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The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) It would be unlikely that they

would be required due to there
being adequate capacity on
Eastern States systems.

(2) It would depend on the distance
involved e.g. Victoria-in the
vicinity of 14 days.

(3) One day.
(4) Only with great difficulty because

the lack of holding space at s-hips
side restricts the turnround of
wagons.

(5) (a) No.
(b) Yes.
(e) Yes.

House adjourned at 4.35 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the Chair at 11.00 a.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson): I
have some information for the House.
Firstly in regard to questions, I propose
that these be taken at an appropriate tilme
after the afternoon tea suspension.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
Procedure

THE SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson): Fol-
lowing the resolution agreed to by this
House last night it is possible that at a
later stage in this sitting the House will
come to a point where an adjournment of
the House must take Place, nothwitbstand-
ing that some business may be before the
House at that particular time.

Should this occur it is my intention to
follow the established practice now apply-
ing to the closure of non-Government
business at a specified time on a Wed-
nesday.

This will mean-
In the House: I will interrupt the

debate and ask the member then
speaking to seek leave to continue his
remarks in accordance with Standing
Order 152. If he fails to do so, or
leave is not granted, I will Put the
main question to the House and accept
an adjournment motion, or the ques-
tion will be decided by a vote of the
House.

In Committee: The Chairman will
accept a motion that progress be re-
ported in accordance with Standing
Orders 336 and 347 or, alternatively,

if such motion is not moved, he will
Interrupt the Committee and report
progress in the same form.

NATIONAL PARKS AUTHORITY BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.

BILLS (2): THIRD READING
1. Perth Medical Centre Act Amendment

Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr Ridge (Minister for Lands),
and passed.

2. Acts Amendment (Port and Marine
Regulations) Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr O'Neil (Minister for Works),
and transmitted to the Council.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Western Australian Tertiary Educa-
tion Commission Act Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Grayden (Minister for Labour and
Industry), and read a first time.

2. Road Traffic Act Amendment Bill (No.
2).

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Traffic), and
read a first time.

3. Fremantle Port Authority Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
O'Neil (Minister for Works), and
read a first time.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
OFFICE

Release of Royal Commission Report:
Motion

MR HARMAN (Maylands) (11.08 am.]:
I move-

That in the opinion of this House
the Government should immediately
make Public the report of the Royal
Commission into matters relating to
the State Government Insurance
office.

Mr Speaker, when you reflect upon the
history of the Royal Commission report
and the delay of two years by the Govern-
ment to make public this report, you will
very quickly see that this motion could
have been anticipated, and certainly the
Government would have expected a motion
such as this.

Firstly, let us look at the history of this
matter. In 1973 the Tonkin Labor Govern-
ment decided to appoint a Royal Commis-
sion to investigate certain matters; and I
intend to touch on them so that the c6ase
will be presented correctly. First of all, we
wanted a Royal Commission to examine
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the extent to which the law restricted the
insurance business in which the State
Government Insurance Office was permit-
ted to engage. Secondly, we wanted a
Royal Commission to examine whether the
restrictions were in the public interest.
Thirdly, we wanted to know what advan-
tages and disadvantages might be involved
in relation to the public, if the restrictions
were removed.

At the same time we asked the Royal
Commission to examine some other mat-
ters dealing with comprehensive motor
vehicle insurance.

That commission was established late In
1973, and the Government of the day-the
Tonkin Labor Government-appointed Mr
Justice Heenan to be the Royal Commis-
sioner and arranged that the taking of
evidence he commenced early in 1974. In
May, 1974-twa years ago-he presented
that report to the Government-a new
Government because the Tonkin Labor
Government had been defeated.

This report had not been commissioned
by the Court Government. It dealt with an
examination which had been requested by
the Tonkin Labor Government. It should
not reflect on any decisions of the Court
Government; but It may or may not have
reflected on decisions of Parliament be-
cause on many occasions we have asked
Parliament to legislate so that the fran-
chise of the 5010 could be extended.

So we gave the Government the oppor-
tunity to examine the report when it was
presented to it. and It was not until the
20th March, 1975-almost 10 months later,
although questions on the matter had been
asked late in 174-that I asked the
Premier-

The Premier will be aware that last
year, in answer to a question, he in-
formed the House that the report by
the Royal Commission into the fran-
chise of the State Government Insur-
ance Office had been received in May.
The Premier advised the House that
the report was being considered by the
Government. Will the Premier now
make that report available?

The Premier replied-
it so happens that the report is still
the subject of some very detailed ex-
amination by at least two, and possibly
three, Government departments, be-
cause it is not just a question of the
State Government Insurance office
franchise that is involved. However, I
will give the honourable member a
more specific answer on Tuesday.

That was on the 20th March. On the 30th
April, 1975, I again asked the Premier-

I acknowledge the speed with which
the Premier has been able to provide
for this Parliament the report of the
Royal Commission which inquired
into airline services. Would the Prem-
ier be kind enough to act in the same

speedy manner and ensure that the
report of the Royal Commission in-
quiry into the State Government in-
surance Office, which was given to the
Government almost 12 months ago,
is tabled in this House before it rises?

The Premier replied-
I can tell the member for Maylands
one thing for certain; that is, I can-
not arrange to table the report on the
5010 with the same speed as the air-
lines report was tabled, for reasons he
himself gave. However, I advise the
honourable member that if he would
like to ask an appropriate question
next Tuesday I will give him the
answer as to when the report will be
released.

That was the 30th April, 1975. On the 7th
May, 1975.-12 months ago-I asked the
Premier-

Is he now in a position to advise
me and the House whether he can
table the report of the Royal Conmnis-
sion into the franchise of the SGIO?

The Premier replied, "No".
Mr Skidmore: We were not misled on

that one.
Mr May: That answer took a lot of re-

search.
Mr HARMAN: Not being one who gives

up the fight very easily, I again asked the
Premier a question as follows on the 3rd
September-

(1) Does the Premier agree that I
have been more than patient in
waiting more than 16 months for
him to table the report of the
Royal Commission which inquired
into the franchise of the State
Government Insurance Office?

(2) Would he co-operate with me as
he has with the member for
Victoria Park and see that this
report is tabled within the next
two weeks?

The Speaker made a point here as fol-
lows-

I point out the first part of the
question is out of order because the
member for Maylands is asking for
an opinion. I think he could have
phrased It in another way. Perhaps
the Premier will answer it in the way
it should have been asked.

The SPEAKER: I was trying to be help-
ful.

Mr HARMAN, I1 always acknowledge
that, Mr Speaker. The Premier replied-

(1) and (2) In answer to the second
part of the question asked by the
member for Maylands, I want to
tell him that the Government will
in due course-

Note those words, "in due course".
Sir Charles Court: Very explicit.
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Mr HARMAN: On the 3rd September.
1975, the Premier said that "in due course"
the Government would-

-make this report available to
the public. However, there is a
good reason in the interests of the
SGOl that the Government
should undertake some other
studies which are very important
to the future of the 8010. In
fairness to that office it is better
that the total question be dealt
with at the one time.

Mr May: I thought "Blue Hills" had
finished.

Mr HARMAN: To continue the ans-
wer-

I appreciate the honourable mem-
ber's impatience. I have not found
him altogether patient about the
matter-

Mr Ber tram: Cut it out.
Mr HARMAN: To conclude the ans-

wer-
-because he has Impatiently
asked a lot of impatient ques-
tions!

That was on the 3rd September.
Mr Young: What's the joke?
Mr Skidmore: The joke is the Premier.
Mr HARMAN: Having waited

months, and being very impatient,
then gave the Government another
months.

is
we

two

Mr Bertram: Very fair.
Mr HARMAN: On the 13th November,

1975, the member for Boulder-Dundas was
also becoming impatient, having waited 18
months for the Government to Indicate
when it would make Public the report, so
he asked a question of the Minister for
Labour and Industry this time. He thought
that he might receive greater co-operation
from him, so he asked-

Is the Minister yet In a position to
table the report on the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office, which he
promised a couple of months ago to
do?

Mr Grayden, the Minister for Labour and
Industry, replied-

I am very anxious that this report
should be tabled at the earliest oppor-
tunity.

Not "in due course".
Mr Grayden: I still am.
Sir Charles Court: That's fair enough.

Mr HARMAN: I want members to note
the following, as the answer continues-

However, the report Is outdated-
Mr May: That is a profound statement.

Mr HARMAN: The report was presented
in May. 1974, and at the end of 1975 I
suppose that was a good answer.

Mr May: The Government was probably
going to close the 8010 down.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister then gave
the reason for the report being outdated.
His answer continued-

-because we have had several reports
since that time. I think it would be
ludicrous to table a report of this kind
at this time, in view of what has taken
place since it was formulated.

He said it would be ludicrous. We had
the Premier saying that "in due course"
the report would be issued, and In due
course I will give a definition of "in due
course"'. Then we had the Minister saying
that he did not think the public should
see the report because it was outdated.

Mr Orayden: At that particular time.
Mr Davies: It is now fashionable again.
Sir Charles Court: It Is like suits of

clothes. If you keep them long enough
they come back into fashion.

Mr HARMAN: Here we have the Gov-
ernment, which had the Royal Commission
report for two years, wriggling and squirm-
ing in an effort to find some way out of
making that report public.

Mr Grayden: I am still looking forward
to the tabling of the report.

Mr HARMAN: In his answer the Minis-
ter for Labour and Industry went on to
say-

Any decision made in respect of the
State Government Insurance Office has
to be made against a background of
what has been happening in respect
of insurance in Australia.

All right. I will accept that. At that time
the Whitlam Government had certain pro-
posals in mind dealing with insurance. The
reply continued-

We Have the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment talking in terms of introduc-
ing a Bill dealing with national
insurance. We know what is contem-
plated in respect of workers' compen-
sation and motor vehicle third party
insurance.
I repeat that any decision has to be
made against that background. In
those circumstances all I can say to
the honourable member is that I will
have the report tabled as soon as pos-
sible.

Earlier In his reply the Minister said it
would be ludicrous to table the report and
then, later in the same reply, he said he
would have the report tabled as soon as
possible.

Mr Bryce: Has it occurred to the mem-
ber for Maylands that the Government may
have lost it?

Mr HARMAN: I do not think it has lost
this report.

Sir Charles Court: I do not think I would
mention lost documents on the other side.
if r were you.
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Mr Bertram: It is more like a cover-up. Mr May: Was that the definition?
Mr Grayden: It will still be made avail-

able as soon as possible.
Mr HARMAN: In January, 1976, some

22 months after the Government received
the report from the Royal Commissioner,
I wrote to the Premier and asked him if
and when he would make the report public.

Mr May: Did you receive an acknow-
ledgment?

Mr HARMANq: I did not get an acknow-
ledgment, or a reply.

Mr Bertram: That is consistent.
Mr HARMAN: On the 4th May, only a

few days ago and some two years after
the report had been received by the Gov-
ernment, I asked the Premier a further
question, as follows-

(1) Is the Premier aware that this
year, 1976, the State Government
Insurance Office will celebrate its
fiftieth year?

(2) Is he also aware that on the 21st
May this year the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office will cele-
brate that occasion?

(3) Is he also aware that two years
ago, in May, 1974, the Royal
Commission presented to the
Government a report dealing with
matters affecting the State Gov-
ernment Insurance Office?

(4) In view of this very notable
occasion will the Premier cease
procrastination and table the re-
port?

The Premier replied-
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) There has been no procrastination

and, as I promised the honourable
member, the report will be tabled
in due course.

Mr Bertram: Hear, heart
Mr Davies: Another broken promise.
Mr HARMAN: I had already heard the

expression "in due course" on the 3rd
September, 1975.

Mr May: You were "oin course".
Mr HARMAN: So, on the following day,

Wednesday, the 5th May, 1916, I asked
the Premier a further question, as fol-
lows--

Yesterday the premier answered a
question of mine concerning the re-
port of the Royal Commission into the
State Government Insurance Office. I
ask the Premier to define the words
he used in his reply-"in due course"?

The Premier replied-
It looks as though today is either
the day for amateur trials or we are
conducting a quiz session with a prize
at the end of it.

Mr Young: Ask a silly question!I
Sir Charles Court: You have to have

in mind the whole question period of that
day.

Mr HARMAN: To continue the reply to
my question: Mr Bertram Interjected-

We hope to get this answer.
Mr Davies then Interjected-

You will never win the prize.
The Premier continued-

The honourable member can place
whatever construction he likes on the
words "in due course".

I Interjected-
They were your words,

The Premier continued-
As far as I am concerned these
words mean in the reasonably near
future.

Mr Bertram: That is a breakthrough.
Mr HARMAN: I again Interjected and

said-
Some time in 1983!

Mr Skidmore: You were too optimistic.
Sir Charles Court: We will still be In

government.
Mr HARMAN: So, we had the Premier

saying in September, 19'75, that the report
would be tabled In due course.

Mr Laurance: You must admit that the
Position has not deteriorated.

Mr HARMAN: Again, in May. 1976, the
Premier said he would table the report
"in due course". The Premier then said
that "in due course" meant "in the reas-
onably near future". I challenge this Gov-
ernment, after two years of procrastina-
dion-

Mr Bertram: Two years of humbug.
Mr HARMAN -to table the report Un-

mediately. I do not think there is any
reason at all that this Government should
not make the report available immediately.

Mr Bryce: This Is the Government
which talked about taking the people Into
Its confidence.

Mr HARMAN: This Government has
made many statements that it wants to
be an open Government. In his policy
speech the Premier said that the Govern-
ment did not want to be seen as a dic-
tator, but as a. service to the public.

I cannot Imagine any Possible reason
that the report should not be made pub-
lic. The Government has had a period of
two years during which to study the re-
Port. I admit that the Government should
be allowed some time to study the rami-
fications of the recommendations, what-
ever they may be. We do not know what
the recommendations were; we can only
assume that some were made. But surely,
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after a period of two years, Government
departments would have had an opportun-
ity to evaluate or assess the report, and
advise the Government accordingly.

I could have some sympathy with the
Minister for Labour and Industry when
he said, last year. that he would like to
table the report but that it should not be
tabled because, In his words. "the report is
now out of date". That was at a time
when the Australian Government and the
State Governments were looking at some
sort of national insurance.

The Royal Commission took evidence
from a great number of persons well quail-
fled in the Insurance industry, and those
people would like to see the results of the
submissions they made. The public would
also like to see the results of the Royal
Commission; they Paid for it.

Mr Bertram: That Is right.
Mr HARMAN: The public has a right

to see the report.
Mr Bryce: I wander whether the private

insurance companies have seen it.
Mr Bertram: The Premier will be able

to tell You about that.
Mr HARMAN: I have been Informed

that the report has been freely available
to Government members of Parliament
and Government departments, and there
Is nothing wrong with that. However, the
report has also been referred to. or spoken
about, in some of the other States of Aus-
tralia. If people in the other States of
Australia have had access to the report.
then it is not in the best interests of this
Government If, at the same time, it is
denying access to the report by people
of this State when the people of this
State Paid for it.

If members on the Government side are
really conscious of and sincere about their
aspiration to be seen as supporting a Gov-
ernment which is open and not secretive,
I appeal to them to consider how they will
vote on this motion. The Government is
made up of two parties-the Country Party
and the Liberal Party.

Mr Stephens: The National Country
Party, please.

Mr HARMAN: I can never keep up with
the changes. Anyway, the Government Is
made up of two political parties. It might
be necessary for the members of one
political party to support their leader-the
Premier-in this procrastination: but I ask
the members of the other political Party
on the Government side to consider their
position when it comes to the question
whether the Government should be secret-
ive and should hide and wriggle to pre-
vent a report being presented to the public.

I think even a child in grade one could
see through the answers which have been
provided to this Parliament over the last
1S months by the Premier and the Minis-
ter for Labour and Industry. But what I

am really concerned about is that I do not
think the public of Western Australia or
the members of Parliament in this House
should be subjected to this kind of attitude
on the part of the Government-the atti-
tude that "We don't care about you: even
though the Tonkin Labor Government
commissioned this report, and even though
we are members of Parliament who assist
in framing the legislation of this State, we
do not care and we do not want you to see
this particular report."

The same attitude is adopted towards
the public of Western Australia. The
Premier does not care 'whether or not the
public see this report. In fact, he does not
want the public to see it and he keeps pro-
crastinating and Putting me off every time
I ask a question by saying, "In due course
this report will be tabled." I have reached
the end of my tether.

The Government must decide to table
the report. I call on this Parliament to
make a decision. I hope it will be made
today. I would be very surprised if when I
sit down the Premier rose to request the
adjournment of the debate: but when we
reflect upon the history of the report it
may not be so surprising if the Premier
moves that the debate be adjourned so
that the matter will be discussed "in due
course", months hence. The Premier can
always say, "When this matter comes up
on the notice paper I will reply 'in due
course'." So members should not be sur-
prised if the Premier takes the opportunity
to adjourn the debate.

If the Minister fur Labour and industry
handles this debate, no doubt he will have
received Instructions what to do, and I
would not be surprised if he moved for the
adjournment of the debate. I hope the
Government does not do that. I hope that
by now the Government has seen the er-
ror of its ways. It must certainly realise
that after two Years it cannot continue
in this vein and keep denying to members
of this Parliament and the public access
to and the opportunity to study a Royal
Commission report which it did not initi-
ate, and would never have Initiated, but
which was Initiated by the Tonkin Govern-
ment and presented during the term of the
present Government.

I appeal to members to think about this
motion and decide whether they will sup-
port open government or whether they will
get behind the Premier and deny members
of Parliament and the public of Western
Australia access to a report which was pre-
sented to the Government two years ago.

Mr T. H. JONES: I second the motion.

MRt GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
for Labour and Industry) [11.35 am.]:
The member for Maylands has framed the
motion we are debating In a rather low
key. It Is a rather Innocuous motion, and
the member for Maylands spoke to it In
a relatively light-hearted way. I would
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suggest the motion has been so framed
and the member for Maylands has spoken
to It in that light-hearted way for one
very good reason; that is, he knows only
too well the real reason that the Govern-
ment has not up to date made public the
Royal Commission report referred to. He
knows perfectly well what the reasons
are-

Mr Harmian: What are they?
Mir GRAYDEN: -and he has approach-

ed the debate In that way-
Mr Barnett: Why do you not tell the

House what the reasons are?
Mr Bertram: Are you going to give us

the true reasons?
Mr GRAYDEN: 1 will give the reasons.

The primary reason is the welfare of 350
employees of the State Government In-
surance Office. One would assume the
member for Maylands had some regard
for the employees of the State Govern-
mnent Insurance Office. I find it rather
remarkable that a Labor man who repre-
sents a seat which supports a Labor candi-
date and who claims to have the welfare
of the workers at heart, on an occasion
such as this has so little regard for those
people. To release the report when the
Government is not in a position to make
a decision as to Its recommendations would
create uncertainty, confusion, and specu-
lation to an extent which would seriously
affect and be to the detriment of the em-
ployees and the State Government In-
surance Office. That is the reason the
Government has not tabled the report up
to this point of time.

I would welcome the opportunity to table
the report. I wish we had been able to
table it two years ago. On every occasion
that the subject has been broached in this
Parliament or in my office, we have looked
at the report In the hope that we could
table it because I want to see it tabled
as soon as possible. But it cannot be 'tabled
until the Government Is in a position to
make a decision on the recommendations
in It.

Mr May: "In due course".
Mr Bertram: What position Is that?
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for May-

lands mentioned the history of the matter:
and, as I say, he did so In a very light-
hearted way. He deliberately avoided
mentioning other events which should
have been interspersed among the dates he
quoted. He said the Royal Commission
commenced sitting In February, 1973. I
understand it commenced In February,
1974. A report was submitted to the Gov-
erniment in May, 1974, and it was referred
to a Cabinet subcommittee for study at
that point. Shortly afterwards the Whit-
lam Government started talking In terms
of a national compensation scheme which
would have a tremendous bearing on the
future of the State Government Insurance

Office in this State. The Federal Gov-
ernment talked about the scheme and sub-
sequently, much later in the year, a Bill
was introduced into the House of Repre-
sentatives.

Mr Bertram: In what way will it have
a bearing?

Mr GRAYDEN: It was introduced in
1974. Several months elapsed between the
time the legislation was mooted anid the
Lime the Bill was introduced. Having been
introduced, it was referred to a committee
of inquiry by the Senate. So again the
whole thing was in the melting pot.

Mr May:' Still is, isn't It?
Mr GRAYDEN: This went on for some

time, and then in April, 1975-almost a
year later-after all the speculation about
national compensation legislation, the
Commonwealth Whitlam Government
talked in terms of moving into the gen-
eral insurance field.

Mr Laurance: That was folly.
Mr GRAYDEN: Of course, such a move

would have had a tremendous effect on
the State Government's policy in regard
to the State Government Insurance Office.

Mr Skidmore: in what way?
Mr GRAYDEN: With this action pend-

ing, the result of which would have had
a vital effect on any decision about the
future of the 5010, the State Govern-
ment found it necessary to obtain addi-
tional information, and it commissioned
private consultants-Coopers and Lybrand
-to report on some of the financial aspects
of the 5010. One of these reports was
received in July, 1975, and then the Gov-
ernment received a report from the
Treasury in May, 1976.

Towards the end of 1975, there was a
change of Federal Government. The
Whitlam Government was defeated, and
the new Government indicated that it
would proceed with a Commonwealth-
State compensation scheme.

Mr Skidmore: You found out the truth
of that only recently.

Mr GRAYDEN: Last weekend the State
Ministers went to Canberra to discuss this
matter with the Commonwealth Minister
responsible for a Commonwealth -State
compensation scheme.

Mr Davies: Did You have anything to
discuss?

