is the
mother of invention? Does that philosophy apply
only to solar energy and nothing else?

Mr BRYCE: I would be delighted to think
more adequate methods of disposat will be arrived
at. In fact, if we are to be bludgeoned into
accepting this form of technology and if Western
Australia, through the Premier's agency, is going
to be hooked on to this system, I sincerely hope
that is exactly what happens.

Mr McPharlin: The waste to which you refer
is very low-level stuff, and would not be per-
mitted to be disposed of in the ocean if it did not
meet with the requirements of the international
agency.

Mr BRYCE: The requirements of the inter-
national agency do not mean a tinker's cuss. The
waste must be put somewhere.

Mr McPharlin: It must be below certain levels
before it is released.

Mr BIRYCE: But it must be put somewhere;
that is the whole point. If the people concerned
were not worried about the waste, they would not
be continuously monitoring it off both the east
and west coasts of the United States. They are
very worried about it; they are worried about
tidal changes, about fault movements on the ocean
floor, and" a whole range of factors. They know
that even though it comprises so-called low-level
nuclear waste, it could have diabolical conse-
quences for marine life if something goes wrong
and it is released.

Sir Charles Court: They are not releasing it.
You are talking twaddle!
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Mr BRYCE., I did not say they were releasing
it. I said, "if it was released by virtue of an
accident".

Sir Charles Court: You are trying to give the
impression this stuff is going to be all around
the ocean.

Mr BRYCE: With the greatest of respect, Mr
Premier, if two million barrels a year are going
to be dumped into the world's oceans, what are
the possibilities that some of it will escape?

Sir Charles Court: It amazes me you fellows
get up in the morning; you are too scared even
to breath the air.

Mr BRYCE: We are not surprised the Premier
takes gambles with the lives of other people; that
is his approach to politics. He is the same man
who advocates liovereraft development-give it
hot air, and up they will go!. The Premier is
prepared to think about the consequences later;
let tomorrow take care of itself. The Premier
does not take the opportunity to correct the
situation now because he does not expect to be
in this Parliament in the 1990s--or even very
long into the 1980s-to be held responsible for his
actions.

Sir Charles Court: I do not think you will be
here then, either, thank God!

Mr BRYCE: I would suggest to the Premier
that my chances of being here in the l990s prob-
ably are much better than his.

Sir Charles Court: I will not be a starter.
Mr Clarko: That is only because you are 50

years younger than the Premier. If you were
the same age you would not be in the race.

Mr B. T. Burke: On a point of order, Mr
Acting Speaker, the Premier is not 84 years of
age! He is getting on, but he is not that old.

Mr BRYCE: We accept the fact that the
Premier uses the same value-judgments and logic
used by John Forrest. In fact, the Premier sees
himself as a latterday John Forrest. His pro-
cesses of thought, his values, his approach to
Western Australia's development and the rate at
which he gives it away closely parallel his pre-
decessor.

Just look at the development of K~algoorlie.
Thousands of millions of dollars worth of gold
was ripped out of Kalgoorlie, yet look at what
the people of Kalgoorlie have left; it is John
Forrest they have to thank. The people of
London and New York are thankful to John
Forrest, just as the people of Tokyo, London, and
New York will be very thankful to Sir Charles
Court at the turn of the century, when the same

great holes will be in the ground and only the
depreciating mining towns will be left. What a
wonderful memorial it will be.

Sir Charles Court: That means to say you are
not going to develop any mines if you become
the Government.

Mr BRYCE: I will be very happy to develop
our mines. However, we have some delightful
solutions which wilt knock the Premier off his
perch in respect of the way in which we will
mobilise Australian capital to do the work. We
would not expect the Premier to understand the
complexities of it.

Sir Charles Court: Nationalise everything.

Mr BRYCE: Not in the slightest. We are even
prepared to provide a great deal of encouragement
to the Premier's friends and to our friends who
have a great deal of private capital, to invest in
mining ventures. However, the big difference
will be that we will be looking at it on the basis
of Australia for Australians.

Mr B. T. Burke: Mr Acting Speaker, I object!
That is a heresy. That is what caused World
War I and World War UI. What about the
Japanese? The Premier will not be able to go
there and be welcomed.

Mr BRYCE: We are wondering whether the
Premier will retire to Japan, actually.

Mr B. T. Burke: We could export him, I sup-
pose.

Mr BRYCE: He will take up his little palace
in Japan when he retires.

Mr Blaikie: You are green with envy.

Mr BRYCE: Hardly!
The other aspect of the waste problem, which

was touched on by the member for Mt. Marshall,
the member for Swan, the member for Morley,
the member for Gosnells, and other members, is
one chat I do not intend to elaborate on because
the conclusions are very clear and bleak. For
the benefit of the member for Mt. Marshall more
than for the benefit of anybody else because he
seems to have such incredible trust in scientists,
I advise him that there are scientists who have
resigned from their positions at universities and
in companies because they are now dissatisfied and
disgusted with what they have been required to
help produce. The know that the quantity of
highly radioactive plutonium waste that will be
produced by hundreds or thousands of nuclear
power stations by the turn of the century con-
stitutes-

Mr McPharlin: The few scientists who have
"'retired" would be in a very small minority.
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Mr BRYCE: Maybe because only a very
small minority of scientists have a genuine, de-
veloped social conscience. A lot of scientists spend
a great deal of their time inside their ivory towers.
They find it very difficult indeed to step outside
those ivory lowers to discover what is happening
to mankind because of the things they are de-
veloping.

There are scientists who have resigned in dis-
gust from same of the enormous companies in
the United States because they are very con-
cerned about the prospects for secure human life
on this planet when we finish up with hundreds
or thousands of nuclear powyer plants producing
hundreds of kilograms of plutonium every year.
That is what the member for Mt. Marshall is los-
ing sight of. We have not found the answer to
that problem. What we on this side of the
House have been saying-

Mr McPharlin: Do not forget what they are
doing with the plutonium.

Mr BRYCE: Is the member for Mt. Marshall,
in all sincerity, going to say to this House, and
have it placed on permanent record, that the
Governments of the United States, Britain,
France, Austria, West Germany, and Japan are
quite confident that they have found the solution
to the disposal of highly dangerous radioactive
plutonium waste products?

Mr MePharlin: I told you what they are doing
ini regard to using plutonium for fuel. it is a
very valuable fuel. This will prolong the known
life of the uranium reserves in the world.

Mr BRYCE: Does the member for Mt. Mar-
shall not appreciate that even with fast breeder
reactors there will be, after a very short space of
time, a vastly greater quantity of plutonium than
is needed for fuel?

Mr McPharlin: I explained to you the process
being researched which has been explained to me
by the scientists in Great Britain. They call it
the "fast incinerator reactor", which gives a mini-
mum of waste, using plutonium as a fuel.

Mr Skidmore: But it has not been proved. It is
still in the experimental stage.

Mr BRYCE: What we are arguing in terms of
a basic concern for our environment and for the
world's environment is that now is not the appro-
priate time. We argue that the safeguards that
the Premier, and the Prime Minister, and so many
other people feel quite safe and secure about do
not exist. They are meaningless. They are
meaningless in terms of the proliferation of

weapons and they are meaningless in terms of
the ability of anybody to provide the really
necessary and adequately safe methods of dis-
posing of the waste.

Mr Shalders: There is no prevention of earth-
quakes. That does not stop people building
houses in earthquake-prone areas. They take
the necessary safeguards.

Mr BRYCE: One's mind should boggle that
the member for Murray could compare a deliber-
ate, conscious act of man or man's government
to do something like developing nuclear power
stations with a natural phenomenon like an
earthquake over which man has absolutely no
control whatsoever.

We argue that the lime is inappropriate.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

lit Commfiltet

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Blaikie) in the Chair; Mr Merisaros (Minister
for Industrial Development) in charge of the
Bill.

Clauses I to 5 put and passed.
Clause 6: Formulation of codes of practice-

Mr SKIDMORE: I wish to debate clause 6,
and in doing so I will probably conclude rmy re-
marks in relation to my objection to this pro-
posed legislation. I have deliberately chosen
this clause, as it is the one of greatest concern to
us on this side of the House.

The question of codes of practice in relation
to safety in the mining of ore, the milling of
ore and the production of yellow cake, and the
use of that yellow cake for nuclear activity
rather worries me when I consider the agree,
meat which is proposed for Yeelirrie. In that
agreement three codes of practice were proposed.

If one were to believe a Government would
institute codes of practice whkh would comply
with the standards we require, the codes set out
would not be acceptable. If the veracity of this
Government can be believed, what it says on
the one hand in relation to this proposed legis-
lation is, "We will have safety standards for min-
ing of uranium and its treatment, but we are
not too sbre what they will be." The fact that
the Government uses a code in an agreement
which is already proposed amazes me, especially
when one considers the codes proposed. Let us
look at the regulations for the safe transport of
radioactive material. 1 do not intend to go into
this at great depth, because I will deal with
this matter more deeply later this evening.
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The original code was made and first published
in 1961 as safety series No. 6. In 1969, that
code was upgraded; and it was upgraded once
again in 1973. This code is for the safe trans-
port of nuclear material. We may be transport-
ins nuclear material in the future, and this code
would apply to the uranium industry. The Gov-
ernment is not suggesting that this is deficient in
the terms of this Bill.

The Minister has said that if we find the regu-
lations are not good enough we will alter them.
However, the Government is still prepared to put
these regulations into the Yeelirrie agreement.
I shall quote from the Regulations for the Safe
Transport of Radioactive Materials as follows-

With regard to the need for periodic re-
views of the Regulations, it is foreseen at
present that such reviews by a panel of ex-
perts will be required at intervals of ten
years;

One would think that after 10 years this would
not be subject to any further review until 1983.
To continue-

Member States of the international organiz-
ations concerned will, however, be asked at
intervals of five years whether they consider
an earlier review necessary.

There we have established that the regulations
should have been reviewed every five years. We
are dealing with something the Government ad-
mits needs reviewing but which it says is an
acceptable standard for uranium mining.

Let us consider the publication the Management
of Waste from the Mining and Milling of Uran-.
ium and Thorium Ores. This covers the code
of practice this Government will adopt in regard
to uranium mining. Remember the Government
has said in this Bill that if the safety standards
a're not good enough it will alter them, yet the
Government is still putting forward this weak-
kneed standard. Item 6.2.1 of this publication
reads as follows-

6.21 Solid Wastes

Tailings, The goal in management of
tailings is their disposal in such a manner
that continuing surveillance (over thousands
of years) would be reduced to a minimum if
not made unnecessary. This goal has not
yet been achieved, but in view of its feasi-
bility in some cases, it should be striven for
when planning each new project. However,
there are alternatives for managing tailings in
a safe manner.

Let us consider the code of practice issued by the
Commonwealth Government. I merely want to
reflect on what I believe is the challenge to the

Government's veracity and intentions in regard
to safety. The Government has attempted a
whitewash and the Opposition has already indi-
cated the Government's standards are too weak to
be of any effect.

I shall quote now from the publication entitled,
"Code of Practice on Radiation Protection in the
Mining and Milling of Radioactive Ores" of 1975.
The last paragraph of the foreword reads as
follows-

it is intended that this Code will be
reviewed three years after its publication or
at an earlier date if warranted by further
scientific Or technical knowledge with respect
to radiation protection in the mining and
milling of radioactive ores becoming available.

We can take that three years up to 1978, and
the year is almost ended. We have had no review
and my information is that in the pipeline there is
no review under which these codes of practice will
be updated. That being the case, the Government
still intends to use these codes in respect of safety
standards. That in itself is bad enough. All these
documents have been tabled in connection with
another uranium project.

One of the Bill's really bad features to which
the Opposition cannot agree is contained in the
following second reading speech statement by the
Minister-

The definition is narrower than the one
used in the Commonwealth Act. This reflects
the criticism made of that definition that it
brought areas such as medical and research
uses of :radioactive substances into the ambit
of the Act.

The codes developed under the proposed
Nuclear Activities Regulation Act will not
intrude into those areas which are more
properly controlled by the Minister for Health
through the Radiation Safety Act, 1975.

1 mentioned in my second reading speech that
when I checked with the Minister for Health he
said nothing had been done; the Public Health
Department had done no research, yet these are
the standards the Government has in regard to
safety. The very control that could have been
exercised in regard to health and the use of radio-
active substances has been removed by the Goy-
ernmenC' At least the Commonwealth Liberal
Government recognised the need for control, but
this Gnvernment has no control. What a laugh!

Mr Mensaros: Don't tell us they did not do
any research during the Labor Government's
period of office.
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Mr SKIDMORE: I get sick and tired or that
sort of comment. The Minister should not give
that garbage to me. The Minister thinks we are
at fault merely because someone else does not do
something. It reflects the stupidity of the Minister
which has been evident in this place on many
occasions.

There is an ever-changing scene with respect to
environmental protection and in regard to the
codes the Government is prepared to accept and
the Opposition is not. This is evidenced in the
remarks made by the Government's leader, and
it is one of the basic reasons the Opposition does
not support the Bill. While we do not support
this Bill, we do support the idea of adequate
safety precautions in regard to the mining, milling,
use, and processing of uranium waste. We are
especially concerned with safety when it comes to
the people who work in the mines.

The Bill is weak and it relies upon the Minister
being satisfied with the code of practice given
under the Commonwealth law whkch does not
have regard for special provisions in regard to
safety precautions in nuclear activity. We do
not support this Bill, but we would support a
Bill which gave protection to the people involved
in the industry and the citizens of Western Austra-
lia. We would support a Bill that covered the
whole ambit of safety conditions in the industry.
We cannot accept this Bill.

Mr DAVIES: As mentioned by the member for
Swan, this Bill does nothing except to say that
we will at some stage have some codes and they
will be set up in accordance with the practices
which are outlined in the legislation. The pro-
cedure for setting up those practices is contained
in clause 6.

Before I refer to clause 6 T want to mention
an interjection relating to the Radiation Safety
Act, No. 44 of 1975. I believe the Minister (or
Mines was putting some blame on my head for
the fact that no regulations had been written.
He seemed to be under the misapprehension that
the Labor Party was in government in 1975. Re-
grettably we were not, but it was thanks to the
work of my department and my own work that
the present Government was able to bring the
Radiation Safety Act before Parliament. It took
several years to write the Bill.

I am aghast, as is the member for Swan, that
alI1though the Bill was introduced in 1975, it is
yet to be proclaimed and regulations have not
been written in regard to it.

Mr Mensaros: He was not talking abouit regula-
tions. IHe was talking about research.

Mr DAVIES: We were at cross purposes, be-
cause t was asking the member whether any
regulations had been written and he said, "~No."~
However, I am still aghast that, three years later.
a Bill for which we were responsible and which
we supported wholeheartedly when it came before
Parliament-a Bill aimed at protecting the public
of Western Australia in an increasingly sophisti-
cated medical world in which all kinds of radia-
tion are being used-has not been proclaimed
and the safely which we thought would be pro-
vided under it has not been provided. In fact
three years later the regulations have not been
written.

Mr O'Neil: There is still the Radioactive Sub-
stances Act.

Mr DAVIES: But the Radioactive Substances
Act, which the Chief Secretary properly says is
still in existence, did not meet the situation and
that was why we had to write a new Bill. I was
being pressed to write the new Bill urgently.

Mr O'Neil: This Bill applies to machinery that
produces radioactive emissions.

Mr DAVIES: I shall tell the Chief Secretary
to what it applies.

Mr O'Neil: In addition to what is in the Radio-
active Substances Act.

Mr DAVIES: It applies to radioactive sub-
stances, The Minister referred to the matter in
the second reading speech on this Bill when he
said, 'Because radioactive substances in the medi-
cal field are covered in the Radiation Safety
Act, they are not included in this Bill." Obviously
ipso fat radioactive substances are covered in
this Bill.

Mr O'Neil: But they are covered also in other
legislation.

Mr DAVIES: This Bill covers. radiat ion appara-
tus and radioactive products.

Mr O'Neil: It extends front materials% to
machines.

Mr DAVIES: tt is a most comprehensive Bill
and covers a much wider field than the earlier
Act, because of the necessity to update the legisla-
tion. We applauded the Government when it
introduced the Radiation Safety Bill, because we
were in effect applauding the work performed
when my party was in office; hut it does not
matter how much applause or approbation we
give the Government, I. am still aghast-and
nothing the Chief Secretary says will reduce my
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shock-to find after three years he has not written
the regulations on a piece of legislation which
was required urgently when I was a Minister in
1974.

Having made that point I shall return to clause
6. 1 reiterate this Bill does nothing in regard to
standards except to say that standards and codes
shall be set and they shall be set in a particular
manner. If we have any real argument, we will
argue about the regulations when they are tabled
in the House, We all know the fate of motions
to disallow regulations. Unless one is a Gov-
ernment member or it is a town planning mat-
ter which one has ascertained the Premier will
support, it is London to a brick on that the motion
to disallow regulations will be lost.

We should look very closely at the processes
this Bill sets up for the writing of regulations
and the establishment of codes. Clause 6 says,
"The Minister may consult with other States and
with the Commonwealth." I would have thought
it would be mandatory for the Minister to do
that. I know that when it is expedient the Gov-
ernment pretends not to like the Federal Govern-
ment; and some of the difficulties involved in
bringing this Bill before Parliament resulted from
disagreements with Canberra in relation to the
original Federal Act. Surely in a matter like
this our standards should be no less than the
highest standards in Australia. If we do not know
what the standards are, if there is no liaison, and
if there is no contact with other States and with
the Commonwealth, of course we are going on
our own merry way and we may write something
which is far less than a desirable Australian stan-
dard.

