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Tuesday, the 16th October, 1973

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

QUESTIONS (84): ON NOTICE
1. INCOME TAX DEDUCTIONS

Farm Water Supplies
Mr. E. H. Mv. LEWIS, to the Premier:

As the depreciation allowance on
farm dams, earth tanks, under-
ground tanks, and piping was
100% but has been reduced to
21%, 10%, 10% and 7L% respect-
ively thus discouraging farmers
from conserving natural farm
supplies and to rely more heavily
on water schemes which involve
State Loan Funds and operating
costs, will he make representa-
tions to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment for a reconsideration of
these allowances?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The Minister for Agriculture has
made representations to the
Minister for Primary Industry
seeking reconsideration of the de-
preciation allowances to which the
Member refers.
Concern was also expressed at a
likely consequence of this Budget
decision in increasing the reliance
on State financed water supply
schemes.

2. HOUSING
Avon Electorate,- Applications and

Programme
Mr. GAYPER, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) How many applicants are out-

standing for State housing ac-
commodation-
(a) rental;
(b) purchase,
in each of the following centres--

Quairading;
York;,
Beverley;
Brookton;
Bruce flock;
Corrigin?

(2) What are the minimum and maxi-
mum waiting times for these ap-
plicants and what is the aver-
age waiting time in each centre?

(3) What is the State Housing Com-
mission building programme for
each of these centres for the cur-
rent year?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) (a) The following applications are

listed for rental accommoda-
tion-

Towrn Caucasian Aboriginal
Quairadlng .. 8 11
York..... ... 16 10
Beverley _. 1 8
Brookton ... 2 0
Bruce Rock 3 1
Corigin ... Nil 1

(b) No purchase applications are
held.

(2) This will depend entirely on esti-
mated wastage of applicants and
the turnover rate of rental assets.
These will vary from town to town.
The application position above
illustrates these points.

(3) Four houses in Qualradtng and two
houses In York will be erected with
special funds made available by
the Australian Governiment for
Aboriginal housing, and a further
two houses will be erected In York
for families meeting the needs
criteria as laid down in the new
housing agreement, and which for
a man, wife and two children is
approximately $90 per week. No
further houses are proposed.
It is understood that the Aus-
tralian Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs, during a, recent visit to
Quairadlng, offered the local
authority financial assistance to
build homes for Aboriginal people.

3. SCHOOLS AND HIGH SCHOOLS
Avon Electorate: Repairs and Renovations

Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) When were the repairs and reno-

vations due at the Government
schools at-

Q uatrading;
Bruce Rock;
York (junior and annexe);
Beverley;,
Brookton;
Corrlgln;
West Dale;
Balkuling;
Ardath:
Babakin;
Shackleton?

(2) When is it proposed that the re-
pairs and renovations will be car-
ried out?

(3) What is the reason for the delay.
if any, in the programme?

Mr.
(1)

H. D. EVANS replied:
Quairading-1972-73
Bruce Rock-1972-73
York-Done in 1970-71
Beverley-Not listed
Brookton.-1972-73
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Corrigln-Not listed
West Dale-Not listed
Balkullng-Not listed
Ardath-Not listed
Dabakin-Done In 1972-73
Shackleton-1973-74.

(2) Quairadlng, Erookion and Baba-
kin are listed for attention In
1973-74, Pending the allocation

of funds. Shackleton and Bruce
Rack are scheduled for works this
year and specifications will be
compiled shortly. The other cen-
tres are not due for repair and
renovation this year.

(3) Delays at Quatrading, Bucie Rack,
Brcokton and Babakin were occa-
sioned through insufficient funds.

4. TRAFFIC LICENSING AND
CONTROL CENTRES

Merredin and Lake Grace
Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Police:
(1) What has been the total capital

cost incurred by the Police De-
partment in setting up-
(a) Merredin;
(b) Lake Grace,
as licensing and traffic control
centres?

(2) What main items and their in-
dividual costs are represented in
the above amount?

(3) What were the total running costs
for each of these traffic divisions
for a 12-month period?

(4) Are any more capital costs anti-
cipated at either centre?

(5) If so, for what?
Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) and (2)-

Merredin:
Patrol car ... ... 2,126
Car equipment, including

radio 542
Vehicle examination

equipment ". 1.414
Patrolman's equipment Ill
Amphometer ... 383
Extension of water and

electricity . 173

$3,754

Lake Grace:
Patrol car ... 2,126
Car equipment, including

radio ... 542
Vehicle examination

equipment ... .. 414
Patrolman's equipment .. Ill
Cash register ... 2,500

$5,693

(3) When handed over by a country
shire, traffi control becomes a
normal police function of all per-
sonnel attached to all police sta-
tions within the shire. No sep-
arate costs are maintained.

(4) and (5) No.

S. POLICE STATION AND
COURTHOUSE

Erookton
Mr. GAYF'ER, to the Attorney-
General:

When is it Proposed to commence
the new Police station and court-
house at Brookton, as promised
some four years ago?

Mr. H. D. Evans (for Mr. T.13
EVANS) replied:

The project is Included In the
draft Loan Estimates for 1973-74.
The commnencing date will depend
on availability of funds.

6. ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Group Contributory Scheme: Farmt

Connections
Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Electricity:
(1) flow many State Electricity Com-

mission connections have been
made to farms under the farmer
contributory scheme for each of
the last five financial years?

(2) How many applications from
farmers for connection are out-
standing at the present time?

(3) What is the anticipated number
of farmers that will be connected
this coming year?

Mr. MAY replied:

(1.) Connections made under the con-
tributory extension scheme in
country areas are-

1/7/68 to 30/6/69
1/7/69 to 30/6/70
1/7/70 to 30/6/71
1/7/71 to 30/6/72
1/7/72 to 30/6/73

1,609
1,437
1,298

737
857

(2) 629. With the present method of
operating the contributory scemarn
there is little point in farmers
"applying" until their area can be
served. The low figure of 629 is
a reflection of this fact. The
commission is operating on the
basis that virtually all wheat belt
farmers will accept the scheme as
soon as It can be offered to them.

(3) Estimate for 1/7/73 to 30/6/74-
'750.
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7. NURSES' QUARTERS
Quairading

Mr. GAYFER. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When will the building of ac-

commodation for the nurses at
Quatrading commence?

(2) What form will the accoramoda-
tion take?

(3) Is it proposed to bulldoze and
clean out the, what are felt to be,
squalid quarters at present pro-
vided for the nurses' accommoda-
tion?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) No decision can be made until

funds are available.
(2) Not decided.
(3) It would be Illogical to contem-

plate demolition of a building
whilst It Is structurally sound un-
less there Is no requirement for It.
If the building requires cleaning
out, this is the responsibility of
the Hospital Board of Manage-
ment.

8. RAILWAYS
Standardisation of Gauge: Departmental

Policy
Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Railways:
(1) What proposals are envisaged by

the Railways Department for the
furtherance of the broad gauge
railway within the W.A.G.R. net-
work?

(2) Would he table aL plan showing
railway thinking of future poss-
ible development in respect of the
spread of the broad gauge rail-
way within the W.A.G.R. network
and particularly that embracing
the agricultural and mining
areas?

Mr.
(1)

This Is In addition to the Kalgoor-
lie-Esperance and Kalgoorlie-
Leonora branches which are cur-
rently being converted to standard
gauge.
There are no other current plans
for furtherance of standard gauge
within the Western Australian
Government railways network.

(2) Answered by (1).

9. SCHOOL AND HIGH SCHOOL
Yorkc: Completion

Mr. GAYER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) When is it proposed to build tbe

complete primary and secondary
school in South Street, York?

(2) When is it anticipated the pres-
ent junior high school will no
longer be needed for educational
purposes by the Education De-
partment?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) There are no proposals

currently In hand for consolidation
of the York junior high school on
the one site.