Mr GRAYDEN: Such a scheme would
have a tremendous effect on the SGlO.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN:- It was a most success-

ful meeting from the point of view of
Western Australia. We wanted two things,
and we achieved our objective. in these
circumstances how can anyone say the
meeting was abortive? What we wanted
principally was for the Commonwealth
Government to accept some responsibility
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for workers' compensation. Same time
ago the New South Wales Government
Put forward a scheme which was agreed
to subsequently by all the States. It was
a scheme whereby after 12 months on
workers' compensation the recipient of
such insurance would go on to a form of
social service; in other words, the Gov-
ernment would assume responsibility for
workers' compensation after a person had
received such compensation payments for
12 months.

Mr Skidmore: The Commonwealth does
that now.

Mr GRAYDEN: That would go a long
way towards making workers' compensa-
tion insurance in Western Australia a
viable proposition, which it Is not at pre-
sent. At the moment workers' compensa-
tion insurance is placing an impossible
burden on industry. Recently a shearing
team, composed of just a handful of in-
dividuals, found that it had to pay $4 000
Per annumn in workers' Compensation
premiums, and many businesses are affec-
ted in this way. Some companies are Pay-
ing $.5 million yearly in workers' com-
penisation. So it goes on, and it becomes
absolutely necessary to find a solution to
this problem.

Mr Bertram: You want a sensible solu-
tion.

Mr ORAYDEN: At the recent meeting
the Commonwealth Government accepted
the New South Wales scheme as a basis
for further discussion.

Mr Biertram: Oh dear!
Mr GRAYDEN: As I say, the scheme

provides for the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to accept responsibility for workers'
compensation after a recipient has been
receiving it for 12 months.

Mr Bertram: What was Chalk complain-
ing about?

Mr GRAYDEN: As far as we were con-
cerned, this was virtually the ultimate.
All we are asking for is that sort of
assistance from the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment and this is what came out of
the meeting the other day.

Mr Skidmore: What has that to do with
the report?

Mr GRAYDEN: As a committee has been
set up to study the issue along those Ilines,
it has a lot to do with the report. The dis-
cussions that took place the other day will
have a tremendous effect on the State
Government's decision in regard to the re-
port of that Royal Commission. That is
the effect it will have. At this stage the
Government Is not in a position to make
a decision. Obviously members will have
to wait a further period for this report.

Mr May: What period?
Mr GRAYDEN: As I emphaslse4, I

would like to be able to say that the Royal
Commission report will be tabled tomorrow.

Mr Skidmore: Oh, that is rot.
Mr GRAYDEN: I would welcome it, and

the only reason that the report has not
been tabled is, as I say, that the Govern-
ment has not made a decision-and it can-
not make a decision at the moment. If it
were tabled we would create uncertainty.
confusion, and speculation in the minds
of the employees of the 8GIO, and ulti-
mately this could only be detrimental to
them-

Mr Bertram: Rubbish!
Mr GRAYDEN: -and harmful to the

SGOl.
Mr May: Why was not the House told

that before?
Mr GRAYDEN: This year the State

Government Insurance Office will celebrate
Its fiftieth anniversary and the member for
Maylands. as well as other members from
that side of the House, will be invited to
various functions. I hope that when the
member for Maylands attends some of
these functions he will have the opportun-
ity to apologise to the employees of the
SGoo for what he is attempting to do at
the present time. It is as simple, and as
cut and dried as that.

Mr Bertram: You can do better than
that, surely!

Mr ORAYDEN: It is not a matter of
doing better, and the member for May-
lands knows this only too well. I say again,
he has Introduced his motion in such a way
that it appears to be a relatively innocuous
proposal, relatively low key, and he spoke
to it facetiously because he knew that if
the report were published at this stage.
prior to the decision being made-and I
repeat it cannot be made at this stage-it
would have a detrimental effect on the em-
ployees and on the 8010. The motion was
moved for that reason.

Mr Harman: Actors Equity will have to
check out your membership!

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not know that we
ought to take this matter any further. I
simply repeat that I am anxious to see the
report tabled as soon as possible. We are
proceeding as quickly as we can to get to
a stage where a decision can be made on
the recommendations of the report. I give
the honourable member an unequivocal as-
surance that Immediately a decision is
made the report will be tabled.

Mr May: Why didn't you tell us that

before?

M4E DAVIES (Victoria Park) (11.47
a.m.]: I honestly think that the Minister
for Labour and Industry believes what
he says. However, I cannot accept my-
self that his concern about tabling the
report is directed wholly and solely to-
wards the attitude of the employees of
the S010. He used words such as "specu-
lation", "uncertainty", and "detrimental
effect". What does he think is happen-
ing now to the staff of the SGIO? They
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wonder about their future because they
know that a Royal Commission was set
up to inquire into the S010. They know
the Government has the report and yet
the Government has not said one word
about it. Just how does the Minister
think that knowledge is affecting the men
and women concerned? The whole staff
Is wondering every minute of every day
just what their future is likely to be
because the Government will not make
a decision. It is no good saying that if
the report were tabled it would cause
speculation and worry, because that is
exactly what is happening now. The em-
ployees want to know what will happen
to them and what their future might be.
At the present time they do not have a
clue at all.

This situation reflects the masterly in-
activity of the Government in regard to
one of the many matters about which we
have been awaiting a decision for a con-
siderable time. I have mentioned before
the report of the inquiry into pensioners'
concessions. This report was in the hands
of the Government in May of last year,
and by some strange coincidence it was
released on the day of the last Federal
election. What will be an opportune time
to release this report? That is the ques-
tion we want answered.

In the reply which the Minister just
gave us, there is not the slightest indica-
tion that the Government will, in the
immediately foreseeable future, or even in
the distant future, release this report. The
Government seems to be adopting a
Micawberish attitude-it is waiting for
something else to happen. We are com-
Ing to expect this attitude on the part
of the Government.

Once again I draw attention to a mat-
ter I have raised before which shows the
way the Government is reacting, and this
is in regard to the inquiry which was to
be conducted into the plight of people on
fixed incomes.

We asked questions about this back in
September and October of last year, and
we were told somebody was going to be
appointed. Eventually a professor from
the Murdoch University, Alex Kerr, was
appointed. I asked what were the terms
of reference, and the Premier said he
would let me know. I wrote to him about
the same matter but did not receive an
answer. I rote again in January asking
for the terms of reference, but again re-
ceived no answer.

Although I have not received an official
answer, yesterday it was indicated to me
by a news release which was tabled In
the House-which we can get from the
library, anyway, and which we heard on
the news-that the Government is now
not going to have an inquiry. It has been
saved from any 'embarrassment, from
having to dictate terms of reference, from
having to reply to me, and from having

to commit itself in regard to one of Its
vital election Promises because the Aus-
tralian Government is going to do some-
thing.

Sir Charles Court: We are still com-
mitted to the promise. Obviously You
have not read the statement fully.

Mr DAVIES: I have the news release
here, and I have read it. In it the Pre-
mier says that he does not believe there
should be a dual inquiry.

Sir Charles Court: Duplication, Yes.
Mr DAVIES: The Premier has been

waiting for six months to make up his
mind on this. If he looks at Hansard
for last year he will find that I have
been waiting for details of the inquiry
and its terms of reference since then. I
have written to him but have not received
an answer, obviously because he has not
dictated the terms of reference.

Sir Charles Court: We have.
Mr DAVIES: Well then, let me have a

COPY.
The SPEAKER: Order! I think the com-

paxison with the motion before the Chair
has been made.

Mr DAVIES: Thank you, Sir, I am
pleased indeed that you have been able
to appreciate it. However, the point is that
here again the Government has been in-
dulging in some-to use my favourite
phrase-masterly inactivity, and has been
saved from having to do something by the
intervention of the Australian Govern-
ment in this instance.

I applaud this particular inquiry. I had
hoped something better would come out
of the work being done in regard
to national compensation than was re-
ported in the papers last weekend, because
according to the general news, AM, Press
reports, and the television news, Senator
Guilfoyle had no plan to offer the Minis-
ters.

Mr Grayden: She accepted this pro-
position as a starting point.

Mr DAVIES: I am sure she was grateful
indeed that the Ministers from each of
the States, plus the usual group of Minis-
ters from the Commonwealth, Plus the
Commonwealth officers, were able to go
to Canberra to hear the Western Austra-
lian Minister for Labour and Industry give
her a starting point. That is important,
and I am sure It was related to the start-
ing point of the report which we would
very much like the Minister to table.

To say that the tabling of the report
would be to the detriment of the State
Government Insurance Office immediately
implies something Is wrong with that of-
fice at the present time. If there is some-
thing wrong with the office at the moment
then the staff, the management, the Gov-
ernment, and everyone concerned should
be told about it.
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Secondly, the Minister said it would
cause speculation amongst the staff. I re-
peat my earlier point that there is a great
deal of speculation amongst the staff at
present, and that speculation relates to why
the Government has not tabled the report.
What does it contain that could be of
concern? To be fair to the staff, the very
reasons for which the Minister stated he
will not table the report are the very im-
portant reasons that should be used as a
basis for tabling it.

I give credit to the member for May-
lands for highlighting this disgraceful
matter that has been going on for so long.
We have sought this report by questions,
the answers to which did not really mean
anything. Yet this is supposed to be the
Chamber in which we find out what is
going on! We have not been able to find
out. There are other examples of this
which are just as bad, but I will not men-
tion them because I know you, Sir, would
sit me down-and that is what I am going
to do now. I certainly support the motion.

MR HARTREY (Boulder-Dundas) [11.55
am.]: As the member in this House who
was deputed by the Australian Labor
Party to give evidence on behalf of the
party before the Royal Commission In-
quiring into the franchise of the State
Government Insurance Office, I have some
interest in ascertaining whether its report
will ever be disclosed at all.

I k-now the Premier repeatedly has said
it would be done "in due course"; but
that, of course, Is not very consoling after
one has waited two years for "due course"
to occur, and when one does not know
how many more years one will have to
wait before it does occur.

The reason I am particularly interested
in the subject Is that we have been told
constantly by the Minister for Labour and
Industry that the terrible burden of
workers' compensation on the 5010 is
more or less unbearable; however, it would
be much more bearable if we knew of
good reasons-and I think I have them-
for not widening the franchise of the
5010. I am afraid the Royal Commission
has discovered some very good reasons for
widening its franchise, and they are being
concealed for the protection of private
insurance companies.

I can assure you, Sir, I have not very
much time for the S010, and I have said
so on many occasions in this House and
on far more occasions outside It; but I
have far less time for private Insurance
companies. In my opinion the whole busi-
ness of insurance could be considerably
reorganised and more stringently man-
aged by legal procedures than It is at
present. Private companies are turned
loose on the community to extort from the
employing class, the manufacturing class,

and from industrialists generally, exorbit-
ant premiums for risks which are always
disputed and are usually whittled down
when an accident occurs.

It is wrong that the Parliament of this
State should be kept so long In the dark
in Its effort to ascertain the result of an
inquiry which was conducted by a judge
of the District Court in his capacity as
Royal Commissioner, which Inquiry was
contributed to by evidence given by In-
surance companies, by employers' organ!-
sations, by trade unions, by doctors and
lawyers, and by various other people, all
of whom have some special knowledge of
some aspect of the problem.

It Is ridiculous that all that good work
and the dedicated service rendered by the
witnesses and by the people participating
in the preparation of the commission and
by the commissioner himself should be
squandered and thrown away because there
is a hush-hush Programme to protect the
interests of private insurance offices.

For the reasons which I have stated
briefly and with some enthusiasm, I still
say it Is time we had the report of the
Royal Commission. I hope at least, in
keeping with the promises we have heard
over the last two years, this promise will
be included in the next set of promises
when the Premier promises to "put things
right" In 1977.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [11.59 a.):
I rise to propose to the House that a great
deal of the mumbo Jumbo uttered by the
Minister in reply to the motion calling for
the tabling of the report of the Royal
Commission Into the State Government
Insurance Office requires an answer, be-
cause if ever I heard a contradiction of
fact. or a lack of reasons, I heard it today.
First of all the Minister says that mem-
bers on this side of the House are not con-
sidering the 350 employees of the S010,
and that in seeking to have this document
tabled we are Putting their livelihood in
jeopardy. Others have mentioned this, and
I do not wish to dwell on it at length.

The Opposition is concerned about this
matter and for that reason would like the
document tabled. The Minister said he
would like to table the document, which is
a very worthy point of view. However, he
then went on to say that the document
was out of date, and the Government
would not want to table it, anyway. If it Is
out of date, what Is wrong with tabling it?
How could It Possibly affect 350 employees
of the 5010? For those reasons alone, the
Minister's answer to the member for May-
lands was very suspect Indeed.

I should like to dwell a little on the Min-
ister's claim that because a national insur-
ance and compensation scheme has been
foreshadowed, the State is unable to con-
duct an inquiry in this State Into matters
relating to compensation, due to the fact
that the SGIO handles a great deal of
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workers' compensation indemnity insur- I refer now to the abortive conference
ance. The Whitlamn Government again Is
being blamed for the procrastination of our
Premier in falling to heed repeated re-
quests by the member for Maylands to
table the result of the inquiry Into the
saIO.

I fall to see how a national compensa-
tion scheme could affect the compensation
situation in this State. They would be en-
tirely different schemes; if we have a
national scheme, we would have no State
scheme.

Mr Hartrey: I do not want a national
scheme, anyway.

Mr SKIDMORE: Whether or not we
want it, if we have a national scheme we
will not have a State scheme. But as we
do not have a national scheme, surely
there Is nothing wrong with allowing the
SGIO to branch out Into other forms of
Insurance in order to survive.

I have not seen the Royal Comnis-
sioner's recommendations, so what I am
saying Is only conjecture. I do not know
whether the member for Maylands has
seen the report, because I have not spoken
to him on this particular matter. However,
I will assume that one of the requests of
the 5010, and one of the recommenda-
tions of the Royal Commission was that
the 5010 should be permitted to operate
In competition with other insurance com-
panies.

If in fact that is one of the recommen-
dations contained in the report, how will
putting into practice that recommendation
affect the employment of those 350 work-
ers? I would have thought that such a
move would open up increased job oppor-
tunities for these people; they would have
an increased ability to progress to higher
categories than they have under the re-
stricted aspect of operation in which the
8010 presently engages.

It is my opinion that the report states
that the survival of the State Government
Insurance Office depends on it being al-
lowed to operate in competition with pri-
vate insurance companies. However, when
one has a look at the profits being made
by companies accepting this type of in-
surance business, one soon realises why
this Government will not permit the 8010
to encroach on this field of commerce. This
Government is pledged to the protection
of private enterprise, and will not permit
a State instrumentality into that field.

Therefore, the obvious question Is: Who
is Jeopardising the work force of the
8010? Certainly, it is not we on this side
of the House. Rather, it is the Minister
and his Government who are placing in
Jeopardy the livelihood of these 350 em-
ployees, because they have failed to re-
cognise the obvious. However, such a re-
commendation would never be put into
effect because that is foreign to the out-
look of this Government.

recently held in Canberra. The Minister
said that one of the reasons we could not
table the document was that recently a
conference had been held between the six
state Ministers and Senator Guilfoyle re-
lating to national compensation legislation.

Mr Bryce: Plus their advisers.
Mr SKIDlMORE: Yes, a lot of people

must have attended that conference.
Mr Bertram: And Mr Chalk.
Mr SKIDMORE: Yes, he was there rep-

resenting that very august person in the
banana State. But what took place at that
conference? When the Ministers and their
advisers got to Canberra, they found that
nothing had been prepared by the Aus-
tralian Government-not one pencil mark.
in other words, it is clear that in regard
to a national compensation scheme, the
Australian Government is procrastinating
Just as much as this Government pro-
crastinates when it comes to any improve-
ment in the conditions enjoyed by the
work force.

All that resulted from that conference
was a tremendous amount of expense for
each State Government. The Premier is
always complaining about wasting public
money. He said that the Royal Commis-
sion into the incidents at Laverton was
a waste of the taxpayers' money, but what
was the result of that inquiry? The oppo-
sition's claims were Proved to be correct.

Mr Davies: We never saw the Sydall
report, either.

Mr SKIDMORE: No, and we are not
likely to.

Mr Orayden: The Commonwealth
wanted to hear the opinions of the State
Ministers on this issue. It wishes to estab-
lish a scheme which meets with the full
approval of all States.

Mr SKIDMORE: What a puerile thing
for the Minister to say. I believe Senator
Guilfoyle is a very competent Minister.
but this legislation was sponsored by Sen-
ator Wheeldon, a member of the Whitlamn
Government. I believe the records will re-
veal that the Federal liberal Government
in fact did investigate this scheme, but
has progressed no further with it.

Mr Grayden: The Commonwealth
wanted State agreement.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not want to pur-
sue this matter, but obviously there was
nothing in the bucket when the State
Ministers got to Canberra. So, they sat
down, had some tea and biscuits and said.
"That is not a bad sort of exercise" and
went home. Everybody expressed disap-
pointment to the news media. Then, sud-
denly, out of the hat was Plucked the
New South Wales scheme. The Minister
hopped on the bandwagon and said that
the New South Wales scheme was a good
one.
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Mr Grayden; Of course it is a, good
scheme: all the States agreed that it was.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister used that
as a reason for not tabling the report of
the Royal Commission into the State Gov-
ernment Insurance Office. How futile for
the Minister to put forward such an argu-
ment in this place. He says that tabling
the document would place in jeopardy the
employment prospects of 350 workers:
however, the Minister and his Government
will achieve this objective by failing to
table the report.

Certainly, neither the Whitlam Govern-
ment's proposed national compensation
scheme nor the recently held conference
on the matter has anything to do with
not tabling the document.

I should like to make another point in
this regard. In defending his actions in
not tabling the document, the Minister
mentioned the Government was looking at
a national compensation scheme for which
the Commonwealth would accept respon-
sibility-I assume it would be a financial
responsibility-and under which workers
who had been receiving compensation for
a period of 12 months would go on to
social security.

I am not too sure what the Minister
meant by that statement, although it
sounded really good. It sounded as though
the Minister -said, "We will allow the
workers to go on to social security, and
the Australian Government will pick up
the tab." But how much would the worker
receive? Would his compensation be re-
duced?

Mr Grayden: I would not think so.
Mr SKIDMORE: I can assure the Min-

ister that it would be, even under our
present compensation provisions. Workers
have been issued with notices in accor-
dance with the relevant section of our Act
notifying them that the employers have
given them 21 days' notice that they are
going to stop payment of compensation on
the grounds that the workers are fit to
resume light duties.

Through no fault of their own, the
workers are unable to resume their former
occupation of truck driving, rigging, or
whatever it may be, because they are in-
jured. So what happens? The workers are
classified as being fit for light duties, and
go out into the work force where there are
thousands and thousands of people seek-
ing jobs and, of course, they are un-
employable-

Those workers will then receive social
security payments, and their ability to
receive compensation at their old rates of
pay is taken away from them by the Act.
The social security payment probably is
about half of the average tradesman's rate
of pay.

The Minister said that there is nothing
wrong with that sort of proposition, that
he believed the Government was going to

table the report, and that it will be a good
one. The Minister will have to do better
than that. If that is the reason the docu-
ment has not been tabled, it is about time
we had a look at it to see whether the
Minister is misleading this House, which
is what I believe the Minister is doing.
The namby-pamby, airy-fairy, nebulous
and puerile arguments put up by the Min-
ister against the member for Maylands'
motion that the Royal Commission docu-
ment should be tabled are beyond my
comprehension. He did nothing but show
up in no uncertain fashion that the Gov-
ernment of Western Australia has very
little concern for people on compensation,
has very little concern for the State Gov-
ernment Insurance Office employees and
has very little concern for any issue
involving the injury of workers.

The Minister also raised the question
of open government. The Premier has
complained about the costs that are in-
volved in all these commissions. The mem-
ber for Victoria Park mentioned Previously
that the Government was going to hold
another inquiry. The reasons that the
Government does not want this motion to>
be passed are self evident to this side of
the House.

If there is anything In the Royal Com-
missioner's report which suggests that the
livelihood of workers would be placed in
jeopardy, I believe any responsible Gov-
ernment would not act on those recom-
mendations. it is not obliged to do so. In
MY lifetime, which spreads over 56 Years,
titu reports of many commissions have
come before this Parliament and the re-
commendations have not been acted on
and have been tossed over the shoulder.

The Minister has said that he would
love to table the document but that if he
did so the Government would have to act on
the recommendations. What a mislead-
ing statement! It Is not misleading to us
because we understand these matters, but
it is misleading to the people of West-
ern Australia who are interested In the
survival of the State Government Insur-
ance Office so that it may take a greater
responsibility in looking after employees
who are injured at work.

The motion that is before us is a good
one. For all the reasons I have mentioned,
particularly the last ground that I put
forward, I cannot understand why the
document has not been tabled. The Min-
ister has said that he cannot table the
report because it would be disastrous to a
lot of people, to the State Government In-
surance Office, and probably to our corn-
pensatlon system. In the next breath he
said that the report Is now outdated, has
no effect and could not possibly be con-
sidered in this day and age. How dis-
honest and deceitful that Is to the mem-
bers of the public who do not understand
the ramblings of the Minister.
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Mr Grayden: I did not even men~ion
the subject and yet you are accusing me
of it. I made no reference to the report
being outdated.

Mr May: Yes, you did.
Mr SKIDMORE: If the Minister wishes

to get uptight about this matter he may
do so, but I should like to inform him
that nowhere in my remarks did I refer
to his making the remark in his speech.'

Mr Grayden: You said "in the next
breath".

Mr SKEDMORE: I have been accused
by the Premier of being able to play the
bagpipes because he thinks I can breathe
out and suck in at the same time as I san
speaking. So perhaps the Minister has
learnt from me and does not take breaths
either.