Indeed I believe the Australian standards should
be no less than the established international
standards. I am not suggesting the responsible
Minister in this State should write to every
country in the world to obtain their standards;
but I believe it should be man~datory for the
Minister to write to other States which have al-
ready this type of regulation and in particular
the Minister shotuld write to the Commonwealth.

I would have thought it would be better to
have a Commonwealth Act. Surely we have not
drifted so far apart that we cannot come to an
-greement with the Commonwealth on what
should be an Australian standard. It is a sad
state of affairs if this has come to pass and in-
stead of forming an Australian standard we go
about the business ourselves and decide what we
think the standards should be. As a result of
this we have a botch of a Bill, as the member
for Swan has jusqt said, A number of Ministers
will be dabbling in the matter and we will have

many situations where one part of the Govern-
meat may not know what the other part is doing,
because there is no requirement for liaison. We
hope liaison will exist, but there is no require-
ment saying it shall exist and it shall be man-
datory.

Subclause (2) says that where a Minister pro-
poses to take certain action he shall consult with
the appropriate Minister administering the Act;
but it does not say the Minister administering the
Act if he takes certain action, shall consult with
other Ministers who may be affected.

Further on the clause provides that the Minister
"may" make available for public comment any
proposed codes or proposed regulations. I believe
that this should be mandatory. If regulations of
this nature are to be made, and if they will be of
tremendous public interest, as I am sure they
will be, and if it will be necessary for some kind
of Australian standard to be established, there
mast be the greatest communication possible. It
should be mandatory for the proposed regulations
to be made available to the public. The word
".may" in line 34 on page 4 should be deleted
and the word "shall" substituted.

I would like to know under what circumstances
he would do it. At the moment the Minister has
an option, and he may be completely wrong in
the exercise of that option.

Under subolause (3) the Minister may consult
with and co-operate with any appropriate Minister
of the Commonwealth or of another State or
Territory. We are pleased that provision is in-
cluded, but because he is given the option, it
means no~thing. If he does not exercise his option,
the option need not be available.

The legislation is sloppy. It refers to a number
of Ministers and I am not sure which Minister
will administer the legislation. I presume it will
be the Minister for Mines, but we have been told
already that no special inspectors will be ap-
pointed. The Government may appoint inspectors
if it so desires.

This is a kind of sop the Government is giving
us. The Government is saying, "Yes, we have
legislation controlling the formation of nuclear
codes.' We can pass the legislation tonight and
give it our approval, and that could be the end
of it. In three years' time there need not be one
regulation written, and it would not be the first
Bill to lie around for three or more years until
regulations were written.

The Government has introduced this legisla-
tion as a sop. It sets out only procedures and
they are not required to be made available for
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comment. It is not mandatory for the Minister
to write to our counterparts in other States or
in Canberra. The legislation does nothing but
provide an avenue for regulations to be made if
the Government is ever in a mood to make them.
Knowing the Government and its track record
not only on radiation safety, but also on clean
air regulations and a host of other things which
have taken up to three years or more to write-
indeed, the noise regulations in regard to industry
are not yet written, but that legislation was passed
about five or six years ago-the Bill means noth-
ing at all and will not mean anything until the
regulations are proposed and promulgated. Be-
cause of the way it is intended that should be
done, the legislation is of little consequence.

Mr MENSAROS: I would like to reply briefly
to the comments made in opposition to the
clause. The member for Swan complained that
international codes will be applied. He com-
plained the review of these codes is not printed
as yet, but the recommendation is that there be
an early review. I could not see a great deal
of value in the argument when, as the Leader
of the Opposition rightly said, the aim of the
Bill is to enable the State to regulate in matters
covering the whole nuclear cycle.

The second argument of the member for Swan
was even more contradictory because he com-
plained that the medically related radioactive sub-
stances are not included under the ambit of the
Bill, but are separated under other existing Acts.
He said the Commonwealth was wiser because it
had included them.

Then the Leader of the Opposition made the
situation even more contradictory because he said
that the radioactive safety legislation, whether or
not it was proclaimed, was good.

The member for Swan said the Bill was bad,
yet be argued that the health related radioactive
substances are taken out from what he considers
is a bad Bill-I do not know why-and included
in legislation which his leader describes as a good
Act. I could not make head nor tail of his
argument.

The Leader of the Opposition said that manty
Ministers were involved. I tried to explain that
the aim was for the nuclear cycle of related
hazards and risks to be under the responsibility
of one Minister. I thought the Leader of the
Opposition would know that the Government's
policy is not to name a Minister in a Bill be-
cause, when, for any reason, a Minister's port-
folios are changed, the Act must be amended to

include the name of the new Minister. The name
of the Minister responsible for a Bill is announced
in the usual way, and that is up to the Premier
by administrative action.

There is no doubt that the intention is that
the Minister responsible will be the Minister for
Industrial Development. We do not want to
establish a separate administration, so we want
to use the administrative personnel and facilities
available in other departments. It is quite logical
to stipulate that the Minister responsible for the
legislation shall liaise with the Ministers respon-
sible for the other facilities and personnel who
will be involved in the safety measures.

Mr Davies: I am glad you said that because
that is what I am saying. The Bill uses the
word "may" and I say it should be "shall".

Mr MENSAROS: The Leader of (he Opposition
wrongly interprets that the Bill stipulates that the
Minister may consult with the appropriate Min-
ister administering any Act or regulations made
under this or any other Act. As I said before,
he shall.

In the case of regulations involving transport,
transport inspectors will police thoew regulations
in connection with the cartage of nuclear material.
Then, of course, the Minister involved in the Bill
now before us shall consult with the Minister for
Transport, or any other Minister as the case may
be.

I can assure the Leader of the Opposition that
the standards are intended to be the highest and
that is the reason we have used the international
standard. Indeed, how much higher can one get
than to adopt the Vienna Organisation of Nuclear
Cycle Standards, which are based on the experience
of all countries already further adtvanced in the
nuclear fuel cycle than we are.

I cannot quite understand the complaint about
the delay in making regulations. The Opposition
has said it does not expect the Government to
bring down the regulations within a short time.
They will be considerable. The Opposition sig-
nified, by the motion it moved during the second
reading stage, that it intended to try to delay this
legislation.

Mr Davies: We do not want to delay it; we
want some kind of security. This legislation is
slipshod and wide open.

Mr MENSAROS: The Minister will have a
statutory power and the regulations will be of
the highest level, but they will not necessarily
take any regulation over from the Commonwealth
Government. The Commonwealth, which has the
export licensing power, would not tolerate safety
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regulations the standards of which would be below
its own standards, because it has an international
agreement. We want to retain our sovereignly,
not because we want to lower the standard of the
regulations but because we want to be able to
apply them to our own conditions. Those condi-
lions can differ because of density of population
or climate, etc. For instance, in Alaska where
conditions are entirely different the climate would
be taken into consideration. That will be handled
internally in connection with our own regulatory
powers.

Mr DAVIES: I asked a question, which was
not answered, but let me say I hope there will be
no delay in formulating the regulations. The Min-
ister has suggested we want to delay the legislation.
I am saying that if the legislation goes through
and becomes law there should be no delay in
drawing up the regulations. We do not want to
see a three-year period before the regulations are
written. We want them written as soon as is
necessary; in fact, before they are necessary, so
that they can be looked at, argued, and dis-
allowed if they are not suitable.

Mr Mensaros: I would not undertake to write
them before necessary, but definitely I undertake
to write them when necessary.

Mr DAVIES: We want to see them made avail-
able for public comment. We think the Minister
should make them available if requested. He
should make available for public comment the
proposed codes% of practices, or the proposed
regulations.

Another point I want to reiterate-and the
Minister did not answer this either-is that the
Minister should consult with his counterparts in
the Federal sphere. Certainly we moved a motion
tonight to take certain action. The whole purport
was so that there would be public discussion
and inquiry.

I am pointing out that if the Government re-
fuses to take action, and determines it will go
ahead with this Bill and put it into law, there
should be the widest possible public discussion.
The way for that to happen is to make it manda-
tory for proposed codes or regulations to be
available for public comment. At the present time
it will be entirely up to the Minister. Hie may do
certain things if he decides, and sometimes I do
not like such matters being left to the Minister.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 7 to 12 put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Men-
sawas (Minister for Industrial Development), and
transmitted to the Council.

URANIUM (VEELIRRIK) AGREEMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debated resumed from the 2nd November.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) 110.08 p.m.): I
hate to disappoint the Minister in charge of the Bill
--and probably the mnember for Cottesloe-in any

way but I hasten to indicate very clearly that the
Opposition is opposed to this legislation. Our
opposition is for a very good reason. The con-
sidered opinion of the Opposition is along the lines
-and my own considered opinion is along the
same lines--of the Federal policy of the Labor
Party as it stands at the present time.

As I indicated during an earlier debate, the
party policy has been subject to alteration and
change during the last several Federal conferences.
Because of the uncertainty with regard to uranium,
our policy at the present time is one of a holding
nature. It has been designed as such because at
the time it was arrived at the fox report had not
long been issued and, indeed, it had a great bear-
ing on the policy.

With your indulgence, Mr Speaker, and so that
nobody will have a wrong idea-and for the
benefit of those lazy members on the Government
side who do not bother to read the policy, and
who adopt their version of it from what they read
in the newspapers-I intend to read into my speech
the policy associated with uranium so that every-
body will know exactly where we stand.

The current "Australian Labor Party Platform
Constitution & Rules"' states, under the heading
"Uranium" on page 25-

Recognising that the provision of Australian
uranium to the world nuclear fuel cycle cre-
ates problems relevant to Australian sover-
eignty, the environment, the economic wel-
fare of our people, and the rights and well-
being of the Aboriginal people; believing that
(having regard to the present unresolved
economic, social, biological, genetic, environ-
mental, and technical problems associated
with the mining of uranium and the develop-
ment of nuclear power and in particular

5103



5104 [ASSEMBLY]

to the proven contribution of the nuclear
power industry to the proliferation of
nuclear weapons and the increased risk of
war; and
the absence of procedures for the storage
and disposal of radioactive wastes to en-
sure that any danger posed by such wastes
to human life and the environment is
eliminated)
it is imperative that no commitment of
Australia's uranium deposits to the world's
nuclear fuel cycle should be made until a
reasonable time has elapsed for full public
debate on, and consideration of, the issues;
the Australian Labor Party is satisfied
that the abovementioned problems have
been solved;, and
the Australian Government endorses
Recommendation 6 of the First Fox Re-
port which states: 'A decision to mine
and sell uranium should not be made un-
less the Commonwealth Government en-
sures that the Commonwealth can at any
time . . .immediately terminate those
activities permanently, indefinitely or for
a specified period.

Accordingly, a Labor Government will-
(a) declare a moratorium on uranium min-
ing and treatment in Australia;
(b) repudiate any commitment of a non-
Labor Government to the mining, processing
or export of Australia's uranium:
(c) not permit the mining, processing orl
export of uranium pursuant to agreement
cfitered into contrary to Labor's policy.

The policy is laid down very clearly and effec-
tively. I will not say it will not or could not be
altered at some future date, but at the present
time that is the belief of the Australian Labor
Party and it is also my belief.

We had another debate earlier this evening
which clearly indicated there arc divided opin-
ions on the effectiveness of controls and other
features associated with uranium mining, develop-
ment, and the rest of it- So we want to make it
very clear that ihe Australian Labor Party is op-
posed to uranium mining at this stage and until
a satisfactory decision is reached on how it can
effectively and safely be handled throughout the
world-not only handled from the point of view
of its instability as a radioactive material but
handled generally in the whole spectrum.

One of the complaints we might have in re-
gard to the Bill is that again legislation is
brought here before the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority's report is published, and it should

not be. As parliamentarians we should have
access to such a report before we are asked to-
consider and deliberate on the matters contained
in this agreement; but that was not to be. It
is par for the course for the Government, It
usually brings in the agreements before the En-
vironmental Protection Authority's reports are
available, and it is difficult to know exactly
what will be determined. One becomes suspicious
as to whether the EPA delays writing its reports
until it knows what the legislators think, and
perhaps it would be better if it were required
to submit its reports before the legislation comes
to the House.

The Bill consists of a very few clauses and a
rather long agreement. In the agreement all sorts
of responsibilities are placed upon the Gov-
ernment and indeed the partners of. the organisa-
tion it is proposed will be doing the mining at
Veelirrie, if and when it gets off the ground. One
of the responsibilities is the provision of water
supplies.

There is known to be in this area a great deal
of mineral wealth, We already have Leinster
where the mine has been in operation for some
time. Mt. Keith, Poseidon, and a number of
other potential mineral fields are in the near
vicinity, and they will all need a good deal of
water if they are to be developed ultimately.

I recall that when I was Minister considerable
thought was being given to constructing a dam
on the Ashburton River for the purposes of pro-
viding water to the whole of this region, because
it was thought there would not be enough water
to cover all the projects which might be in
operation in and around that area,

As a matter of fact, the Bill even allows for
going beyond the leases and beyond the territory
to obtain supplies of water, by arrangement with
the Government, of course; but if that happens,
the companies are likely to encroach on territory
to which other companies might be looking for
water supplies to get their projects off the ground.
So it is a case of robbing Peter to pay Paul, and
it will be necessary to look a long way ahead to
find out where all the water will come from,
unless there is a provision, as in this agreement
obliging the Government to establish ways and
means of supplying the water, albeit with finance
from the parties requiring the water-in this case
the Yeelirrie group and any third party. It may
involve damming surface supplies.

I am not sure that the agreement adequately
takes into consideration the ramifications of this
question. Tt is true there is any amount of saline
water in the vicinity, and some form of treatment
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may be necessary. The Government might be in-
valved mare than it anticipates if it is called upon
to help out with the provision of water supplies.
I do not know what the Minister has in mind in
that respect; he did not touch on the matter at
any length. He mentioned it but was not pre-
pared to elaborate on whether damming pro-
cedures would be carried out. A tremendous cost
structure would be associated with piping water
to that remote region if it became necessary. We
certainly want to know what the Government has
in mind.

Another aspect of the Bill is the provision of
transportation. One clause requires the company,
in co-operation with the Government, to provide
certain facilities at Leonora, including rail facili-
ties for a rather large quantity of fuel oil, esti-
mated to be some 71000 tonnes a year,' and for
caustic soda when the project gets under way,
estimated to be about 52 000 tonnes a year.

I amn really alarmed about the alternatives,
because if the company can satisfy the Minister
that road transport through Geraldton would be
more economical it has that option. The people of
Kalgoorlie think that they will reap some benefit
from the rail freighting of goods through that
centre, but it looks very doubtful that that will
happen. Because the company will be able to make
out some kind of case to the Minister, we will
find that the goods will be transported through
Geraldton, and the people of Geraldton will gain
any benefits-if there are to be any benefi ts-from
the transport of bulk goods through that region.

The Government has obliged itself, with help
from the company, to put in a bituminised road
from Mt. Magnet to the site, but from my
reading of the Bill, there is no provision for the
company to contribute to the upgrading of the
road between Mt. Magnet and Mullewa.

There is another requirement of a road from the
Mullewa railway terminal. All the materials needed
are to be transported from the Kewdale mar-
shalling yards via Mullewa. I take it that this
course will be followed in the initial stages of
the project, but it will not be used later on.
Nevertheless, it wilt be expensive, and I point
out that the road between that centre and Mt.
Magnet is a ribbon road.

The member for Avon was up there with me last
year, and he knows how very narrow this road is.
If it is to carry all this extra traffic, the Main
Roads Department will be committed to a large
amount to improve it. There is no provision for
financing this road; the only provision is for fin-
ancing a road from Mi. Magnet via Sandstone to

Yeclirrie itself. There is no provision for bitti-
minising the road from Mt. Magnet to Yalgoo
until it meets the bitumen road leading into
Mullewa. All these matters have been neglected
in the agreement.

Will it be up to the taxpayers of the State to
meet the cost of these roads? I imagine that if
large tonnages of materials are transported each
year, a considerable amount of deterioration
would occur to roads of this type. Certhinly the
roads via Yalgoo would have to be upgraded.
The Government also is obliged to build a gravel
road-not a sealed road-to meet the road now
being built and bitumninised from Leonora to the
Agnew region. The Government was obliged
already to spend money on this road, and sme
contribution will be made by the parties to the
agreement. However, in the main it will be a
Government responsibility, a Main Roads De-
partment responsibility, for those three roads I
mentioned, and they will be very costly pro-
jects.

We will need to look at this matter very
closely so that we know exactly what the State
is up for if this project gets off the ground. The
provision in subiclause (2) of clause 18 of the
agreement seems to be very unusual in that it
will allow the company to take an alternative
course if it is economically better. By way of
an example, let us consider the Transport Com-
mission Act. No provision is included in that
Act for the commission to make allowances to
an applicant on an economic basis. So by writing
such a provision into an agreement, the Gov-
ernment seems to be extending the franchise
that is normally given.

Westrail should be able to provide these major
transport facilities. The transport provisions
should be clearly stated, rather than simply set-
ting out alternatives. No alternatives have been
given in most other agreements.