10.

MAY replied:
The Alumina Refinery (Muchea)
Agreement 1972 provides for con-
struction of a. standard gauge rail-
way from about mileage 20 on the
Millendan Junction-Avon section
to connect with the Millendon
Junctlon-Geraldton railway at
about mileage 20 and either the
construction of a separate stan-
dard gauge railway or conversion
of the existing narrow gauge rail-
way to dual gauge between that
point and Muchea.
The agreement also provides for
construction of a standard gauge
railway from about mileage 29 on
the Millendon Junction-Avon sec-
tion to a proposed loading site in
the Brockman Valley.

TR-AFIC
Accidents: Vehicles Involved

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Traffic Safety:
(1) Will he please table the related

statistics for the last three years
or period available, showing as
a percentage the reasons f or-
(a) fatal accidents;
(b) other accidents?

(2) For item (1) (a) and (1) (b)
will he please show a further
breakdown for vehicles involved-
(a) vehicles new to three years;,
(b) vehicles over three years and

under six years;,
(c) vehicles over six years?

(3) For item (1.) (a) and (1) (b) will
he express as a percentage the
number of accidents caused by
faulty vehicles?

Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. JAMIESON)
replied:
(1) The statistics requested are not

available. Although accident re-
port forms provide for the cause
of accidents to be stated, in keep-
ing with modem practice this In-
formation is not tabulated and
used because it is too subjective.
It Is considered more meaningful
to record the main accident types.
For example, statistics are avail-
able to show that--

In the metropolitan area 55%7
of all accidents occur at Inter-
sections.
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Pedestrian accidents account for
about one-third of all fatali-
ties in the metropolitan area.

In the country 60% of all cas-
ualty accidents are single
vehicle accidents.

(2) and (3) These statistics are not
available.
I notice the answer has a note
appended to it from the Depart-
ment of Traffic Safety saying that
if the member contacts the Sec-
retary, Main Roads Department,
arrangements can be made for
him to be advised of accident
statistics which are available for
Western Australia.

11. SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS FUND
Actuarial Valuation

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(1) When was the latest actuarial

valuation undertaken of the State
Superannuation and Family Bene-
fits Fund?

(2) Did that valuation disclose a sur-
plus or deficiency in the fund?

(3) Did the investigating actuary
submit any suggestions or recom-
mendations in regard to the utili-
sation of the surplus (if any) and.
if so, what were those recomn-
nmendations?

(4) Has consideration been given by
either the Superannuation Board
or the Government to the recom-
mendations (if any) referred to
in (3) ?

(5) If so, has a decision been reached
and to what extent?

(6) In particular, is it proposed to
increase the benefits paid from
the fund (as distinct from the
State's share of contributions
now being paid) to those retired
officers who are in receipt of
superannuation benefits and most
of whom contributed to build up
the fund?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) The last actuarial valuation of the

fund was completed in July, 1972.
(2) A surplus.
(3) The actuary suggested that the

(4)
(5)

12. UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA

Effect of Amending Bill

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the minister for Education:

Could he give any indication as
to the extent, in monetary con-
tributions, the Government will
use the remaining parts of sec-
tion 37 (after the Bill presently
before Parliament to amend this
section becomes law) of the Uni-
versity of Western Australia Act
to benefit the University?

Mr. H. D, EVANS replied:

For the payment of debt charges
on loans raised In the past for
capital purposes and to be ar-
ranged to complete the State's
obligations under the arrange-
ments for the transfer of financial
responsibility to the Australian
Government.
The estimated cost of these pay-
ments in 19 73-74 is $550,300.

13.

surplus should be used to increase
the fund share of pensions.
Yes.
and (6) This, and other matters
relating to superannuation are to
be the subject of a Bill to be in-
troduced to Parliament this ses-
sion when full details of the Gov-
ernment's proposals will be given.

TERTIARY EDUCATION
COMMISSION AND TEACHER

EPDUCATION AUTHORITY

Costs and Grants

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

(1) What were the costs involved to
the State in maintaining the Ter-
tiary Education Commission and
the Teacher Education Authority
in 1972-73 and what are the esti-
mates for this purpose in 1973-74?

(2) Are or will Commonwealth grants
be received for maintaining these
Statutory bodies?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:

(1) Tertiary Education Commission-

1972-73 ... .. ..... 76,000
1973-74 .. ... - 86,300

Teacher Education Authority-

1972-73 .... ... .. . 45,000
1973-74 ... .. .. 32,700

(2) Under present arrangements,
Commonwealth grants are not
available for maintaining the Ter -
tiary Education Commission. In
the case of the Teacher Education
Authority, a Commonwealth grant
of $17,700 will be available for the
period 1st July to 31st December,
1973. As from 1st January, 1974,
the Commonwealth will meet the
full cost of this authority.
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GRAIN

Insect Programme

Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Did he see the article in The
West Australian, 10th October
under the heading "Government
Plans Grain Insect Programme"?

(2) Could he Inform the House If in
fact meetings have been held
with the industry since the Fed-
eral Government refused to par-
ticipate in the scheme referred to
in (1) ?

(3) If this is a fact, when were these
meetings held to discuss the possi-
bility of the State financing the
scheme?

(4) Would he inform the House how
the State Government proposes
to finance and operate the
scheme?

(5) What has been the reception of
these proposals by the industry
committee referred to?

(6) Is it not a fact that the Farmers'
Union and other members of the
Industry committee and the Aus-
tralian Wheat Federation are still
negotiating with the Minister for
Primary Industry and the Com-
monwealth Cabinet for financial
assistance on an Australia-wide
basis to such a scheme as was
originally outlined and approved
by the Federal Government?

(7) Does he support the continuing
action of the industry (as refer-
red to in (6)) or is he prepared
to "give in" and accept the propo-
sition as a State financial re-
sponsibility?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) Industry organisations

have been contacted by letter and
asked to give urgent consideration
to the possibility of a State based
scheme In the event of an Aus-
tralia-wide scheme proving Im-
possible to organise. No meetings
have yet been held.

(4) This will be considered after con-
sultation with Industry.

(5) No replies have yet been received
from industry organisations.

(6) 1 have no Information concerning
such negotiations.

(7) All possibilities of implementing
an on-farm Insect control pro-
gramme will be examined.

15. HISTORIC WRECKS
Discoveries: Rewards

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:

Could he give information detail-
ing in each case the amount of
rewards which were made under
the Museum Act-

(a) since it came into operation
until it was amended In 1969:

(b) since 1969,
to finders of wrecks, etc?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(a) Prior to the Museum Act,

1969 (proclaimed 17th Decem-
ber, 1959) ex gratia payments
were made to the following-
(i) H. Edwards (in recogni-

tion of work done in con-
nection with the Zeewyk)
-$ 1,000.

(bi) E, Christiansen (on be-
half of the finders of the
Trval)-$2,000.

(b) Since 1969, and in accordance
with section 38 (a) of the
Museum Act, 1969, rewards
have been paid to the follow-
ing:-
(i) B. Castle and P. Boonman

(for the EglintorO-$600.
dii) The Black Octopus Club

(for the Lancier)-$250.
(iii) The Living Water Skin-

diving Club (for the Star)
-$50.

An ex gratia payment was
made to R. Boschetti for the
recovery of a, gun from the
Zeewyk onl the Abroihos Is-
lands in 1968-$ 200.

1. HISTORIC WRECKS

Number Located

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:
(1) How many historic wrecks have

been located along the Western
Australian coast?

(2) How many of these were located
by-
(a) the Museum Board:,
(h) private individuals:
(c) other groups?

(3) When was the last historic wreck
(previously not located) reported?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Eighty-five historic wrecks have

been located along the Western
Australian coast.
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(2) (a) One by the Western Australian
Museum.