The Minister claimed that this sub-
ject had been treated with levity. The
obvious reason that it would be treated
with levity is that it is a comical situation.
I think it would make a glorious script
for a movie. Some day perhaps it will be.
How could anybody be anything but con-
fused and say, "What a great clown we
have in the Premier bringing forward this
beautiful tableau of comical errors."? of
course it would be treated with levity be-
cause we would laugh our heads off. If we
did not do so we would have no sense of
humour.

However, the seriousness of this matter
is obvious. As a result of the Minister's
replies I support the motion so that at
least some justice may be done in this
area, where it is badly needed.

MR BRYCE (Ascot) [12.15 p.m.]: I sup-
Port the motion that has been moved
by the member for Maylands. I suggest
to members opposite that if they believe
their own propaganda about their Gov-
erment's desire to get close to the people
and to be an open Government, they
will support the motion. The Govern-
ment's performance on this issue has re-
semubled that of a circus. That was sug-
gested by the member for Swan and I
believe his analogy is perfectly correct.
It Is like a circus with somersaults and
all the acrobats one could imagine, be-
cause members opposite belong to a party
that went to the people 2b years ago
and said that it was going to take People
Into its confidence and would be a Gov-
ernment that would Involve people in the
Processes of decision making. Those
phrases were used at the time, but we
now know that they amount to nothing.
Members of the party Opposite stood be-
hind their leader who made those state-
mnents and they now have to accept re-
sponsibility for them.

I believe, and I submit to members of
the House, that the Government is run-
ning scared or has something to hide in
this report. If It did not have something
to hide It would be quite happy to table

it. If the credibility of the Minister Is
to be improved in any way, he will have to
improve his imagination because the two
reasons he put to this Chamber as ration-
alisations for the Government's refusal to
table his report are simply not valid.

He suggested that his Government is
concerned with the welfare of the workers
in the State Government Insurance Office.
We on this side of the House find that
a little amusing because, like everybody
Outside this Chamber, we are scarcely
ever reminded of any instances where
this Government can demonstrate that it
has shown concern for the welfare of
workers generally. We on this side of
the House find it fairly amusing when
the minister uses that as one of the
reasons for failing to table this document.

Mr H. D. Evans: It is part of the circus.
Mr BRYCE: It is certainly an act. 'The

second reason the Minister gave as justi-
fication for the Government's refusal to
table this document was that between
1972 and 1975 the Whitlamn Government
worked on various proposals for a national
compensation scheme and, furthermore, an
Act to establish an Australian Government
insurance office. I suggest with respect
that if that argument were valid, it would
be valid for almost every other form of
inquiry that is being undertaken by the
State Government to be held back and
the reports not published on the grounds
that something of a similar nature was
happening at the national level. One simple
example is that at this very moment the
State Government has agreed to investigate
the rapidly escalating costs of educating
children in secondary schools.

If the results of that inquiry have em-
barrassing implications for the Govern-
ment we can expect that the results will
not be tabled. If the Government feels
that pressure will be applied to Imple-
ment the recommendations of the inquiry
we can expect similarly that those recom-
mendations will not see the light of day.
If we use the parallel of the Minister's
logic, he could well say to this House
that because the Federal Government is
currently considering the position of the
Australian Schools Commission and every-
thing involved in the funding of primary
and secondary education it would be Ina-
Possible to table the report of that inquiry.

There would be a host of analogies
which we could draw to illustrate that the
Government is being very insincere In its
attempts to rationalise this set of argu-
ments. I go back to what I suggest to
the members of this House as being the
basic reason. I agree with the member
for Swan that we have to speculate
that the recommendations of this commit-
tee of inquiry were probably very favour-
able in terms of the suggestion that the
franchise of the S010 should be extended.
I suggest It Is basically a question of the
protection of vested interests which
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causes members opposite to support their
Government's, decision to refuse to table
this document.

The Liberal Party and the National
Country Party of Western Australia tradi-
tionally have been inhibiting the growth
and the development of the activities of
the SGOo; their track record is well
known. Every Year between 1953 and 1959
when the Hawke Labor Government was
in power and introduced a Bill in this
Parliament to broaden the franchise of
the 8010, we saw the Liberal Party and
the then Country Party majorities in the
upper House defeating the measure.

There is no doubt in anyone's mind that
members opposite represent the people who
have a vested interest in cramming,
squeezing, and inhibiting the activities of
the S010. What we find in this House
at the moment to be a little disappointing
is that the Government is not honest or
straightforward enough to declare that the
people who back this Government do not
like what is contained in that report and
do not want the recommendations to be
implemented. For that reason the Govern-
ment will not release the details of the
report publicly.

Mr Grayden: That is not correct.
Mr BRYCE: This is the same group of

political parties which have steadfastly
opposed moves in another Parliament to
Introduce legislation requiring all poli-
tical parties to reveal the source of
their donations for election campaigns.
Might I respectfully suggest to mem-
bers of this House that it would be
a very interesting exercise indeed to
find out exactly how solidly behind the
Liberal Party and the National Country
Party were the private Insurance com-
panies at the time of the last Federal
election, the last State election, and pre-
sumably the next State election, because
members on this side of the House can
only assume reasonably that a great deal
of pressure based on the vested interests
of private insurance companies Is being
applied to the Government and so pre-
venting it from tabling the document in
this H-ouse. I believe members opposite
should recognise this fact.

I reiterate that if members opposite be-
ileve their own propaganda that it is desir-
able and necessary for the Government to
take the people into their confidence, they
will discontinue the practice of employing
the money of the taxpayers to set up com-
mittees of inquiry, and subsequently to
refuse to make the results and recommen-
dations known to the public.

I support the motion.

MR A. R. TONKIN (Morley) (12.25
p.m.): This is a secretive Government
which thinks it is governing by divine right
instead of by the will of the people. We
on this side believe that the people who
pay for the report under discussion and
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for any other report should get the bene-
fit of them. We reject the secrecy of this
Government. I feel sure the Labor Govern-
ment that will be elected next year in this
State will adopt an entirely different kind
of policy in respect of this matter.

It is no wonder that rumours are flying
thick and fast throughout the community
as to the business interests of members of
the Liberal Party, when we see protection
of this nature being accorded to insurance
companies. At least the members of the
National Country Party admit openly that
they are here to protect the rural interests
and that they represent a party which has
been formed to espouse those Interests.

However, the Liberal Party denies that
it stands for business interests; yet we saw
at the last election the very close connec-
tion between the Liberal Party and the
insurance companies. We saw hundreds
and hundreds of officers of insurance com-
Panies out in the streets and knocking on
doors to campaign for the Liberal Party.
I had the experience during that election
campaign of being run off the road by
some well-dressed louts In a vehicle, one
of whom at least was an insurance sales-
man. We do need in this Parliament a
register of the interests of members so that
the interests may be revealed, and the
People will know who are the true masters
of the Liberal Party.

Mr Grayden: It would be very interest-
ing to see some of the facts that would be
revealed concerning Labor members, In-
cluding those in the Federal sphere.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: We on this side are
happy to reveal our interests; we are not
trying to hide anything. In fact, last year
we introduced a Bill for the keeping of a
register of the interests of members. If
members opposite had supported that Bill
it would have become the law by now. I
repeat that we on this side are very happy
for our interests to be revealed to the pub-
lic. so long as the Interests of the Liberal
Party and the National Country Party
members are revealed also.

What we have is a disgraceful situation.
As far as the insurance companies are con-
cerned we see clearly there is a need for
a register of interests to be kept, because
this cover-up by the Liberal Party has
gone on for years. We know that for as
long as the Liberal Party has been In exis-
tence it has prevented people from having
a freedom of choice to insure, In most
cases, with the 8010. The reason the
Liberal Party has done that is that many
of Its members are shareholders in the
insurance companies.

We believe such Interests should be re-
vealed to the people, so that the people
would know who are the masters of the
Liberal members in this Parliament; who
are the people giving the orders; and what
financial inducements are given to mem-
bers of Parliament to cover up in this way.
We believe that this Government should



[ASSEMBLY]

cease to be secretive in this manner, and
that it should be open and honest with the
People. In respect of the report which is
the subject of the motion, the people have
Paid for the inquiry; therefore, they have
a right to know the results.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [12.28
P.m.]: Mr Speaker, no doubt you were
interested to hear the comment of the
member for Swan about Senator Guilfoyle.
It grieves me to draw the attention of
the honourable member to the fact that the
view expressed by him on Senator Guil-
I ovle's merits and efficiency does not seem
to be shared by her colleagues in the
Senate. or by Mr Willis, the caretaker
Premier of New South Wales. There is no
unanimity of view as regards the comment
of the member for Swan, but I do not
suppose we can always be correct.

If anyone had listened to the speech
delivered by the member for Maylands in
moving this motion-I congratulate him
for that speech and for the fact that he
introduced the motion-he could have
drawn only one fundamental conclusion,
although he might have drawn other side
conclusions. The only fundamental con-
clusion that could possibly be drawn is
known to us all. I am not using it as a
catch phrase, because it happens to be a
common term used in the last year or two.
It is clearly and unmistakably a story of
a cover-up. That Is what it is.

Mr Barnett: Hear, hear!
Mr BERTRAM: In a moment we will

talk of for whom the cover-up is designed,
but I will come to that later.

Mr Harman: "In due course"!
Mr Grayden: Eventually!
Mr BERTRAM: The Government pulls

this sort of nonsense in this Chamber
only because it possesses unbridled arro-
gance and because it has a mental reser-
vation that the Press will allow it to get
away with it. It is possible to do almost
anything in this Parliament if the Press
does not report it. How else do the People
find out what is occurring?

Sir Charles Court: You got a pretty
good go from the Press for your intinmida-
tion tactics.

Mr Bryce: Who demanded that Aust-
care withdraw an advertisement before he
would Participate?

Mr BERTRAM: flid the Premier de-
mand that Austcare withdraw an adver-
tisemnent before he would attend its
function?

Sir Charles Court: No, I did not.
Mr BERTRAM: Fanicy doing that.
Sir Charles Court: I will give an

answer to your leader this afternoon. I
hope you have not been told a pack of
lies.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!I The member for
Mt. Hawthorn.

Mr BERTRAM: So in this case the
Government has been relying upon the
nonobservance of the media in the hope,
or, according to some, the expectation.
that the media will remain mute on a
question of this kind.

So there is a combination of unbridled
arrogance and unadulterated humbug on
the Part of the Government. Fancy the
Government coming here and attacking
the dignity of this place in the manner
it has done in its answers to questions
asked by members of the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: Fancy you people
talking about the dignity of this place:
you who destroyed it last year and the
year before.

Mr BERTRAM: They were bona fide
proper, tolerant questions asked over a
number of years by the members for May-
lands and Boulder-Dundas, and me at
different times, but members are aware
of the kind of answers we copped. They
were puerile and stupid answers, unworthy
of this place, and calculated only to attack
the real dignity, rather than the super-
ficial dignity, of this place.

The member for Maylands has been
accused, as one would have expected him
to be accused-wrongly, of course-by the
Minister of treating this motion lightly.
If he had been tempted to do that he
would have been not the only one
tempted, the reason being readily realised
when we consider the saga of nonsense
we have heard. One would be perfectly
entitled to smile.

But did he, in fact, treat this matter
lightly? Has the Opposition treated the
matter lightly? It most certainly has not.
If members want some evidence of this
they have only to look at the notice paper,
because we prefer to rely on evidence and
performance rather than words and sham.
Notice of this motion was given yesterday.
but today it has taken precedence over
Bills designed by the Opposition to amend
the Constitution and the Local Govern-
ment Act in each case to give a fair deal
to the People. As Parliament will be
shortly aware, each of those Bills is de-
signed to correct fundamental defects
in the Constitution and the Local Govern-
ment Act. Currently those laws preclude
people from getting a fair go on voting
occasions and at polls and we think so
seriously of the matter that we are in the
process of doing something about amend-
ing those two Pieces of legislation.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber will draw the comparison with the
subject before the Chair.

Mr BERTRAM: Yes, I certainly shall.
Sir. 'he point I was seeking to make
was that when the opposition allows the
motion we are now discussing to be dealt
with before those other matters-had this
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motion and one or two others not been
here today we would at this moment be
debating the Constitution and not this
motion-it must be important. That is
abundant evidence to anyone who can
comprehend anything that we regard this
matter seriously and not light-heartedly
as puerilely suggested by the Minister,
although he had no evidence to substan-
tiate his remark,

One perhaps would suffer this course
of action had it occurred for only a week
or two or a month or two, but what is
the situation when it goes on year in and
Year out? What else can the Opposition
do except what it is now doing; that is,
moving a short simple motion?

As so often happens to be the case in
this place on a debate of any importance
-and this debate most certainly is be-
cause it has to do with arrogance, secrecy,
and things of that kind-the Country
Party representatives are silent. They
never attempt to speak. They do not
rise to their feet at all, and members can
draw their own conclusions for this.

In years of practice in one profession
or another I have had literally hundreds
of Country Party voters-I imagine they
are because they are from rural areas-
moaning, groaning and whinging about
private insurance companies. Members
opposite know that is what occurs. They
have moaned about the situation them-
selves. Members opposite who are far-
mers have complained about private in-
surance companies; yet on a matter
directly concerned with the people they are
supposed to represent they remain mute
and silent. Now why? They are not
worthy of a place in this House.

As another member has clearly stated,
they are here to represent the rural in-
terests. We know that by their perform-
ance. They represent little else. This Is
a matter which has to do directly with
the rural interests.

Mr Grayden: They are very well repre-
sented by the Government.

Mr BERTRAM: The motion has to do
with insurance, and farmers are con-
cerned about insurance because they are
involved with workers' compensation and
stock insurance. Almost the whole ambit
of insurance touches the primary pro-
ducer-the rural man. The man on the
farm wants healthy competition in in-
surance, which is precisely what this Op-
position is seeking and ultimately will
achieve: there is no doubt about that.

Mr Grayden: So are we.
Mr BERTRAM: The tragedy is that we

will have to wait another few years before
it occurs. So the Country Party, or what-
ever its present name might be, is shown
up in a very poor light-and that should
go unmistakeably on the record.

Let us turn to another matter. As I
understand It we are being introduced
to a new form of federalism.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is double tax.
Mr BERTRAM: Oh yes, that is another

name for it, but I do not want that name
mentioned here because it is offensive to
the Government although it is accurate.

The Minister talks about heavy pre-
miums, They are always heavy. I had an
instance yesterday of two pensioners whose
house was burned down. They paid heavy
premiums because the insurance ,company
stated that the property should be in-
sured for $20 000. However, when it was
burned down the insurance company
stated that according to the law it was
not able to compensate the people, but
was permitted to pay only $6 000 because
that is all the property was worth. That
is the amount they will get.

Premiums have always been high and
always will be; but the Minister acted in
a typical manner. With long experience
In Parliament it is Possible for a member
to get away with a lot of things without
presenting any evidence. The Minister
talked about a figure of $4 000 for a pre-
mium, but he did not tell us how many
employees that employer bad or his total
wages for the year.

The Minister neglected to tell us those
things so he might as well not have
bothered at all. Notwithstanding the new
federalism-

Mr B. T. Burke: Double taxation!
Mr BERTRAM:, -the Minister goes to

the Australian Government-
Mr Old: Where is that?)
Mr BERTRAM: -and now asks it to do

something about workers' compensation.
What a paradox! Here we have the Gov-
ernm ent doing its own thing with regard
to workers' compensation, but now It wants
centralism so that the Australian Govern-
ment. will do something- about workers'
compensation,

Mr Orayden: Rubbish!
Mr BERTRAM: The Government wants

half centralism.
Mr Orayden: Because we want to look

after the workers.
Mr BERTRAM: I understood the Aus-

tralian Government was to assess its taxes,
and this State was to do its own thing;
that Is, according to the present Govern-
ment, impose its own taxes. Apparently
that is not to be the case. Now additional
money Is being asked from the Common-
wealth Government! One can imagine what
the Premier will derive from that.

Let us come back to the cover-up and
secrecy, call it what one likes. Boy oh boy;
could one not have readily expected what
an experienced operator such as the Min-
ister would have said? one could pick
It in one guess:. "We are protecting 350
employees at the State Government In-
surance Office."
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Mr Orayden: And we will continue to
protect them, too.

Mr BERTRAM: The only trouble is that
nobody on this side of the House, and I
suggest with respect, very few on the
other side believe him. That is the only
difficulty he has encountered, and it is a
fairly substantial difficulty.

Mr Harman: it is different from what
he said last year.

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister for May-
lands-

Mr Nanovich: He Is not the Minister.
Mr BERTRAM: He will be shortly, do

not worry about that. I meant to say
the member for Maylands. He wrote to
either the Minister, or to the Premier.

Mr B. T. Burke: He would not have
received a reply from the Premier.

Mr BERTRAM: He did not receive a
reply from either, not that he expected
one. However, that would have been a
wonderful opportunity for this Govern-
ment-consistent with Its recent perfor-
mances of dealing with legislation in this
House by the backdoor method-smnply to
drop a line to the member for Maylands
and say that the Government was con-
cerned about the 350 employees of the
State Government Insurance Office. The
Government could have said that it did
not intend to pursue the matter because
its prime and transcending concern were
the employees of the State Government
insurance Office. The member for may-
lands would have had an Opportunity to
take the broad hint and if he believed
the statement he might well have taken a
different attitude and may not have in-
troduced the motion. That would have
been for him to decide.

Why should the Government keep secret
for a period of three or four years its
desire to protect the employees before It
discloses that reason? The answer ise
simply that it was not a bona fide reason,
but that it was thought up only between
3 o'clock yesterday afternoon and when
the Minister got to his feet this morning.

The Minister gave a thoroughly predict-
able answer to the motion. The only diffi-
culty about his answer is that nobody on
the Opposition side of this Chamber be-
lieves him end very few, with any gump-
tion, on the other side of the House be-
lieve him either-

Mr Blaikie: We believe him.
Mr BERTRAM: That is one. The other

night when I put forward a proposition
about the Premier all1 Government miem-
bers remained mute because they knew
what I said was true. Not one Government
member stood behind the Premier; they
were as silent as the rave, and so they
ought to have been.

Mr Nanovich: You have been reading
too many comics.

Mr BERTRAM: The cover-up is neces-
sary, of course, because the Royal
Commission has made It abundantly clear
that the franchise of the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office should be extended.
It has also made various recommendations
consistent with the Australian Labor Party
policy, all of which would be to the ad-
vantage of the State Government insur-
ance Office and its employees. Even in
Queensland, where there Is a Government
elected by a handful of votes under an un-
just electoral system, the Country Party
so-called Premier has extended to building
societies the benefits of the activities of
the State Government Insurance Office in
that State. I believe that is the situation.
Sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.15 P.m.

Mr BERTRAM: Like Government mem-
bers, we, of the opposition, are completely
unimpressed with the protestations of the
Minister for Labour and Industry.

Mr Nanovich: We did not say we were
unimpressed, did we?

Mr BERTRAM: The honourable mem-
ber will have his opportunity to speak. We
were completely unimpressed with the
Minister's protestations of concern for the
350 or so employees of the SGlO. Clearly
it is so-called Liberal Party policy-and I
think probably adopted also by the
Country Party-to express concern and
affection repeatedly for the People gen-
erally known in this State as "the
workers". However, the proof of the pud-
ding is in the eating, and it Is easy to
find references galore in HansaTrd and in
the Statutes that that Policy is a fallacy.

Mr Grayden: Look at the result of the
last Federal election.

Mr BERTRAM: Generally speaking It
happens to be palpably and manifestly un-
true. We have seen instances repeatedly
where the Governent has condemned
and criticised the very tribunals it has
Itself established to fix wages. We have
seen where a tribunal fixed wages at cer-
tain levels and then the Government went
to great lengths to condemn this action.

Mr Orayden: That statement is abso-
lute rubbish-not a vestige of truth in it.

Mr BERTRAM: It is true, and the Min-
ister knows It. Just recently, the tribunal
raised Wages to a certain level, and the
Government rushed into print condemning
the increase. That was an attack upon the
Goverrnent tribunal that fixed the wage,
and it is an example of the extent to
which the Government will go. On this
side of the House we believe that whoever
may be the umpire, the people should
abide by his decision. The Government
should set an example.

Several members Interjected.
Sir Charles Court: Today's funny story!
Mr Mensaros: How does this relate to

the Governor-General?
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The SPEAKER: Order I
Mr BERTRAM: The member for Gas-

coyne is seeking to show that he is
thoroughly happy with the actions of in-
surance companies generally, notwith-
standing the people he represents. We
believe, Mr Speaker, as you believe, and
as ordinary decent people believe, that
when a tribunal, a judge, or an arbitrator.
brings in a, verdict after listening to all
the evidence, we must accept that verdict.
We do not run around setting examples
of poor sportsmanship. It is high time we
made it abundantly clear to the people-
Just in case there is the slightest doubt
anywhere-precisely where the Govern-
ment stands. What remains to be said-

Mr Laurance: Nothing!
Mr BERTRAM: According to the mem-

ber for Gascoyne, nothing remains to be
said. He is quite happy with the position.
A significant and important motion has
been moved, substantiated, and sheeted
home thoroughly. There is no question
about that here: a case has been made out.
However, no proper answer to that case
has been made by the Minister or by any-
one else on the other side. The member
for Gascoyne is content with that situation.

Mr Shalders: There is a system of
appeal.

Mr BERTRAM: That is a high standard
of representative competence coming from
him! As I say, to all intents and purposes
we have been given no reply to the motion,
and certainly no credible reply. We have
been told that the report will be tabled
in due time-whenever that may be. We
know the Premier's definition of that
phrase is "never". However, if at some
time or other the report is tabled, we will
find the real truth of the matter. We will
then bring the issue back before the House
to show to all people concerned how right
we are that the real exercise here is a
cover-up for the interests which the Gov-
ernment represents.