Quite a few years ago, in company with a
group of Ministers, I visited the Agnew project.
Mr Wreford briefed us on what the company
expected from the Government. It expected roads
both to Kalgoorlie and Geraldton and railways
to Kagoorlie and Geraldton. However, what
it expected and what it got were two different
things. It appears that the company which is
a party to this agreement has been treated
more favourably. The Railways Commission
will want to know what is to happen well
in advance. The company should have been
obliged to accept a plant which would tie in
with whatever other developments may take place
in that particular region. We must bear in mind
what could happen eventually at Mt. Keith.
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Despite the immense size of the Agnew lode, it
appears that Mt. Keith could produce a great
deal more usable ore, although probably it will
be a lower grade ore. We should concentrate our
efforts to ensure that companies agree to speci-
fic transportation patterns.

Mr Mensaros: Which would you prefer?

Mr JAMIESON: We already have the rail-
way through to Leonora. I would like to see the
materials transported through the goldfields, say,
through the port at Esperance. On a very quick
calculation it would appear this would not be
very attractive to the company concerned, and,
as it will have a choice in the matter, all its bulk
commodities will come via the Port of Geraldton.

We must know exactly what is involved in the
Yeelirrie project. The ore there is different from
the ore usually mined to produce uranium.
Usually uranium is mined from a pitchblende
type of ore or base rock Of a certain formation.
As members know, there is plenty of granite in
the Darling Range, and the granite contains
uranium. A certain amount of uranium occurs
wherever granite outcrops are found.

However, at Yeelirrie it is not that kind of ore
at all. It is carnotite ore, which is a composite ore
that has occurred due to sedimentation over many,
many millions of years. It is a rather soft, pliable
ore which is not difficult to mine. Indeed, in the
main it is removed by scrapers. A little blasting
is required, but generally the ore may be
scraped out.

Being on an old flood plain, as I indicated pre-
viously, most of the mining will be carried out
below water level. The top Of the lode is about
five feet below the surface of the plain, although
in some places carnotite actually breaks the sur-
face. In those areas the ore has hardened into a
formation much the same as hard limestone.

That being the case, we must consider the prob-
lem of just how much radioactivity can occur from
such a large lode so close to the surface and so
widely spaced. Indeed, I am worried some prob-
lems could arise and there could be some car-
cinogenic action on the human body as a result
of being exposed to such conditions for a long
time. This is something we should contemplate. I
mentioned earlier this evening that had we con-
templated all the problems associated with asbestos
mining, many people who are dead might be alive
now and many others would not have the illnesses
from which they suffer.

The agreement provides for large security areas
to keep people out; therefore it is no use the Gov-
ernment saying there is no danger at all. There is
some speculated danger. Indeed, this matter is

referred to in the draft environmental impact
statement and the environmental review and
management programme put out by Western Min-
ing Corporation in June, 1978.

While the ERMP is highly technical in nature,
there are some calculations under the heading of
"Radiological Quality of the Present Yeelirrie
Environment" which I think should be included in
our records so that if subsequently people are
affected by lung cancer it will De known that at
the time we discussed the Bill we did know
something about the matter. I refer to page B68
of the ERMP document, which states-

Concentrations of uranium in dust suspended
by wind action in the slot or over a stockpile
were generally less than the Code Of Practice
Maximum Permissible Concentration in air
(MPC. for workers. The MPC, could be ex-
ceeded by a factor of 2 or so in dusty
periods or if the surface was mechanically
disturbed and not water stabilised beforehand.

Of course, the surface will be constantly mechan-
ically disturbed when the mining procedure com-
mences. So even if the surface is watered, one must
expect that the maximum permissible concentration
could be exceeded by a factor of 2, and some
Problems could be associated with that. This is
not .an environment in which employees could be
asked constantly 10 wear masks while working
because it is a hot area. The wearing of masks
would be hard to police.

On page 869 in respect of present air quality at
Yeelirrie compared with typical quality, the follow-
ing is found-

The high radon emanation rates naturally
occurring at Yeelirrie are causing high
daughter concentrations over the orebody
shading to normal away from the deposit. A
low equilibrium factor pinpoints the major
source. The expected diurnal pattern can
cause increased Working Levels to peak at
the end of the night almost to the Code of
Practice MPC. for the public (10-' WL). The
undisturbed orebody is seen to be adversely
affecting the quality of air in the immediate
neighbourhood, but low occupancy periods
there ensure that no person's cumulative ex-
posure approaches the annual limit for a
member of the public.

In other words, it will be necessary to ensure that
workers are moved in and out of the area regularly;
they should not be subjected to radon emanation
for long periods. I point out that I am referring
to the research carried out by the company in
respect of this matter. It will be the responsibility
of the Government to ensure that regulations are
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laid down in respect of the mining procedures
which will ensure that workers are somehow
registered so that they do not work under these
conditions for too long. It is known even now
that the concentration of radiation is above that
normally occurring elsewhere.

This is a rather strange lode which occurs over
the whole area. At night atmospheric conditions
cause an inversion which in turn causes the con-
centration of radon gas to increase, whilst in the
day the concentration dissipates with the sunlight
and the wind. Therefore, the concentration of
radon gas is inclined to accumulate at night in
this area.

The other matter in the ERMP to which I
wish to refer is a table entitled, "Present Water
Quality at Yeelirrie compared with Typical
Quality and Various Maximum Permissible
Limits". The following statement is found at page
B71 of the document-

The present concentrations of radium in
ground water around Yeelirrie suggest cau-
tion in terms of human consumption: radon
values do not, although radon in water could
elevate radon daughter air concentrations
indoors.

In other words, the combination of the two could
be higher than man normally would be expected
to endure, and problems could occur. Therefore,
we can see the matter is not as simple as merely
bringing a Hill to Parliament to ratify an agree-
went and saying, "We will mine this ore and get
$6 million royalties from it each year." We must
care about the people whose health might be in-
juriously affected by mining this deposit.

The fact that the radon daughter problem exists
and will exist wherever the dust emanates will
cause the general population, who use vehicles
which come into contact with some contamina-
lion, to be exposed to some danger. While the
radon daughter particles are inclined to be minute
and dissipate fairly quickly, on occasions people
could be subjected to dangerous concentrations of
the particles.

I find little fault in respect of the mining of
the ore itself. The ore is to be removed by the
open-cut method, because the lode is not very
deep. There is no reason it should not be re-
moved by open cut and this will keep the whole
operation open to the atmosphere. Any other
method of mining probably would be more
dangerous, because people would be subjected to
higher levels of radioactivity.

However, it now is proposed that the tailings
from the mining operation be put up into bunds
on the flood plain, and left there. It is true

that if we consider the initial mining operation
as part of the overall picture, we - wilt see it
is only a dot on the map-although, of course, it
will be extended in the future. Initially, it will
be only 9 kilometres long and, on the face of it,
we will not need to worry too much about the
tailings.

However, we have just finished debating the
Mining Bill, which contains a provision which
requires that even the costeans should be back-
filled after the exploratory work has been done.
Indeed, this provision gave rise to a lot of heated
debate during the Committee stage.

It causes one to wonder at the procedure out-
lined by Western Mining to dump the tailings in
bonds on the flood plain, and leave them there.
The sensible procedure would seem to be that
once the company commences its mining opera-
tion, it should be required to backfill as it pro-
ceeds along. That would be the ideal way to
get rid of the tailings. They would eventually
settle down and the radioactivity would be less
concentrated; either the tailings would eventually
form the base of the flood plain or they would
be covered by a shallow area of water.

My understanding is that the area forms a
vast basin, and the water will always remain,
even though it is very saline. There will be no
way of getting rid of it. In fact, the company
will have pumps permanently operating at the
mining site. That being the case, if the company
were required to backfill as it proceeded, the
water would assist to consolidate the tailings fairly
rapidly.

We must take into consideration what could
happen during times of major flood-the 50-year
flood of the type we had recently. During such
floods, water travels right out across the desert
towards the Nullarbor Plain; indeed, it has been
known to cut the rail link between Western Aus-
tralia and the Eastern States. Water travelling
from this flood plain would carry these tailings in
suspension, and could create some dangerous pol-
lution problems in some areas which otherwise
would not have been caused.

So, if the tailings are used to backfill the mine
once the mining operations in a particular spot
have been completed, the danger would be mini-
mised; of course, it could never be eliminated
entirely; there would always be some potential
danger.

I turn now to the metallurgical research plant
which is to be established. This is the first part
of the project, and will serve to test the viability
of the various methods available to refine both
uranium and vanadium from the carnotite.
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Recently, in company with Western Mining
officials and some of my colleagues I inspected
several sites near Kalgoorlie where it was pro-
posed this research plant should be established.
By that time, the company had made up its
mind as to the site it preferred. It was an area
to the north-east of the townsite of Kalgoorlie.
It seemed to me from the choice of sites we
inspected, the one chosen by the company was
the most logical. One alternative site we in-
spected was an old mining lease held by the
company, which would have involved disposing
of the tailings down the main mine shaft. How-
ever, if the Golden Mile ever reopened, the miners
could run into all sorts of radioactivity problems
and difficulties associated with the chemicals used
in the refining of the radioactive ore.

So, of all the options available to the company,
I believe it has chosen the most suitable for its
type of operation. All the normal facilities of
water, electricity, etc., are available at the site.
In addition, the company has tested the soil to
a certain depth to ascertain whether there is any
ore body present which would render it likely
that the site would be disturbed at a later stage.
That testing has proved to be negati .ve,

I wish now to comment on Western Mining
itself, and its general activities. Western Mining
Corporation has been closely associated with
mining ventures in Western Australia for many
years, Principally, its interests have been gold-
mining although of recent times it has diversified
into coal, copper in South Australia, and a num-
ber of other projects not associated with gold-
mining.

While it was mining gold, the company was
very efficient. It seemed to know what it was
about. It had all the expertise to bring the ore
to the surface, evaluate it, and refine it.

However, once the company moved away from
goldmining it seemed to be on the lost horizon,
because its problems have been never-ending.
Because it has not been operating in partnership
with international consortiuims concerned with
nickel, the company has beern able to sell its
product only during times when demand ex-
ceeded supply. The company has never been able
to write long-term contracts.

I mention this point, because I fear Western
Mining may be in a league it cannot handle. It
is to be h 'ped that at least one of the two partners
who are proposed to join the operation as joint
venturers in some way can provide the required
salesmanship know-how to sell the product on
the world market. If Yeelirrie ever gets off the
ground, I fear Ihe tiranilum produced will be in

the same category as Western Mining's nickel,
in that it will be sold only when demand exceeds
supply. To get over that potential problem, it
is important that Western Mining takes in a part-.
ner who is an expert in mineral sales throughout
the world. Otherwise, Western Mining will be
forced to join some sort of consortium.

As members would know, the sale of uranium
is a very closed market. About a year ago, several
magazine articles reported just how tied up the
various uranium miners were, and to market the
product of a new mine in any quantity would
take the maximum of effort by an international
operator. It will not be easy to break into that
market. I fail to see where Western Mining has
that expertise. I have no doubt it can mine and
refine the stuff, but once it has the product it
seems to finish up by retaining it. Certainly,
that was the company's experience with nickel.

Of course, nobody ever had to sell gold; gold
is a commodity which always is much in demand.
In fact, at the lime Western Mining was produc-
ing gold, it could not sell it to anybody but
the Mint. The Mint took the gold off the com-
pany's hands and further processed it. So. it is
clear that if Western Mining is to succeed in this
new venture it must rethink its attitude to the
selling of its commodity.

So far the efforts of Western Mining have
proved quite disastrous. It is not likely that the
companies in the world league will allow Western
Mining to enter. It is an outside company. The
only way it will obtain entry is by participation
in a consortium. Until there is that tier in, there
will be extreme difficulty in selling the product.

The demands of the last few nights are starting
10 get the better of my voice, so I will not con-
tinue for much longer. 1 have a number of mis-
givings about the possibilities of detrimental
effects to workers in this environment. I have
mentioned already the reports that are available.
It would be shocking if in 20 years or so we
learned of people losing their loved ones because
of some neglect on our part in allowing mining
to proceed in circumstances we did not under-
stand. We should have a better understanding
about the situation before we permit mining to
proceed.

One does not have to look very far to realise
how bad that sort of situation can be. I refer
to the headline in.The West Austalimn of Monday,
the 6th November, 1978. That headline reads
"Peak for asbestos victims 1986-claim". This is

the claim of the Wittenoom residents' association.
I would not like there to be a Yeelirrie residents'
.association in 20 or 30 years time, when this
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deposit is worked out, having to fight for the
victims of something which has occurred because
of our neglect as legislators in allowing this matter
to proceed. I would not like to have that on my
conscience. I am opting out here and now.

I do not know whether carnotite has been mined
for its uranium properties before, It may have been
mined for other properties. As I pointed out ear-
lier, uranium has usually been won from a base-
rock type of formation. This would probably be
the first instance when this type of mining is
likely to occur. It is because of its existence in
this type of stratum that there has been so much
radio activity concentrated in the one place.I
indicated that by referring tQ the draft environ-
mental impact statement. This is a different set
of circumstances. It is a different ball game.

This involves a different situation from that in
the Ranger deposits, and other deposits in the
Northern Territory. This type of area has to be
developed separately. The means of protection
for the people who work in the area must be
discovered by experience. However, the experience
gained will be of no use if sickness is caused
which we will regret at a later stage.

At this stage not enough protection is offered
by the environmental impact statement. All sorts
of things are proposed such as the siting of the
township about 12 kilometres from the mine.
They do not indicate to me that the protection
of the worker at the mine will be sufficient. We
should be able to guarantee to workers that we,
as legislators, are prepared to write agreements
which will protect them, It is all very well dangling
a carrot before a donkey, or dangling dollars
before a worker and saying, "if you go there you
can get a job, and there will be a house provided
for your family", if I5 years later the father is
no longer there and the mother has to look after
teenage children. There will be no use in our
being sorry.

The Premier is inclined to discard that sort
of argument. He thinks it is irrelevant. His
attitude in an earlier debate this evening indicated
very clearly how he feels about this.

We would suggest that, before any action is
taken on this project, there is a need for more
research. The present policy of the Australian
Labor Party is a holding policy. It demands that
research be made and protection be given before
workers become involved in a project such as
the Yeelirric mine. That policy is a good policy.
I see nothing wrong with it at this stage.

At a later stage, if uranium
another purpose we may be able
methods and our knowledge so

is required for
to improve our
that it can be

used. We return to the old argument, "is it not
better to use some other form of power rather
than use uranium for generating power?"

I am not blaming Western Mining for its
actions in this regard, It is a mining company,
in the field to make money from taking com-
modities out of the carth. It has been in the field
for a long while. They are experts in that sort
of work.

The responsibility has to be placed squarely on
the Government. The Western Mining Corpora-
tion has to obtain profits for its shareholders.
It has a holding in the area, and it is its respon-
sibility to mine that area, subject to our agree-
ment. We must ensure that the people who will
be working there will he protected. We must
ensure that the company does all that is necessary
to overcome the problems that are the worst
features of a project such as this.

It is my suggestion that at this stage the pro-
ject should be left well alone. Should we reach
the stage where it is necessary to have mining
of uranium for some purpose other than the
generation of power, the situation could then be
reviewed. I am afraid the old dollar note is
showing in the eyes of people again. They realise
that there is only a limited time in which this
commodity can be sold. With the lapse of time.
there may be other forms of material used for
generating power, and there will be no use for
uranium. Then the Veelirrie deposit would be
useless.

This is the reason for the haste to sell the
uranium. It is like marrying in haste and repent-
ing at leisure. If this project is agreed to in
haste, the Governments of the future might have
to repent at leisure.

I suggest to the Government of the day that
it treads very cautiously along a path which has
not yet been trodden in Australia. We do not
know where we are going. We should hasten
slowly. We should defer this measure for the
time being.

We intend to vote against this Bill, as I indi-
cated earlier. We hope that it does not reach
the Statute book. However, I am not placing any
blame on the company in respect of this matter.
although one can find a lot of problems associated
with the draft environmental impact statement, and
a lot of matters which have been omitted from it.

One could argue for a long time. However, our
main argument is that we believe the important
thing 'at this stage is not to mine uranium and
particularly, as we are dealing with this Bill,
not to mine the deposits of uranium at Yeeirrie.

I oppose the Bill.
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MR MeIVER (Avon) 110.59 p.m.): I have
full regard for the late hour. I assure the House
that my comments will be very brief.

In relation to the transport provisions contained
in the agreement I would like the Minister's
assurance that all aspects of transportation have
been fully discussed with Western Mining. I am
most concerned about certain aspects of clause
18 subclause (2) which allows the Minister discre-
tion to issue thi company road permits or allow
it to use rail transpoort. I emphasise I fully appre-
ciate the economies involved for the company.

What must be looked at is the overall transport
situation in Western Australia today. We must
be careful not to create a precedent in relation to
transport agreements. The Minister must be able
to show there has been discussion on this matter
between the company and the commercial section
of Westrail.

We have seen statements by the Minister for
Transport in the Press in the last few days relating
to the increasing deficit incurred by our State
transport system. We must carefully examine our
moves and see we do not give an open cheque to
the company which believes that road transport
is the right transport to utilise to suit its econo-
mies better.

Mr Mensaros: It is fortunate your colleague,
the member for Geraldton, is not here.

Mr MeIVER: I must present the situation as
I see it. I am very concerned with the increasing
transport deficit and 1 would like to sec a f ull
utilisation of our transport system.

Although I have for a long time been very
vocal in the Parliament in relation to rail usage,
I will want the Minister to give an assurance
that the matter of transport has been examined
fully and that Western Mining has not been given
unfettered options.