(b) Seventy by private individuals.
(c) Fourteen by other groups.

(3) 6th August, 1973.

17. HISTORIC WRECKS

Discoveries: Rewards

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:
(1) How much has been paid by-

(a) the Museum Board;
(b) the Government,
to persons locating historic
wrecks on the Western Australian
coast?

(2) Will he list the names of those
paid and the amount involved?

Mr. J. T. TONK-IN replied:
(1) (a) $3,900.

(b) Nil.

(2)
$

(i) H_ Edwards.... ...... 1,000
(ii) E. Christiansen (on be-

half of the finders of
the Trvat) .. ....... ... 2,000

(III) B. Castle and P. Boon-
man ... ... . 0

(iv) The Black Octopus Club
(V) The Living Water Skin-

.diving Club ... ... ..

250

60

18. HISTORIC WRECKS

Looting
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:
(1) flow many occasions of looting

historic wrecks have been proved
in Western Australia?

(2) What action is being taken to see
this does not occur In future?

(3) In the last ten years how many
People have been convicted for
offences against historic wrecks in
Western Australia?

Mr. J. TI. TONKIN% repied:
(1) None. There have been two pro-

secutions which have been dis-
missed in the courts.

(2) A continuous watch is kept over
the Batavia site by a Museum
officer stationed on Beacon Island.
A watch and a patrol were carried
out on the Gilt Dragon site from
January, 1957, to May, 1972, until
the completion of a major excava-
tion which removed material
likely to encourage looting.

19. HISTORIC WRECKS
It ems Recovered

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:
(1) Will he list the items obtained

by the Museum Board from his-
toric wrecks in Western Australia,
together with the value of these
Items?

(2) What has been the cost of obtain-
ing the abovernentioned items
(including staff, etc.)?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) A considerable quantity of

material has been recovered by
the Western Australian Museum
from historic wrecks off the coast
of Western Australia. An exami-
nation of the registers reveals
that, in the region of 50,000 items
have been registered. If neces-
sary, a copy of the registers
(c.1000 pp.) can be made avail-
able.
As an indication of the magnitude
of the operations, approximately
50 tons of material were raised by
the 1972-73 Batavia expedition in
five and a half months; included
in the material were the facade of
a building (about 25 tons), tim-
bers from the hull of the wreck
(about 20 tons), navigational in-
strumnents, and a wide range of
ceraimics and silverware.
The Museum's policy has been
not to attempt to value the
material recovered from wrecks In
monetary terms; its value lies in.
the use to which such material
can be put in historical and
archaeological research, reveal-
ing information, for example, on
the lives and customs of the
people at the time, and displays
to the community as a whole.
An example of research carried
out on this material is that which
is currently in progress on forty-
four Bellarmine jugs recovered
from the Gilt Dragon. This is
the largest known dated collec-
tion of such jugs in the world, and
it is hoped that the research will
provide a means of reviewing
existing classifications.
Material recovered from wrecks
forms an important part of the
displays In the Fremantle branch
of the Western Australian
Museum, and the whole of the dis-
plays in the Oeraldton Maritime
Museum.

(2) Since the programme of work be-
gan on the historic wrecks in
1964, the cost of the work in-
volved up to September, 1973 has
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been $611,3fi8.6fl. This amount
includes the costs of raising the
material, conserving it, and re-
search upon it, but does not in-
clude the cost of displaying the
material to the public.

20. NICHOLSON ROAD
Upgrading

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is he aware how busy Nicholson

Road has become through Lyn-
wood-Langford traffic and pedes-
trian-wise?

(2) Is he also aware that all the
people from the La~ngford housing
estate have to cross Nicholson
Road to shop at Lynwood?

(3) Is he also aware that Nicholson
Road is the boundary separating
Canning Town Council and Gos-
nels Town Council and neither
council appears to accept the re-
sponsibility to upgrade and widen
the road?

(41 If answer to (1) to (3) is
"Yes" will he make the necessary
appeal to the respective town
councils to have the road up-
graded in order to make the road
safe both for pedestrians and
vehicular traffic?

(5) If this cannot be brought about
successfully, would his depart-
ment be prepared to upgrade this
road from main road grants?

Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. JAMIESON)
replied ;
(1) Yes. However, since Langford Is

as yet only partly developed there
may be a higher use now of Lyn-
wood facilities by Langford resi-
dents than will be the case in the
future.

(2) Yes, but provision is made in the
Langford plan for shopping faci-
lities which are not yet fully
developed.

(3) Nicholson Road is the boundary
separating Canning and Gosnells
Town Councils. Both councils
have been concerned to have Nich-
olson Road upgraded, and have
allocated a total of $46,250 for this
purpose. In addition the Main
Roads Department has provided
amounts totalling $40,000 from the
1973-74 programme of works.

(4) Answered by (1) to (3).
(5) Answered by (3).

21, STATE SHIPPING SERVICE
Residents in North: Travel Concessions

Mr. RIflOE, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Transport:

As the intent of my question 17
on l0th October was to ascer-
tain the nature and frequency of
all ship travel concessions, and
considering his reply related only
to concessions available to age
and Invalid pensioners, will he
please review the question and
provide appropriate answers?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
The answers to question 17 of l0th
October, 1973, have been reviewed
and the following additional In-
formation is submitted-
(1) Bona fide north West resi-

dents who travelled both
southward and northward on
State Shipping Service vessels
were allowed a concesslonal.
return fare, provided they
completed the round trip dur-
ing the season 1st October to
1st April. Concession could
be granted each year.
Concession granted to adult
male residents amounted to
approximately 20% of the re-
turn fare.
Adult female residents were
only charged the single north-
ward fare in lieu of the com-
plete return fare.
Children of north west resi-
dents were charged fares
based on the women's con-
cessional fares as follow--

One child under 3 years-
Free.

Additional children under
3 years-Quarter fare
each.

3 years and under 16 years
-Half fare..

16 years to 21 years (full
time students only)-.Fare
less 10%.

(2) Women and children's con-
cessions introduced in 1925.
Men's concession Introduced
in 1949.

Year

1968
11169
t970)
191
11172

(3)-
Mten

23
13~

4

Women Children

318
30
57
17
16r

18

:39

is

TOa

I W
C,4
87
314
42

3127

Cos;
5

5.633
5.-SIR
5.120
2.139
2511

25~ 761

(4) and (5) No. The concessions pre-
viously granted were for travel on
a State owned passenger service,
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the State Shipping Service. As
all air travel is conducted by pri-
vately owned services, the State
Government is not in a position
to grant concessions.

22. MT. MINNIE, MT. WELCOME,
AND CHIRATrA STATIONS

Lessees and Stock Numbers

Mr. GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Who were the lessees of the fol-

lowing stations as at 30th June,
1972-

Mt. Minnie;
Mt. Welcome;
Chiratta?

(2) Have any of the lessees ob-
tained approval in writing from
the Minister to sell or offer to
sell, assign or otherwise dispose
of their respective leases in whole
or in part and, if so, which ones,
and when was such approval ob-
tained?

(3) Who are the present lessees of
the stations?

(4) What were the stock numbers
on each of the properties in each
of the years 1969 to 1973 inclu-
sive?

(5) What was the annual rental for
each station in each of the years
1969 to 1973 inclusive?

Mr. H. D). EVANS replied:
(1) Mt. Minnie: Barry Leslie Kemp-

ton. Trevor John Kempton, Jean
Ellen Kempton and Diana Grace
Kempton as joint tenants.
Mt. Welcome, Chiratta: Chiratta
is part of mt. welcome Station.
Murray Bancroft Stove. Francis
Milton Tom Stove and Jean Ball
as-tenants in common.

(2) Mt. Minnie: Yes, 22nd October,
1970.
Mt. Welcome: No.