Mr Grayden: That is something you
would expect to read in the communist
paper Tribune.

Mr BERTRAM: What is that?
Mr Grayden:, That statement.
Mr BERTRAM: I have never read the

communist newspaper Tribune in my life.
Apparently the Minister is well acquainted
with it, and from. his conduct here today
it looks as though he is hell bent on
carrying out some of the manoeuvres prac-
tised in communist countries. However, I
do not intend to follow that precedent.
The Minister may be well knowledged and
read in the communist Tribune, but I can-
not claim to be: I doubt whether I have
ever read that newspaper in my life, and
I doubt whether I will start reading it.

Mr Nanovich: I bet you know it back-
wards.

Mr BERTRAM: Quite obviously, the
member for Toodyay knows it well.

Mr Nanovich:, No, I am talking about
YOU.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BERTRAM: Mr Speaker, I do not

mind good interiections, but it is difficult
to reply to inane interjections.

Mr Nanovich: Why do You not get on
with the debate, instead of muck-raking
all the time?

Mr BERTRAM: With those remarks I
support the motion. I believe it is such
an important motion that it Is worth re-
peating. it states as follows-

That in the opinion of this House
the Government should immediately
make Public the report of the Royal
Commission into matters relating to
the State Government Insurance
Office.

We commend this motion to the House be-
cause, clearly, a case has been made out
to justify it.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [2.23 P.m.]:
The back-bench members of the National
Country Party have a degree of sympathy
with this motion. When the member for
Maylancls enumerated all the questions
and answers given over a period of 12
months or more, it appeared there was in-
deed a degree of procrastination. However,
in his reply, the Minister did give some ex-
planation of the reasons for this delay in
tabling the report and I am prepared to
go along with the Minister. He has also
Indicated that, after two years, Govern-
ment action now is very close: the time
Is approaching when we could expect to
see some action, and for this reason I do
not intend to support the motion.

As I said. I have a degree of sympathy
for the motion and can understand the
reasons for It being brought forward. How-
ever, we have waited two years already and
I do not think it will hurt to wait another
month or so.

Mr Harman: You have more confidence
In your Premier than I have.

Mr STEPHENS: I am a farmner, and
hope springs eternal in the hearts of the
farming community. I give notice that 'we
will be watching the situation, If within a
short Period no action has been taken, our
action on a future occasion may be a little
different from that which will be taken
today.

Mr Barnett: In due course?

MR CRANE (Moore) [2.25 p.m.]:, I sup-
port some of the remarks made by the
member for Stirling. This subject has con-
cerned some of us for quite some time:
questions have been asked in the House,
to which no satisfactory answers have been
given. However, I understand there are
very good reasons for not tabling this re-
port. I believe the Government Is working
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on the matter and I am sure that in a very
short space of time-not, Perhaps, "in due
course" but a little sooner than that-we
will have not only the report tabled but
also, I would hope, satisfactory action con-
cerning insurance.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn men-
tioned just how much insurance means to
primary producers; I assure him that this
is so. Insurance represents one of our
greatest expenses and worries, and good
honest competition within the insurance
industry, including the State Government
Insurance Office, perhaps would alleviate
some of the burdens faced by the farming
community in the exorbitant charges which
are growing from day to day.

I am a little concerned and Perhaps even
critical that the Government may have
procrastinated somewhat longer than was
necessary. However, I am not in a position
to know for certain; only the Premier and
the Cabinet would know the answer to
that, and I have sufficient confidence in
them to stand behind the Government in
opposing this motion.

I too am very mindful of the need to
table this report as soon as Possible and to
take whatever action is deemed warranted.
Governments are always concerned with
the raising of finance f or the running of
the State. For many years, members of my
party have fought the inequity of probate
duty. Perhaps if there were another form
of revenue raising introduced in the form
of the 8010 competing in the open market,
some of these inequities could be allevia-
ted.

At this moment, I stand firmly behind
the Government in opposing the motion.
However, action must be taken by the Gov-
ernment as soon as it is practicable to do
so.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) E2.28 p.m.]:
I should like to thank members of the
House who have spoken to this motion
and, in particular, those who expressed
their support. For those who have in-
dicated some support, but who are not
Prepared to vote for my motion, I will try
to devise some way by which I can in-
troduce a similar motion at a later date
which will make it possible for them to
take a stand on this matter.

Mr May: "In due course".
Mr HARMAN: When the Minister re-

plied this morning, he reminded me of a
story I read some months ago. It con-
cerned the Athenians back in 500 BC.

Mr May: What-haven't they got the
report either?

Mr HARMAN: An Athenian named
Cleon had been addressing an assembly
of Athenians and had been putting for-
ward some falsely based arguments as to
the action the Athenians should take In
respect of some of their allies.

He was followed by another speaker,
an Athenian named Diodocus who, when
he replied to the falsely based arguments,
said in his opening remarks--

The good citizen, Instead of trying
to terrify the opposition, ought to
Prove his case in fair argument.

That is exactly what the Minister for
Labour and Industry has failed to do in
this case. He has failed to put up any sort
of convincing argument as to why this
report should not be tabled after a lapse
of two years.

The first thing the Minister tried to do
was to introduce a suggestion that I was
treating this matter in a jovial and light-
hearted fashion. He regarded this as a
matter at which we could have a laugh.
I have made the point very clearly to the
House that this is a very serious matter.
The Minister might want to laugh at some
of the rather strange answers the Premier
has given; If members want to do that
also it is up to them. If they want to see
some comical situation in what the Prem-
ier has said that is all right by me. How-
ever, this is a serious matter. I want to
destroy any impression Governent mem-
bers might have that I introduced this
motion so that they could have a laugh.

Mr Orayden: You only have to look at
some of the interjections to find out
whether or not members on the opposite
side consider this to be a serious matter.

Mr HARMAN: The second argument put
forward by the Minister was that I should
know why the report has not been pre-
sented, and he referred to the livelihood of
the 350 employees of the 8010. That was
a strange argument for the Minister to
develop: that we in the Opposition should
be concerned about the 350 employees. We
are concerned, as I am sure members of
the Government are also concerned about
this.

If members want to know what the
Minister said last year concerning the
5010 they will find it recorded in the 1975
Mansard. It is no wonder that, as has been
suggested, the officers and staff of the
S010 are concerned. They are concerned
because of what the Minister said last year.
I shall read what the Minister said to
prove what I have Put forward. Thiis ap-
pears at page 4557 of the 1975 Mansard.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn had
raised the point about the delay in the
tabling of this report. In the course of his
remarks recorded on that page the Min-
ister said-

Mr GRAYDEN: I share the mem-
ber's concern in respect of this issue.
I can assure him that I am annoyed
that the report has not been made
public before now.

Mr Grayden: I still am.
Mr Bertram: With whom?
Mr Grayden: But that is not possible.
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Mr HARMAN: To continue with what
the Minister said-

Nevertheless, the member for Mt.
Hawthorn should realise that the fu-
ture of the 5010 must be viewed
against the background of what is oc-
curring in Australia generally in
respect of Insurance, workers' compen-
sation, and third party insurance. We
have the Commonwealth Government
Proposing rehabilitation and compen-
sation legislation which will have an
effect on our S010. I must emphasise
that the S010 lost In the vicinity of
$8.5 million.

Mr Bertram: On compensation?
Mr GRAYDEN: Yes. I do not think

the member for Mt. Hawthorn should
pursue this matter because it is ques-
tionable whether there is any point in
having a State Government Insurance
Office in this State. However, that re-
mains to be seen. The insurance which
Is effected could possibly be done in-
finitely more effectively by private
concerns.

There we have the Minister who adminis-
ters the S010 saying we do not need that
office.

Mr Grayden: I did not say that at all.
Mr HARMAN: The Minister Is recorded

as having said-
The insurance which Is effected could
possibly be done infinitely more effec-
tively by private concerns.

It is no wonder that the officers and staff
of the S010 are concerned when their
Minister says that the insurance could be
effected In other places. No doubt, the
Minister was referring to the private In-
surance companies.

Mr Grayden: Ilam in contact with those
people all the time and they have not ex-
pressed concern.

Mr HARMAN: These Insurance compan-
ies have given a great deal of support to
the Liberal Party, and they have been
shown to have given such support in past
years. How would the member for Gas-
coyne be placed if the 5010 was abolished,
and the electors In his electorate who own
motor vehicles were not able to get any
sort of insurance coverage for their
vehicles? There was no other insurance
company in this State that would insure
motor vehicles in the north; the only one
was the 8010.

Mr Sodeman: That is not quite correct.
There have been others.

Mr HARMAN. Now there is one other,
but the majority of the motor vehicles In
the north would be covered by the 5010.

Mr Sodeman: That is correct.
Mr HARMAN: The reason Is that the

5010 provides a better service. I would
speculate that the State Government is

proposing to abolish the 5010, and that is
why the report has been held up. The
SGlO does provide cover for workers' com-
pensation, and I think it has the majority
of that type of Insurance cover.

Mr Sodeman: That is an underhanded
way to get your name in the newspapers.

Mr HARMAN: I would think the S010
also has most of the market for motor
vehicle insurance; but the private insur-
ance companies have the market for fire
and household insurance. The 5010 is
limited to a very small area in respect of
household insurance, and that is the type

Of business which provides the greatest
profit. The profit to be made in the in-
surance industry is in the fire and house-
hold insurance deals. The 5010 is not
permitted to carry or promote life assur-
wece coverage. So, it seem to me the real
reason the State Government is withhold-
ing the report is that it has under con-
sideration some scheme to abolish the
5010.

Mr Grayden: There is no truth in that
at all.

Mr HARMAN: That is the proposition
as I see it. It is no wonder that the officers
and staff of the SGlO are concerned.

Mr Grayden: You know perfectly well
that is not true.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister said last
year, as recorded in the 1975 Hansard,
"The insurance which is effected could
possibly be done infinitely more effectively
by private concerns." If the Minister
could have brought that into effect last
year he would have done so. There has
been no suggestion on our part that this
matter should be regarded as a joke.

Mr Orayden: Why did members oppo-
site laugh?

Mr HARMAN: A member on this side
of the House who has asked nine or 10
questions has not received any satisfactory
replies as to when the report will be
tabled. He has been fobbed off by the
Premier who said, "Wait a little while"
and "The report will be tabled in due
course." I suppose that "in due course"
means in the reasonably near future.

If one said last September that we would
get the report in due course, that would
mean in the reasonably near future. We
would expect that in May of this Year,
some nine months later, that report would
have been presented to the public. No use-
ful purpose would be served by the Govern-
ment in withholding this report any
longer; and certainly the reasons given
by the Minister must be regarded as being
purely a joke.

There must be another reason. Mem-
bers on the Government side of the House
may have access to those other reasons;
certainly, something is being considered
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because the Minister told us so this morn-
ing. No doubt members opposite have
been told the real reasons for not making
the report public, but we are fobbed off.
The Opposition and the public of Western
Australia are fobbed off with a puerile
reply from the Minister which must be
treated as a joke. That is not good enough
for this Parliament. One would certainly
expect the report to be available after a
Period of two years.

A second reason for not making the
report available is that its recommenda-
tions would produce all sorts of difficulties
for the Goiverniment if they were made
public.

Ur Grayden: That is not so.

Mr HARMAN: I cannot see any reason
for that because if the report contains,
say, 10 recommendations, the Government
is not bound to accept all the recommen-
dations of the Royal Commission. The
Government can disregard some recom-
mendations, and accept others, but at the
very least the report which has been paid
for by the taxpayers of this country-
and it was initiated by the Tonkin Labor
Government-should be made available so
that its recommendations, whatever they
may be, can be debated. The public would
then have an opportunity to become in-
volved in the debate and discussions re-
garding the recommendations.

Why is it necessary for the Government
secretly to hold the report for two Years?
Obviously, the report contains some re-
commendations which the Government
considers the public should not know
about. The Government claims it is an
open Government, and that it is not
secretive. It has been well and truly de-
monstrated today that this Government
is secretive. It is not as the Premier would
like us to believe, a Government which
provides a service to the public of West-
ern Australia. It is a Government which
makes decisions in secret; decisions which
affect a Government department and
affect many people in the insurance in-
dustry, whether those people are involved
with motor vehicles, workers' compensa-
tion. or household insurance.

The Government does not want the peo-
ple of Western Australia to be involved in
government; it wants to cut them off and
make decisions to suit itself and the Pri-
vate insurance companies which obviously
will benefit from any decisions of this
Government.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish!

Mr HARMAN: I have made out a good
case to demonstrate that the Government
should table the report of the Royal Com-
mission immediately, and I ask members
to support my motion.

Question Put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr navies
Mr H. D. Evaria;
Mr T. D. Evans

Mr Blalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Grewar
Mr F. V. Jones
Mr Laurence
Mr MoPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old

Ayes
Mr Moiler
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Taylor

Ayes,1B
Mr
Mr
Ur
Mr
Mr
mr
Me
Mr
Mr

Pletcher
Hermon
Hartreir
Jamieson
T. H. Jones
May
Skidmlore
A. R. Tonkin
Mclver

(Teller)

Noes-25
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shaiders
Mr Guion
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Ciarko9

Pairs
Noes

Mrs Craig
Mr Cowan
Mr O'Connor

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

NUCLEAR PIRODUJCTS
Examining Committee: Motion

MR A. IL TONKIN (Morley) (2.48
p.m.]: I move-

That the House condemns the sug-
gestion that Western Australia should
be involved in the re-processing of nu-
clear fuel or that this State should
become a dumping ground for nuclear
waste from overseas. The House is
of this opinion because of-

(1) The extreme and often un-
Quantifiable dangers to the people
from such an industry Including
carcingenesis and genetic muta-
tions;

(2) The likelihood of the intro-
duction of terrorist groups to
Western Australia because of the
value for their purposes of plu-
tonium 239;

(3) The Inability of technology
to provide adequately for environ-
mental safeguard.

The House further affirms that it
will not be discharging its obligations
to the safety and welfare of the Pub-
lic unless it establishes a committee
to examine the consequences of such
an industry and reports its findings
to the Parliament and hence to the
people at an early date.

The Opposition takes this matter seriously.
We noted that when it was raised very
briefly last week the Premier decided to
indulge in a personal attack on me and in
so doing showed himself to be concerned
mainly with scoring a cheap political Point
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rather than being concerned with the
safety and welfare of the people of West-
ern Australia.

The Opposition Is not prepared to abro-
gate its responsibility by leaving everything
to the experts, as the Premier suggested.
He seemed to suggest we were not ax-
parts and, therefore, we should not try
to understand what is going on. However,
if we are to take our job seriously, and
if Parliament is to become what it is not
-a true legislative House-we will con-
tinue to study scientific and expert litera-
ture so that we can understand what Is
occurring in this place rather than put-
ting up our hands lie so many dummies
and leaving everything to the experts.

The dismal lack of research by many
speakers on the Government side is shoddy
and not in the best interests or traditions
of Parliament. I believe this lack of re-
search would be regarded as appalling in,
for example, the mother of Parliaments in
Britain; and we are certainly not going to
abrogate our responsibilities and say, "We
do not understand these things; we 'will
let the experts work them out." If that is
to be our attitude, we should close this
place up and save a lot of money, and not
pretend to be legislators when we do not
study the serious problems affecting the
community.

In this motion we are speaking about
the generation of electric power by fission,
not by fusion. Unfortunately, fusion power
is a. long way off, perhaps 50 years or
more. It seems to be a relatively clean,
nonpolluting type of nuclear power, but It
is not in any way practicable at the pres-
ent time, and consumes more energy than
it creates. So we are not talking about
fusion; we are talking about fission power
which is being generated throughout the
world today.

Dr Weinberg was a leading proponent of
nuclear energy and for many years was re-
garded as one of the main advocates of the
generation of electricity by nuclear fission.
But he has had second thoughts and in
the 7th July, 1972, issue of Science he
said-

We nuclear people have made a
Faustian bargain with society.

]Faust sold his soul to the devil in return
for the ephemeral and transient pleasures
of the flesh. To use the term "Faustian"
is to suggest someone Is selling something
priceless for something transient and
ephemeral. Dr Weinberg goes on to say-

The price we demand from society
for this magical energy source Is both
a vigilance and a longevity of our
social Institutions that we are unac-
customed to.

The problem Is we are dealing with time
scales which are almost Impossible to
Imagine. We are dealing, for example, with
time scales of 300 000 years in the case of
plutonium 239, which is four times the
period since Neanderthal man appeared on

the scene. In talking about half the life
of plutonium 239, when half of Its radio-
activity is still present, we are talking
about a period of 24 400 years, which is 10
times the period since Christ was on earth.
That gives members an idea of the time
scale.

So It Is not necessarily only a technical
problem; it is also a political problem be-
cause we must assure future generations
that our Political and social institutions
can last tens of thousands of years. We
cannot give that guarantee. They have
not lasted for that tine heretofore and
there is no reason to suppose they will do
so In the future.

The old world has lifted the lid off Pan-
dora's box and now asks us for a few pieces
of silver to replace the lid. The old world
has raised problems it cannot solve and
deal with. it will ask us to sell our souls,
our heritage, and our peace of mind for a
few pieces of silver. The Opposition there-
fore believes we should not go anywhere
near such a proposal until complete and
absolute safeguards are available; and
there are certainly no such safeguards at
the present time, as we shall see.

The ridiculous part about it is that this
period of fission power may last only 50
years, yet for the brief time in our history
that we will need fission power until we
develop solar or fusion power we are
mortgaging the future of our race for
thousands and thousands of years.

In the Middle Ages there were alchemists
who believed they could turn lead into
gold. Had they been able to do so and
make themeselves wealthy, but in return
accepted that there would be typhoid
plagues which would lnst for thousands of
years, what would we have thought of
those people In the 15th century had they
accepted temporary wealth for themselves
and blighted our future for thousands of
years? We would have regarded them as
being very selfish and narrow, and as
people who were not really statesmen but
People who considered their own selfish
ends and mortgaged the future of mankind
as a result

in my opinion, when speaking about re-
processing, there are some misconceptions
about what occurs in a nuclear reactor.
After a period of time, perhaps one or two
years, the fuel becomes poisoned-that is
the term used but it is not the correct
term-because of neutron capture. The
reaction slows down and the fission pro-
ducts are taken out, so that the valuable
elements which are still there, such as
uranium 235 and plutonium 239, can be
reused and the process may begin again.
So the reprocessing of fuel takes place
with fuel rods, nitric rods, and in other
ways, and the valuable elements arc ex-
tracted and put back into other nuclear
reactors, which still leaves waste products
which are of no use but which, because of
their high toxicity, have to be stored for a
long time.
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I emphasise that although an attempt
is made to extract the plutonium 239, not
all of it can be extracted. So along with
the waste elements which are of no use
there will be small amounts in volume-
but no less deadly-of plutonium 239,
which has an enormous life and must be
stored and kept for a long period of time.

In a reprocessing plant there must be
a minimumn of maintenance because if
something goes wrong it may be years be-
fore the radioactivity has decayed suffici-
ently so that one can get to it safely to
repair it. That situation has occurred
already. One processing plant which
was closed down in 1971 has not yet
been reopened for repairs to be effected.
It is necessary to wait for radioactivity to
decay. That is the problem of the pro-
cessor in this industry.

When we talk about the isotope 239 of
plutonium, we are talking about some-
thing which is not native to earth.
Although plutonium is to be found in small
quantities In nature, plutonium 239 is not
native to earth. This product, with its half-
life of 24400 years, Is something we
create In our nuclear reactors. It is
perhaps the most dangerous substance
known to man. Only four kilograms or
about nine pounds of it are required to
make an atomic bomb.

When we think that a nuclear power
station creating sufficient electrical energy
for a medium sized city produces 160 kilo-
grams of plutonium a year. we find that is
sufficient for something like 40 atomic
bombs; and that comes from one average
sized reactor. Therefore, this Isotope of
uranium is something quite new to earth:
it is something we have created; it is
not a substance that has been with us
since the dawn of time; it is produced
only in nuclear reactors.

Plutonium 239 is very valuable. It is
worth twice as much as gold and, there-
fore, would be very valuable from the point
of view of being stolen. Of course, it
could be attractive to terrorists who could
quite easily make a bomb out of it. We are
aware of the bomb attacks that are oc-
curring in the United Kingdom as a result
of IRA activities, and we are aware of
what the PLO has done in the way of
terrorist attacks. It would not necessarily
be difficult to get hold of some plutonium
239. The system of accounting in the
United States-and perhaps the accounting
system Is at fault-shows that 1 per cent of
the plutonium 239 in that country Is miss-
ing and cannot be found. When we allow
for the fact that the United States has
something like 60 nuclear reactors, that Is
a large amount of Plutonium being created.

Mr Shalders: Is it not more likely that
a. terrorist would steal a nuclear missile
rather than steal the raw material and
make a bomb?

Mr A. RL. TONKIN: I would say both
possibilities exist; I would not like to say
which is the greater. However, as proli-
feration occurs more and more of this
material will be available, and the risk
will increase. We already have nuclear
reactors in 50 different countries in the
world. All those reactors are creating
plutonium 239. and there is a possibility
of this material being stolen.

In many ways Australia has an advan-
tage In that in this respect it Is a
backwater, otherwise at present we
could be the target of terrorists of this
kind. Although this may be a problem in
America because plutonium is available,
at the moment it is not a problem here be-
cause we have no plutonium.