Clause 18 subclause (3) states, "The Min-
ister shall within 2 months after receipt of
the Corporation's request advise the Corpora-
tion of his decisions." For the life of me I can-
not imagine if the company has decided to use
road transportation it would then say it would
use rail for the transport of its ore. This must
all be considered, especially because of the in-
creasing deficit in our State transport system.

Clauses 17 to 19 of the agreement contain
an emphasis on bulk freight. I do not have to
spell out to the Minister that as far as bulk
freight is concerned throughout the world the
best economies can be effected by using rail
transport. Western Mining would know this is so.

Over the years in its operations at Kambalda-
and I am not being derogatory in my remarks-
the company has been using road transport be-
cause of the concessional freight rate it receives.
No doubt the company will receive a conces-
sional freight rate for the transportation of the
yellow cake if this project gets off the ground.
This is acceptable as other companies such as
Agnew Clough obtain these concessional freight
rates. This assists decentralisation, and both the
Government and the Opposition support the
practice.

All this must be considered, because we could
set a precedent in that alt other companies which
are compelled to utilise rail may make immediate
submissions in order to use road transport. There
are many reasons that we would not want this,
and the increasing road toll is just one of them.

This project I understand is really all about
work opportunities. We have heard the Govern-
ment say the Opposition has tried to stifle work
and employment opportunities, but the matter
must be looked at in perspective in the best in-
terests of the State. I hope when the Minister
replies he will be able to satisfy the House that
any decision he makes will be in the best inter-
ests of the company, the commercial section of
Westrail, and the State generally.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [11.07 p.m.]: I wish
to make it plain that I personally oppose the Bill
ana the Opposition collectively opposes it also.
During the previous debate I touched on many
aspects in relation to the mining of uranium and
many of my comments are very pertinent to this
Bill.

One of my worries with this piece of legislation
relates to Aboriginal sites and the attitude con-
tained in the comnpany's ERMP relating to
Aborigines and the effect this development will
have on their life style. Of course, I refer to the
Aborigines who will be directly affected by the
physical mining of the uranium ore.

In the Western Mining Corporation Limited
draft environmental impact statement and ERMP
of June, 1978, a remarkable lack of concern is
shown in respect of Aboriginal sites. 1 quote as
follows-

The project operations are clear of all
Aboriginal Sites identified by the Western
Australian Museum's study team. Some sites
and groups of sites will be gazetted and
protected by law. The nearest gazetted shte
to any development is in the breakaways
2 km south of the town site. The Company
recognises the need to assist the Registrar of
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Aboriginal Sites in the protection of these
areas through land use planning. It has
been proposed that protection of the sites
would be made less difficult if the town was
relocated. The Company is however reluc-
rant to forego a carefully selected site. No
other site is apparent that eliminates access
to the Aboriginal Sites without then impos-
ing considerable additional travel distances
on the proposed community and it is be-
lieved in any case that protection is more
a matter of education and supervision.

So end all of the issues on Aboriginal sites. The
last part of that quotation is relevant to my objec-
tion about the cavalier fashion in which the com-
pany has dealt with the question of Aboriginal
sites. We must recognise there is an Aboriginal
site within two kilometres of the townsite and it
has a water hole in breakaway country just as one
comes out of the flood plains. The last part of the
report says-

It is believed in any case that protection is
more a matter of education and supervision.

The Europeans in this country have paid scant
attention to the Aboriginal heritage and to Abor-
iginal sacred sites. We can see this by the desecra-
tion which has occurred to many of the Aboriginal
sites in a number of areas of our State. It is too
much to expect that we will be able to control and
look after a sacred site which is two kilometres
from a townsite. It is too much to expect of people
who would be, as the report says, "educated and
supervised". I do not believe the education and
supervision will be evident. Therefore, in the short
term at least the company should be told to move
its townsite so that protection may be afforded to
this area.

I should like to refer to the manner in which
Aborigines have been informed about uranium
mining by their own people. I have a message
which was tape recorded to be sent to many
Aboriginal communities throughout Australia. It
comes from the Nyoortgah community in Perth
and the narrator of the tape is Ken Colbung. I
should like it all to he included in Mansard, because
it sets out the problems associated with uranium
mining in very simple language which the
Aboriginal people can understand so that they
can make up their minds about it. However, I shall
paraphrase it.

In the tape the narrator sets out the problems
met by the Aborigines in relation to their early
life style. In particular he says he does not know
whether Aborigines were employed at the asbestos
mine in Wittenoom. He then draws an analogy
between the situation at Wirtenoom and the effects
of uranium mining.

Ken Colbung points out that problems existed at
Wittenoom, but the people there were unaware of
them. However, all of a sudden these problems
have had a great impact on many of the workers.
He says the same could apply to the Aboriginal
people as a result of uranium mining.

I should like to quote a portion of the article as
follows-

So, though there has been some public dis-
cussion recently about dangers associated with
uranium mining, we feel we can't afford to
wait for health department staff, or other
government officials, to warn Aboriginal or
other people who may not have heard or read
about the problems.

On 3rd January this year (1978), The West
Australian newspaper published a letter from
Ralph Nader and John Abbotts, mentioning
the hundreds of uranium miners in North
America, committed to lung cancer from in-
halation of radioactive gases.

One might question certain people on their
research. However, one surely would not question
Ralph Nader on his ability to produce evidence
that hundreds of uranium miners have contracted
lung cancer from the inhalation of radioactive
gases. To continue-

On 21st November last year, it was re-
ported from Sydney that a medical prac-
titioner, Dr John Ward, had spoken on behalf
of a group of three hundred and nine doctors,
for a delay in uranium mining.

On 5th October, a letter was published by
Peter Duncan (Attorney General of South
Australia), stating that EACH YEAR twenty
two thousand Americans develop serious
diseases such as cancer, because of exposure
to radiation.
Here in Western Australia, the Western
Mining Corporation is hoping to mine
uranium and to put up experimental process-
ing plant, quite close to Aboriginal land.

The article goes on, but I do not intend to quote
further from it.

I should like to deal with the attached document
which is a transcript of the tape recorded by Dr
John Ward and addressed to the Aboriginal com-
munity of Western Australia. I should like mem-
bers to understand that this is his own answer. It
is not official. The transcript reads, in part, as
follows-

The movement by over-developed
countries to increase the production of cc-
tricity from nuclear fuel (uranium) is related
to the fact that world energy resources, par-
ticularly oil, are being used at such a rate
that they will soon be exhausted.
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I shall come to that question shortly when 1
quote from a document entitled 'Energy Options
for Australia". This document shows we are not
as desperately in need of fuels of this type as the
Government would have us believe. Dr John Ward
continues-

A great deal of energy could be saved by
using it less wastefully, for example heating
water by solar power rather than electricity.

Research has been carried out in this regard and
the document to which I referred a moment ago
contains an excellent article which I hope I shall
have time to put before the House. Dr John Ward
says-

Nuclear power provides electricity only, and
will not make up for the lack of a liquid fuel
for transport.

We will be in big trouble when we run short of
fossil fuels and oils in the dastardly age of 1985.
We cannot run around with a nuclear plant in the
back of our cars. We must look at alternative
forms of energy for fuel for our cars. To
continue-

Production of nuclear power allows the
world to delay a change in life-style (includ-
ing the way we use energy) that is needed
urgently if we are to avoid a catastrophe
(over pollution; lack of liquid fuels; and so
on.)

The important theme of the article lies in the
following words-

Now I will try to explain the medical
dangers of radioactivity.

Members should bear in mind the doctor was
speaking to basically uneducated people; that is,
they were not educated to the standard of mem-
bers of this House. The doctor spoke in simple
terms and it is worth listening to his words, because
they are most informative. When I checked this
article against scientific details and statistics
available, I came to the conclusion that the doctor
has done a remarkably good job of setting out the
situation in simple terms. To continue-

Radioactive substances such as uranium are
unstable, and spontaneously give off energy,
which can sometimes he in the form of tiny
particles (much too tiny to see):; and some-
times is not attached to particles and is dis-
persed, in the same manner as light waves,
radio waves, or x-rays. This energy or radia-
tion given off by radioactive substances can
damage living tissue. A large amount of
radiation will kill living tissue, and may even
kill the whole animal or person. Smaller
amounts may damage the tissue, which can

then grow into a cancer or growth which, in
turn, may kill the person. If the radiation
strikes a man's testicles or a woman's ovaries,
it may again kill the tissue, making the person
sterile (unable to have children); or it may
damage the tissue, so that the children are
deformed or mentally backward.

If we take that simple explanation from a medical
practitioner, we must be concerned.

I wonder how many males and females, with-
out knowing the reason, have become sterile in
those countries in which mining has been in
operation for many years. Very little research
has been done on this aspect, but it is a result
which could be a disaster to a young couple hop-
ing to have a family. They might go to Yeelirrie
in the hope of getting sufficient money with
which to buy a home and then they may wish to
raise a family, only to find that as a result of
the mining activity one of the couple is sterile.
This aspect is very alarming, but it is not the
worst result which can occur.

The doctor continues-
The common cancers caused by radiation

are:

skin cancers, from a radioactive sub-
stance outside the body;

tung cancer, from breathing radioactive
gas such as radon which is released
from uranium mines;

stomach cancer, from eating radioactive
fish, vegetables, or meat;-

I have already indicated the possibility of some
of the Aborigines in the area eating affected
kangaroos and other fauna. Some of the animals
could travel for miles and be trapped and used
for pet food resulting in the pets becoming
radioactive. I am not adopting scare tactics. I
am merely stating what could happen.

The other results, as Dr John Ward states in
his article, are-

bone cancer, from strontium, which is
one of the main radioactive waste
materials produced in nuclear
reactors. Contamination by stron-
tium would most likely occur as a
result of a reactor accident;

thyroid gland cancer, from radioactive
iodine which is also one of the
waste materials f rom nuclear
reactors. The danger is again from
a reactor accident. The iodine in
the soil would be taken up in
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the grass and eaten by cows. It
concentrates in the milk which is
th6 main source of human con-
tamnination.

blood cancers, such as leukaemia, which
can be produced by almost any
type of radiation which may be
taken into the body, through food,
milk, water, air, or direct radiation
onto the skin.

if some of the tissue involved in reproduc-
tion (producing children) is damaged by
radiation, and a child is produced which is
damaged, we call this a penetic mutation.

The doctor then sets out the terrible genetic
mutations which can take place, such as-

mis-shapen arms or legs;
mongolism (mongol child);
mental deficiency or backwardness;
blindness;
deafness.

Hle leaves that aspect and then goes on to explain
about the tailings, and he says-

The tailings are the left-overs from the
milling process, after uranium has been
removed from the rock. These tailings con-
tain a large number of radioactive materials,
such as thorium and radium, and may con-
taminate the environment unless carefully
looked after for more than a thousand years.

During a previous debate 1 dealt with that aspect
in some depth and I will not go into it again.
I hope I will have time to refer again to the
ERMP in respect of the proposed development.

In a very simple way the doctor has set out
some of the problems and he has done a good
job. The article should be read by all people.

I hope you will bear with me. Mr Speiker,
because I wish to read a letter sent to the Depart-
ment of Conservation and the Environment as
follows-

Yeelirrie Uranium Project

I am an elder of the Bibelmumn tribal group
of the Nyoongah community, whose area
extends in a direct line from Ceraldton in
the north to Esperance in the south and all
points west of that line.

Our traditional lands adjoin the area of the
proposed Ycclirrie uranium mining project.
Nyoongah people have, as is customary, had
discussions with Aboriginal people of the
Yeelirrie territory.

When we look at the ERMP we find that no
mention is made of any great activity of the
Aborigines in the area, but the people themselves
know they are there and have consulted with
them. To continue-

We together deplore the fact that such a
dangerous and volatile material as the dust
that will be raised during uranium mining
is likely to spread over our land and ad-
versely affect the land and its occupants-
humans, animals and plants.
Therefore, on behalf of my community and
on behalf of Aboriginal people neighbouring
the Veelirrie area, I wish to register our
protest against the proposal to mine uranium
there.
I would like to give evidence orally at any
enquiry if occasion can be provided for this.
Sincerely,
KEN COLBUNG
Administrative Officer (Honorary)
NYOONcIAH COMMUNITY
INCORPORATED
11th September, 1978.

The Aboriginal people tried to ascertain how and
where to lodge their submissions in the required
time. A magnifying glass is required to read the
advertisement which appeared in The West Aus-
tralian on Saturday, the 8th July this year. I
will describe it.

Printed in bold type at the top of the advertise-
ment is a heading, but when it comes to the
detail of the advertisement the print is so small
I have trouble in reading it, and I am quite sure
others would too.

A representative of the Aboriginal people tried
for two or three days to ascertain where she could
find any information about the subject. She went
to the department and was told that it did not
place any advertisement in the paper, but that
someone had, and she was given two dates. She
could not find the advertisement in either of the
papers and so she went back again and was given
another two dates. Eventually she found it in
one of these. So much for the efforts of the de-
partment to inform people of their rights con-
cerrning the lodgement of a submission on the
Yeelirrie project.

I think I have covered the standards which
have been discussed. I mentioned the three codes
of practice which have been accepted by the
Government as being applicable to this project.
I have shown in no uncertain fashion the short-
comings of those codes and the fact that they are
out of date. The people who drafted the codes
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have admitted that. Yet these are the codes which
we are supposed to accept, but which we will
not accept for the reasons I gave previously. I
will not belabour them any more.

I would like to refer to some of the submis-
sions made by Friends of the Earth in September
this year. They indicate that I am not the oniy
one who has detected the false attitude of the
Government with regard to the codes. The
Friends of the Earth make note of the fact that
the code should have been reviewed in three
years. They also state that the code lists only
six references which have been published more
recently than 1972.

A little more research has been done and they
have come up with the fact that only six refer-
ences have been changed or published more
recently than 1972. Since that time evidence has
been amassed which seriously questions much of
the evidence and assumptions on which the code
is based. I say the codes are almost useless as
a form of safety control. They merely establish
the minimum amount of radiation.

I am amazed when I look at the standards
adopted in the ERMP. They allow a man to
work on the mine pit floor and be submitted to
a radiation level for 2000 hours a year without
suffering any ill-effects. That is remarkable. It
is coincidental that if one takes 50 weeks, and
multiplies that figure by 40 hours, one gets a
total of 2 000 hours. That works out to be
equivalent to an ordinary working man's hours
under normal circumstances over one year. So,
as a matter of convenience, the man will be given
three weeks' leave which will give him a 49-week
working year. He will then not exceed the radia-
tion level.

It is remarkable that the working year of a
man on the pit floor, under normal circumstances,
conveniently suits the standard of the radiation
level. The man will be covered for 12 months
of the year, less four weeks, so he will have one
week up his sleeve to protect himself from radia-
tion. That is a very convenient measure of safety.

I will refer to the ERMP submitted by the
Western Mining Corporation in June, 1978, which
deals with some of the submissions made. I will
not refer to all of them, but some are very
pertinent. There is reference to the code and the
company's attitude is remarkable. It is very im-
portant to realise that it supposedly did not have
any idea that the Government was to introduce
the Nuclear Activities Regulation Bill which
passed through this House recently.

At page 11 there is reference to the submission
by the Friends of the Earth and there is men-
tion of the codes being out of date. In criticism
of the company, item A.3, in part, reads-

The Company must have a yardstick on
which to design its operation, and our yard-
stick is the Code. Compliance with the Code,
we assume, will become law in Western
Australia. The adequacy of the Code is a
matter for the Commonwealth Health De-
partment.

The company has scant regard for the submission
from the Friends of the Earth-and my remarks
are backed up by my colleague, the member for
Welshpool--to the extent that the degree of im-
portance which the company puts on the very
important code is that the adequacy of the code
is a matter for the Commonwealth Health De-
partment.

As my colleague, the member for Welshpool
said, the company cannot be blamed, because
what it says is true. It is the responsibility of the
Commonwealth, and it should be the responsi-
bility of this Government to update the code.
That is the provision included as the standard
code in the Bill now before us.

Mr Mensaros: Do you have a better code?

Mr SKIDMORE: Let me say I do not have a
better code, and the Minister darned well knows
that. The point of that inane interjection is that
because I do not have a code, it is not possible
to have a better code. With my lack of know-
ledge I am only a layman in the world of
scientists, and I do not even profess to have the
ability to prepare a code. However, the Min-
ister should have had his health advisers pre-
pare a code. He has not done anything about
it. His own department will administer this Bill,
hut it has done nothing about preparing a code;
absolutely nothing.

The code prepared by the Commonwealth is
out of date. The company recognises that it is
a Commonwealth Government responsibility. To
my mind the most damning thing is that the
company will be able to regulate the code with-
out any degree of responsibility. It need merely
utter that it is a Commonwealth responsibility.

The other point I want to mention again is
a coincidence, because the company assumes that
the code will become law in Western Australia.
There is nothing definitive in its reply to the
objections. I would like to think the code will be-
come law, and that there is no assumption at all.
If I were the Minister I would certainly feel
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obliged to become motivated and go out into the
international world and update the code, bearing
in mind our modern times.

In the short time available to me I want to talk
about the disposal of tailings. A number of
options have been proposed by the company with
regard to the disposal of tailings: Disposal in a
permanent surface storage; disposal in an excava-
tion other than a pond; disposal in a pond in
proximity to the mine; or disposal after mining
has been completed.

The company then sets out in its documenta-
tion its reasons with regard to how the options
will be taken into account. It eliminated all the
options except one and it is amazing, of course,
that the option not eliminated happens to be the
easiest, most economical, and most dangerous
in the interests of people who may be subjected
to the effects from the deposits of uranium or
tailings at Veelirrie in another 500 or 600 years,
time.