(3) Same as answered in (1).
(4) Mt. Minnie-

1969-3,670 sheep
1970-4.700 sheep
1971, 1972. 1973-Figures not

submitted despite depart-
mental requests.-

Mt. Welcome.-
1989-21,000 sheep, 51 horses
1970-No figures available
1971-20,108 sheep, 47 horses
1972-19,007 sheep 47 horses
1973-No figures available.

*(5) Mt, Minnie: 1969 to 1st November
1972-$228.54.
2nd November, 1972 to present
date-$226.28.
Mt. Welcome: 1989 to 30th June,
1972-$867.86.
1st July, 1972 to present date-
$858.98.

23. PANTER DOWNS STATION
Improvements and Stock Numbers
Mr. GRAYDEN, to the Minister fol
Lands:
(1) Does he know what improvementi

in the way of buildings, fences
etc., existed on Painter Dowmi
prior to the time of purchase b3
the Department of Aborigina
Affairs?

(2) What were the stock numbers or
the property in each of the yean
1968 to 1973 Inclusive?

Mr. H. fl. EVANS replied:.
(1) The annual return for year end-

ed 30th June, 1972, shows--
3.5 miles internal fencing;
1 only 3,000-gallon squatter
tank;
3 barbed wire yards;
airstrip extension.

Total value $2,070.
(2) 1968-1,500 cattle, 43 horses

1969.-350 cattle, 61 horses
1970-2,000 cattle, 51 horses
1971-2,162 cattle, 50 horses.

mules
19 72-2,428 cattle, 43 horses, 3

mules
1973-return not to hand

24. WATER SUPPLIES
Resources: Investigation

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister to
Water Supplies:

As it was recently reported Ii
The West Australian that tb
State Government would span
more than $9 million investigatin
Western Australia's water re
sources--
(1) In what areas is it intende

to commence the survey?
(2) If the survey has commence(

where is it taking place?
(3) What mechanical or solentif

devices are being used?
(4) Have any results as yet bee

obtained?
(5) If so, what are the Indiaf

tions of supply and sultabul
for-
(a) human consumption;
(b) stock purposes?
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Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. JAMIESON)
replied:

(1) The investigations are a con-
tinuation of a programme to
measure and assess the suir-
face and underground water
resources of Western Austra-
lia and cover the whole of
Western Australia.

(2) Investlgations cover the whole
of Western Australia.

(3) Automatic water level re-
corders, salinity measuring
devices, current meters, geo-
physical equipment, various
types of drilling plant and
electronic computers.

(4)
(5)

yes.
The supplies located and
their suitability for human
consumption and stock pur-
poses vary from place to place.
Appreciable quantities of
usable water have been
located and estimates are set
out in two reports namely:

"The Usable Surface Water
Resources of Western Aus-
tralia";

and
"The Assessment and Utili-
sation of the Underground
Water Resources of West-
ern Australia".

HOUSING
Ongerup

Mr- W, 0. YOUNG. to the Minister
for Housing:

What Is the proposed State
Housing Commission programme
for the construction of houses in
the town of Ongerup In respect
of housing for-
(a) Caucasians;
(b) Aborigines?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(a) Nil.
(b) Two houses.

26. WESTFIELD PARK SCHOOL
Sports Ground

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) How is it intended to bring the

Westfield Park primary school
recreational ground to a satisfac-
tory condition for use by the large
number of students attending
this school?

(2) When 'will the work be Imple-
mented?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) The oval Is to be top-dressed and

levelled to provide a satisfactory
playing surface.

(2) The Public Works Department has
been requested to proceed with this
work assa matter of high priority.

27. MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT
Staff and Offices

-Sir CHARLES COURT. to the Pre-
mier:
(1) Has the Government made a de-

cision to approve the provision
of offices and secretaries In the
Legislative Assembly Electorates.
or Is the matter still under con-
sideration by the Cabinet In view
of the comments In a letter by
the Secretary of the State Pax-
liamentary Labor Party to the
Secretary of the State Parliament-
ary Li.beral Party and which
reads--

"I should like to advise that it
was resolved at the last meeting
of the State Parliamentary
Labor Party to request the Gov-
erment to Implement the de-
cision of caucus regarding the
provision of offices and secretar -
ies in Assembly districts. It was
pointed out that there was no
obligation on members to estab-
lish an office In their electorates.
Those who elect to do so should
apply In writing to the Premier.
I should be pleased If you would
bring this decision to the notice
of Your members and ask those
interested to advise the Premier
where they would prefer their
office located."?

(2) If a decision has been made, when
was this decision made?

(3) (a) Was the Secretary of the
State Parliamentary Labor
Party authorised by the Gov-
ernment to advise the Press
aind other parties of the de-
cision;

(b) if he was authorised, why was
this procedure followed-
especially in the absence of
the Premier-instead of the
normal courtesy being ex-
tended of a Government an-
nouncement to at least the
leaders of the political parties
In the State Parliament?

(4) (a) What is the estimated capital
cost of the improvements
under conslderutlon for Par-
liament House to provide ade-
nuate office facilities for
Members and the associated
services of the Parliament;
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(b) why Is there such a big dis-
parity between the figures
announced by the Acting Pre-
mier on 10th October of $2
million and the figure under-
stood by the Joint House
Committee members, namely,
$450,000?

(5) (a) is any ceiling placed on the
rent that will be paid by the
Government for an office in
each of the electorates;

(b) who will select the secretar-
ies and will there be any
restriction Imposed on rela-
tives of a Member?

(6) From what source will the funds
for the offices and secretaries be
paid and what action is proposed
in connection with the Budget
currently before State Parliament
and which does not appear to
make any Provision for this sub-
stantial extra payment?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) The Government has decided to

provide an office and a female
clerk-typist in the electorates of
those Members of the Legislative
Assembly who request these faci-
lities.

(2) Yesterday.
(3) (a) and (b) The Secretary of

the Parliamentary Labor Party
followed the same course of action
in advising the other Parties on
this occasion as was followed
when the decision was first taken.
The terms of the Press release
were discussed with me, and
merely set out the Caucus deci-
sioni.

(4) (a) $1,223,800.
(b) The Acting Premier, in his

earnest desire to satisfy the
Leader of the Opposition re-
lied on his understanding of
the estimated cost, without
having an opportunity to refer
to the relevant Papers.

(5) (a) and (b) These, and other re-
lated matters, are now being
determined, and Members will be
advised, in due course, of the
terms and conditions which are
to apply.

(6) Provision has been made In the
1973-74 General Loan Fund Esti-
mates to meet the estimated cost
in this current financial year of
office partitions, furniture and
equipment. Office rentals are to
be met from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Miscellaneous Ser-
vices vote item No. 199 and sal-
aries of clerk-typists from item
No. 2.

28. TRADE UNIONS
Law Governing Pickets

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:

Does the Government intend to
use section 98 (12) of the Polle
Act. 1892, to ensure employees and
clients have a free access past
obstruction by pickets to business
premises?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
The Commissioner of Police will
take action under the section of
the Police Act referred to or under
section 703 of the Road Traffic
Code if necessary.

29. MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT
Stagf and Offices

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Premier:
(1) In connection with the plan to

provide electoral offices and staff
for Parliamentary Members-
(a) what is the estimated cost of

esthblishlng offices and pro-
viding secretaries In elector-
ates when the scheme is fully
operative;

(b) what is the estimated cost in
a full year if the schemne for
offices and secretaries In
electorates becomes fully
operative?

(2) What are the exact conditions
laid down by the Government for
the provision of Members' offices
and secretaries away from Parlia-
ment House and In the elector-
ates?

(3) (a) Are these facilities to be ex-
tended to Legislative Council
Members as well as to Legis-
lative Assembly Members;

(b) if not, why are the facilities
being confined to Legislative
Assembly Members?