To illustrate how easy it is to make a
bomb, I refer to a famous scare that oc-
curred in the United States some years ago
when a person phoned a radio station and
asked for money, using the threat of an
atomic bomb. Scientists were called in and
they recommended that It should be ascer-
tained from this person what materials he
intended to use in order to test whether he
was just kidding or whether in fact there
was some substance to his threat. The
scientists asked for information, and some
of it came back. This went on for some
time, and eventually a boy of 14 was
apprehended. The specifications for his
bomb were quite correct. only one thing
was wrong; he specified uranium 238 in-
stead of uranium 235. He had the wrong
sort of uranium, but had he had the
right sort he would in fact have had an
atomic bomnb; and he was a schoolboy of
14 years' of age. Anyone can ascertain
from encyclopaedias and technical journals
how to make an atomic bomb.

As an aerosol, plutonium 239 is five
million times more dangerous than lead.
We are aware of the concern about lead
because of its toxic properties and the
level it has reached in the air as a result
of Its emission from the exhausts of motor-
cars. We have an idea of how toxic lead
is. However, one tiny submicrogram of
plutonium lodged in the body-say the
lung-would remain there for life. Of
course, if the person lived to be 24 000
years of age the plutonium would still
have half of its radioactive life remaining.
That plutonium would remain in the body
for life and would be continually emitting
alpha particles. Those particles, of
course, have genetic effects and are also
carcinogens.

Not a great deal is known in this area.
For example, recent French experiments
have shown that in the case of baboons
and smaller monkeys the rate of reten-
tion of plutonium compound In the lung
is much greater and longer than was
previously thought to be the case. So
constantly we are expanding our know-
ledge in respect of this matter. We are
playing with something about which we
do not know a great deal.
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At the Windscale reprocessing plant in
the United Kingdom a veil of secrecy has
been thrown over the degree of leukemia
amongst operators In the plant. This mat-
ter is being examined at the moment by
the United Kingdom National Radiologi-
cal Protection Board, which is not satis-
fied with the present state of knowledge.
That is just one reprocessing plant In res-
pect of which there has been a veil of
secrecy because certain Governments do
not like to let people know what Is going
on, as they become worried. The Inquiry
into this matter Is continuing at present.

It is very difficult to gauge the effects
of plutonium upon the human body. For
example, some statistics have been com-
Piled at Windscale in the United King-
dom which suggest that the amount of
leukemia amongst workers is not statistic-
ally significant as compared with the
amount of leukemia amongst the popula-
tion at large. However, even a finding such
as that is suspect because as workers leave
the Industry continuing medical checks are
not made on them and they are lost to
science. it has been suggested there should
be some register of all nuclear and uranium
workers in the United Kingdom so that
their medical history can be kept in order
that we may obtain some meaningful
figures regarding the effect on their health
of being In the vicinity of plutonium.

This would be similar to the Trans-uranium Registry in the United States
of America, which keeps track of
workers in the Industry and keeps tabs
on them in a medical sense in order to
obtain figures which eventually will be
valid. However, so far no reliable figures
have come from the United States.

Another problem associated with this
kind of knowledge is that often it is classi-
fled as a military secret, so we cannot
ascertain what is happening. Recently
this tactic was used in this House by the
present Government when Questions were
asked about the use of Cockburn Sound
by nuclear powered warships. The Pre-
mier suggested that anyone who raised
this question was a security risk, was not
loyal to this country, and was somehow
in league with Moscow: and he tried to
throw a veil of secrecy over the matter
by kicking the old red can.

That tactic is used all over the world
to prevent people from obtaining infor-
mation, and it has been used in this State.
We have no reason to believe that the
Government would be any more forth-
coming in respect of information on this
subject than it has been in respect of
damage being done daily to Cockburn
Sound, or in respect of the report of the
Royal Commission which inquired into the
SGOo

One of the features of radiation is that
it concentrates in the food chain. For
example, it has been shown that very
dilute radiation-for example radioactive

minerals--is taken up by algae and con-
centrated in the food chain. I mention
this because a low level of radiation is
being emitted constantly from reactors and
reprocessing plants, and the argument
used by the proponents of this industry
is that this radiation is being diluted in
a gaseous form in water or is re-
leased into the atmosphere. They say
there is a big buffer zone between where it
is released and the nearest town, and that
by the time the radiation gets anywhere
it is so diluted that it is no more than
background radiation.

Very dilute radioactive minerals taken
up by algae are consumed by zooplankton
which are in turn consumed by small fish
which are in turn consumed by larger fish
which are eaten by sea birds and so on to
man. Of course, man tends to be nearer
the end of the food chain. It is concen-
trated many thousands of times out of all
proportion. It is, certainly not an arith-
metic progression; it is a geometric pro-
gression, and the concentration is tremen-
dously high. That is something to which
science can attest but science certainly
does not know all there is to know about
this matter. That is why we suggest
caution. We do not know what we are
playing with. When some of the leading
scientists in the world have resigned from
various bodies so that they can speak out
freely to Indicate dangers, it Is proved
that our knowledge is not extensive enough.

There is a need to look at the critical
path of radioactive isotopes through the
environment to see what causes their
diffusion and concentration. This work has
not been done. Until we can trace the
path of a radioactive isotope through
organisms and through the food chain,
and until we know under what circumn-
stances these substances are concentrated
and how diffuse they can become, we
really are In the dark.

I come now to the question of terrorism.
This is something that really has not hit
the scene yet, but it is likely to. One needs
only four kilograms of plutonium to make
an atomic bomb. The technology is quite
simple. One can buy rnags~ines which
show how to do it; the knowledge has
spread throughout the world. With 160
reactors in the world more and more of
this radioactive material will be about.
I believe it will not be long before ter-
rorist groups are involved, whether they
be nationalist 'groups fighting for the
liberation of a country or a small nation
controlled by a dictator or a junta.

I believe we have to take notice of what
the scientists have to say, although this is
not just a scientists' argument. When we
talk about guarding these substances for
thousands of years we have to examine our-
selves and wonder whether our Political
and social Institutions will be around for
thousands of years to come. So far we have
not been able to make them last that long
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and we have to be sure that we have them
in the future. When 2 200 scientists sign
the Menton statement expressing concern
about nuclear fission, we have to take
notice. When someone such as Hannes Alt-
yen, who is a Nobel prize winning physicist
at the University of California, has doubts,
we should take note. Alfven said-

A very large production of nuclear
energy necessarily means mass pro-
duction of radioactive Poisons in quan-
titles which are terrifying.

A few years ago this very same Alfven en-
dorsed nuclear fission as a solution to
global energy needs. Now he argues for a
moratorium on fission because, as he said-

Nuclear fission dictates safety re-
quirements so stringent that no acts
of God can be permitted.

Of course, It is impossible to say that there
shall be no acts of God.

Mr Mensaros: Can you tell us from
which article or Publication this is, and the
date?

Mr A. R. TONIN: I cannot tell the
Minister where he originally said that. I
can let the Minister have the actual docu-
ment from which I quoted but it is not
the original. Dr Carl J. Hacevar, who was
a senior safety expert with the Atomic
Energy Commission of the USA, which
has now been disbanded, resigned so that
he could speak out clearly on the potential
dangers. Various unforeseen matters have
occurred and cannot be explained but they
show that we are really at the edge of
science and knowledge in this matter. For
example, fuel elements discharged from
two reactors showed serious signs of defor-
mation during irradiation and the fuel pin
cladding was found to be empty. This Is
a wholly new phenomenon. The two reac-
tors at which this phenomenon was dis-
covered were the Beznan No. 1 reactor in
Switzerland and the Robert Ginna reactor
In Rochester, New York. The reason for
this Is a puzzle. Scientists cannot explain
this phenomenon.

Another example of the fact that we
have assumed things we have no right to
assume, because there was no basis for
them, Is the question of low-level radia-
tion effects. These were largely ignored.
We were very concerned in the l1950s and
the 1960s with high-level radiation and It
was not until 1968 that It was discovered
that low-level radiation had quite an effect
on foetuses. It has been estimated that
this effect has been underestimated by a
factor of 20. It will be another two gener-
ations at least before we know the effect
of this low-level radiation upon the genetic
structure of these unborn children. It was
a serious miscalculation by scientists that
they discounted the importance of low-
level radiation. If people in the frontier
of knowledge were making errors of that
magnitude, this indicates that this Is some-
thing about which we know very little.

People might say that it may be found
two generations hence that the genetic ef-
fects are not great at all. This is like sug-
gesting to a man who is driving a motor-
car at 70 miles an hour and approaching
a red light that he put his foot on the ac-
celerator and speed up because there is a
good chance that the light will turn green
before he gets to it. I do not know anybody
who drives a motorcar like that. The
people I know who see a red light tend to
slow down because they do not know
when it is going to change to green. In
this situation we do not know whether it
is ever going to change to green and we
Seem to be Intent on accelerating up to
this light, which is not very judicious.

Another example of the way miscalcula-
tions can occur is in a document titled
'Toxicity of Plutonium" produced by the
Medical Research Council of the United
Kingdom. Before I refer to that document
I should point out that there is a body
known as the International Council of
Radiological Protection which works out
the annual dosage it is safe for people
to be exposed to. It is the premium body
in the world which acts as a guide in this
matter.

The document produced by the MARC of
the UK suggested that the standard deal-
ing with plutonium in an insoluble form
-that is, plutonium oxide-has been too
lax by a factor of five. In other words, it
is five times more lax than It should be.
This once again suggests that we have
Plucked numbers out of the air and hoped
that they would be sufficient. Now we dis-
cover that perhaps they were not right at
all. We are still exploring this area.

One of the things of which hard-headed
businessmen should take notice is the be-
haviour of the insurance industry. The
insurance industry in the United States
and Britain as well as other countries
Overseas will not touch radiological dam-
age from nuclear reactors. Indeed, things
were so seri ous in the United States that
the Price-Anderson law was enacted to
get the reactors to chase as much private
insurance as they could. However, it also
provided for the United States Govern-
ment to subsidise the project by 30 times
the cover of the private insurance com-
panies. In other words, most of the In-
surance is carried by the United States
Government because no-one else will touch
it.

Once again the taxpayers are the suck-
ers. The situation is similar in Britain
which has the Nuclear Installations Act
Of 1965 which also provides for the tax-
Payer to subsidise nuclear reactors and the
possible damages emanating from them,
because the Insurance industry will not
touch them.

The insurance industry is a very faith-
ful barometer of the dollar sign. If the
insurance industry is not Interested in
making a buck out of these reactors, it is
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because of the possibility of "acts of God",
to quote the scientist to whom I referred
earlier, and the possible problems result-
ing from them, including damage to
buildings and people. This damage is so
great that the insurance companies do not
believe it is a reasonable risk and even
huge international consortiumis of Insur-
ance companies will not touch it. This
indicates we cannot be very sure about
the dangers.

Let us look briefly at the American ex-
perience with the reprocessing of nuclear
wastes. The West Valley reprocessing
installation in New York, run by the
Nuclear Fuel Services has not operated
since it was closed down in 1971 for mod-
ifcation. The installation was established
at huge public expense, but it was closed
in 1971 and has not reopened yet because
of the need for modifications. Is that the
kind of rock we want to put around the
necks of our taxpayers?

Another United States example is in
Morris, Illinois, where General Electric
started to build a reprocessing installation.
However, that has not even opened for
business.

There is one now being built by Allied
General Nuclear Services in Barnwell,
South Carolina, but the massive cost over-
runs mean it will require something like
$500 million in Federal aid if it is ever
to get off the ground.

We come now to the problem of storage
of nuclear wastes. The US Atomic Energy
Commission believed it had the problem
solved by putting the waste down the salt
mines at Lyons in Kansas. The argument
was that the salt would be there for mil-
lions of years so obviously there would be
no ground water to dissolve the waste and
therefore the situation would be quite safe.

The proposal has been approved, but
before It was implemented, a company hap-
pened to put 175 000 gallons of water down
the mine and it all disappeared. It went
somewhere; and so it was decided that the
waste should not be put there because it
could find the same water table as the
175 000 gallons of water. It was found later
that there were great fissures in the salt
which rendered the whole project danger-
ous. However, as I said, the proposal had
been approved when that lucky 175000
gallons of water indicated the true posi-
tion.

The proposal is for interim storage for
25 years in the hope that during that time
a solution to the problem will be found. We
know very well that scientists all over the
world, including those in Western Austra-
lia. have doubts about their own compe-
tence in finding a solution.

Mr Shalders: What about the Antarc-
tie?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: There is an interna-
tional agreement to prevent that being
used for the dumping of nuclear waste.

Actually the Antarctic is not prepared
to be used for the storage of nuclear waste.
It is amazing to think that there Is an
agreement to Protect the Antarctic from
that kind of action, but we are contem-
plating It ourselves.

As I said earlier, the problem has been
raised by other countries and they want
us to get them out of their mess. They do
not feel competent to handle the problemn
themselves. They believe the dangers are
too great and they are looking f or suckers.
I hope we will not fall Into the trap and
agree to be suckers.

I now wish to refer to the problems of
the material and the kinds of accidents
which have occurred overseas. Incidentally,
I am omitting everything about reactors
because the proposal is not for them to
be established here. The proposal Is for the
reprocessing of material and waste -stor-
age, and I am merely talking about that
aspect.

At the Windscale plant in the United
Kingdom, run by British Nuclear Fuel, in
1974 a tiny fragment-one-thousandth
of a gramn-of used fuel got onto the out-
side of a transfer flask, a place where It
had no right to be. The instrument used

Indetection did not reveal it and it ended
up on the roadway in the carpark at the
plant. The whole road area-i 00 yards
long-had to be removed in order to get
rid of the contamination. That gives an
idea of the accidents that can occur at a
sophisticated plant such as the one at
Windscale.

of course, there is no foolproof system
against fools. The most elaborate of sys-
tems can be devised, but human frailties
exist. N'o-one can legislate against the em-
ployment of fools, and the human factor
is a very important one.

In 1973 at Windscale over 300 workers
were subjected to a radiation blow-back-
an accident. There is also, of course, the
famous 1973 example of the Hanford stor-
age tanks, the biggest in the world. They
are situated at Massachusetts and they
leaked for seven weeks before the leakage
was detected. In that time 117 000 gallons
of radioactive liquid escaped. That will
give members an idea of the position,
and show that we can have all the alarm
systems in the world but accidents will
still occur.

The reason this industry may come
here Is that the people overseas are
very concerned. For example 10 years
ago in Bodega Bay, California, protests
prevented the siting of a reactor which
it was proposed to build. I mention that
as one case, but it Is quite obvious
there are others.

On the 10th June, In the Californian
primary the people will consider proposi-
tion 15; they will be asked to agree to
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various stringent safeguards on reactor
development. The latest poll in California
showed that those intending to vote for
Proposition 15 were in the majority.

it is obvious, therefore, that there is
a great deal of disquiet overseas and this
is one of the reasons for the great down-
turn in the reactor industry.

In the first place it was anticipated that
with the advent of cheap nuclear powered
energy coal would be destroyed-that it
would take the place of coal. This was
constantly said 10 or 15 years ago. But
people are now turning back to coal, and
I am sure the member for Collie will be
pleased to know this.

Mr T. H. Jones: I have already told
the Government about that.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Coal, of course, has
problems of its own; one very serious
problem being aerial pollution.

Mr T. H. Jones: That will be quite
enough of that.

Mr Jamieson: Fly ash only!
Mr T. H. Jones: I suggest you do more

research.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: Nevertheless in spite

of the problems associated with coal,
energy from this source would certainly
be cheaper than nuclear energy.

Mr T. H. Jones: I will agree with you
there.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: There is a tremen-
dous downturn in the reactor industry.
Indeed General Electrics who have had
a very big capitalisation in the nuclear
industry is saying that if things do not
look up and orders do not come in it will
have to go out of business. This is a
huge complex and an expensive area. The
reactor industry cannot be used in a small
way, It must be developed in a very big
way. As I have said there has been
such a downturn of orders for new nuclear
reactors in the last 12 months that things
are very serious.

We have been told that Governments
know best; that they have experts; that
we should leave it to the Governments
to decide. I would remind the House
once again, however, of the comments
made by Clement Attlee, who became
Prime Minister of Great Britain later,
but who was a Minister in Churchill's
coalition Government-there was no Op-
position-during the war.

Attlee was one of those who agreed to
the dropping of bombs on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki. He said, however, that tbey
had no idea at the timne what the degree
of radiation would be from these bombs,
or of the kind of genetic damage that
we are now being told about. He said
"We were not told that this was what we

were wishing on the inhabitants of
Japan."' Yet 20 years before these bombs
were dropped Hierman Muller had won
a Nobel prize for physics by showing the
effect of radiation and the type of genetic
mutation that would take place. This
was known to the scientific world but it
was not passed on to the statesmen.

Here we had a situation where the
Governments of Great Britain, and pos-
sibly the United States as well, were not
properly briefed, Accordingly we cannot
assume that Governments know what
they are doing in a highly technical area
such as this. Indeed we as a Parlia-
ment cannot, and should not, agree to
leave it to Big Brother to decide, merely
because the Government thinks it knows
best. If we believe the Government
knows best we are just wasting our time
here; we should all go home and allow
the Government to govern as it sees fit.

When we talk about the quantity of
nuclear waste there Is always the possi-
bility of accidents occurring as a result
of leakage. Indeed one of the reasons the
reprocessing plants in the United States
are not getting off the ground-and that is
why they would like to come here-is
that the American citizens are displaying
considerable opposition to them because
the trucking of nuclear waste, including
plutonium will eventually cause accidents
in transportation; in spite of what the
Minister for Police might think to the
contrary. The proposition is completely
unacceptable to the people in the United
States, and the feeling is even stronger in
Japan.

This is why the Japanese want to come
here; because it is politically unacceptable
for them to carry on nuclear reprocessing
in their own country. For five years we
would have a continuously boiling liquid,
which may solidify in about five or seven
years. it Is a big "if" to say that the
storage system may not be too difficult,
because we are talking about storage for
thousands of years, while during the first
few years we would have a continuously
boiling liquid. Is it any wonder the Japan-
ese want to get It out of their country?
They do not care where it goes. This is
a big political issue In these countries and
the people are scared. Indeed anyone who
is scared of this stuff-and some of the
most scared people are those who know
a great deal about it-is, in my opinion,
more intelligent than most.

As I have said before, in the l1950s and
1960s it was said that coal would not be
needed any more, because we would be
able to develop cheap nuclear power. But
costs have soared and because of the at-
tempts that have been made to build the
safety factors into this industry capitali-
satlon has soared to such an extent that
the output of nuclear power costs about
five times as much as that from a fossil



[Wednesday, 12 May. 1976] 943

fuel plant, which includes oil and coal.
Hence we get this downturn which has
occurred.

In the near future the whole need may
be obsolete because the number of nuclear
generators commissioned overseas has de-
creased. There has been a tremendous fall-
off since 1974 and it is likely we will see
a collapse of generation by nuclear fission,
and this would be a very desirable occur-
rence.

One hope in the world is, of course, solar
power, but there are so many problems
associated with this aspect that it will be
a few years before it Is used. So we are
talking now of the generation of power
by nuclear fission for only 40 or 50 years;
and though it may keep us in comfort
and possibly keep our children In comfort
for that time we are asking hundreds of
generations in the future to guard against
the waste we will have created in order
that we may live in the manner to which
we have become accustomed.

The Opposition believes that it is this
Parliament's duty to understand these
matters. We are not saying that we will
turn ourselves into nuclear physicists; we
are not saying we will become experts;
that Is absurd-although those words have
at times been put into my mouth by the
Premier. But we must act responsibly and
take our duties seriously and in doing so
get all the expert advice we can; we must
understand these matters and get all the
advice we can from scientists, as the Gov-
ernment will from its experts. However
we cannot agree that it is sufficient in
itself for the Government to get this
expert advice in private. We believe
in the legislative process and in the
responsibility of Parliament. But Par-
liament cannot make an intelligent de-
cision unless It can base that decision on
knowledge. That is why we move for the
establishment of a committee to bear evi-
dence, so that we will have some clue as
to what we are doing, and that when the
proposition Is Put before us we will know
what we are talking about, at least to
the extent that we will know more than
we do at the moment.

There is not one person in the House-

Mr Mensaros: If we accept the first
part of your motion, then no proposition
could come here ever. That Is the illogical
part of it.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I will be interested
to hear the Minister's amendment to put
that In order. Of course, at the present
time with our state of knowledge, no
such industry should be established here.
I believe we should know what we are
talking about as far as we can, so we know
why we are rejecting something if in fact
we decide to reject it.

The Opposition believes that the people
of this State have a right to know what
is going on, they have a right to have
some trust in their representatives, and to
know that their representatives have
examined a Proposition. There is not one
person in this H-ouse who is an expert or
who will become an expert in this matter.
However, as we have to legislate in many
matters about which our knowledge is
incomplete, we go to the experts. Yester-
day we were debating the National Parks
Authority Bill and in that matter we
approached the Director of the National
Parks Board and the experts In that field.
We then tried to legislate with those expert
opinions in mind. We should seek expert
opinion on nuclear matters so that we can
make a decision based on knowledge, and
it is for that reason we believe a com-
mittee should be established.

I would like to pose this final question:
We have been the most fortunate of people
when we think of the heritage given to us
by our forebears, when we think of the
world that was bequeathed to us, the city,
and the State in which we live. We have
to ask ourselves whether we will do as well
by posterity for our future generations as
our forebears did for us. We are indeed
very fortunate. I hope that People who
stand in this place in years to come and
people who live in this State in years to
come will consider themselves just as for-
tunate. Whether they do or not depends
largely on our deliberations in this place.

Therefore, it is up to us to know, as far
as we can, what we are talking about, to
have the tools to probe and to find out
what some of the hazards are likely to be,
so that we will make wise decisions and
the people who come after us--our
dependants-will bless us for our fore-
sight rather than curse us for our folly.