The proposal is that the tailings would be piped
into a dam centred 3.5 kilometres north of the
mine, and 1.5 kilometres to the east. The whole
of the stormwa ter, the plant water, and the
tailings are to be pumped into the dam. The dam
will be situated on a flood plain which has been
subject to flooding-notwithstanding the report
which tries to evidence that, because over a cer-
tain number of years only a few inches of rain
have fallen, it would be quite safe.

The member for Welshpool has already men-
tioned flash floods. The dam will cover an area
of 1.8 kilometres by 1.7 kilometres; in other
words, almost 4 square kilometres. It will be
situated on the flood plain, and will have a wall
eight metres high-approximately 24 feet-and it
will be constructed of compacted local silted sand.
The base of the dam will be the floor of the flood
plain, and it will be silted sand. In order to make
sure that the dam will not leak into the water sup-
ply, the soil will be compacted to a depth of 600
millimetres.

That will contain the uranium tailings. When
one builds a house on a sand pad it is com-
pacted much more than that, but when tailings
are put in a dam they are to be compacted only
with natural soil to that depth, and it is con-
sidered we will have it all sewn up and there will
be no leakage from that dam and no damage to
the water supply. There is a bore about half a
kilometre from that pit floor. I assume and hope
the company will not use that for water supplies.
It has not been suggested that it will.

What concerns me is the continuous leaching
which will take place from that dam, and the
company has deliberately made it a part of its
dam tailings. It is so concerned about flooding
that it will build a great big bund around the pit,
the whole of the mine floor, and the plant, and
encompass the tailings also in a btind. It is foolish
to think a flash flood can be stopped with a bund,
even if it is 20 feet high. One has only to con-
sider the flash floods coming from some of those
northern rivers. They would take the 20-foot
burnt with them, together with the 8-metre high
dam, and dump them many miles down the flood
plain.

Mr Cowan: I suggested you might be wrong.

Mr SKIDMORE: Time alone will tell. I have
seen the northern rivers in flood, and one must
surely doubt that [ will be wrong. Perhaps the
member for Gascoyne will recall the wall of water
that comes down the Gascoyne River. It takes
some stopping. It does not come down two or
three feet high when it is in flood; it takes all
before it.

Mr Laurance: It is the eighth wonder of the
world.

Mr SKIDMORE: That is so. We must be
greatly concerned about the manner in which
the tailing ponds will take care of any leakage
and any possible danger.

Let us assume they are safe and that the tailing
ponds will give us no cause for concern. What
will we do with them? We will leave them there
and they will be radioactive for at least I 000
years. I assume a couple of feet of soil will be
put on top of them-four square kilometres of
soil. It will be necessary to put some stone over
the soil, otherwise the wind will blow it away,
unless there is vegetation on it; but I do not
know what sort of vegetation could be grown
on it,

I am not satisfied about that aspect alone, but
there are many other issues with which I would
quarrel. There is the question of transportation
and the degree of concern evidenced by the com-
pany as to how it will get its workers to and from
the mine. If they are transported by bus, that
bus will be carrying radioactive substances into the'
town. I wonder whether that bus will be a
hazard to anyone who is sleeping on top of it.

I have seen in the newspaper the article about
the fellow from the mine who said he was pretty
healthy and none of his children were worried
about him. But mining has not yet started there,
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so I do not know how he demonstrates that there
is no cause for concern with uranium mining
when he is some distance away from the mine
site.

I hope to give some idea of the energy options
available to us in Australia.

Mr Mensaros; The energy options have nothing
to do with the Bill.

Mr SKIDMORE, How silly can the Minister
be? He does not even allow anybody to develop
an argument against uranium mining, because it
does not suit him. He is saying this is not an
energy issue. I would like to know what it is.
I would have thought the very reason that uranium
is to be mined is that, according to the Minister
and the Government, there is an energy crisis.
But I do not believe the energy crisis is as serious
as they would have us believe, and that is what
1 am trying to Prove in my simple way.

I have here an article written by Ian Low e,
whose qualifications are stated as follows--

Iarn Lowe: worked in industry while study-
ing part-time for a Science degree at the
University of N.S.W.; received a doctorate
from the University Of York; became Lec-
turer in Technology at the Open University,
'U.K.; has recently been Draper Visiting
Fellow in the School of Science at Griffith
University; his principal research interests lie
in the energy demands of industrial society.

The article mentions various ways in which we are
very extravagant in our use of energy. This state-
ment rather amazed me--

Even in the U.K., where the production of
wheat consumes considerably more energy
than in Australia (because of heavy use of
nitrogen fertilisers), more energy is required
to retail bread than to produce the wheat
from which it is made.

I wonder whether we can overcome even that
simple example of energy waste. He mentioned
the following experience of a retired RAAF officer
who has an insulated house in Canberra-

Last winter although he used no heating
whatsoever apart from the sun (and waste
hecat from lights, TV etc.), through a Can-
berra winter the temperature of his living-
room only twice dropped as low as 20'C.
A fringe benefit of Rood thermal insulation
is that his house is 5-10 0C cooler than those
of his neighbours in Summer.

Here is another effective way to conserve energy.
If we had a building standard that every home
had to be insulated, there would be no necessity

to have 2 000-watt radiators going night after night
to supply heating. It seems to me education is
badly needed. The article continues-

Even without the solar energy which can
be used with the combination of a suitable
Iodauion and good design, experiments have
shown that beating bills can be cut by a third
by insulation of the roof-space, and there
are now financial incentives offered to U.K.
householders for such work to be done.

This suggestion could be adopted to ease our
energy demands. If every new house that is built
were insulated we would achieve a tremendous
saving in energy.

I find it almost impossible to paraphrase an
article of such importance. Let us be dinkum about
our known coal supplies, about which the article
says-

If complete substitution between different
energy sources were possible, our known coal
could supply all our energy needs for over
350 years.

Mr B. T. Burke: This Government would not do
it because it is a Labor electorate.

Mr SKIDMORE: To continue-
-while our known oil would provide all
our energy for about five years. This is, of
course, a grotesque over-simplification;
complete substitution is not possible, more
oil could be recovered if the price were
higher, and some Australian coal deposits
are sold for export.

We know that our coal is sold overseas and yet
we have an energy crisis in Australia. However,
this research seems to show we could have some
350 years' supply. I realise that vehicles will not
run on coal unless they are fitted with charcoal
burners, and this is what happened during the
war years. There is a way to obtain oil from
coal, and during the war the Germans produced
millions of litres of fuel from this substance.
The article continues--

... on the future of Australian uranium I
would add that uranium is clearly not a
unique solution to world energy needs, as
is sometimes claimed by its more enthus-
iastic supporters.

I wish to conclude with the following words of
wisdom of Sir Brian Flowers, Chairman of the
Royal Commission on Environmental Pollu-
tion-

.- . There should be no commitment to a
large program of nuclear fission power until
it has been demonstrated beyond reasonable
doubt that a method exists to ensure the
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safe containment of long-lived, highly
radioactive waste for the indefinite future.
These wastes already exist in substantial
quantity and a safe method for their long
term disposal is in any case required what-
ever is decided about nuclear development
in the future. We are clear that such a
demonstration will require a substantial
program of research...

We do not believe we should consider the
proliferation of any nuclear activities until we
can deal with the waste.

The SPEAKER; The member's time has
expired.

Extension of lime

Mr PEARCE: I move-
That the honiourable member's time be

extended.

Motion put and a division taken with the
following result-

Barnett
Bertram
Bryce
B. T. Burke
T. J. Burke
Davies
H-odge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Graydent
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr T. Hl. J1ones
Mr Mclver
Mr Carr
Mr Harman
Mr H-. D. Evans
Dr Tray
Mr Grill
Mr T. D. Evans

Ayes 14
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Noes 24
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Pairs

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Jamieson
Pearce
Skidmore
Taylor
Ton kin
Wilson
Bateman

(.Teller)

McPhar
Mensarc
Nanovic
O'Connc
Old
O'Neil
Rushton
Sibson
Stephen!
Tubby
William!
Shalders

Noe!
Watt
P. V. Ii
Ridge
Young
Sodemat

Mr Coyne
Mr Spriggs
Dr Dadour

Motion thus negatived.

liii

h

The SPEAKER: It is my regrettable duty lo
tell the member for Swan that his time has not
been extended!

Mr Skidnmore: It is my regret to have to
accept the decision.

Debate Resumed

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for Indus-
trial Development) 111.56 p.m.l:, Before the
last division 1 would have thought that a cor-
rect judgment of the sentiments of the House
was that members would appreciate a brief
reply to the contributions made to the second
reading debate. However, perhaps I was not
right.

Despite the opposition to the Bill, I appreci-
ated the comments made by the member for
Welshpool and the member for Avon. Both
members dealt with the provisions contained in
the schedule, the main part of the Bill.

As we experienced recently in connection with
another agreement, the member for Welshpool
complained that this agreement had been
executed and brought before the House before
the Environmental Protection Authority made
its recommendations to the Government about
the project, The Government feats that when a
company goes beyond the stage of making seri-
ous plans for developing a resource, it is en-
titled to security to pre-sent to its financiers;
that is, it can say that the Government is
behind the project in the circumstances and with
the conditions as spelt out in the agreement.

opposition members referred to the water
supply situation, and this is a matter about
which there is always concern. To the best of
my knowledge, however, whenever a mining pro-

s ject-large or small-has been established in
Western Australia, water has been found compara-
tively close to it. I am not speaking of the early
days of Kalgoorlie, but in more modern times

(Teller) water has been found in sufficient quantity to meet
the industrial and domestic needs. I feel that the

s member for Welshpool exaggerated a little when
he spoke of plans to dam rivers, although if

ones other projects develop in the future the water
supply situation will have to be studied further.
He referred to talks held with the company

R about road and rail transport, but at that time
the company had in mind a much larger pro-
jeci. When nickel prices went down, a decision
was made to cut back the project. As tie prob-
ably knows, the State Energy Commission was
contemplating a grid system for that area.

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
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Of course that did not eventuate because there
was insufficient demand for that type of electri-
city which would have supplied the smelter in
Kalgoorlie, the whole of the Kambalda operation,
and the general mineral field.

The comments regarding the transport provi-
sions in the agreement related to criticism of the
option. There is no doubt this provision is pos-
sibly without precedent, at least to my knowledge;
but I still submit it is the best solution. I can
assure the member for Avon that not only were
discussions held, but very thorough and deep
consultation occurred with everyone concerned;
not only with the experts from the companies, but
also with experts from the Main Roads Depart-
ment and the railways. We must be competitive
on the world scene when we develop our re-
sources. It would not stand to reason to compel
the company to do something which could be
done much more economically in another way.

The reason we left it open instead of simply
prescribing a route is that there must be sufficient
proof that to operate through, say, Geraldton is
much less expensive. We were adamant that we
should have a decentralised operation. So either
it goes by road to Geraldton-and I agree with
the member for Welshpool here; and I note that
fortunately the member for Geraldton is not
present-or preferably it goes down south to
Esperance. However, in answer to the member
for Avon we are not setting a dangerous prece-
dent from the point of view of other companies,
because there is no straight choice of whether
material can be taken by road or by rail. We
are talking about shipping by road and rail to
Esperance or shipping by road only to Ceraldton

Members will have noticed from the fairly
severe provisions that if the route to Ceraldton
is decided upon the company must make a sub-
slantial capital contribution-in the vicinity of
$13 million-for the upgrading of some of the
roads. I realise social problems might be created
if the choice is to go to the south because
obviously the inhabitants of the town would
want to be able to go to the nearest ocean, which
is at Geraldton, for their holidays, etc. How-
ever, I think an equitable solution will depend
largely on further developments which are in
the pipeline or may be expected. Leinster is
there, and it also will play a role.

The option simply says that the economics must
be taken into consideration, and the Minister is
given two months-which I think was objected
to-in which properly to consider the submission.
I might digress here and say it is always difficult
for a Government in this situation; because if it

makes a prompt decision it is accused of pushing
things but if it considers the -matter for a
while it is accused of delaying things.

The member for Welshpool pointed out the
host ore to the uranium ore, about which we
all know; and that, of course, is the reason for
the pilot plant. The pilot plant is not being built
because of any difficulty in mining, but to test
the entirely different chemical processing and
leaching methods which will apply.

The various hazards mentioned by the mem-
ber for Welshpool will be policed, and that is
one of the reasons for the Bill we passed prior
to debating this measure. With regard to hazards
to the general public, members will realise that
in the agreement a fairly large buffer zone is
provided. This zone is not only for further ex-
ploration in the parts nearest to the mine site,
but it includes also provision for a pastoral pro-
perty which will be destocked and the land held
by the company in order to provide a buffer zone
so that prospectors and members of the public
travelling in the area will not go close to the
mine site.

I do not quite agree with the member for
Welshpool when he said Western Mining Cor-
poration has no expertise in marketing; although
he did commend the company on its expertise in
mining.

Mr Jamieson: Its lack of expertise in marketing
has been proven.

Mr MENSAROS: I have a different opinion;
if we consider the nickel market and the faith of
well-established and large companies-

Mr Jamieson: That is how Agnew has been
able to get into the market while the others have
had to reduce;' because they have gone into the
consortium.

Mr MENSAROS: I know what the member
means, but I still say that if we compare the faith
off Flonbridge and other long established and
world leading Canadian companies with the faith
of Western Mining Corporation, I think there is
not much to complain about.

Mr Jamieson: Yes, but the cost of mining
nickel in Canada is very high.

Mr MENSAROS: Canada is the main mer-
chant in nickel.

Mr Jamieson: Yes, but they still have the
problem.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not think there is much
to criticise in Western Mining Corporation's
methods; particularly in respect of the way it
has kept going lately in a very depressed market
situiationi.
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With your permission, Sir, I will neglect the
argument of the Friends of the Earth and the
argument about Aborigines which was brought
forward by the member for Swan. However, I
assure that member that despite the fact that
we are a proud State, generally speaking we are
not so proud as to say we can very quickly draft
much better codes than all the experts in the
world gathered in Vienna. We will adapt codes
which are appropriate to our own circumstances.
They might differ a little, but that is what we
are aiming for. We do not want to rewrite the
codes which have been derived from experts all
over the world from countries which are much
more advanced in the nuclear field than we are,

With those comments, I commend the second

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment (Mr Mensaros) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 4 put and passed.

Schedule--

Mr JAMIESON: Whilst the Minister replied to
some of the matters I raised, I notice that clause
4 of the agreement gives rise to some doubt as
to the capability of Western Mining to sell its
product. I believe the company's ability to sell
its product at a profit in accordance with this
agreement is one of the vital matters which must
be finalised before the agreement is properly con-
sumnated.

Question put and a division taken
following result-

Ayes 24
Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr H-assell
Ur Herzfeld
Mr [Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Barnett
Bertram
Bryce
B. T. Burke
T. 1. Burke
Dlavies
Hodge

'Mr !vcPhar
Mr Mensarc
Mr Nanovic
Mr O'Conn
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Stephen
Mr Tubby
Mr William
Mr Shalders

Noes 14
Mr Jamiesoi
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmor
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Batemai

Pairs
Ayes

Mr Watt
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Ridge
Mr Young
Mr Sodemnan
Mr Coyne
Mr Spriggs
Or Dadour

Question thus passed.

Noes
M r T. H. J
Mr Mclver
Mr Carr
Mr Harman
M r H. Di.I
Dr Troy
Mr Grill
Mr T. D.

Bill read a second time.

Another matter to which the Minister made

with the only passing reference is the problem of the road
between Mullewa and Mt. Magnet. What is to be
the cost of upgrading that road? Are the taxpayers
of this State going to foot the entire bill for that

[ini upgrading? There is no mention of th is matter
)s in the agreement. What is the position with the

h road from Mt. Magnet, via Yalgoo, to Mullewa?
or We must know whether the State Government

is to pay for the upgrading of these roads.
The responsibility in respect of the sealed road

connecting the townsite of Veelirrie with Mt.
Magnet, via Sandstone and also the unsealed road

s from the townsite to a point on the Leonora-
Yackabindi Road is very clear. However, the

S situation in relation to these other roads is not
so clear. Surely the State will not be held respon-

(Teller) sible for upgrading these roads to the point where
they can take the heavy haulage likely to be

n experienced.
What will be the situation if the company

e opts to bring the goods from Geraldton? There
is a vast stretch of road which must be brought
to a reasonable condition from Mt. Magnet
through Yalgoo and down to where it hits the

n main bitumen. The Minister did this Chamber less
(Teller) than justice by not clearly indicating the exact

position. Millions and millions of dollars' worth
of roadworks are involved and we should know

ones exactly what is contemplated by the Government
and by the company before this Bill is passed.

Certainly, there is nothing in the agreement
which looks as though it obliges the company to

Evans finance such a venture. However, the company
should not be allowed off the hook completely.
I know without inquiring into the matter at all

Lvans that the cheapest way of transporting the com-
pany's goods will be by road from Geraldton:
this will be the option for which the company
will go.

Mr
Wr
Mr
-Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
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I do not blame Western Mining for trying to
get out of it as cheaply as it can; if it can get
away with an agreement with the Government in
a way which minimises its costs, that is to its
advantage, It is in the game to win. However,
the Government also is in the game to win-for
the taxpayers-and it is to the shame of those
people like the Premier who draw up and sign
agreements on behalf of our State that they have
not considered these alternatives which are liable
to cost the people of this State many millions of
dollars more than if the company was forced
to take the option at Leonora, using that trans-
port system. We ane entitled to know much more
about the financial position which will prevail.
whichever of the options is selected.