(4) On what date will the scheme be
effective, and who is going to be
responsible for the selection and
leasing arrangements for offices
In the electorates?

(5) Why was a decision made by the
Government-if such a decision
has In fact been made-when it
was known that following discus-
sions that took place between the
Premier, the Leader of the Liberal
Party and myself, the whole ques-
tion was to be referred to the Par-
liamentary Members' Committee
because of the misunderstanding
that occurred following a decision
previously taken on the so-called
"all parties committee" report?
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Mr. J. T. TIONKIN replied:
(1) (a) and (b) The estimated total

cost of providing each of the 51
Members of the Legislative As-
sembly with an office and a female
clerk-typist in his electorate is
as follows-

Initial non-recurring out-
lay on partitions, fur-
niture and equipment 128,000

Rentals, cleaning, salaries
and other annual run-
jug costs .. -1 328,000

However, as all Members will not
seek these facilities, the actual
costs will be lower.

(2) These are now being determined,
and Members will be advised, in
due course, of the terms and con-
ditions which are to apply.

(3) (a) and (b) Not at this stage.
(However, as was indicated in
the report distributed on loth
May, the Assembly Members' sec-
retarial assistance would. be avail-
able to Upper House Members
and there would be staff available
at Parliament House.)

(4)
(5)

Answered by (2).
Following advice to Caucus on 9th
October from State Parliament-
ary Labor Party delegates to the
Parliamentary Members' Com-
mittee, which indicated Country
Party opposition and Uiberal Party
indecision on the proposal origin-
ally decided by Caucus on 7th
August,' and of which the other
parties were Informed on 9th Aug-
ust, the Caucus, at its meeting on
9th October, moved along the lines
conveyed In correspondence from
the State Parliamentary Labor
Party Secretary dated 10th Octo-
ber.

31.

30. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Party Politics

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Does the Government intend to

legislate to make it easier for the
Intrusion of party politics into
local government?

(2) Does his Government support the
Whitiam. Government's announced
intention of by-passing the State
Government authority by financ-
Ing groupings of local authorities
direct?

(3) What agreements has the Gov-
ernment made with the Common-
wealth Government for the
central Government's direct par-
ticipation with councils?

(4) If the Government has objected
to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment over Its announced intention
of dealing direct 'with local
authorities, will he advise the
Assembly of the details of these
objections?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) to (4) The proposals submitted by

the Prime Minister to the Premiers
were directed towards assisting and
strengthening local governent by
helping to remedy, in co-operation
with the States and their authori-
ties, the deficiencies which now
exist because of financial restric-
tions.
It is the aim of the Federal Gov-
ernment to make available to local
goverrnent, resources more ade-
quate for Its functions, and to in-
crease the effective influence local
government exercises in relation to
the fundamental decision-making
affecting its activities.
For the purpose of achieving Its
objectives, the Federal Government
proposed-
(a) that elected local government

have both a voice and a vote
on the Loan Council;

(b) the Federal Grovernment be
empowered to borrow, on be-
half of elected local govern-
ment, just as it borrows for,
and on behalf of the State
Governments, and to provide
the funds direct to those
bodies.

I stated that I agreed In principle
with the proposals.

COMPREHENSIVE WATER
SUPPLY SCHEME

Filling of Country Towvn Daym

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

Further to my question 11 on the
notice paper of 9th October, will
permission be given to those shire
councils, where the comprehensive
water supply scheme is not con-
nected to the town dams, to allow
them to connect and fill the dams
to ensure that they have an ade-
quate supply for the summer
months ahead?

Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. JAMIESON)
replied:

All town water supply dams within
the area served by the compre-
bensive scheme are already con-
nected.
The provision of water from the
Mundaring scheme to fill dams
provided for local water schemes
has been examined on a number
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of occasions. However, the Mun-
daring overflow periods are usually
short and provision for filling at
high rates would be necessary in
most instances. To provide for
such high rates of filling the local
authorities concerned would be Put
to great expense to extend and
upgrade local distribution mains.
For these reasons the proposals
have been found to be impractical.

32. STATE ELECTRICITY
COMMISSION

Profit: Effect of Increased LCharges
Sir CHARLES COURT to the Minis-
ter for Electricity:

What would be the reduction In
the State Electricity Commission
profit of $0.1 million for the year
ended 30th June, 1973, if the In-
crease in S.E.C. charges an-
nounced on 5th October. 1971
with effect from 1st November,
1971, had not been made?

Mr. MAY replied:
The commission's revenue would
have been $8,106,000 less and the
profit of $6,099,000 would be con-
verted to a loss of $2,067,000.

33. GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY
Midland-Northam Section: Reconstruction

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What amount of money -was allo-

cated for road realignment and re-
construction on the Great Eastern
Highway between Midland and
Northam for the year ended 30th
June, 1973?

(2) What amount of money has been
allocated for the same road for
1973-74 financial year?

(3) Did the original allocation In
1972-73 have to be Increased owing
to an escalation of costs and, If so,
what was the amount of the In-
crease?

Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. JAMIESON)
replied:
(1) $541,500.
(2) $593,200.
(3) Yes. An additional amount of

$32,700 has been allocated to the
section west of Mundaring.
An additional allocation of $87,000D
was also made for the major devi-
ation from Ciackline eastward.
Work on this section will be in
progress until about December
and it is expected that a further
allocation will be required.
These additional allocations have
been made necessary not only
because of the general escalation

in the cost of wages and materials
but also because major earthworks
and rock works have proved to be
more costly than originally estim-
ated,

34. GOVERNMENT PRINTING
OFFICE

Status of Supervisory, Staff
Mr. BATEMAN, to the Premier:
(1) Do members of the supervisory

staff (superintendents, foremen
grade I and foremen grade III) of
the Government Printing Office
still only have "shadow public ser-
vice" status?

(2) Would he be prepared to move
with the same purposefulness and
result in seeing that the members
so affected achieve full public ser-
vice status, as he did in making
sure that tradesmen and other
employees of the Government
Printing Office received the extra
week's leave?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) These workers are covered by an

agreement between the Govern-
mnent Printer and the Civil Service
Association registered with the
Western Australian Industrial
Commission, and have been so
covered since 1948.

(2) Any request by the Civil Service
Association, on behalf of these
workers to be brought under the
Public Service Act will be con-
sidered by the Public Service
Board.

QUESTIONS (3) - WITHOUT NOTICE
ICOMMONWEALTH DELEGATION

TO JAPAN
Representative from Western Australia

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Prem-
ier:
(1) Is he, or Is any Western Aus-

tralian State Minister, going to
Japan this month with, or at
the same time as, the Prime
Minister and Commronwealth
Government Minister?

(2) (a) If "Yes", what Is to be the
nature of the work in Japan
of the Western Australian
State Government repre-
sentative In relation to the
Prime Minister's and Com-
monwealth Minister's work?

(b) If "No", did the Western
Australian State Govern-
ment request that he, or a
State Minister, accompany
the Commonwealth Party be-
cause of Western Australia's
direct concern In the min-
eral, Petroleum, primary
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products, and other matters
the Commonwealth has an-
nounced will be discussed in
Japan?

(c0 If the request was made.
what was the Common-
wealth's reaction?

(3) If the State Government has
neither Its Premier nor a Min-
ister going with the Common-
wealth delegation, In what way
will Western Australia's Interests
be represented?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) Answered by (1).

(b) Yes.
I would like to interpolate and
say that both the Minister for
Development and Decentralisa-
tion, and the Minister for Mines,
wrote to me pointing out the
desirability of their both joining
the delegation to go to Japan.
Consequent on those letters I
made representation to the
Prime Minister and requested the
Inclusion of the two Ministers
from this State and, possibly,
myself.
(c) The Prime Minister said that

arrangements had been
made for a Commonwealth
delegation, and to Include
a representative from one
State would create difficult-
ies.