Mr BARNETT: I formally second the
motion.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Sir Charles
Court (Premier).

(Continued on page 957)

BILLS (4): RETURNED

1. Public and Bank Holidays Act Amend-
ment Bill.

2. Jetties Act Amendment Bill.

3. Western Australian Marine
Amendment Bill.

Act

4. Weights and Measures Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council with-
out amendment.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.02 p.mn.
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BILLS (3): RECEIPT AND FIRST (2) If "Yes" how often are the checks
READING

1. Justices Act Amendment Bill.

2. Juries Act Amendment Bill.
Bills received from the Council; and,

on motions by Mr O'Neil (Minister
for Works), read a first time.

3. Teachers' Registration Bill.
Bill received from the Council; and,"on motion by Mr Orayden (Min-

ister for Labour and Industry), read
a first time.

QUESTIONS (36): ON NOTICE

URBAN FARMERS
Local Government Rates

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:
(1) Does he recall a deputation from

urban farmers from the Gosnells
district on 2nd December, 1975
regarding the rating burden which
is affecting the urban farmer in-
dustry?

(2) If "Yes" will he
preas has been
the points put
deputation?

(3) Will he further
make a decision
1976 regarding
requests?

3.

advise what pro-
made regarding
forward by the

advise if he will
before 30th June.
the deputation's

Mr RUSHTlON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) The Report of the inquiry

Into Rates, Taxes and Other
Charges is currently before
local government for response.

(b) Gosnelis Town Council is pre-
sently reviewing anomalies
and incidence of rate burden
on urban farmers.

(3) Time will not allow determination
of these issues before 30th June,
1976.

MOTORCYCLES

Secondhand Sales: inspection

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) Will he advise if regular checks

and examinations are made in the
saleyards on secondhand motor
cycles sold through the various
saleyards in the metropolitan and
country areas?

made and how thorough are the
checks regarding the inspection of
such motor cycles?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Approximately once in six months,
but some may be visited less fre-
quently or more frequently, de-
pending on circumstances and re-
suits of previous inspections. The
checks are quite thorough because
of ease of access to components.

LIQUOR ACT

Application o1 Section 146

Mr FLETCHER, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister f or Justice:
(1) Are records kept of the number

of occasions upon which section
146, part VII, division 4 of the
Liquor Act is applied to individuals
throughout the State?

(2) If so, on how many occasions
was the section used-
(a) for the Period 1st January,

1975 to 31st December, 1975;
(b) the period to date as from 1st

January, 1976?
(3) If the section is not being ap-

plied as progressively as appears
Justified, will the Minister see
that it is with a view to prevent-
ing traffic accidents, other in-
juries and fatalities, broken homes
and marriages, psychological and
physical trauma to children and
other contraventions of the law?

(4) Does the section have equal ap-
plication in law to all members
of the community, Europeans and
Aboriginals alike?

(5) If so, and since the white com-
munity simultaneously inflicted
alcohol upon those of Aboriginal
descent when declaring them citi-
zens, will the Minister ensure
that Justices of the Peace are
alerted and adequate In numbers
throughout the State to apply
conditions applying to section 146
with a view to preventing trage-
dies as in Part (3) and incidents
such as Skull Creek In the Layer-
ton. area?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) and (2) No.

(3) As there are no statistics avail-
able it is difficult to judge to what
degree the section Is applied.



[Wednesday, 12 May. 19761

(4) The section as enacted is intended
to apply equally to all members of
the community.

(5) Action under section 140 is taken
before the court upon complaint
which may be brought by a person
such as the wile of the inebriate,
the police or on some occasions
upon application by the inebriate
himself. An order Is then made by
the magistrate or the Justices upon
the evidence before the court. The
court may also make an order in
respect of section 146 when hear-
Ig a charge In which drunkenness
is involved.

AGED PERSONS
Leisure Needs

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Recreation:
(1) Has the Government conducted

a study of the leisure needs of
elderly people?

(2) If "Yes" when was the study Con-
ducted and by whom?

(3) Has a report been compiled as a
result of the study?

(4) If "Yes" when did the Govern-
ment receive the report?

(5) What action has been taken as
a result of the study?

(6) Will he table the report?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) A study is being conducted at the

moment Into the leisure activities,
interests, opinions and concerns of
pre-retired and retired persons.
The first stage of the project has
been completed and the second
stage involving the interviewing of
800 persons pre- and post-retired
is about to commence.

(2) This study was commenced in
March, 1976, and is being con-
ducted by R.. J. Donovan and
Associates for the Community Re-
creation Council.

(3) Not yet.
(4) to (6) Not applicable.

HOUSIG
Eunburv: Settlements on

Transactions
Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Housing:.
(1) How many banks and building

societies will settle property trans-
actions in Bunbury with local
solicitors or settlement agencies
or branch offices of other financial
institutions?

0.

(2) What is the reason usually given
for not doing so?

(3) What additional costs are involved
for vendors and purchasers in
these transactions being settled In
Perth?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Building Societies; A check with

a number of lending institutions
reveals that settlements are
usually made in Perth. Some in-
stitutions use Bunbury solicitors
to prepare the necessary docu-
ments up to the settlement stage
'when a Perth based intermediary
settles on their behalf.
Banks: Most banks will settle In
Bunbury if requested but moat
prefer to effect settlement in
Perth.

(2) Building Societies: Convenience of
administration and the fact of
title registration requiring to be
effected in Perth.
Banks: Generally have the same
view.

(3) Building Societies:. In many in-
stances there are no additional
costs involved.
Banks:, No additional costs. Banks
have a fiat rate for all settlements,

HOUSNG
Runbury: Applications and

Programme

Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister
for Housing:
(1) How many persons are or were

registered for acconmmodation in
each category of State Rousing
accommodation in Bunbury now
and on the same dates in 1973,
1974 and 1975?

(2) What is the length of time re-
gistered for the longest waiting
person in each category presently
waiting in Etinbury?

(3) How many homes and flats are
currently vacant in each cate-
gory in Bunbury?

(4) What construction of new accom-
modation is presently under way
in Bunbury?

(5) What construction of new accom-
modation is presently proposed
for Bunbury?

(6) Of those being constructed or to
be constructed, how many will
be of the Radburn type?



Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) PERSONS REGISTERED FOR ACCOMMIODATION AT 30 APRIL -
197131 Figures not available for these years as individual town records separating accommodation
19741 category were not maintained until February, 1975.

1975 Parch. B/sr
Pens

I.B/r I1E/r 21B/r 3BE/r 4 B/r 5SB/r
Pens Family

950 36 19 25 73 62 5 Nil

Total vacancy turnover: . 1 3 Nil 40 90 1 Nil
(April 1974 to April 1975)

0Includes 5 applicants who have applied for rental and purchase.

1976

Total vacancy turnover:
(MNay 1975 to April 1976)

85* 26 21 27 53 23 12 1

3 1 Nil 33 101 3 Nil

*Includes 27 applicants who have applied
occupation of rental homes.

(2) LONGEST WAITINO TDIE -

Purcb. B/sr 1 B/r 1 B/r
Pens. Pens. Family

for renta 'and purchase and 35 applicants already in

2 3/r 3 B/r 43B/r 5 B/r

House 14/6/72 13/0/7 1 10/7/74 30/9/69 23/5/74 8/3/76 22/11/74 26/2/74

Apartment 10/3/76 4/4/76

(3) VACANCIES -

House ..

Apartment ....

B/Sr 1 B/r 1 B/r
Pens. Pens. Family

2DB/r 3 B/r 4 B/r 5 B/r

Nil Nil Nil Nil 9

Nil

1
Nil

Nil

(4) CONSTRUCTION PRESENTLY UNDER WAY -
Five (5) single detached houses comprising 3 x 3 bedroomn and 2 x 4 bedroom are under construction
and a contract is being prepared for the construction of a further ten (10) 3 bedroom dwellings.

(5) PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION -

Pensioner
B/Sr

14

Town House Duplex
IlB/r 2 B/r 2B1/r

16 12 0

Single detached
3 B/r 4B1/r

20 4

(6) The ten dwellings in No. 4 above, together with all the units in No. 5 ahove are within the Withers
Radhurn estate. However, the Radburn layout is the subject of review and a final decision has
yet to be made.

WATER SUPPLIES
Plumbing Inspectors

Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

(1) How many plumbing inspectors
are employed by the Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage and
Drainage Department?

(2) How many inspectors have left
the department since 1st January,
1975?

(3) H-ow many inspectors have been
recruited since 1st January, 1975?

(4) Is there a delay period awaiting
inspections by inspectors?

(5) If so, what is the delay period
in arranging inspections of
areas-
(a) south of river;
(b) north of river?

Mr O'NEMl replied:
(1) 35, of whom 32 are engaged on

field inspections.
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(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

None. One resignation Is pending.
Two additional positions have been
created and these items wi be
filled shortly.
Yes.
(a) From several days to three

weeks;
(b) Frm three days to two weeks.

8. WATER SUPPLES
Darlington: Waylen Road

Extensions
Mr MOIIER, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) With reference to the laying of

580 metres of 100 mm main in
unnamed place from Waylen Road
to lot 68 and in Waylen Road
from lot 2 to lot 5, as shown on
plan MWBFB3 11726 sheet 141, will
he advise the total cost of the
improvements and extensions?

(2) What amount of the total cost is
being born by the subdivider?

Mr O'NEIh, replied:
(1) The estimated cost of the work is

$19 140.
(2) The actual cost will be borne by

the subdivider.

9. CORRESPONDENCE SCHOOLS
Enr-olnents and Community

Groupings
Mr CARR, to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Education:
(1) How many students are enrolled

with the correspondence school,
and In each grade?

(2) How many cases are there of cor-
respondence students being
grouped together by parental ar-
rangement into 'communities of
students' as with the four
Abrollios islands examples?

(3) Will the Minister please advise
where these communities are lo-
cated and how many children are
involved in each case?

(4) Do any such "community of stu-
dents" operate in a way sub-
stantially different from the
Abrolbos islands 'schools'; if so,
will the Minister please specify
the relevant communities and the
differences?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) As at 1st March, 1976:

Total primary, 10 part time, 339
full time;
Total secondary, 783 part time,
174 full time;
Grand total, 1 306.

Year 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Primary-
Part time - - - 5 - 2 3
Fullitime 73 63 45 41 6423 30
Secondary-
Part time 49 564 170 - - - -
Full time 88 43 43 - - - -

(2) The Education Department Is not
aware of any other "communities
of students".

(3) Not applicable.
(4) Not applicable.

10. ONE-TEACHER SCHOOLS
Criteria for Establishment

Mr CARRt, to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Education:
(1) What criteria exist for the estab-

lishment of a departmentally
operated one teacher school?

(2) What criteria apply for the ap-
pointment of a second teacher to
a school?

Mr GRAYIJEN replied:
(1) Regulation 159 of the Education

Department Regulations states:
(1) subject to subregulation (2) of

this regulation, a full-time
government primary school
may be established in any
locality where in the opinion
of the Minister-
(a) the permanence of settle-

ment is sufficiently as-
sured and there is a rea-
sonable prospect of a con-
tinued average attendance
of not less than ten child-
ren between the ages of
six Years and fourteen
Years; or

(b) there is a reasonable
Prospect of an average
attendance of eight child-
ren, a suitable school
room is available, and
there Is no other govern-
ment school within three
miles of the locality; or

(c) there is a reasonable Pros-
pect of an average attend-
ance of eight children
within twelve months, the
school is In a remote area
where settlement is in
progress, and a suitable
school room is made
available by the parents.

(2) A primary school shall1 not be
established In a locality refer-
red to in paragraph (a) of
subregulatlon (1) of this regu-
lation, which locality is within
three miles of an existing gov-
ernment primary school, if the
average attendance of the pro-
posed school is likely to be
less than twenty pupils.
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(2) Whenever necessary, assistance is
provided for the teacher-in-charge
of any school which has an enrol-
ment. of less than 25.
When the enrolment is between
25 and 30, a part-time teacher or
a teacher-aide is appointed, sub-
ject to these people being avail-
able. When the enrolment is
greater than 30, a second full-
time teacher is appointed.

11. SUPPLY TEACHERS
Geraldton

Mr CARR, to the Minister represent-
lag the Minister for Education:
(1) How many "supply" or "tem-

porary" teachers does the depart-
ment have on record as being
available in Geraldton?

(2) of these how many taught full-
time In 1975?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) At the present there Is one teacher

available for appointment in tier-
aldton and this teacher will be
employed from the beginning of
the new school term.

(2) Not applicable.

12. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Street Lighting

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Local Government:

Which metropolitan local govern-
ment authorities now provide all
night street lighting to all or
portion and, if so, what portion
of the area within their respective
jurisdictions?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Perth City Council: 100%.
Claremont Town Council: 100%.
Sublaco City Council: Rokeby

Road; Harnersley Road between
Rokeby Road and Hensman
Road; H-ay Street.

City of Fremnantle: Inner city
block.

City of Stirling: Green Street;
Walcott Street-boundaries with
Perth City Council.

Xalamunda Shire Council: Can-
ning Road-vicinity of shopping
centre; Crystal Brook Road,
corner WeLshpool and Brent-
wood Roads.

Swan Shire Council: Great North-
ern Highway, Midland; Great
Eastern Highway, Midland.

13, MITCHELL FREEWAY
Stage rIl

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it intended to make completed

portions of stage III of the Mit-
chell Freeway available for traffic
before the completion of the whole
of stage III?

(2) If "Yes" what is the proposed
timetabling for opening the com-
pleted portions?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The contract provides for

the work to be completed and
opened to traffic in three stages:,
Stage A-Vincent Street bridge

and associated adjacent road-
works;

Stage B-Powis Street bridge,
Powis Street and the connecting
road between Brady Street and
Anzac Road;

Stage C-All works not included In
Stages A and B.

The contractor Is required to com-
plete the works in this order but is
not required to meet any specific
completion dates, other than 100
weeks for the completion of the
whole of the contract. However,
there is an incentive built Into the
contract for the contractor to com-
plete each stage as soon as pos-
sible.

14. PENSIONERS
Local Government Rates

Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is it a fact that In some States

age pensioners are not required to
pay local government authority
rates at all?

(2) If "Yes" which are these States
and since when has this concession
been granted?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Not to my knowledge, although

the Local Government Act of Vic-
toria empowers local authorities to
remit or defer rates in respect of
persons in necessitous circum-
stances.
I also invite the member's atten-
tion to appropriate comments on
this question in the Report of the
Committee of Enquiry into Pen-
sioner Concessions and Benefits.

(2) Not applicable.
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PROBATE DUTY
Relief

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
(1) Did he recently say that he would

give relief from probate duty pro-
gressively with regard to inflation?

<2) If "Yes" Is that intended to mean
that the true rate of duty will in
fact be maintained by him and
not reduced?

(3) if "No" what does it mean?
(4) When did he last adjust the rate

of probate duty to accommodate
Inflation, and will he now In fair-
ness adjust the rate of probate
duty retrospectively to accom-
modate the wild Inflation of
recent months?

(5) if "No" why?
(6) Did he recently say that he would

remove some of the irksome Provi-
sions relating to probate duty and
provide some relief?

(7) If "Yes" does he regard as irksome
the situation where husband and
wife must pay probate duty on
estates passing from one to the
other of them upon the death of
one of them?

(8)
(9)

if "No" why?
Bearing in mind his oft repeated
assertions to the effect that we
must fight socialism and for the
purposes, inter alia-
(a) of giving such assertions some

credibility; and
(b) of enabling him to slow down

the avalanche of increases in
taxes and charges which he
Is continuing to impose on
the people,

will he undertake either now and/
or at the next State election to
curtail so much of his Govern-
ment's spending spree which Is of
a socialist character or in any wise
"tainted" with socialism?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) to (3) The words I used in part

of a news release on 10th May,
1976. were-

"However," the Premier said,
"relief would be given progres-
sively with proper regard for the
ravages of Inflation".

This must be considered In context
and I will seek leave to table the
full text of the news release.

(4) and (5) This can be done only by
Parliament and not by me, under
present legislation, although the
Commissioner of State Taxation in
the course of his administration of
the Act and with my complete sup-
port. endeavours to give relief

where practicable, within his
statutory powers, in respect of the
adverse impact of inflation.
In the meantime, the Government
introduced, and Parliament Passed,
the amendment necessary to give
relief to potential taxpayers by
reinstating the private company
benefits which are of great value
to family firms and family busi-
nesses, and which were taken
away by the Tonkin Goverrnent.
In these inflationary times, this is
even greater value than before,

(6) Yes, that Is if he means Govern-
ment and Parliament where he
refers to 'he would remove".

(7) and (8) This area of duty is re-
ceiving consideration in the re-
view together with other matters.

(9) The impications in the member's
question are based on wrong pre-
mises. He overlooks the fact that
the Government brought in a bal-
anced budget and imposed mini-
mal tax and charge increases In
association with the Budget.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
226).

16. TRAFFIC
Pedestrian Crossing; Hutton

Street
Mr BERTRAM, to thc Minister for
Traffic:
(1) Is it a fact that two children were

injured wbilst on a crosswalk In
Hutton Street, Osborne Park, ad-
jacent to the Osborne Park Prim-
ary School on 4th May, 1976?

(2) Is it a fact that the said cross-
walk is a manned one and is
situated at/or near the top of a
rise?

(3) What action if any and when is
it intended to lessen the hazard
for the many children who cross
Hutton Street daily via said cross-
walk?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The crosswalk is situated 200 yards

from the crest of the hill and is
not considered a hazard. It was
manned at the time by a cross-
walk attendant who was in the
correct position.

(3) The crosswalk attendant reported
that the car was travelling fast
and the driver apparently did not
see the children or the attendant
until 40 or 50 yards before the
crossing. It Is probable that action
will be taken against the driver.
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17. TRAFFC
Pedestrian Overway:

Lawley Street-Wanneroo Road

Mr BERTRAM. to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he please state how much
longer the people must wait for
the actual construction work to
commence on the Pedestrian over-
pass at the corner of Lawley
Street and Wanneroo Road, muart
Hill?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Tenders have been called and shop
fabrication of the footbridge is ex-
pected to commence early in Aug-
ust and site erection to commence
not later than December, 1978.

18. NATIONAL COMPENSATION
SCHEME

Discussions and Introduction
Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(1) Did he visit Canberra earlier this

week for the purpose of discussing
a national compensation scheme?

(2) Does he support the introduction
of a national compensation
scheme?

(3) If "Yes" why?
(4) if "No" why not?
(5) Is it a fact that he was con-

cerned with the lack of progress
being made with the scheme?

Mr GRAYflEN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) to (4) The Government of West-

ern Australia has opposed the
National Compensation Bill
brought down by the previous
Commonwealth Government from
the time it was first initiated. We
felt it to be an attack on the right
of States to administer compensa-
tion. State schemes have been
tailored to their own individual
needs so far as was practicable
and by personnel experienced in
catering to those needs. it would
have resulted In serious calculable
financial loss to Western Australia
and a further greater financial
loss, the extent of which
we were unable to calculate.
The scheme proposed at the meet-
ing last Monday is more acceptable
in principle to Western Australia
as a starting point for discussions
aimed towards a joint Common-
wealth-State programme.

(5) No.

19.

20.

CAT=L
Destruction and Burial

Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware of the recent

slaughter and burial of beef cattle
by farmers in the Eastern States?

(2) Is it possible that farmers in
Western Australia in ordinary
business prudence will be forced
to kill and bury beef cattle?

(3) Bearing in mind the grievous
economic losses which will follow
from the destruction of cattle In
this manner and the millions of
people who are dying for want
of food, what action and when
will he take to ensure that a repe-
tition of the Eastern States
tragedy shall not occur in Western
Australia?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied.
(1) Yes, I have read press reports gI

the slaughter In Victoria of aged
dairy cows.

(2) It is not likely that Western Aus-
tralian farmers will face similar
problems as current saleyard
prices in W.A. indicate that pro-
ducers should receive some return
from cull cows.

(3) The cattle being slaughtered are
surplus to farmers' requirements
and, in the main, are culled far
age, and will not materially affect
the capacity to produce.
Whilst I am very much aware of
the food requirements in various
parts of the world, it is almost lim-
possible to utilise beef in this re-
gard. In many disadvantaged
countries beef is not acceptable as
a food, and the difficulties in dis-
tribution are almost insurmount-
able.
The possibility has been raised on
many occasions with the Com-
monwealth Department of Exter-
nal Affairs which has been unable
to overcome the problems.

SCHOOL DENTAL SCHEME
Capital and Recurring Cost

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Was there a meeting with the

Australian Government in Can-
berra, April 1976, of State repre-
sentatives to discuss the school
dental scheme and related mat-
ters ?

(2) If so, was any proposition ad-
vanced for States to increase their
contribution by 10% of the overall
capital and recurring costs of the
scheme, and what was the out-
comeV
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Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, the Commonwealth proposes

the States' contributions be In-
creased from 1st July, 1970.

21. MENTAL HEALTH
Focal Universal Training Courses
Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Have the courses conducted by

Fbocal Universal Training been
investigated at all by Mental
Health Services?

(2) If so, can he report on their find-
ings?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) and (2) No.

22. RAILWAYS
Meetings of Workers: Rules

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he recently altered the rules

relating to meetings at WAGR,
establishments?

(2) If "Yes" will he detail each alte-
ration and in each case give all of
the reasons said to Justify it?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The instructions were altered In

November, 1975.
(2) The previous instruction was-

(1) That members of Parliament
be allowed to address lunch
hour meetings at railway
workshops, depots, etc.