We should know something about the Multewa-
Mt. Magnet section. At present, it is all the road
can do to handle the additional traffic which has
been thrown onto it as a result of the closure
of the Meekatharra railway line. If it is not
widened, major collisions will occur because it
does not meet the standard required of a road
with such heavy patronage.

These are the things which need more attention
in the agreement. The Minister owes it to this
Chamber to see that the right thing is done by the
State and that somewhere along the line, even if
it is necessary to amend the agreement, the tax-
payers are protected.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not know why the
member for Welshpool is so worried about the
sales capacity of Western Mining. I assure him
that the partners Western Mining will take in
this venture-one of which is one of the largest
companies in the world and the other, Urange-
sellschaft Australia Pty. Ltd.-are both active in
the industry and are potential users of the pro-
duct. That was the reason these companies de-
cided to join the project.

Mr Jamieson-. I do not think EXXON is very
skilled in selling minerals.

Mr TMrENSAROS: it is skilled in the field of
energy, and that is what the product will be
used for. I do not think we need have any con-
cern. The reason these companies have come
into partnership is to be users, not sellers.

The honourable member mentioned the matter
of transport. The agreement does not lack in-
formation. Any obligation which is not contained
in the agreement obviously is not an obligation on
the company.

Mr Jamieson: That is going to be good!

Mr MENSAROS: If it was an obligation on
the company it would be in the agreement-

If we were to have bitumen roads to each port,
the shorter way would be the cheaper. The ques-
tion of freight will be open to negotiation be-
tween the company and Westrail on a comme--
cial. basis. If the company chooses transhipment
from rail to road, then as the agreement is ex-
pressed the company wilt not have any obligations.
If the company choses the other way, it will have
a very heavy obligation.

The Main Roads Department knows this. To
some extent, depending on the density of popu-
lation and on the needs of the area, the Main
Roads Department is responsible. That is the
problem which arises in the State, with the gene-
ral infrastructure.

When one talks about the immense iron ore
developments in the Pilbara, it must be remem-
bered that at that time there was a seller's
market, and it was not very difficult to have the
companies building everything. However, be-
cause rail transport was available the companies
did not build any roads in the Pilbara. Now
there is a need for roads because the smaller loads
do not justify a railway.

These are problems which we cannot avoid.
They are problems which we will have to be
responsible for, whichever way the company
decides.

Schedule put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for Indus-
trial Development) (12. a.m.): I move-

That the Bill he now read a third time.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [12.22 a.m.J:
Having heard the comments of the Minister, I
must say that Western Mining Corporation was
smarter than I would have thought it was. The
Crown lawyers who drew up this agreement
have failed us badly.

The Minister says we will be responsible for
the roads. This will create a large burden for
the State in the provision of services for the
company which,' after all, will have the most
use of those roads. This should never have been
allowed. The provision of extra finance for this
purpose is on the Government's head. If the
Government takes the money out of ordinary
road funds, other areas will have to suffer. It is
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obvious this is a matter which should have been
dealt with in the agreement. When the options
were open, this aspect should have been sti-
pulated clearly.

The Government will be faced with the prob-
lem of financing the upgrading of large sections
of road to the standard set out in the agreement.
That relates to the road between Mt. Magnet
and the townsite. That will be a magnificent
road. After one leaves the track running to Mt.
Magnet, one will he on a major highway again.

There will be a problem with people going
from Yeelirrie towards Geraldtori. This prob-
lem always arises when one has to revert to a
dirt road after travelling on an excellent bitumen
road. There will be problems with people
travelling towards Geraldion. They will have
gathered speed and momentum. People in that
situation do not appreciate that when they leave
the made road they should ease up considerably.

This problem occurred repeatedly when there
was a made road to the border with South Atim-
tralia and a dirt track on the other side of the
border. Within the next few miles, there were
so many people being killed that it was not a
matter for humour at all. That sort of thing
does not occur now. The accidents which ban-
pen on the cross-country highway happen at all
sorts of places now. There is no particular spot
which can be localised as being worse than any
other.

It will be found that when people travel
beyond Mt. Magnet, when the Geraldton road
reverts to a dirt road all sorts of problems will
be experienced. There should have been a
greater in-depth study of what was intended in
this respect. The Premier, on behalf of the State,
should have been more careful in this regard.
He certainly did not take care of this aspect.

It is understandable that the companies in the
north were not required to build roads because,
as the Minister said, they had their own rail-
way tracks. The only obligation to have roads
in that area is for social reasons. In relation to
Veelirrie, the obligation to have roads is for
commercial reasons. There is justification for
the company to have contributed towards the
cost of those roads. The company has not done
so, and it is not obliged to do so.

It appears that this legislation will be en-
acted, because that is the Government's desire.
Western Mining Corporation will have the added
boinus of having roads provided for it. I suggest
that before the Premier finalises this agreement,
he should ensure he knows exactly what the
State will have to pay.
(161)

MR MENSAIROS (Eloreat-Minister for Indus-
trial Development) [12.27 a.m.]: It is very easy
for the Opposition to say that the Government
gave things away, and that the company was
smart. The Crown Law Department took no
part in this other than drafting the agreement.

Itake full responsibility for negotiating the
agreement-

Mr Jamieson: They are smarter than you,
then.

Mr MENSAROS: I take full responsibility
for the surveillance of the agreement and of
the negotiations. If the member considers the
clauses which he did not mention, he will se
that in the royalty clause the Government
finishes up in a good position. The member
should consider the fact that the quantity of
material to be transported from the mine site is
a pittance. He should consider the obligations
which will be placed on the company in rela-
tion to some of the roads. Then the member
would know that this is a fair agreement.

Mr Jamieson: If we were going the other way,
the State would be so much better off.

Mr MENSAROS: This is a fair agreement
within the bounds of the viability of the project,
within the bounds of being competitive on the
world market, and from the point of view of the
development of resources.

Question put and a division taken with
following result-

Ayes 24
Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Si r Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr 8. T. Burke
Mr T. i. Burke
Mr Davies
Mr Hodge

the

Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
M r Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Stephens
Mr Tubby
M r Williams
Mr Shalders

(Teller)

Noes 14
Mr Jamieson
M r Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes

Mr Wait
MrT P. V. Jones
Mr Ridge
Mr Young
Mr Sodeman
Mr Coyne
Mr Spriggs
Dr Dadour
Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time

Council.

Noes
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Carr
Mr Harman
Mr H. fl. Evans
Dr Troy
Mr Grill
MrT T. D. Evans

and transmitted to the

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
[12,32 a.mn.I: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.
In response to requests we have received, it has
been decided that next Wednesday we will
assemble at 11.00 a.m. so that members can
get away a little early to collect their wives for
the function to be held that night. It is anti-
cipated we will adjourn around 5.15 p-rm.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned as 12.33 a.rn. (Friday).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ROAD
West Coast Highway

2422. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister representing
th~e Minister for lands:

Is the Minister presently involved in the
preparation of plans for a possible link
road joining West Coast Highway and
Servetus Street via Defence Department
and golf club land?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
No. However topographic maps are be-
ing prepared by the Lands and Surveys
Department which could be used in the
planning process.

ROAD
West Coast Highway

2423. MrT TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

Is his department presently involved in
the preparation Or finalisation of plans
for a possible link road joining West
Coast Highway and Servetus Street via
Defence Department and golf club land?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Yes.

RAILWAYS
Fremantle-Penih Reserve

2424. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

At what stage of preparation is the rail-
way reserve study (Perth-Fremantle
railway reserve) which was initiated dur-
ing the term of office of her predecessor?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
I am discussing this matter with my
Cabinet colleagues.

PORT
Carnarvon: Small Boat Harbour

2425. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Works:
(1) Will the Government provide funds to

dredge the entrance channel to the small
boat harbour at Carnarvon to enable rig
tenders to operate from the harbour and
thus enable Carnarvon to obtain employ-
ment and revenue which will flow from
the proposed exploration for oil and gas
from the Exmouth plateau?

(2) If "No" why not?
(3) If "Yes" will the funds be provided in

the current financial year?
(4) If not in the current financial year, when

wHi the dredging occur?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No.
(2) to (4) The present facility has been

designed for -fishing boat operation and
complete redevelopment would be nec-
essary including major dredging works
with subsequent maintenance dredging
problems.

HEALTH: CHIROPRACTIC
Palmer College and Australian Standard

2426. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has he had his attention drawn to an

artcle published in the Daily News of
9th November, wherein it was stated that
a New Zealand Government inquiry had
been told by an American-t rained chiro-
practor, Dr P. J. Modde, that hundreds
of students of the Palmer College of
Chiropractic had cheated their way
through examinations?
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(2) Is it a fact that the Palmer College of
Chiropractic is named as an acceptable
college in this State by the Chiropractors
Registration Board rules?

(3) In view of the evidence given to the
New Zealand Government inquiry about
the Palmer College and the misuse of
X-rays by American trained chiro-
practors, will he take immediate steps
to protect the Western Australian public
by establishing an Australian standard for
chiropractors in this Stale instead Of rely-
ing on foreign standards and colleges?

Mr O'NeiI (for Mr YOUNG) replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) The article has~ been drawn to the
attention of the Chiropractors' Regis-
Iration Board and I have asked for
comment.

EDUCATION: WAlT

Mauter of Education and Mastet of Social Science
(Community Psychology)I Courses

2427. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

(1) Will he table all the documents pertain-
ing to the Western Australian Post
Secondary Education Commite's con-
sideration of the Western Australian
institute of Technology's proposed master
of education and master of social science
(Community Psychology) Courses?

(2) Is it a fact that Mr Ross Smith, chief
psychologist of mental services in Western
Australia, has written a paper pointing
to the need for a sizeable increase in
the number of community psychologists?

(3) Is it a fact that the Western Australian
Post Secondary Education Committee
has rejected WAlT's master of social
work (community psychology) course
which is a full two years' master's degree
and that neither the Universily of W.A.
nor Murdoch 'University offers such a
comprehensive programme?

(4) Is it also fact that the Western Australian
Past Secondary Education Committec
has rejected WA II's master of social
science (community psychology) course
because "both Universities offer com-
munity psychology post-graduate train-
ing" whereas the Western Australian
Post Secondary Education Committee has

approved the master education course
at WAIT in spite of the fact that both
universities Offer master of education
courses?

(5) In view of-
(a) the need for community psycholo-

gists;
(b,) the willingness of WAIT to train

graduates for a full two years, in
the discipline,

why has the Western Australian Post
Secondary Education Committee with-
drawn its original recommendation?

Mr Old (for Mr P. V. JONES) replied:

(1) and (2) No.

(3) A course for a master's degree in com-
munity psychology was considered. It
was not presented as a master's degree
in social work. The Western Australian
Post Secondary Education Commission
decided not to approve the course for
introduction in 1980 but it can be pro-
posed and reconsidered for later years.

(4) Yes.

(5) The commission's original decision was
amended after reconsideration of all
factors involved.

H EALTH

Lice Ontareoks: Checks

2428. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are apparently over heavy burdens being
placed on staff at the child health services
centre in Koondoola, to meet requests
from school principals for total head
checks for head lice infestation since the
Commissioner for Public Health directed
that -responsibility for such checks was
to be transferred from local health auth-
orities to child health services staff?

(2) Since a large part of the problem appears
to stem from the insistence by principals
on total head checks when nursing staff
consider that more restricted cheeks
would be just as effective and less time
consuming, will he in collaboration with
the Minister for Education-

(a) ask the commissioner to commu-
nicate with all principals and provide
guidelines with regard to appro-
priate action in the case of suspected
cases of head lice infestation;
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(b) transfer the responsibility for con-
ducting such checks to school
health sisters;

(c) consider making school health sisters
or child health services staff respon-
sible for deciding on the extent of
any such check to be made?

Mr O'Neii (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) All school principals have already

been issued with guideliness:
(b) this is already the responsibility of

schools health nurses;,
(c) this had already, in fact, been

instituted, as outlined in the guide-
lines.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Mirrahooka A venue- Yirrigaii Drive

Inierrection
2429. Mr WILSON, 10 the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Can he say whether the Main Roads

Department has at this stage reviewed
the need for traffic lights at the inter-
section of Mirrabooka Avenue and
Yirrigan Drive?

(2) If "No" why have marker pegs indicating
the position of traffic signals been placed
at this intersection?

Mr
(1)

RUSH-TON replied:
and (2) Underground conduits for
future signal installation have been
placed at the expense of Stirling City
Council.
Signal installation will be programmed
when funds are provided by the de-
veloper of the Mirrabooka Shopping
Centre in accordance with the conditions
of development imposed by the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority.

TRAFFIC
Mirrabooka A venrzw-Reael Road

Iuiiersect ian

2430. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

in view of the Main Roads Depart-
ment's apparent recognition of hazards
existing at the intersection of Beach.
Road and Mirrabooka Avenue, especially
for vehicles making right hand turns, as
indicated in answer to question 1796 of
1978, and the City of Stirling's apparent

unwillingness to act on recommendations
of the department forwarded nearly 12
months ago, can be say what other action
the department can take to help rectify
the present possibly dangerous situation?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
Limited funds available to the Main
Roads Department are directed to im-
proving intersections which have high
priority for potential accident reduction.
The intersection of Beach Road and
Mirrabooka Avenue does not at present
have this high priority and any improve-
ment to be considered at this stage would
need to be undertaken by the local
authority from funds available to the
council.

CYCLES

Advisory Committee: Membership and Report
2431. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Local

Government:
(1) Who are the members of the advisory

committee appointed to study the use
of bicycles in the metropolitan area, and
what interests do they represent?

(2)

(3)
Has it made a report yet?
If so, will she table it?

(4) If it has not yet made a report, when
is it expected to make a report?

(5) What are the terms of reference of the
committee?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Mr J1. R. Watson, Local Government

Department (Chairnman)-,
Mr F. Barclay, Town Planning Depart-

menit;
Mr J. B. Boulton, National Safety

Council;
Mr R. Court, Road Traffic Authority;
Mr G. Florance, W.A. League of

Wheelmen;
Cr P. Graltoni, Local Government

Association;
Mr G. Hackett, Main Roads Depart-

ment;
Mr E. Koltasz, Office of the Director

General of Transport;
Mr D3. Neill, Western Australian Ama-

teur Cyclists Union, and Cycling Tour-
ing Association;

Mr J. Sharp, Community Recreation
Council.
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(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) No date has yet been determined.
(5) To study all aspects of bicycle use and

to recommend a policy for considera-
tion by Government for improved safety
and facilities for cyclists.

ENERGY

Solar: Equipment Testing

2432. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:
(1) Has the Solar Energy Research Institute

arranged for solar equipment to be
tested in Western Australia?

(2) If so, what bodies will do the testing?
(3) Have any tests yet been conducted?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1)
(2)

Yes.
The tests will be conducted by the fol-
lowing bodies-

University of Western Australia for
high temperature and concentrating
collectors;

Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology for flat plate collectors; and
the State Energy Commission for
completed domestic water heaters.

(3) Tests have been conducted on com-
pleted domestic water heaters for the
past three years and the Solar Energy
Research Institute is currently making
arrangements for tests on a variety of
local and overseas collectors to be
tested at the other two establishments.

LAND

Notional Park: A von Valley
2433. Mr TONKINJ, to the Minister for Conser-

vation and the Environment:
(1) Is it intended that there should be public

access to the Avon Valley national park?

(2)
(3)

If so, by what route?
If not, what is the rationale of this
decision?

(2) Existing eslablished roads, St. Fergus
Road and Quarry Road.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) Yes.
(5) No.

WATER SUPPLIES

Sodium Tripolyphospzaze in? Laundry Detergets

2434. Mr TONKCIN, to the Minister for Conser-
vation and the Environment:
(1) Are there any restrictions on the use

of sodium tripolyphosphate in laundry
detergents?

(2) Is there concern that the use of such a
substance is having any deleterious effect
upon ground water or river water in
Western Australia?

(3) What studies have been made to suppoi
the view expressed in (2) above?

Mrs Craig (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Regular sampling of ground-

water and river waters does not indi-
cate any deleterious effects which can
be related to tripolyphosphates in
laundry detergents. However, it is
likely that any contribution to phos-
phate levels from this source would be
masked by the much greater contribu-
tion from fertilisers.

HEALTH

NHMRC: Lead and Mercury Levels in Fruit

2435. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the National Health and Medical
Research Council indicated that it is
concerned at the level of lead and/or
mercury permitted in fruit and fruit
products?

(2) What is the present permissible level in
Western Australia?

(3) When was that altered?

Mr
(1)(4) Has access along the Avon Valley from

the east been denied by the owner of
lot 3 on plan 1839 Avon location 1953?

(5) Is it intended that any action will be
taken in respect of this denial of access9

Mrs Craig (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
(I) Yes.

O'Neil (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
No, but the council is considering a
proposal to reduce the lead levels from
fruit and fruit products other than dry
fruit. No variations are proposed for
mercury.

(2) Lead, 4.0 parts per million (4.0 mg/kg);
Mercury, 0.03 parts per million (0.03

mg/kg).
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(3) The 1st December, 1972. (in accord-
ance with standard approved by Nat-
ional Health and Medical Research
Council at 73rd Session, October, 1971).