(3) Matters concerning State Gov-
ernment have been discussed
with the Prime Minister, the
Minister for Minerals and Energy,
and the Federal Treasurer, who
have undertaken to deal with
these matters on behalf of the
State.
In connection with one of these
matters a written communica-
atlon was forwarded by Sir Lenox
Hewitt to Japan a short time ago,
following special representations
made by me to the Prime Min-
ister.

2. ROCKINOHAMA-EWINANA AND
FREMANTLE HOSPITALS

Priority of Work

Mr. RUSHTON. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) With the advantage now of hind-

sight, does he still hold to the
correctness of his decision to
change the priority and to
direct the resources of material.
money, and labour to the exten-
sion of the Royal Perth Hospital
and the Government centralised
laundry, and away from the Fre-

mantle Hospital extensions and
provision of the Rockingham-
Kwinana, Hospital?

(2) If the answer to (1) Is "Yes", will
he present to the Assembly the
facts supporting the decision?

(3) How far has the letting of the
contract for the Rookinghamn-
Kwlnana Hospital progressed?

(4) When will work under the con-
tract-
(a) commence;
(b) be completed?

(5) When is the hospital estimated to
be ready for patients?

(6) With the delays and difficulties to
be experienced in extending Fre-
mantle Hospital will he iminedl-
ately give relief to the future ac-
commnodation of that hospital by
including resident doctors in the
services to be available at the
Rockinghai-Kwlnana Hospital?

(7) If "No" to (6), what is his reason
for refusing?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) and (2) There was no change in

priorities In regard to the Royal
Perth Hospital extensions.
The urgency of the need to pro-
vide an adequate emergency centre
and the need for extra beds and
other facilities to relieve over-
crowding at Royal Perth Hospital
were recognised in 1969 when ap-
proval was given by the previous
Government to the south-east
extensions.
The decision to proceed with the
hospital laundry and linen service
was made by the present Govern-
ment because of the urgent need
for this service and on the basis
that private borrowings would be
used without affecting the loan
allocation available for the hos-
pital construction Programme.
Over several years the Fremantle
Hospital Phased programme of
development has been financed as
tender documents have been corn-
P14cc! for each stage.
There Is no question of diverting
funds from either Fremiantle or
Rockingham Hospitals to the
Royal Perth Hospital.

(3) The concrete framework of the
Rockingham Hospital Is nearing
completion. The Public Works
Department invited Interested
building contractors to apply for
tender documents and these have
been issued to the contractors re-
questing them. Tenders for the
construction of the balance of the
building wil close on the 6th
November, 1973.
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(4) (a) It is likely that work on actual
construction would Commence
within a month of the signing
of the contract.

(b) The tender documents allow
68 weeks for construction of
the building.

(5) When the building Is fully equip-
ped and furnished. This will take
approximately one month alter
the building Is completed.

(6) and (7) Stage I of the develop-
ment of the Rockingham Hospital
makes provision only for general
practitioner services.

3. RAILWAY SLEEPERS
Timber: Rejection by Commonwealth

Government
Mr. BLAIKIE. to the Minister for
Forests:
(1) Has the Minister seen the report

in the Daily News of the 16th Oc-
tober that the Federal Govern-
ment has rejected usage of West-
era Australian timber sleepers In
favour of concrete sleepers from
South Australia?

(2) Did he have any prior know-
ledge of the Federal Govern-
ment's decision?

(3) Will the Minister table all papers
and correspondence relating to
appeals and subsequent com-
munications between his office
and that of the Federal Minister
for Transport relative to that
Government's decision to reverse
the decision of the McMahon
Governmenit favouring Western
Australian sleepers?

(4) Would he give urgent considera-
tion to leading an all-party depu-
tation from this Parliament to the
Prime Minister to request the
Federal Government to reconsider
its decision in this matter?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(I) to (4) As the question has been

asked without notice I would like
an opportunity to study its Imipli-
cations fully, and be able to pro-
vide a fully-qualified answer. For
that reason I1 suggest that the
question be put on the notice
paper.

ALUMINA REFINERY (WORSLEY)
AGREEMENT BILL

Withdrawal of Tabled Papers: Motion
MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for

Development and Decentralisation) [5.13
p.m.): I move-

That the Plan marked "X" laid
upon -.he Table of the House on the
16th May, 1973 (being Tabled Paper

No. 166) and the Plan marked "X"
laid upon the Table of the House on
the 9th October, 1973 (being Tabled
Paper No. 394), both purporting to be
the Plan referred to in Clause 7 of
the Schedule to a Bill for "An Act
to authorize the execution on behalf
of the State of an Agreement with Al-
west Pty. Limited and Dampier Min-
Ing Company Limited relating to the
establishment at or near Worsley of a
refinery to produce alumina and for
incidental and other purposes", be
withdrawn, and the Plan marked "X"
laid upon the Table of the House on
the 10th October, 1973 (being Tabled
Paper No. 398) be recorded as the
Plan properly delineated in accord-
ance with the Bill referred to above.

I do not think the H-ouse requires any ex-
planation at length of the reason for this
motion. The matter was discussed at the
time I tabled the third plan marked "X".
I am grateful to the Clerk of the House
for assisting me to clarify the matter
simply so that only one plan-the right
one-will be shown In the records of this
House.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN. I second the motion.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands.-
Leader of the opposition) (5.15 p.m.): We
raise no objection to the motion. We
assume the Government has sought advice
with regard to the best method of doing
this; namely, whether It is better to clarify
it within the agreement itself by reference
to the tabling number or to move a motion.
It matters not to us which way it is done
as long as the Minister is satisfied.

In the past it has been customary to
table one plan In the Legislative Assembly
and a copy of that plan in another place.
In this case it may be necessary for the
time being to send the plan to the Legis-
lative Council, at least for Identification
purposes. Again, that is a formality. I
mention it in a spirit of helpfulness so
that no member in another place can say
that the plan about which he Is talking is
not the plan tabled in the Legislative
Assembly. Having said that, I support
the motion.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Development and Decentralisation) (5.16
P.m.): I1 understand that the moving of a
motion Is considered to be the best way
to clarify the matter so far as this House
Is concerned. Also, as the third reading
of the Bill is still listed on our notice
paper it Is not before the Legislative
Council, When the legislation Is sent to
another place an exact copy of the Plan
tabled in this House will be tabled in the
Legislative Council. This should clarify
the matter completely.

Question Put and passed,
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ALUMNA REFIERY (WOUSLEY)
AGREEMENT BILL

Third Reading
Mt. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for

Development and Decentralisation) 15.17
p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

Perhaps I should say one or two words
to assist members. Certain queries were
raised with me by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, who was the only speaker from the
other side, and I undertook to supply
certain material, in the formn of two plans,
and to attempt to give answers to his
queries. I have done this arnd doubtless
the Leader of the Opposition will Indicate
whether or not he considers the answers
I have given cover the points he raised.

Regrettably-at least as far as I am
concerned-it has been found that several
other reserves should have been included
in the definition of "Crown land". When
the Lands Department and the Forests
Department checked the matter, as re-
quested, this was revealed.

members will recall that the definition
of "Crown land" was raised during the
Committee stage and at that time I moved
to have the definition of "Crown land" as
printed deleted from the measure and a
new definition inserted to replace It. This
was done to avoid confusion and to num-
ber exactly certain reserves which were.
or were not, available for mining. It so
happened that after an extra check was
made by the Lands Department and the
Forests Department it was found that
several other reserves should have been
included in that definition.

With the concurrence of the House,
which I hope will pass the third reading
now, I intend, not to table the further
amendments to the definition of "Crown
land" but, alternatively, to place them on
the notice paper as amendments In an-
other place. If this is done, subsequently
the matter will be referred once again to
this Chamber and we can reconsider f or the
third-and, hopefully, the last-time the
current definition of the words "Crown
land".