(!I) That persons who are not
members of Parliament be al-
lowed to address lunch hour
meetings at any election or
referendum or some other oc-
casions of major general im-
portance.

(iii) That there be no re-
striction on lunch hour
meetings of employees them-
selves and that their own
union officials and officers of
the TLC and/or not more than
three other persons may also
attend, whether or not the
meeting is to discuss matters
connected with their work.

The revised policy provides--
(a) Union officials are allowed to

hold meetings with their
members.

(h) Where it is desired to hold a
meeting with members of more
than one union, full time
union officials must seek per-
mission of the management
Indicating the subject matter
to be discussed.

(a) Meetings may be held on the
occasion of a Parliamentary
election or referendum--one
meeting only being allowed to
each political Party; outside
persons may address the
meetings,

The changes were made to provide
a more rational approach to the
matter of people visiting railway
Premises for this Purpose. It gave
equal representation in times of
election and conforms with the
policies of earlier Governments in-
cluding Labor.

23. BEEF LOANS SCHEME
Aplications and Funds

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What is the total number of ap-

plicationis received for beef loans?
(2) Of this number, how many were

(a) successful;
(b) rejected?

(3) (a) What is the total amount of
money which has been made
available to farmers under the
beef loan scheme;

(b) what has been the average
level of loan under the
scheme?

(4) What amount of finance was avail-
able under the beef loan scheme
from both State and Common-
wealth sources?

(5) Of this amount, what amount
remains?

(6) (a) How many applications for
beef loans have been received
from each shire council area
in the South West;

(b) in each instance how many
of these applications were
approved?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) 341.

(2) (a) 156;
(b) 177. There are still eight ap-

plications under considera-
tion.

(3) (a) $1.6 million;
(b) Average $5 928.

(4) $0.8 million;
$0.8 million.

(5) $6T5 165.

(6) Statistics are not kept on shire
areas.
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24. WEST NORTHAM SCHOOL Mr MENSAROS replied:
Impvrovem~ents

Mr McTVER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) In view of the fact that the wash-

room library at the West Northam
Primary School is now fully uti-
lised as a classroom, would the
Minister take the necessary steps
to implement improvements as
discussed with him on his visit to
the school in 1975?

(2) If the answer is "Yes" when will
the improvements commence?

Mr
(1)

ORAYDEN replied:
and (2) With six classrooms and
six teachers, the washroom need
not be used for a classroom. No
additions are scheduled for this
school at present.

25. RAILWAY STATION
Beverley

Mr MeIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received my letter on be-

half of the Beverley Shire re
Beverley railway station?

(2) If "Yes" would he please advise
me of the current situation as the
shire is most anxious to learn of
the details?

Mi/r O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) It is tentatively planned to Provide

a new station building and modifi-
cations to the yard layout at Bey-
erley in the 1978-79 financial year.
The proposal is subject to the
availability of finance and priori-
ties of othier work.
Planning is for demolition of the
existing building and construction
of the new building on a site on
the south-west side of the line
opposite the existing goods shed
and loading Platform, but at this
stage a final decision has not been
made.

26. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
CSBP:- Land Acquisition

at Kwiflana

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for In-
dustrial Development:

Will he table a plan showing those
areas being acquired by BP,
Ewinana, and which affect or
might affect Rockingham Road,
Ocean Road and the Kwinana
spur line to CSH and the nickel
refinery?

The Plan requested will be tabled
during the second reading speech
for a Bill for an Act to ratify the
Industrial Lands (OSEP and
Farmers LWd.) Agreement, which
is about to be executed.
The Bill will be introduced as soon
as possible.

UNDERGROUND WATER
RESERVE AREA

Jandakot: Identification of Officers
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

With respect of the Jandakot
underground water reserve area-
(a) what identification must de-

partmental officers carry;
(b) what identification must con-

tractors and/or sub-contrac-
tors or any other person em-
Ployed on works for the
department carry:

(c) are such officers and other
Persons required to produce
any such identification before
entering private property;

(d) has he had any instances re-
Ported to him where such per-
sons have not produced such
identification?

Mr O'NEU4 replied:
(a) An Officer's Authority Form

M'WB 180;
(b) The identification of contrac-

tors and subcontractors is the
responsibility of the individual
employer; for other employees
no Identification is issued:

(c) Officers only are required to
produce identification on re-
quest. However, in addition to
the aforementioned means of
Identification, a notice of
entry is issued to owners of
private property Prior to the
commencement of investiga-
tion work such as applying in
the Jandakot area.

(d) No.

28. UNDERGROUND WATER
RESERVE AREA

Mirrabooka: Water Table

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) With respect to the Mirrabooka

underground water reserve area
has his department received any
complaints that the water table
in the area has been lowered
resulting in the loss of established
pasture?

(2) If "Yes" will he advise the area
and extent of the change and the
number of complaints so received?

27.
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Mr
(1)
(2)

O'NEIL replied:
Yes, one.
Water tables have been monitored
by test bores in the vicinity of the
subject property, for up to seven
years. A clear cut interpretation
of the variation is not easily ac-
complished as the geology of the
aquifers in these areas Is complex.
The water tables also, show sea-
sonal and cyclic trends: for ex-
ample, the lowest level conres-
Ponds to a dry winter and not to
a maximum extraction from the
water supply area.

29. NANNUP HOSPITAL
Renovations and. Extensions

Mr H. D, EVANS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Have Plans and specifications for

the renovations and extensions to
the Nannup hospital been com-
pleted?

(2) When will tenders for the reno-
vations to the Nannup hospital be
called, and when is the work ex-
pected to commence?

Mr O'NEfLJ replied;
(1) No. Documents are being prepared.
(2) Providing funds are available,

tenders 'will be called In mid-July
and work commenced in August
this year.

30. PASTORAL RESEARCH
STATION4

Pilbara: Closure
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) It is correct that the Department

of Agriculture is either contem-
plating or has recommended the
closure of the pastoral research
station at Abydos-Woodstock, in
the Pilbara; if so, on what grounds
does the department base the need
to do so?

(2) Is it true that during the 30-odd
years of its existence as a research
centre, successful and economic
methods of pasture regeneration
have been Proven, but due to the
lack of co-operation of many
pastoral lessees only a very small
percentage of them have adopted
the recommended methods?

(3) in view of the fact that the Land
Act has sections which require a
lessee to adopt and carry out any
such recommendations, has the
Department of Agriculture failed
to recommend to the Lands De-
partment that lessees be directed

M1.

to implement such measure to
ensure that the public estate Is
protected and not prostituted, or
has the lands Department failed
in its capacity' as administrator
of public lands, to perform its
duties?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) 'The decision to allow Abydos-

Woodstock Research Station to be
taken over by the Aboriginal Land
Trust was taken for the follow-
ing reasons-
(i) The swing several years ago

from sheep to cattle In the
area left the Department with
stations consisting largely of
spinifex country not Ideally
suited to cattle work.

(ii) It was considered that as
the experimental programmes
were completed the resources
of the Agriculture Depart-
ment could be more profitably
deployed elsewhere.

(ill) it was considered that as the
vegetation system on those
stations was not typical of
much of the area it would be
better to undertake research
on stations elsewhere.

(2) The area embraced by the sta-
tions would not be considered to
be badly degenerated in terms of
plant cover as much of the area
is of hard spinifex.

(3) The Lands Department is co-
operating very closely with the
Agriculture Department with re-
spect to improving the national
estate in areas such as Gascoyne
and West Fitzroy which have been
subjected to intensive studies. This
particular area has not been Suir-
veyed as Yet.

STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION

Land at Coolbellnp: Dedication

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
'Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:
(1) Has he read question 6 of Thurs-

day, 6th May?
(2) If "Yes" does he agree forthwith

to have the MRPA arrive at a con-
census with the State Housing
Commission so that dedication of
the road reserve can proceed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The MRPA will be considering

this matter at its meeting on 19th
May, 1976.
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STATE HOUSING
COMMISSION

Land at Coolbellup: Dedication
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:

Further to his answer to my ques-
tion 6 of Thursday, 6th May, does
his answer mean that the exten-
Lion to Albert Road, Coolbeliup
cannot be completed and even if
completed could not be used by
motorists because the State Hous-
ing Commission declines to ar-
range or Permit dedication until
another Government department
meets its demands?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
No. The State Housing Commnis-
sion would be prepared to allow
formal dedication procedures sub-
ject to mutually satisfactory ar-
rangements with Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority in
regard to compensation discus-
sions. Dedication need not depend
on finalisation of these discussions.

APPLES
Exports: Quantity and Price

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many bushels of apples will

Western Australian growers be
entitled to export to the United
Kingdom and Continent in the
current season?

(2) How much per bushel must grow-
ers receive on the United King-
dom/Continent market to enable
them to reach break-even point
with the average cost of produc-
tion?

(3) What price Per bushel are Western
Australian granny smith apples
fetching in the United Kingdom
at the present time?

(4) (a) Have Western Australian
shippers refused to accept the
apples of any grower who has
an entitlement on the United
Kingdom market;

(b) if so, on how many occasions
has this occurred?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) The quantity over the basic allo-

cation of 429 000 boxes under
stabilisation and the 112 500 boxes
under special Commonwealth/
State assistance will depend upon
the level of ultimate transfers of
space from other exporting States
to Western Australia currently
being negotiated and the ability of
W.A. industry to marshal and
negotiate a market for the sub-
stantial quantities of space now
available.

34.

(2) There are too many variable
factors to give an indicative break
even point market price. These
include type of package, type of
sea freight, ultimate point of
marketing and on costs, individual
grower and shipper costs and the
exchange rate.

(3) No official prices for Western Aus-
tralian granny smiths have yet
been advised.

(4) (a) and (b) Space allocations
are made by the Australian Apple
& Pear Corporation to licensed
shippers who in turn offer space
to growers under negotiated con-
tract arrangements. These usu-
ally include consideration of pre-
vious export performance and a
financial offer. Acceptance or re-
fusal by growers Is a matter of
private arrangement between the
shipper and grower.
There are negotiations going on
currently for a further 35 000
bushels.

CO-OPERATIVE
COMPANIES

Op'eration as Building Societies
Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister repre-
senting the Attorney-General:

Referring to his second reading
speech on the Companies (Co-
operative) Act Amendment Bill-
(1) Do any companies incorpo-

(2)

rated since 1962 or prior
thereto and under the Com-
panies (Co-operative) Act
contain within their Memo-
randum of Association provi-
sions to enable them to carry
on business of a building
society?
If "Yes" how many such
companies?

(3) Since what date has the
Building Societies Act prohi-
bited the formation or incor-
poration of a company 'for
such objects except under the
Building Societies Act"?

(4) On what dates did the two
companies referred to as hav-
ing been registered under the
Companies (Co-operative) Act
obtain Incorporation for the
purpose of carrying on busi-
ness as a building society?

(5) Did the companies' solicitors
argument referred to succeed?

(6) If not, why?
(7) What other reasons or alleged

reasons if any are said to
exist as to why a company
registered under the Compa-
nies (Co-operative) Act should
not be entitled to function as
a building society?
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(8) How many instances have
there been-
(a) of companies in the opi-

nion of the Commissioner
for Corporate Affairs is-
suing Prospectuses which
misled or which were
likely to mislead the
public:

(b) companies being regi-
stered and calling them-
selves "co-operative"l
when in fact that name
is a mere sham?

(9) Why has seven years been
fixed as the period after
which certain documents
may be destroyed?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) At least two. The exact

number could only be ascer-
tained by a detailed examina-
tion of the memorandum of
association of each company
Incorporated under that Act.

(3) The information is not known
to the Corporate Affairs Office,
however such prohibition has
existed since 16th November,
1961 (see Act No. 41 of 1961).

(4) The two companies were in-
corporated on 27th June, 19712.

(5) NO.
(6) The matter was not pressed by

the solicitors as the pro-
spectus was not proceeded
with

(7) There is a specific prohibition
against this in the Building
Societies Act.

(8) (a) All prospectuses tendered
for lodgement are sub-
jected to examination by
the Corporate Affairs
Office with a view to en-
suring that they contain
no misleading material.

(b) There is at present no
means available of evalu-
ating the co-operative
nature of such companies,
because incorporation is
obtained as of right.

(9) To bring the provisions of the
Companies (Co-operative) Act
into line with those of the
Companies Act, 1961-1975. It
should be noted that the pe-
riod of seven years only ap-
plies to annual returns and
balance sheets, which would
no longer be of interest after
seven years, as more recent
annual returns and balance
sheets would be available.

35.

36.

SWAN VIEW SCHOOL
Demountable Classrooms:,

Electricity Connection
Mr MOIL.ER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

Referring to question 7 of Trues-
day, 11th May. and his answer
in which he advises that demount-
able classrooms are connected to
a power supply when it is con-
sidered feasible, will the Minister
arrange for an electricity supply
to be connected to the demount-
able classrooms at Swan View
Primary School or does he con-
sider this not to be feasible and
would he explain his reasoning?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
The connection of the demount-
able classrooms at Swan View
Primary School to an electricity
supply has not been authorised
because permanent classroom ad-
ditions at the school will be com-
pleted in early August, 1976. On
completion of the permanent
classrooms, the demountable
classrooms will be relocated at
other schools.

ALSATIAN DOGS
Agriculture Protection Board

Attitude
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Agriculture Protection

Board altered its attitude towards
the keeping- of Alsatian dogs in
this State in the Past four years?

(2) If "Yes" In what way and to what
extent have the views of this APB
changed?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS (6): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. POLICE

Demonstration against Governor-General
Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) Has the Minister made a state-

ment to the media that in his
opinion the demonstration against
the Governor-General last night
was led by professional agitators?

(2) If "Yes" to (1) will the Minister
advise the House as to the criteria
he uses to draw such conclusions?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have made a statement

to the Press, although I have not
seen it appearing in the Press,
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that a number of those who par-
ticipated in the demonstration
were People whom I considered to
be Professional agitators. I made
that statement because a number
of them had been associated with
other demonstrations Previously,
and I knew that a number of
communists had also been in-
volved in that area.

2. POLICE
Demonstration against Governor-General

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Pollee:

Further to the question I have just
asked, in fairness to the hundreds
of demonstrators who were at the
demonstration against the
Governor-General will he name
the professional demonstrators to
whom he refers so that the stigma
may be removed from these peace-
ful demonstrators?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
If the honourable member will
place his question on the notice
Paper I will consider it.

3. AUSTOARE FREEDOM FROM
HUNGER CAMPAIGN

Withdrawal of State
Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

(1) Is it a fact that the Prenvier
insisted on the withdrawal of
the Austeare Freedom from
Hunger Campaign, criticising
the Federal Government for
Its cutting of Payments to
charitable organisations,
before he would agree to
Participate in last Sunday's
"Walk Against Want"?

(2) If "No", what were the cir-
cumstances surrounding this
matter?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Mly complaint to

Austcare was in respect of an
advertisement in a news-
paper, Publicising my partici-
pation in last Sunday's "Walk
Against Want" and which
advertisement also included a
reproduction of a cartoon
which purported to criticise
the Commonwealth Govern-
ment and its attitude to over-
seas aid. I assume the
honourable member is refer-
ring to overseas aid, and not
so much to charitable organi-
sations.
I made it clear I would not
be prepared to Participate
last Sunday if this sort of
Propaganda was resorted to in
respect of the "Walk",

4.

because my understanding
and support for the "Walk
Against Want" was on the
basis that it was a genuine
effort to muster as much pub-
lic support as possible from a
wide cross-section of people
as a Positive fund-raising pro-
ject and not as a political
exercise.
As is known, there was
further publicity without the
offending cartoon, and I par-
ticipated in the "Walk".
I assume that if the circum-
stances had been different and
some anti-Labor or anti-
Whitlam propaganda had
been involved, the Leader of
the Opposition would have
acted in a similar way to what
I did.

TRAFFIC
Fatal Accidents: Country and

Metro politan
Mr GRE WAR, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) Can he detail the number of

fatalities that have occurred as
the result of road accidents be-
tween April, 1974, and March, 1975,
and April, 1975, and March, 1976.
in-
(a) the country;
(b) the metropolitan area?

(2) How many of the country fatali-
ties in each of the two periods
were metropolitan residents?

(3) What was the average time lapse
between the fatal accident occur-
ring and its discovery in-
(a) the country;
(b) the metropolitan area?

(4) What was the average time taken
from the discovery to the arrival
of the patient at hospital in-
(a) the country;
(b) the metropolitan area?

(5) Is it a fact that delays occasioned
in country accidents are respon-
sible for the high mortality figures
for country accidents?

(6) To what degree did alcohol play
a part In country and city road
fatalities?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I thank the honourable member
for some notice of the question,
the answer to which is as follows-
(1) Fatalities (all road users):

April, 1974, to March, 1975-
(a) country -. 206
(b) metropolitan .... 126
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April, 1975, to March, 1976--
(a) country I. I'l193
(b) metropolitan .. 1115

(2) Drivers and riders fatally In-
jured in country:
April, 1974, to March, 1975-

Total .. - . 109
Metropolitan residents 28

April, 1975, to March, 1976-
Total ... ." .. 1106
Metropolitan residents 19

(3) to (5) Statistics of this nature
are not maintained, but it is
a reasonable assumption that
delay in victims receiving
medical attention could be a
factor influencing road fatali-
ties In country areas; however,
It is considered the significant
factors affecting the number
of accidents are speed and
alcohol.

(6) Alcohol known to be Involved
in fatal road accidents:
April, 1974, to March, 1975-

(a) country-
number of acci-

dents ... .... 186
alcohol Involved 62

(b) metropolitan-
number of acci-

dents .. ...120
alcohol Involved 46

April, 1975, to March, 1976-
(a) country-

number of acci-
dents .. ...157

alcohol Involved 71
(b) metropolitan-

number of acci-
dents .. ...107

alcohol Involved 32
1 presume that same of the acci-
dents involved multiple fatalities.

5. NATIONAL COMPENSATION
SCHEME

Discussions and Introduction
Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

Is it true, as reported in this
morning's paper, that the Com-
monwealth-States conference on
compensation in Canberra on
Monday, devised a new nation-
wide compensation plan?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I thank the honourable member
for some notice of his question.
No. What I said was that the
States and the Commonwealth are

* considering such a plan. I made
it clear in my Press statement
of May 11th, 1976, that this plan

has been accepted by Senator
Guilfoyle as a basis for further
discussion. I also made it clear
that no decision had been made
by the Commonwealth in the mat-
ter.

6. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Geraidton Region Study Group: .Report

Mr CARR, to the Minister for In-
dustrial Development:
(1) Does the Minister recall m~y ques-

tion of Thursday, the 1st April,
1976, concerning the Qeraldton
Region Study Group report, In
answer to which the Minister said
that the report was completed
and he would table it?

(2) Does the Minister further recall
my Question of the 14th April,
1976, In answer to which he again
said he would table the report?

(3) As some six weeks have elapsed
since the Minister first said he
would table the report, and as
I do not want the report to be
treated the same as the report
of the Royal Commission into the
State Government Ihsurance
Office, when does the Minister in-
tend to table it?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (3) I cannot recall exactly the

questions and the answers be-
cause I do not have them in front
of me.
If my memory serves me correctly
I promised the honourable mem-
ber that I would let him have a
copy of the report. Again, if
my memory serves me correctly,
I am quite sure I gave instruc-
tions that a copy of the report
should be sent to the honourable
member, and also to the library.
If be has not received a copy of
the report I will see that he re-
ceives one as soon as possible.

NUCLEAR PRODUCTS
Examining Committee: Motion

Debate resumed, from an earlier stage
of the sitting, on the following motion by
Mr A. IL. Tonkin-

That the House condemns the sug-
gestion that Western Australia should
be involved In the re-processing of
nuclear fuel or that this State should
become a dumping ground for nuclear
waste from overseas. The House is
of this opinion because of-

(1) The extreme and often un-
quantifiable dangers to the People
from such an Industry including
carcinogenesis and genetic muta-
tions;
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(2) The likelihood of the Intro-
duction of terrorist groups to
Western Australia because of the
value for their purposes of plu-
tonium 239;

(3) The inability of technology
to provide adequately for environ-
mental safeguard.

The Rouse further affirms that It
will not be discharging its obligations
to the safety and welfare of the public
unless it establishes a committee to
examine the consequences of such an
industry and reports its findings to the
Parliament and hence to the people at
an early date.

SIRL CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) M435 p.m.]: I rise to make some
comments on this motion moved by the
member for Morley because I believe It
would be undesirable to allow his com-
ments to remain over until the House gets
its next opportunity to discuss private
members' business; which would normally
be next Wednesday. Other members might
want to deal with the motion In more
detail so far as the technical matters are
concerned.

There are some principles involved which
I believe should be brought to the notice
of the House immediately because the way
the honourable member is reacting to all
matters to do with the environment Is not
in the best Interests of this Parliament or
in the best interests of the State. As I
have pointed out to the honourable mem-
ber previously we all have a, responsibility
in these matters to ensure that a balanced
picture is presented to the public, and to
see that we do not Indulge in fear tactics
which frighten the very daylights out of
People until they are almost frightened
to eat fish, meat, or anything at all.

It is very Important that as responsible
legislators we should endeavour not only
to inform ourselves as to what is the
correct situation, but also to present it in a
way which will not unnecessarily disturb
people. What the honourable member Is
doing, wittingly or unwittingly, is causing
a lot of distress to some people who are
sensitive to these things and certainly he
is causing a lot of concern to them.

The motion is in two parts. The first
part condemns the suggestion that West-
ern Australia should become involved In
the reprocessing of nuclear fuel, or that
this State should become a dumping
ground for nuclear waste from overseas.
The motion then goes an to add some
other qualifications.