HEALTH
Dic/dor,'os

2436. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:
(1) What restrictions are there upon the use

of dichiorvos in commercial prepara-
tions?

(2) What are the details?
(3) In what substances available to the

general public is dichiorvos to be found?
(4) Is it toxic to mammals?

(5) If so, to what degree?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
(1) Dichiorvos is included in the fifth and

sixth schedules of appendix "A" to the
Poisons Act, 1964-1970. It is also

subject to registration under the pesti-
cides regulations made under the pro-
vision of the ]Health Act, 1911, as
amended.

(2) (a) (i) Plastic resin strips containing
20 per cent or less of dich-
lorvos, and aerosols containing
I per cent or less of dichiorvos.
are in the fifth schedule:.

(ii) such preparations are subject
to labelling and packaging re-
quirements as specified in the
Poisons Act regulations for
fifth schedule substances, and
the pesticides regulations.

(b) (i All other preparations arc in-
cluded in the sixth schedule;,

(ii) the requirements of the Poi-
sons Act regulations, for label-
ling and packing sixth schedule
substances apply, as do the re-
quirements of the pesticides
regulations. Tn addition, sixth
schedule preparations may he
sold only by persons holding
the appropriate licence in
accordance with the Poisons
Act regulations.

(3) Dichlorvos preparations available to the
public include pest strips, pet collars
and medallions, aerosol insecticides, fly
baits, and cockroach repellants.

(4) Yes.

(5) The use of the commercially available
preparations according to instructions,
should not be harmful to mammals.

HEALTH
Microwave Ovens

2437. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Are checks still being carried out in

Western Australia on microwave ovens?
(2) How many officers are employed in this

task?
(3) How many ovens are examined each

month?
(4) Is such checking voluntary on the part

of the owners?
(5) What means are taken to ensure that the

whereabouts of such ovens are known?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr YOUNG) replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) Two, among their other duties.

(3J Five to 10 per month.

(4) Yes.

(5) None.

H-IEAL.TK
X-rays

2438. Mr TrONK IN, to the Minister fur Health:
(1) Is it at fact that the Hospital Benefits

Fund of WA will not pay for X-rays
taken by a qualified radiographer if it is
done for a chiropractor?

(2) What is the rationale of this policy?

(3) What is the Government's policy with
respect to this non-payment?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr YOUNG) replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Commonwealth -Government leg-
islation provides for the payment of
medical benefits only where a service
is performed for or on behalf of a
medical practitioner.
There are five registered private health
funds in Western Australia. All offer
a different range of ancillary benefits
towards which the Commonwealth does
not contribute.
Art five funds pay a benefit on chiro-
practic attendances. Only two pay a
benefit for X-ray services through a
chiropractor.
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(3) The State Government has no jurisdic-
tion over health funds which operate
under Commonwealth legislation and
policies determined by the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr Tonkin: Wran showed that was not so,
didn't he?

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Rates: 05l-peak

2439. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:
(1) Is industry able to have electricity pro-

vided during off-peak periods at a cheaper
rate than that normally charged?

(2) If "Yes" would he provide details of any
such scheme?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Customers supplied from the intercon-

nected system have the option of being
supplied under the time based demand
and energy tariff. This tariff provides
for cheaper electricity "off-peak".

(2) The tariff is based on the demand and
energy principle such that the Price
paid by any customer will vary with
the maximum demand and the amount
of electricity consumed "off-peak".
It is recommended that any customer
contemplating transferring to this tariff
should first consult with the State
Energy Commission's tariff advisory
group.

2440. This question was postponed.

LAND: RESERVE
"A"-dlass: No. 8431

2441. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Lands:
(1) Are there a number of shacks erected

(2)

(3)

on the seafront on a portion of "A"-class
reserve 8431 which is vested in the Shire
of Augusta-Margaret River?

Is this in breach of the vesting order?
If the erection of these shacks is in
breach of the vesting order, would the
Minister issue instructions to the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire to have them serve
notice for the removal of those shacks
upon those persons who were responsible
for their erection?

(4) If not, why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) The Shire of Augusta-Margaret River

has advised that all such structures were
erected without the receipt of approval
or a licence from the council.

(3) and (4) The future of this portion of
the reserve and the affected shacks is
currently the subject of discussion be-
tween the Shire of Augusta-Margaret
River and the National Parks Auth-
ority. The issue of instructions for re-
moval as requested by the member
would not be appropriate at this stage.

LAND
Reserve No. 31)88

2442. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Lands:

What is the current purpose, class, sine
and vesting of reserve 31188?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The current purpose of class "A" re-
serve 31188 is "Conservation of Flora
and Fauna". The reserve area is 46.010 9
hectares and it is vested in the Western
Australian Wildlife Authority.

LAND
Reserves Nos. 17495 and 19787

2443. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Lands:
(1) Would the Minister please provide details

of the purpose, sine, class and vesting
of reserve 17495-
(a) as at the 20th October, 1976;
(b) as at the present time?

(2) What action is being taken to fulfill
Cabinet's endorsed proposal to add por-
tion of this reserve, particularly the
cliff area at Point D'Entrecasteaux, to the
national park?

(3) What is the present status of and vesting
of reserve 19787?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) (a) Purpose--Camping and recreation.

Area-809.371 2 hectares.

Class-Class "A".
Vesting-Portion comprising Nelson

Location 12439 (65.000 1 hec-
tares) vested in the Shire of Man-
jimup for the purpose of camping
and recreation with the power to

5127



5128 [ASSEMBLY]

lease. The balance of the reserve
remained tinder the control of
council as a board of manage-
ment.

'b) Purpose-Camping and recreation.
Area-770.63t) I hectares (amend-

ment of area for road purposes).

Class--Class "A".

Vesting-Portion comprising Nel-
son Location 12439 (65.000 1
hectares) is vested in the Shire of
Manjimup with power to lease
for the reserve purpose. The bal-
ance comprising Nelson Location
7202 is vested in the Shire of
Manjimup without power to
lease.

(2) No action following agreement between
Department of Conservation and En-
vironnment, National Parks Authority
and Shire of Manjimup that the whole
of the reserve be vested in the shire.
Consequential vesting action as described
in (1) (b) was taken in January, 1978.

(3) Reserve 19787 is set apart for the pur-
pose of camping with vesting in the
Shire of Manjimup.

STATE FORESTS

lorests Act: Ai,,embI,,ent

2444. Mr SKIDJMORE, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Forests:

(1) As Cabinet has endorsed the Environ-
mental Protection Authority recoin-
nmendation that the Forests Act he
amended to provide statutory provi-
sions for establishing forest parks, and
as the concept wats adopted as Govern-
ment policy in the current Forests De-
partment working plan, when is it pro-
posed that amending legislation be pre-
sented to Parliament?

(2) Bearing in mind that a lime-lag exists,
by virtue of the provisions of section
36 of the Interpretation Act, between
the date of effect of at gazetted regula-
tion (and particularly any subsequent
revocation) and the date of any Suc-
cessftul disallowance motion by Parlia-
ment, is consideration being given to
ensuring that any revocation of a forest
reserve is effective only after Parliament
has considered the matter?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Action to amend the Forests Act or
regulations to give effect to proposals
to establish forest sanctuaries, forest
parks or other special management
priority areas, is being held over until
the System 6 proposals are approved.

(2) No, because there are no areas set
aside as forest reserves. Dedicated State
forest can only be revoked after a
resolution has been passed by both
Houses of Parliament.

LAND
Donnelly River

2445. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Con-
servation and the Environment:
(1) I-ow many cottages existed at the mouth

of the Donnelly River as at 30th June,
1976?

(2) (a) When did this area come under the
control of the National Parks
Authority; and

(b) how many cottages existed at that
date?

(3) How many cottages have been built at
this locality since the National Parks
Authority was given control of the
area?

(4) (a) What conditions apply to the
holders of the cottages erected uip to
30th June, 1976;

(b) what conditions apply lo the holders
of the cottages erected after 30th
June, 1976?

(5) Hats the National Parks Authority con-
tacted all cottage holders and informed
them of the conditions applicable?

(6) What vehicular access to the cottage
settlement exists, and to what extent is
this open to the public and likely to
remain open to cottage holders and the
public generally?

Mrs Craig (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
(1) Not known.
(2) (at) The 17th June, 1977;

(b) 38.
(3) Nil.
(4) (at) Annual licence;

(b) annual licence for cottages built up
to the 17th June, 1977.

(5) Yes.
(6) Nil. Boat only.
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FISHERIES
Aquatic Reserves: Walpole, Nornalap,

and Broke Inlets

2446. Mr SKCIDMORE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) When is action to be taken to declare

the tidal water area of Walpole Inlet,
Nornalup Inlet, and Broke Inlet, aquatic
reserves for national park as endorsed
by Cabinet on 20th October, 1976?

(2) Is consideration being given to allow
the regulated catching of fish in these
inlets:
(a) by bona fide professional fishermen;
(b) by amateur fishermen?

(3) If declared aquatic reserves and vested
in the National Parks Authority or the
Department of Fisheries and Wildlife,
will that management authority be given
power to manage boating activity con-
sistent with their status as conservation
reserves?

Mrs
(1)

Craig (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
These areas will be considered after
the Ningaloo Reef area has been final-
ised.

(2) The activities to be allowed will depend
upon the management plans adopted.
These have not yet been formulated.

(3) Management of boating activity would
be one of the aspects taken into account
when formulating management plans.

EDUCATION
Field Study Centres

2447. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) What action has been taken subsequent
to Cabinet endorsing the Environmental
Protection Authority recommendation
that the Director General of Education
take further steps to create and manage
field study centres, in liaison with ap-
propriate authorities?

(2) How many field study centres existed as
at 20th October, 1976, and at present-
(a) in national parks;
(b) in nature reserve;
(c) on land controlled by the Forests

Department;
(d) on land controlled by local auth-

orities;

(e) on land controlled by the Education
Department;

(f) on other land?

(3) What staff has the Education Depart-
ment employed in regard to the pro-
motion, use and management of field
study centres?

Mr Old (for Mr P. V. JONES) replied:

(I) to (3) There is no specific Cabinet
decision relating to the subject matter of
the question, but a recommendation
from the Environmental Protection
Authority to the Director General of
Education appears on page XII of the
preamble to volume 2 of the Environ-
mental Protection Authority's recom-
mendations to the Government based on
the Conservation Through Reserves
Committee report. Following the recom-
mendation, there has been continuing
di scussion and liaison between the
Education Department and the Depart-
ment of Conservation and the Environ-
ment which has led to the expansion of
general studies in environmental educa-
tion and the establishment of some field
study centres. This liaison and develop-
ment will continue.

Further details will be supplied to the
member by letter.

WATER SUPPLIES
Land Clearing in Boyup Brook Shire

2448. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Water Supplies:

Do the conditions of clearing land under
the Country Areas Water Supply Act
apply in any area of the Boyup Brook
Shire Council, and if so, would the
Minister indicate precisely what areas
are involved?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The clearing conditions apply to the
south-eastern section of the Boyup Brook
Shire in the general area of Chowerup-
Tonebridge. This area comes within the
catchments of Chowerup Brook, the
Tone River and upper reaches of the
Perup Rivr-all of which are part of
the Warren River water reserve.

Precise plans of the areas affected will
be made available to the appropriate
shires when the amendments to the Act
have been proclaimed.
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WATER SUPPLIES
Contry Ar eas Water Supply Act:

Catchinetis and Reserves

2449. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Water Supplies:
(1) is there any significance in the fact that

in the schedule attached to the Country
Areas Water Stupply Act, reference is
made to the Warren River reserve and
Catchnments of the other rivers included?

(2) What is the reason for using the term
,.reserve" in one case and "catchment"
in the other case?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2i In the context of this Act the

term "catchment" has been used for
those areas which have already been
developed for water Supply purposes,
while the term "reserve" has been used
for an atreat which is being retained for
fuitture development for water suptply.

GRAIN
Wheat: Charge jar lHandling

2450. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agricultture:

Whitt is the charge per tonne levied on
wheat by each of the grain handling
.itl horities in Australia?

Mr 01.1) replied:
Bulk Handling Authority charges for the
1977-78 wheat pool have not yet been
finalised.
For 1976-77, the Australian Wheat
Board paid each of the authorities the
following anmotunts, based on their re-
ceivals of wheat that season-

Western Australia ..
New South Wales ..
Queensland... ..
Victoria ... ..
Saoh Australia ..

$ per tonne
... 10.09
.. 8.89
... 9.64
... 5.22
... 6.93

SESQUICEiNrENNIAI. CELEBRATIONS
Adr~e,-eti,g: T'Ievisan and Oversem

2451. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister repre-
senting Ahe Minister for Tourism:
(1) Has there been any television advertising

of the 1501h Year Celebration of West-
ern Atisiralia in-
(at) Singapore;
(b) Hong Kong:
(c) Japan?

(2) If rnot, as the people of this State seem
to be now well aware of this celebra-
tion, will the Minister divert some funds
towards publicising our sesquicenten-
nial in countries liable to provide tourist
potential?

Mrs
(1)
(2)

CRAIG replied:
No.
The matter will be considered by the
150th Anniversary Board.

ROADS

Reserves: Mainienance

2452. Mr WILSON, to the Nlinister for Trans-
port:
(I) What is the policy of ihe Main Roads

Department ats regards maintenance of
road reserves in the vicinity of built up
areas?

(2) Is the Main Roads D~epartment aware of
the possibly dangerous lire and snake
hazard constituted by heavy concentra-
tions of dry grass and weeds in the road
reserve adjacent to Arkarn Road and
Curlington Crescent, Halga?

(3) What action, if any, is the department
prepared to take to spare residents in
the vicinity the possible inconvenience
and danger arising from intermittent
fires and the threat of snake hite as u
result of the present state of this road
reserve?

Mr RUSEIrION replied:
(I) Trhe policy depends upon the classifica-

tion of the road. In the case of roads
subject to control of access, the depart-
ment accepts the fitll responsibility. In
other eases the local authorities are
responsible for the maintenance of [he
footpath and verge.

(2) and (3) The department is aware of the
heavy concentrations of dry grass and
weed,, in the road reserve adjacent to
Arkana Road and Corlington Crescent,
Balga, and will construct fire breaks.

LAND
Keoanduala

2453. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:
(1) Can she say who is ]he current owner

of Lots 70, 71, 72, 73, 85, 86, 87 and
88 in Koondoola?

(2) Whatt is the current zoning of this land?
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(3) What future proposals does the Metro-
politan Region Planning Authority have
for this land?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No.
(2) Assuming that lots 70 to 73 and 85 to

88 are those included in Land Titles
office plans numbered 4617 and 4948,
they are reserved tinder the Metropolitan
Region Scheme for parks and recreation
and iinder the local authority's town
planning scheme for regional recreation,
with the exception of lot 73 which is
partly zoned "residential development" in
the local authority scheme.

(3) It is proposed that the Jand be available
for active and passive recreational uses
by the people of the metropolitan
region and the surrounding residential
areas.

TOWN PLANNING
Bullai,,ra Ply. Ltd.

2454. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Urban
Development and rown Planning:
11) Can she say what progress has been

made by the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority in its consideration of the
application by Ballajura Pty. Ltd. for
reassessment of the Metropolitan region
schemne zonings, as reflected on metro-
politan region scheme map No. 10 and
improvement plan No. 8?

(2) Can she also say whether consideration
of the suggested proposals for a new
Weir Road alignment and its southward
extension and an alternative alignment
for Beach Road extensions to Marshall
Road have yet been completed and if
"Yes" with what result?

(3) Does the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority agree with the contention in
the submission of Ballajura Pty. Ltd.,
that the two proposals referred to in
(2) "are commercially feasible in the
short term and if successfully imple-
mented would act as a basic road hier-
archy in the area and a catalyst for
initiat proposals in the Malaga indus-
trial scheme"'?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) to (3) A preliminary report on the

variouts issues raised by the company's
proposals is being considered by the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority

at its next meeting and the Town Plan.
ning Department is continuing its investi-
gations in conjunction with the Main
Roads Department. This is because the
company's proposals substantially affect
the regional road pattern in this area.

Inquiries are also necessary in respect of
land which is the subject of ant agree-
ment between the State and Common-
wealth Governments which places limi-
tations on the potential use. Also, the
company's proposals arc not ones which
can be adequately evaluated without
comprehensive and extcnsive investiga-
tions.

PENSIONERS (MATES REBATES AND
DEFERMENTS) ACT AMEND)MENT BILL

Clause 4(b)

2455. Mr HODG3E, to the Premnier:

(1) Which Minister has responsibility for
exercising discretionary powers author-
ised by the Pensioners (Rates Rebates
and Deferments) Act Amendment Act,
1978, clause 4(b)?

(2) How should applications for considera-
tion by the Minister under the provi-
sions of the abovementioned clause be
made?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(I) The Treasurer.

(2) Applications for consideration by the
Minister should be made through the
rating authorities. The auithoraties will
verify that the pensioner meets all other
conditions of the concessions scheme,
except those relating to joint occup-
ancy or ownership, and will pass the
application on to the Minister, appro-
priately noted.

TOTALISATrOR AGENCY HOARD

Carry-over of Pools

2456. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Chief Secretary:

When pools are carried over in the
various forms of Totalisator Agency
Board betting, is the money carried for-
ward subject to Government tax or
TAB withdrawal in any form?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
No.
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SPEAKER

Champagne Breakfast

2457. Mr H-ODGE, to the Speaker:

(1) Has the Speaker's attention been drawn
to a newspaper article that appeared in
the Sth-l5th November edition of The
Darling in which it was alleged that the
Speaker intended to hold a champagne
breakfast and was expecting that 300)
people would attend and pay $10 per
person?