SIR CHLARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) [5.18 p.m.]:- The
Minister has explained to me the problem
regarding the definition of "Crown land"
and the method by which he proposes to
achieve the amendments is satisfactory to
us. I make the reservation that the Minis-
ter will appreciate we have not had a
chance to study the Import of the amnend-
ments which are proposed. Having ex-
pressed that reservation, I have no quarrel
with the machinery which is proposed. I
think it is better than holding up the Bill

here whilst it is recommitted and the
schedule altered. However, I would like it
to be understood clearly that we have niot
had a chance to study the amendments
which he proposes and, therefore, can ex-
press no views on them.

At the same tine, I acknowledge having
received a letter, dated the 16th October,
from the Minister answering a number of
queries which I raised during the second
reading debate and whilst the Bill was in
Committee. The Minister has been good
enough to let mue have a plan which shows
the refinery site and the red mud lakes
area. I do not know whether he intends to
table a copy of this plan or whether It Is
purely for my office information.

Mr. Taylor; The plan will be tabled in
another place as will the Bunbury Har-
bour development plan. I had not intended
to table the plan in this House but it
would be available if members seek it.

Sir CHARLES COURT; This brings me
to the next point I intended to make. The
Minister has made available to me a plan
of the Bunbury Harbour development. I
have not yet had a chance to study it but
I will do so at an early date. I notice that
the Minister will send a copy of the plan
to the Leader of the Legislative Council.

There are three remaining points. one
refers to the relative costs of narrow gauge
and dual gauge. I will have the oppor-
tunity, before the Bill is discussed else-
where, to study the submission made
regarding the information I sought.

The second paint relates to the question
of coal as an economico fuel. I think it is
appopriate to record what is said In the
letter for future reference. In this war it
places the Information on record. The
letter reads-

Alwest/Dampier Mining were in-
terested in coal as a fuel source when
consideration was being given to a re-
finery located near Bunbury.

The Joint Venturers have studied
the economics of using coal at the
Worsley refinery, and confirm that on
Information Presently available they
will use coal.

I interpolate to say that we arc glad to
hear this. The letter continues-

It was because of these studies that
the Joint Venturers sought an assur-
ance from the State that resotmale
measures would be taken to ensure the
availability of co-al to the industry.
Clause 14 refers.

The further reference to the pro-
vision of coal In the side letter confirms
the clear intention of the parties that
coal will be used In the Worsley re-
finery.
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The third matter I covered In my earlier
comments was the question of Crown
minerals on private land. In his letter the
Minister points out-

The change to the 1970 Bunbury
Agreement Clauses 7 (1) and 7 (8)
.and now featured in Clause 7 (1) of
the Woraley Agreement is consistent
with the policy expressed In the 1971
Alumina Refinery (Upper Swan)
Agreement which was primarily nego-
tiated by the previous Government and
finalised by my Government.

in both the Upper Swan and
Muchea Agreements the mineral lease
includes private lands where owner-
ship of minerals is with the Crown.

At this point the Minister has invited my
attention to Clause 8 (1) in these agree-
merits. He points out-

The proposed Worsity Agreement
has a similar provision in Clause 7 (1).

I would paint out that Alwest
claimed equal rights with Pacmninex in
respect of private land where owner-
ship of minerals rested with the Crown.
My Government has considered this to
be a reasonable and fair claim.

I would emphasise we are referring
only to oases where the ownership of
minerals on private land is with the
Crown and is within the original area
outlined in blue as shown on planSax%.

The owner of such land is adequately
protected by Clause 7 (9) which re-
quires a compensation agreement to be
entered Into with the owner before
any mining or related operations can
commence.

In the event of a dispute relating to a
compensation agreement the Provis-
ions of the Mining Act would apply.
For example, Section 189 enables the
Warden to determine compensation.

I thank the Minister for the information
he has given me. It is as well for It to be
on record because, in view of queries which
have been raised on previous legislation, I
was fairly certain that similar queries
would be raised In another place. It may
save time to have the Information recorded
in Hansard.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Development and Decentraliation) [5.23
p.m.]: To round off the matter, I inform
the Leader of the Opposition that a great
deal of the information Included In that
letter addressed to him has been incor-
porated in the second reading speech
which will be given In another place.
Hopefully, these matters will be quite clear
at the beginning of the debate In another
place and points nieed not necessarily be
raised during the debate.

Question nut and passed.
Eml read a third time and transmitted. to

the Council.

BILLS (3): THIRD READING
1. Legal Practitioners Act Amendment

Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr. J. T. Tonkin (Premier), and
transmitted to the Council.

2. Motor Vehicle (Third Party Insur-
ance) Act Amendment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. Harmnan (Minister for Labour),
and passed.

3. Housing Loan Guarantee Act Amend-
wnent Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. Bickerton (Minister for Hous-
ing), and transmitted to the Coun-
CIL.

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 4th October.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [5.26 p.m.): It
is customary when a Government brings
down its final Budget for the public and
the Parliament to expect something a little
more exciting than that presented on the
first two occasions when it brings down a
Budget. I am afraid we have been dis-
appointed on this occasion because the
Budget we have finished up with is a dull
and uninteresting recital of a good deal of
financial data.

Normally a Government which has any
performance to its credit is most anxious
to rejoice with the Parliament and the
public. It is anxious to inspire a little
enthusiasm and Inject confidence into the
community at large concerning the great
things which are yet to come. Of course
the Government did not do that because
it simply did not have the wherewithal
with which to do it. From the Press
comment which has been made, and from
general public reaction to it, we have
finished up with a Budget which can be
classed as dull. Sometimes something may
be dull and industrious but, on this occa-
sion, it does not even qualify for that des-
cription.

Of course, if we go behind the scenes
and look at the circumstances leading up
to the presentation of the Budget we get
a good idea as to why this is so- In fact,
my own judgment of the Budget is that
not only do I regard it as a dull and un-
exciting one but as a story by a Govern-
ment In Its death throes.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Rom your point of
view It is very disappointing.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As the Leader of
the opposition, I do not think I could have
hoped for a better Budget coming from a
Government in its last session.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You hoped for all
sorts of taxation increases.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is so uninspir-
Ing and shows such little imagination that
it gives us tremendous confidence to go
forwarat into the election which will be
held next year if we cannot find some way
of having it before!

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It could not have been
a bad Budget when The West Australian,
which is normally In your corner, could
not find anything wrong with it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The West Aus-
tralian is not in our corner and the way
the State Executive of the A.L.P. has
threatened it in the last 12 months, The
West Australian has gone the other way
and is turning over backwards to say nice
things about the Labor Party-but it finds
that hard Indeed.

Normally we would expect the Budget
brought down by a Government in its last
session to be a shop window with the
"goodies" being paraded; to hear about the
great performances claimed by the Gov-
ernment; and to be told about the things
which will happen in the future. Of
course, none of this was paraded. The
Budget was a dull and briefer than usual
summary of the financial record of the
State for this particular term.

Now, the Budget did fall flat, and I
think it was intended, by the Premeir, that
the Budget should fall flat. From his point
of view this was a manoeuvre to try to
detract attention from the Budget in the
hope that people Would not get very ex-
cited about it and would not ask any ques-
tions. He was hopeful that the people
would forget about it. However, the Oppo-
sition does not intend to let them forget
about It. It is not only our duty, but also
our responsibility to wake sure that the
people understand what it is all about.
One of the problems with which we are
confronted in Western Australia today, and
in Australia generally, is that a very unieasy
situation exists throughout the whole of
Australia. It is an uneasy situation and
it is now being felt, and I think, being
understood by the average man in the
street.