I do not know where the honourable
member-and some of his colleagues out-
side this Parliament--get their ideas which
lead them to Jump to the conclusions
which they do. In effect, they are saying
no-one can come to Australia or to West-
ern Australia in Particular to discuss with
the Government of the day the vital

question as to how this type of develop-
ment is to take place. The member for
Morley has made no bones about the fact
that the last thing he wants to see is a
jumbo steelworks in this State. Then
there is the matter of forests, and the
wood chipping industry.

I say again, as I have said previously
-and I am glad he has now returned to
te Chamber-that he as a member of

this Legislature and all of us, in our re-
spective spheres, have a responsibility not
only to see that these things are safe,
but also to see that we get a chance to
take our proper share of what the world
has to offer in technological and economic
development.

The honourable member is saying, in
effect, again and again-and I must say I
was very disappointed in the attitude
adopted in the statement issued the other
day by a number of physicists-that the
rest of the world can leave Western Aus-
tralia alone: we are not prepared to talk
to people to know what it Is all about.
Firstly, if we are to play a part in some
great economic developments which are
vital to the world, we have to at least
start talking to people.

Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I listened to the

honourable member in silence because I
gave him the benefit of the doubt that he
was genuine in the motion he put forward
and he was not being deceitful or mis-
chievous.

If members want to treat the motion
in a mischievous way, I can respond. I
would not want the honourable member
to assume he is the only one in this Chamn-
her who has made any study of nuclear
power, and its implications. If the honour-
able member wants a competition in
exchanging technical terms on nuclear pro-
ceases I would back myself.

I have always made it my practice, since
I[ was Minister for Industrial Development.
to do my research on technical matters at
the layman's level, and not to make the
silly and unforgivable mistake of trying to
sound as though I had technical knowledge
which I did not have. That is most dan-
gerous because when one uses terms with-
out knowing what they mean one can
deceive and mislead people considerably.
So, I have made it my business to try to
discuss these things at the layman's level.
That is the way in which I believe these
things have to be finally translated to the
electorate and to individuals.

We condemn the first part of the
motion moved by the member for Morley
because he is virtually saying we are not
prepared to talk to anybody: we are to
Ret back to a position similar to that of
Japan in the early centuries when it cut
itself off from the rest of the world. We are
reaching a situation where we are virtually
threatening to cut ourselves off, as China
did at one time.



(Wednesday, 12 May, 19761

That is unbelievable for a coiumtry which
is so small in population, so large in size
and potential resources, and needs the very
best technology and know-how in the
world, which is available to us if we have
the good sense to use it.

Mr Barnett: Why don't they have the
waste disposal plant in Japan?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member is just mouthing words he has
taken out of the newspapers. No-one is
talking about having a plant in Western
Australia at this stage. I would like to
know whether members of the Opposition.
and particularly their leader, want to
stop the people of the world coming to
talk to us about the potential of develop-
ing our steel and uranium. When we talk
about uranium, we are talking about a
whole host of things-the exploration, the
mining, the primary processing, the
secondary processing, the enrichment, and
later on in the scale the reprocessing.
Then we are talking about the waste fac-
tors. It is possible to have the best of
all worlds but we have to talk to people.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: We don't mind your
talking.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member says he does not mind our talk-
ing to them but he will not even let them
come here. They have not arrived and
they have been condemned before they get
here. I remind him that if he keeps on
talking like that we will not get a living
soul in the world to talk to us about
anything.

The last paragraph of the motion goes
on to say-

The House further affirms-
That is, the Legislative Assembly. To con-
tinue-

-that it will not be discharging its
obligations to the safety and welfare
of the public unless it establishes a
committee to examine the conse-
quences of such an industry and
reports its finding to the Parliament
and hence to the people at an early
date.

I shudder at the thought of a group of us
from this House, with the sum total of
our scientific knowledge-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: We are going to have
to legislate.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -with not one
physicist among us, examining this mat-
ter as a committee. The Government
would not believe that even within its
own departments it could do this.,effec-
tively.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: You are going to
make a decision.

Mr Barnett: Who is going to make the
decision?

Sir CHARLES COURT: This is where
the honourable member is doing his party
no good and is certainly doing the State

a lot of harn. We are becoming a bit of
a joke because he is Quoted as being the
representative of the Opposition here. I
make the point that we have a long way
to go for a number of reasons. First
of all-

Mr Barnett: It is 24 000 years of radio-
activity.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Are we to dis-
cuss this properly? We let the honour-
able member state his case.

I come back to this point: within Aus-
tralia, as well as internationally, some
very severe conditions are laid down in
respect of this type of development and
the whole world is concerned about the
end results of nuclear development. The
honourable member and his colleagues
have no monopoly of the concern. I
have a family and grandchildren. Will I
or my colleagues do anything which will
Injure them?

Mr Jamieson: If there is a dollar in it
you might.

Sir CHARLES COURT: H-ad the mem-
ber for Morley been in this Parliament at
the time Kwinana was mooted he would
have been cheering to get it going and
create a few jobs and opportunities for
this State.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are cheering for
this new development and you will be
sorry in 20 years' time,

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members op-
posite are betraying some of their inner
thoughts: "Stop everything!" It is they
who will move motions on unemployment
and lack of career opportunities.

Surely the physicists of this State
should be getting together with the Gov-
ernment to try to persuade the Govern-
ment to allocate money so that they can
join with young students, research
workers, and People from other parts of
the world to ensure Western Australia
becomes one of the centres of this great
research. Whether or not the honourable
member believes it, man has had a re-
markable capacity to solve his problems,
and he is at his best when he is con-
fronted with a problem. We have to
muster the world's best brains, not only
on nuclear energy but also on all forms
of energy; and there is a long way to go.

The honourable member referred to
fusion and fission. A tremendous amount
of work has to be done in these fields.
One has not been mastered yet and the
other is 30 or 40 years off. When we get
into those advanced forms of technology
in the use of nuclear energy, we will have
a situation where the net use of the re-
sources will be minimal and the world will
obtain a source of energy which was pre-
viously undreamed of.

A lot of the talk about solar energy is
loose talk. In regard to solar energy, the
great task confronting the scientists Is
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to find a 'way to store solar energy in a
transportable form, because the world has
adapted itself to a situation of having
stared energy so that it can be used when
it is wanted, and we usually have fuel in
a readily transportable form, such as oil,
coal, and gas. One of the great drawbacks
with solar energy at the moment is that
no-one has been able to devise a scheme
whereby we can have a readily transport-
able form of fuel from solar energy which
Is commercially viable. There has been
some local research on the use of solar
energy, for low-grade steam, and perhaps
in combination with nuclear energy, to take
advantage of new techniques. But there is
a tremendous way to go before the great
value of solar energy is finally established.
I suggest It will be at -least 50 years before
the situation is reached where the world
has mastered the harnessing of solar
energy in a form which jives the continuity,
stability, and security of supply we have
learnt to expect from coal, oil, and to a
lesser extent nuclear energy.

Mr Skidmore: I understand there is
a commercial solar plant in operation in
France at the present time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not tak-
ing about that. I am talking about a
permanent, secure, continuing supply of
energy at an economically viable rate. A
tidal plant is in operation in France on
the River Ronce, which to all practical
Purposes would be regarded as commercial
but It is not highly economic. A Problem is
experienced with the ebb and flow and the
period of slack water, but they do not have
to worry about it because they are con-
nected to the grid of the whole of Europe
and can therefore take up the Period of
slack water, where there is an energy pause
and no energy is produced, by linking it
into the grid system.

While I applaud the work that has been
done on solar heaters and so on, taking
some of the pressure off the other forms of
fuel, we have a long way to go before
we have fully developed 'what I believe
will be the finest, cleanest, and safest form
of energy. The more one studies this sub-
ject with overseas scientists, the more one
realises the tremendous tasks ahead.

I, for one, would not be happy about a
matter of this kind being entrusted to
members of Parliament, because not only
do I think it is beyond members them-
selves-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: We will have to make
a decision one way.

Sir CH4ARLES COURT: Of course we
will.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: It should be based
on knowledge.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member is defeating his cause. He is be-
coming something of a joke-

Mr Bryce: You are the great joke.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -and it is
rather sad that a member who works so
hard on these matters gets himself into
such an emotive situation that people are
beginning to discredit what he says.

Mr B. T. Burke: Why don't you answer
his argument?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I believe one
day he will apply his energies more appro-
priately. I say, with the utmost kindness,
that it is as well we have people in the
H-ouse who are prepared to do the work
in conjunction with the people outside who
are prepared to help them. On the other
hand, I ask him to channel his capabilities
in the right quarters, and 'use them in a
way that will provide a dividend for the
Parliament and a dividend for himself,
'rather than always using this emotive kind
of approach. I wonder what one has to do
to satisfy the honourable member and
some of those who support him outside
the Chamber. We want to satisfy them
first of all that we are responsible and,
.secondly, that we are harnessing the best
brains available. For instance, with the
authority of this Parliament, we estab-
lished the Radiological Council. I am
wondering what is the attitude of hon-
ourable members opposite towards it. These
are the members of the council-

Dr J. C. Mcflulty, Commissioner for
Public Health.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: A very good man!
Sir CHARLES COURT: To continue-

Dr M. Quinlan, Physician, specialis-
ing in nuclear medicine.

Dr I. Surveyor, Deputy Physician,
specialising in nuclear medicine.

or H. W. Standford, Physicist.
Dr J. De Laeter, Physicist.
Mr 0. E. Bennett, Radiation Engi-

neer.
Mr S. Ross, Deputy Radiation

Engineer.
Dr E. N. Maslen, Physicist, repre-

senting interests of tertiary edu-
cation institutions.

I believe this gentleman was one of the
signatories to the physicists' document re-
ferred to the other day.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: That Is right.
Mr H. D. 'Evans: How do they feel about

dumping nuclear waste? Have you asked
them?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member is missing the point. We want to
undertake a study covering mining, pri-
mary processing, secondary processing, and
enrichment and all other related subjects
to do with uranium.

Mr H. D. Evans: Halve they expressed a
view?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The people who
signed the document the other day did not
do their profession any goad. If they had
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been sincere about the matter, they would
have talked to the Government, because
the mission does not even have a date of
arrival.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They want to talk
to a parliamentary committee.

Sir CHARLES COURT: f the people
who signed the document wished to achieve
results, instead of headlines, they would
want to talk to the technical advisers of
the Government.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: They want to talk
to a parliamentary committee also.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Let me finish
the names of the members of this commit-
tee-

Professor R. 0. Wales, Deputy repre-
senting interests of tertiary education
institutions.

In other words, he Is the deputy to Dr
Maslen who is very outspoken and critical
of the Government. We cannot do a thing
right in his view.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: He is one of your
voters.

Sir CHARLES COURT: But he Is still a
member of the Radiological Council.

Mr May: He is not one of your voters
now; he lives in my area.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The last mem-
ber of this committee is Dr A. Glancy,
specialist in radiology. If that is not a
strong body of people with the competence
to study matters of all sorts of radiation,
Including nuclear radiation, I do not know
what is. However, this council Is just dis-
missed as of no consequence by the Opposi-
tion, although it is already in existence.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: We have not dismissed
it-we applaud it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker. I
must make a point here. To ensure that I
was not misunderstanding the role of this
body. I particularly asked its chairman
whether Its work included also nuclear
radiation and he replied, "Of course it
does-all forms of radiation!' So we have
this body set up by the Parliament, and
the Government of the day wishes to talk
to the members of the mission as soon as
we can to find out what they have in mind.

If 'we du not we will never get what we
want-that is, something that is satisfac-
tory to Australia as well as satisfactory to
Western Australia--and 'we could easily
miss out on our place in the world queue
and it will be a long while before the op-
portunity comes again. If the honourable
member wants us to leave Yeelirrle where
It Is, he should say so. Let us hear so that
the people of Murchison, the eastern gold-
fields, Western Australia and other parts of
Australia know what the ALP has to say
about it.

Mr B. T. Burke: What has that to do
with nuclear installations?

(341

Sir CHARLES COURT: There comes a
time when we have to be prepared to face
up to some of these Issues, and we must
make up our mind whether or not we
want progress. The actual date of this
group coming here, its composition, and
its agenda when it gets here, have yet to
be determined. I myself have suggested
that it might be desirable to wait until the
Prime minister is in Japan, the middle of
next month, or even to wait until the
Justice Fox inquiry into the Ranger pro-
posal is completed.

Mr May: When did you tell them that?
Sir CHARLES COURT: We have been

talking to these People for some weeks.
Mr May: The gentleman said You had

been only talking about your grandchild-
ren.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I just want to
remind the honourable member-

Mr may: I am not being facetious.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Senator Tamaki

was talking then about the last time he was
in Perth. We have had many talks since
then.

Mr May: When did you tell him to wait
for the Prime Minister's visit?

Sir CHARLES COURT: There have been
discussions backwards and forwards over
many days.

Mr May: Recently?
Sir CHARLES CO1URT: Ever since we

received the first report from Japan as
to the constitution of this mission, my
colleague (the Minister for Industrial D2ev-
elopment) and I have been involved in dis-
cussions through the State's representative
in Tokyo. I explained that we had the cur-
rent Justice Fox inquiry here dealing with
the Ranger proposals. I suggested it might
be desirable If that is not going to take
too long-we will not wait forever, but it
is expected to be concluded by the end of
June--to have the results of the inquiry
beforehand.

On the other hand, if the result of that
inquiry is to be delayed, I would person-
ally prefer to have the mission here so
that we and our own advisers can talk to
them to find out exactly what we should
aim to do.

We are not stupid; we have to go to the
people next year. We intend to go to the
people on a sensible basis. We are not
stupid enough to proceed on the basis
suggested by the fearmongers on the other
side. The sooner some of those people
come back to earth and say whether or
not they want the State to progress, the
sooner we will make some progress. No
matter what honourable members on the
other side might say, the fact is that
nuclear energy In various forms will pro-
ceed even if we In Australia lock up all
our deposits. In fact, if we lock up our
supplies of uranium, it might accelerate
the development of the next type of nuclear
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energy whereby we would have breeder-
type reactors, and which would have only a
minimal net usage of the raw material. So
we will not hold back progress.

My advice is: let us get with it, but
let us get with it on our terms. The only
way we can get with It on our terms is to
ensure that at least we talk to the People
who have the desire, the capacity, and the
need to develop these things.

The honourable member should know
that in spite of these cases he plucks out
of the air, the simple fact is that because
of the world's emotive reaction towards
nuclear energy, it is the one form of energy
that has been very grossly over-engineered,
and for a purpose. For this reason many
of the "bugs" that used to exist and
the fears that used to exist, are no longer
the worry of some scientists of the world,
who today are quite happy to accept the
precautions that have been taken, the
inspections that are used, and above all,
of course, the emotive response of people
which cannot be ignored and which will
not be ignored in our State any more
than It is in any other country. So some
of the great countries of the world-for
instance France, which has a big concen-
tration of people right in the midst of
highly developed areas--are prepared to go
along with the expansion of nuclear
energy because they have sought to develop
every other known source of energy, even if
some of the expansion is not economic.
These European countries want to make
sure they are not held over a barrel by the
Arabs or by anyone else In regard to
energy.

So we want to get people here, people
who have the knowledge, the desire, and
the need for this energy. We want to talk
to them and to hear about the new
developments that are taking place.

The Commonwealth Government has
acknowledged that it has a role to play in
this matter because it must be considered
as a total national concept. Several
States are talking about uranium priorities.

My final word is this: I hope the honour-
able member will have a little restraint
unless he wants to come out and say, "No
Yeelirrie". That is what I want him to
say if he believes it. At the moment we
are trying to get ourselves in a position
,where we can at -least break even with the
main two other priority uranium projects
in Australia. if the honourable member
continues on in this way, and if his col-
leagues support him, we will go right to the
bottom of the list and there will be no
Yeellrrie.

If that Is what the Opposition wants, It
should say so to the public In loud and
clear terms: That it wants no Yeellrrle. If
that is so, we will at least give members
opposite the benefit of being honest about
It. However, we for our part do want Yeel-
irrie on terms satisfactory to the State and
to the nation,

AMt SKIDMORE (Swan) [5.01 p.m.): I
rise to support this motion.

Mr Mensaros: Here is the expert.
Mr SICIMORE: I -listened patiently

to the Premier after his appeal to be
heard in silence, even though I was
tempted on many occasions to interject as
a result of some of the statements he
made. I might suggest to the Premier that
he wandered so far away from the matter
raised in the motion that he was not even
'within cooee of it. There is nothing
whatsoever in the motion regarding the
Questions he raised about the use of
uranium and how it will be mined and
treated, yet the Premier saw fit to roam
far and wide on that.

I certainly do not intend to do other
than make some pertinent comments. As
I understand it, in West Germany there
are some 11 nuclear vower stations, which
produce 5 per cent of the electricity needs
of that country. Bear in mind that West
Germany is a highly industrialised
country, and then reflect on what should
be done with the waste from these nuclear
stations which produce only 5 per cent of
the electricity needs of that country.

'Using a simple equation and assuming
that the objectivity of these stations and
of the people running them is such that
it is not economical to increase the size
or the output of the stations, it would
appear that something like 330 nuclear
Power stations would be required to pro-
vide all the electricity requirements of West
Germany. That is just one country, and
the waste produced would be a calamity
for the nation and for the whole world.

I do not want to be a scarenmonger-to
use the Premier's term-but I try to look
at this in a responsible fashion; and I1
believe that, as I said in an interjection,
the Premier has done a disservice to the
member for Morley because that member
has at all times endeavoured to get his
facts right. The only thing the Premier
can get up-tight about is the fact that If
he wants to indulge In a slogging match
with the member for Morley on the intri-
cacies and technical knowledge in respect
of this matter, the member for Morley,
would more than hold his own, and then
the Premier would disappear quietly from
the scene without any qualifications
regarding whether he does have the
knowledge.

I do not suggest the Premier does not
have the knowledge, but I do suggest that
if he does have the knowledge his speech
today illustrated a lamentable degree of
irresponsibility because he did not use any
of the knowledge he is supposed to have.

In respect of Australia, we are not say-
ing that we do not want the use of our
resources not to be subjected to scrutiny.
Reference has been made to solar energy,
and I indicated to the Premier that to my
knowledge in France a solar system is
operating which is producing electricity,
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albeit at tremendous cost. The Premier
mentioned tidal power on a French
flyer. We accept the use of that type of
energy because it is clean and will not
produce disastrous results. I do not mind
anyone coming to Australia to discuss the
question of solar or tidal energy.

However, I do take strong exception to
a suggestion made that a retreatment
plant may be established here for the
recovery of uranium rods so that they may
be cleaned or reactivated and used again
in Japan. That Is my understanding of
what is proposed. If that is the intention
of the talks, then sure I am concerned
and sure I will get up-tight about it.

Some time ago I mentioned during a
debate an issue that arose in America
where somebody had a bright idea, to get
rid of nuclear waste by storing it in mines,
and thousands of cattle were dying from
poison and people were being affected by
poison which drifted out from the earth
adjacent to the mines and then drifted to
low land where the damage was done.
This is a problem with which we could be
faced if we intend to clean up this nuclear
waste so that the rods may be used by
another nation.

Leave to Continue Speech
Mr Speaker, I seek leave of the House

to continue my speech at a later sitting.
The SPEAKER: Leave may be granted if

there is not a dissentient voice. There being
no dissentient voice, leave Is ranted.

Debate thus adjourned.
House adjourned at 5.06 p.m.

?ristatinr Qiuuncd
Thursday, the 13th May, 1976

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
PENINSULA HOTEL, MAYLANDS

Preservation
The Hon. R. F. CLAIJGHTON, to the
Attorney-General representing the
Minister for Urban Development and
Town Planning:
(1) Is the Minister aware of efforts

being made to preserve the
Peninsula Hotel, Maylands?

(2) Is he also aware that demolition
of the hotel has commenced?

(3) Will the Minister take whatever
action is open to him to have the
hotel preserved?

(4) Is the Minister aware of defici-
encies in the National Trust
(W.A. Branch; Act that permits
important buildings classified by
the trust to be demolished?

(5) Is it the intention of the Govern-
mnent to introduce legislation to
strengthen the above Act?

The Hon. 1. 0. MEDOALF replied:
I understand the honourable
member gave notice of the ques-
tion to the Minister f or Urban
Development and Town Planning,
and the answer is as follows-
(I) and (2) Yes, from Press

reports.
(3) If requested, Yes, but I should

point out that I have no
statutory powers to influence
the decision.

(4) Yes.
(5) The Government is currently

drafting legislation for the
establishment of the Heritage
Council of WA which It is
hoped will resolve such prob-
lems.

QUESTION ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE RON. N. MeNEILL (Lower West-
Minister for Justice) [2.36 p.mn.]: I ask
that the question on notice be deferred to
a later stage of the sitting.

The PRESIDENT: Question deferred.

NATIONAL PARKS AUTHORITY DILL
Receipt aind First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and. on
motion by the Hon. 0. C. Mac~innon
(Minister for Education), read a first time.

ACTS AMENDMENT (FORT AND
MARINE REGULATIONS) BILL

Second Reading
THE HON. N. MeNEILL (Lower West-

Minister for Justice) [2.38 p.mn.J: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second

time.
The purpose of this Hill is to permit the
port authorities and the Harbour and Light
Department to incorporate by reference in
regulations made pursuant to the various
Acts any rules, regulations, codes, instruc-
tions, or any other subordinate legislation
made under any other Act of the State or
Commonwealth, or the United Kingdom, or
standards, rules, codes, etc., prepared by
such organisations as the Standards Asso-
ciation of Australia, the British Standards
Institution, the Association of Australian
Port and Marine Authorities, or similar
organisations.

The amendments proposed will apply to
six separate port authority Acts, as well
as the Jetties Act, the Shipping and