(2) If the article in the newspaper is factual,
is the Speaker hosting the function in
his capacity as the Speaker of the Leg-
islative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia or as the Liberal
Member for Kalamunda?

(3) Will the Speaker be appearing at the
function in his robes of office and will
the Sergeant-at-Arms be accompanying
him as he did on a previous social oc-
casion held at Kalamunda?

The SPEAKER replied:

(1) to (3) The question is a mischievous
one which seeks to establish that I have
in some unfair way used the office of
Speaker for a party political purpose.

I find this question offensive and quite
out of character with the member for
Melville for whom I have a high per-
sonal regard.

The facts;, which can be obtained from
reading the article under the headline
"Join the Speaker for Breakfast", are
these:-

(a) The Kalamurida Branch of the
Liberal Party are holding a
champagne breakfast at my home
on (he 26th November, to raise
funds for the party.
The function is similar to those
which have been held annually for
the past four years.

(b) In plac ing an advertisement in The
Darling newspaper, to inform
Liberal supporters of the function,
the President of the Kalamunda
Branch, Mr Peter Falconer, gave
details of the event to the editor
of the paper. The editor, not I',
nor any member of the Kalamunda
branch of the party, is responsible
for the story and the headline.

Part (3) of the member's question is less
than fair for he will know from my
answer to question 739 that the occa-
sion which he chooses to call "social"
was a serious civic one to mark a mile-
stone in the history of the Kalamunda
Shire Council.

I point out that the 26th November
function does not come into the cate-
gory of the civic occasion at the Kala-
munda Shire Council or similar fun-
ctions and I will not be wearing the
robes of office and will not be accom-
paniedt by the Sergeant-at-Arms.

In any case, I will reserve unto myself
the right to make a decision as to what
dress I wear on appropriate occasions.

To that answer I add that I have been
advised by the President of the branch
today that the number has been increased
from 300 to 400 because of the popuilarity
of the function: and, as it is quite
obvious that the member is peeved that
he has not received an invitation, I have
been authorised by the branch to issue
him one.

Point of Order

Mr TONKIN: On a point of order, Mr
Speaker, I would like to make it clear
immediately that I find objectionable
your comment about the question being
mischievous, because I believe any mem-
ber of this House has the right to
inquire of the Speaker how he is using
that office. The position of Speaker is
not a personal emolument; it is some-
thing which belongs to every member of
this House. I am disappointed that you
used the word "mischievous" against the
member for Melville when he was merely
seeking to guard the dignity of this
House.

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order.

Questions (on notice) Resumed

HOUSING
Collie

2458. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Housing:

In view of the condition of vacant
houses formerly occupied by police offi-
cers in Wittenoomn and Throssell Streets,
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Collie, will he make arrmngements for
the houses to be demolished immedi-
ately?

Mrs Craig (for Mr RIDGE) replied:
Arrangements are currently being made
to call tenders for the demolition of
vacant houses at 36 Throssell Street and
68 and 70 Wittenoomn Street, Collie.

ABORIGINES
(snd in Kimaberley

2459. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:
(1) Has an entry permit been refused for a

im crew of Granada television of Lon-
don to enter Aboriginal land in the
Kimberleys to investigate CRA activities
on Aboriginal land?

(2) If so, who refused the permit, why was
it refused, and under what authority?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
(1) A request for a reserve entr permit on

behalf of the Granada film crew was
received by the Aboriginal Lands Trust
for the purpose of-
(a) meeting with the Oombulgurri

Aboriginal community and council;
(b) discussing CRA activities at the

Forrest River Aboriginal reserve;
(c) recording on film these meetings and

discussions.
(2) After all aspects of the request were con-

sidered by the Aboriginal Lands Trust,
the permit was refused by the trust
under the authority of ministerial dele-
gation.

EDUCATION
"The Role of the Guidance Officer in WA

Government Schools, July 1978".

2460. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

Adverting to my question 2248 of 1978
and the report referred to in that ques%-
tion, why was that report and reports
of a similar nature not made available
to members of Parliament and the State
school teachers union as a matter of
courtesy?

Mr Old (for Mr P. V. JONES) replied:
Although not specifically listed in the
answer to ques;tion 2240, the Teachers'
Union has received copies of the Rote

of the Guidance Officer report and, as
a matter of routine, receives copies of
all similar publications.
The Education Department, during the
course of a year, produces a very large
number of publications on diverse edu-
cational issues. Members of Parliament
are not included on all distribution lists,
but copies of any publication are freely
available on request.
If the Leader of the Opposition wishes a
copy of this particular report, it will
be provided by the Minister for Edu-
cation's office.

MEAT
Broomer Works

2461. Mr DAVtES, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) is he able to advise regarding the future

of the meat works at Broome relevant
to its possible use during the coming
killing season?

(2) If not, to where will cattle be directed
for slaughtering?!

Mr OLD replied:
(t) and (2) The future operations of the

works is a decision for management and
is not known to my department. I have
no information at this time to suggest
that the works will not continue to
operate.

PORTS
North-west

2462. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Trans-
port:
(1) Are there any plans to rationalise the

use of north-west ports, i.e., to increase
the use of some and lessen the use of
others?

(2) If so, can he advise what is intended, in
particular the way in which the ports of
Broome and Derby fit into forward
planning?

(3) What moneys will be expended on the
port of Broome in the present financial
year and how will it be spent?

(4) What moneys will he expended on the
port of Derby in the present financial
year and how will it be spent?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) It is not anticipated there will

be any change in the relative roles of
north-west ports.
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(3) $153 000 for maintenance and upgrad-
ig of the present facilities.

(4) $97 000 to maintain and upgrade the
present facilities.

CHILDREN'S COURT
Mrs Del fman

2463. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:
(I) Further to my question 2405 of 1978

concerning Mrs Dettmares status on the
Children's Court, does Mrs flettman
have any legal or formal or academic
qualification for the position of special
magistrate?

(2) If no. how many other Children's Court
special magistrates are similarly unquali-
fled?

(3) Does the department supply a vehicle
to convey Mrs Dettmant to and front
the Children's Court?

(4) If so, to how many other Children's
Court special magistrates is this facility
extended?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr YOUNG) replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SHIPPING
SSS:- Ships

1.Dr TROY, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) When will the Wamnbiri go off the local

coast?
(2) When will the Reroona go off the local

coast?
(3) What are the prospects for the Nyanda

and Boogalla?
(4) When will the new vessel be brought

into service and does it depend on con-
tracts for North-West Shelf gas?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (4) The question is very involved and

I ask the honourable member to put it
on the notice paper.
I can give him this information at the
present time: the Beroona is on its last
trip and will finish up at Brisbane. I
am not sure of the exact date but it is

not far off. The Wambiri will be re-
placed when the new State ship arrives,
and the other ships are to be used in
the best way possible in the present
service.

ROADS
MRD: Information Leakage

2. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Tn view of the revelation contained in

a letter tabled on Tuesday by the Min-
ister for Urban Development and Town
Planning that an officer of his depart-
ment released confidential information to
land developers concerning road plans,
what action does he intend to take to
ensure that a situation of this nature is
not repeated?

(2) What action is being considered against
the officer in view of his having leaked
official secrets, thus breaching section Ilt
of the Criminal Code?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am not aware that any officer
of the Main Roads Department has de-
liberately leaked any information.

Mr Davies: Cut it out! You must have been
asleep for the past week.

Mr RUSHTON: I said, "deliberately leaked
any information". The Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning
indicated in answer to a question on
notice the action that has been taken.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
Government Retrenchments

3. Dr TROY, to the Premier:

If the future is as rosy as he would have
us believe, why has his Government
sacked so many workers in all trades
since the Budget was introduced on the
19th and 21st September?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

The honourable member seeks to intro-
duce a degree of emotiveness into a
situation, which is not unusual. He
would realise that in the course of a
works programme by a Government and
Government instrumentalities there is a
movement in the work force from time
to time, and it is largely dependent on
the amount of work flowing into the
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instrumentalities or departments con-
cerned. We cannot have a situation
where there will never be changes of
this kind.

While we do not like to see reductions
in these work forces, from time to time
there will be movement in the work
force, with increase,% as well as reduc-
tions.

I am not prepared to comment on the
specific case referred to because the
details are not known to me, but I have
given a general answer, as I have given
to other members when they have
brought cases to my notice.

ROADS
U4RD: Informaion Leakage

4. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban Dev-
elopment and Town Planning:

Will the Minister explain to the House
the reasons that she is satified no offi-
cers of her department have committed
impropriety concerning leaking informa-
lion; because the papers she tabled on
Tuesday show that officers of her de-
partment advised an MRD officer to
release information on a confidential
study to a group of land developers,
whilst councillors of the Town of Can-
ning were asked to keep the information
confidential?

M rs CRAIG replied:
Let me be quite clear: only one officer
is mentioned in the report-not officers.

Mvr Davies; He conferred with officers.
Haven't you read the report?

Mrs CRAIG: That officer, in line with gene-
ral practice, was asked by an officer of
another department whether he should
discuss, in general terms, an area of
land that might be affected by proposals
that were to be made in the future. This
has long been the practice. Surely it
would be foolish indeed for any deport-
ment to refuse to assist somebody by
refusing to let him know in general
terms that it would be better for him
to wait a short time until a report had
been released rather than go ahead with
expensive development or a change in a
drainage operation, or whatever else it
might be.

Mr Davies: That is not the case at all.

Mrs CRAIG: The Leader of the Opposition
seemns to be intent on conducting a
vindictive attack on a person who saw fit
to assist members of the public. The
Leader of the Opposition says we must
have public participation, and yet he
would deny information of a vital nature
to people in the community who have
every right to it as long as the informa-
tion is not specific and as long as it is
given in good faith.

ROADS
AIRD: In formation Leakage

5. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

Does the Minister now mean that some
people in the electorate--in this case
developers-have more right to confi-
dential information than other people?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
I take exception to that question.

Mr Davies: What nonsense.

Mrs CRAIG: I did not say that, nor do
believe it.

ROADS
A'IRD; Information Leakage

6. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Transport:
Was the Minister consulted by an officer
of the Main Roads Department prior to
a Main Roads Department officer dis-
cussing proposals concerning a confi-
dential MRPA study with representa-
tives of Laurie Potter, G. B. Hill and
Partners and Gold Estates Ltd?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
From what I can understand of the
question of the member for Melville,
the answer is, "No".

ROADS
MRD: information Leakage

7. Mr
(1)

DAVIES, to the Premier:
is it the policy of the Government that
civil servants can release confidential
information to land purchasers before
that information is available to land
vendors and before the~ information is
given to local government on a confi-
dential basis?
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(2) If the answer is "No", will he explain
why he allowed the Minister for Trans-
port and the Minister for Urban Dev-
elopment and Town Planning to ignore
actions by their departmental officers
which have involved breaches of the
Criminal Code, bearing in mind the
action taken against a State Housing
Commission officer for allegedly doing
the same thing?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) and (2) Referring firstly to the allega-
tions of the Leader of the Opposition in
respect of the two Ministers concerned,
as I understand his question he is com-
mitting the grievous error of prejudging
or expressing a judgment, as the case
may be, in respect of whether a breach
of the Criminal Code has in fact
occurred.

Mr Davies: I am judging it on the evidence
tabled in this Parliament.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I certainly would
not set myself up as judge on any
matters of this kind, because there are
courts of law to deal with such situa-
tions. If allegations are made it is the
court and not the Government which
makes a determination as to whether the
Criminal Code has been breached and
what penalty will be suffered.

Dealing with the first point, let me make
it clear that any member of Parliament,
whether he be a Minister, a front-bench
member, or a back-bench member, who
sets out to do what the Leader of the
Opposition has done in this case is fol-
lowing a dangerous course and is cer-
tainly not showing a responsible attitude.
So far as the other part of the question
of the Leader of the Opposition is con-
cerned, I suggest he places it on the
notice paper and I will give him a con-
sidered answer. I have been around
this place long enough to know that one
does not answer questions that are
intended to be trick questions without
considering one's answer.

In my understanding of the matter the
two Ministers concerned have acted with
great care and propriety and with great
consciousness of their responsibilities as
Ministers when handling a matter of this
nature. However, if the Leader of the

Opposition wants mne to answer his ques-
tion in a more considered way so far
as the first part is concerned, I will be
only too happy to do so.

BIRDS

Confiscation

8. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

Further to my question 2376, in which
the following part answer is given-

A Wildlife officer is authorised where
he has seized fauna which he believes
on reasonable grounds to be involved
in the commission of an offence to
dispose of such fauna in such a way
as appears to him to be reasonably
necessary. At some inconvenience, the
Zoological Gardens Board offers to
care for seized birds but without any
commitment as to future identification.

Would the Minister further advise-
(1) If subsequent investigation reveals

that no offence was committed in
regard to the seized property or
fauna, how is the department going
to return the property and fauna
seized to its rightful owner?

(2) Do the wildlife conservation regula-
tions bestow on the wildlife officer
such powers, notwithstanding the
innocence of the accused, that the
property or fauna seized will never
be returned?

(3) Does the term, "disposed of" mean
that ownecrship of the property
passes to another person?

(4) If the answer to (3) is "Yes'; would
the Minister consider such action to
be completely unfair and take steps
to review the regulations to ensure
justice to all concerned?

Mrs Craig (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
(1) The Wildlife Conservation Act provides:

Section 20(2): A wildlife officer
who is not a member of the Police
Force and who finds a person com-
mitting an offence against this Act
or the regulations or who on rea-
sonable prounds suspects that an of-
fence against this Act or the regu-
lations has been committed or is
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about to be committed may, with-
out warrant other than the provi-
sions of this section take possession
and control of any fauna which the
wildlife officer on reasonable
grounds believes to be involved in
the commission of the offence,
detaining or delivering to any per-
son appointed in writing by the
Minister for the purpose, any fauna
or other thing so taken to be dealt
with according to law but if the
wildlife officer is of the opinion that
it is impracticable to detain or
deliver up any fauna because of the
number thereof, the lack of food
or water for the fauna, the distance
to be travelled or any like cause,
the wildlife officer may turn at
large the fauna;

Section 20A (l): Where an officer
authorised to receive royalty under
section eighteen or fauna or other
things taken or seized pursuant to
section twenty of this Act takes
control of any fauna, or the skin
or carcass of any fauna or any
part thereof, or any other thing
likely, in his opinion, to suffer,
deteriorate or perish if no action
is taken to protect it, be may take
such action by way of care, pro-
cessing, sale or other disposal as
appears to him to be reasonably
necessary.

Section 22(1); The property in
fauna, until lawfully taken, is by
virtue of this Act, vested in the
Crown.

(2) The provisions of the last
preceding subsection do not entitle
any person to compensation.

Circumstances may be such that it is
not possible to return fauna that has
been seized but this is not the case with
property.

(2) See answer to (1).

(3) Yes, in some circumstances.

(4) The Act places emphasis on the survival
of the fauna and this is paramount in the
minds of wildlife officers when deciding
upon appropriate action relative to
seized fauna.

ROADS
MAD: Informtation Leakage

9. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

Can the Minister give an assurance
that she will take corrective action in
future agaiunst Town Planning Depart-
ment officers who release or support
the release of confidential information
regarding land use to developers,
because recent occurrences involving a
Main Roads Department officer have
shown that these confidences have
been abused?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
In order that the question may be
given a considered reply--and I believe
it needs a considered reply-I ask the
member to put it on the notice paper.

LAND
Joondalup

10. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) IS it true that the Minister incorrectly
informed the House in answer to ques-
tion 2310 on Wednesday. the 8th Nov-
ember, that land onl which Bell Bros.
has mineral claims had not been trans-
ferred to the Joondalup Development
Corporation?

(2) How did this mistake occur?

(3) Will the Minister confirm that she has
today received from me a copy of a
letter from Bell Basic Industries to the
Roman Catholic Church warning of a
possible conflict of residential and
mining operations?

(4) As it is true that the Chairmen of the
Jcondalup Development Corporation
is also the Chairman of the Bell Basic
Industries group, will the Minister
please check the truth of her answer to
pant (2) of 2310 on the Bih November,
in which she said that Mr Holmes
a'Court had no knowledge of warnings
to owners of land adjoining the loon-
dalup Development Corporation area
about the possible clash of mining and
developmental projects? I would stress
that when r refer to "truth" I do not
mean the truth of the Minister's ans-
wer, but I am referring to the submis-
sion she quoted in her answer.
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Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) 1 point out that this question
was handed to me at about 3.50 p.m.,
so I have not had an opportunity to
check on all of it. The first assertion
made indicates that the member for
Ralcaita believes I incorrectly in-
formed the House. I have had an
opportunity to check this and I find
the truth of the matter is exactly as
stated. The land which is subject to
mineral claims has riot yet been "Crown
granted'.

(3) The member did pass to
the letter at the same
passed to me a copy of

me a copy of
time that he
his question.

(4) The answer I gave relating to Mr
Holmes a'Court having no knowledge

of the warning was supplied to me by
Mr Holmes a'Court and I have no
reason to question it.

BIRDS
confiscation

It. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Adverting to my question 2377, part
(2), will the Minister now answer that
part as the answer given is meaning-
less?

Mrs Craig (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
The department has no facilities for
keeping seized fauna, Circums~tances
may be such that it is not possible to
return fauna that has been seized.
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