Mr. Bertram:, Mr. Joe Blow!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Well, I do not

use Mr. Joe Blow in my repertoire these
days; because. although I regard myself an
a "Joe Blow". I find somne people do not put
the same connotation on these words. I
believe that Mr. Joe Blow is the very
ordinary kind of Australian.

Mr. O'Connor: Mr. John Citizen.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes. Mr. John
Citizen.

Mr. Rushton: "The little People" as re-
ferred to by the member for Mt. Hawthorn.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to em-
phasise the next point because it Is per-
tinent to the people of Western Australia.

We are caught up in this situation, and
Australia is literally living on borrowed
time. The Federal Government came into
power on the 2nd December of last year
and inherited a financial situation that
was very strong.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Strong all right-as
far as unemployment was concerned!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Australia had
never been as financially strong at home
and abroad as It was at that time, and it
had never been so economically stable.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin'. You say you are con-
cerned about the Joe Blows%-O0,OO of
them unemployed!

Sir CHARLES COURT: The country had
never been stronger in terms of export in-
come.

Mr. A. R.. Tonkin: That is a you are
interested in-income, not people.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In the final
analysis it is from the export income that
a nation becomes financially and economi-
cally strong and able to help the needy.
This is the point that members on the
other side do not seem to realise. it is
from the strength of the development pro-
grammes, the export Income, income tax,
and other projects generated that we get
national strength. It is from these things
that we can make advances in health, cul-
tural matters, and the care of the needy.

So the present Federal Government in-
herited a very strong position, and it ac-
knowledged that it inherited a very strong
position. Herein lies the danger. The
present Federal Government has the idea
that this sort of thing Just happens. it
does not just happen; it happens only if
it is made to happen. It happens only
when Governments can anticipate years
ahead and ensure that motivation is pres-
ent and exploration is taking Place now.
We must have the Incentive to get things
going, it matters not whether in farming,
mining, secondary, or tertiary industry.

if something is to come out of the pipe-
line In the 1980Os, we must be doing some-
thing about it now. One of the great trage-
dies today is that this forward planning has
virtually stopped. I believe that the Prime
Minister is going along in a pleasant at-
mnosphere and not appreciating what is
happening In Australia. He is handing out
money with careless abandon, day after
day. We have rampant inflation and he is
Incapable, unwilling, or both, to do any-
thing about it. So we find ourselves in
the situation where the nation Is starting
to worry. People are beginning to invest
In all sorts of things, including art collec-
tions, land, buildings, and in fact, any-
thing other than money. This is merely
because the Public are dead scared of what
will happen to monetary values in Aus-
tralia. It is deplorable that we had such
strength internationally and then, in a very
short time, Australia's standing abroad has
become unbelievably bad.
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We, in Western Australia, cannot escape
because we are in the unfortunate situa-
tion that our State Government belongs
to the same political party as the Federal
Government; that is, the Australian Labor
Party. Of course, our State Government
is committed to the programmes, the pol-
icies, and the decisions of the Federal
Government, because, in the final analy-
ss the Va!bor Party doctrine lays down

that the central party Is the powerful
party.

Sitting here as we do, on this side of the
Chamber, we have noticed a remarkable
change. If we put the clock back to the
period before the 2nd December-or even
back to February, March, or May of that
year-we had our Premier, the Attorney-,
General, and the Minister for Mines, to
name three Government members, speak-
ing of federalist policies in the same tones
as we were. All of a sudden all this has
changed. We even heard a little whimper
from the Minister for Works about the
Federal Government because of Its cen-
trallim. It is not very long ago that the
Minister for Works-the President of the
Australian Labor Party in this State-said
aLt a party conference that there should
be less talk of centralism. Re is a very ex-
perienced campaigner, a political realist,
and in this Chamber we respect him for
that. Hle has always laid It straight on the
line-he is a socialist in his thinking and
always has been. Even he is beginning to
worry about the events' taking niace in
Canberra.

What do we find now? Within the last
few days we have had utterances from
Ministers and Government back-henchers
lauding the centralist decisions of the
Commonwealth Government in respect of
our resources. These people talk of our be-
ing "big Australians" and "great Austra-
lians". Of course, we all believe we are
good Australians and I believe we can be
very good Australians by being good West-
ern Australians.

Mr. May: You said that the other night.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The whole mot-

ivation of a nation comes from the fact
that we have this competition and the
motivation in the States instead of all de-
cisions coming from the dead band of
Canberra.

Therefore, at the present time the whole
country is in a very unreal situation. We
have this wealth which was generated now
being dissipated. We have tremendous po-
tential only if it can be harnessed In the
way I believe It must be harnessed In a
young country of this kind.

In view of the situation in Canberra and
the inflationary spiral which Is occurring
throughout Australia and from which we
are not immune, I ask myself whether the
Flederal Government wants it this way. I
feel it must want it this way because it is

an old trick of socialist philosophy to let
a crisis arise and then complain that it
must have more control and power over
somebody else to cure the Ill it has created.
This has to be identified, and I do not care
how many times we keep saying it, we in-
tend to keep on identifying it. The great-
est sadness at the moment is the number
of projects actually in mothballs on a
caretaker basis because of the uncertainty
and the risks involved in dealing with the
Present Government-and I am referring
to [he present Government in Canberra.

I make no apology for referring so often
to Canberra because I feel the State Gov-
ernment is caught up in a web and it can-
not Protest because the Federal Govern-
ment will not allow it to do so, if the
State Government were able to protest, it
wvould be stating that it is very concerned
shout the slowing down of the develop-
ment of this State, and that the explora-
tion Programme is not going ahead with
the speed or intensity It should be. It is
the research being undertaken today in
geology and mineralogy which will be the
basis of the Projects of 1977, 1978, and into
the 1980s. Even a modest project takes a
minimum of five years to get off the
ground. A large Project will take seven to
10 Years, and sometimes more, to become
established. If these Projects ore to be
flowing out of the Pipeline at the end of
1977 and into the 1980s, now is the time to
plan for them.

Many of the big companies obviously
will not risk their expertise and money.-
which is in short supply and can be used
in other Places-until a certain amount of
sanity is restored in Canberra. I believe
the best way to restore this sanity is
through a change here.

Mr. ]Bertram: A good way would be to
get unity amongst the Liberals in Can-
berra rather than their fighting one an-
other.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We can leave It
to the Liberals. Their Philosophy in re-
gard to centralism Is basically sound.

Mr. Hartrey: The Liberals are all
sound!

Mr. Bertram: How can YOU depend on
them when they are divided?

Mr. O'Connor: You ought to know all
about that.

Mr. Bertram: What are you doing about
It?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: If I might in-

terrupt this pleasant little discussion, I
would like to make the Point-

Mr. Hartrey:, We would like you to make
one point.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -that if the
present State Labor Government were
prepared to protest Publicly and meaning-
fully about the actions of the Federal
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Government and join with the Govern-
ments of Queensland, New South Wales,
and Victoria, I believe the Federal Govern-
ment would have to bend. If there is a
change of Government here we make no
bones about what we will do. We declare
here and now, as we have done before,
that when a change of Government occurs
here we will join with the Governments
of Queensland, New South Wales, and Vic-
toria, so that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment understands that the full weight of
these four States is behind the protest.

I believe the Government of South Aus-
tralia must ipin with us because it is now
in the situation that its little plans are
being thwarted. I do not know to what
extent members on the Government side
are aware of the problems Mr. Dunstan
Is having with Canberra in relation to his
Redoliff project. It is only some 10 days
ago or thereabouts that he was saying
words to the effect, "'Of course, the Com-
monwealth Government cannot touch us.
In Western Australia the gas is offshore.
but ours is onshore and the only way the
Federal Government can get its hands on
it is to have a State Bill passed, and there
will not be any State Bill." Hie was quite
emphatic about it but he did not bargain
for the attitude taken by Mr. Connor and
his colleagues towards the Constitution.
So Mr. Dunstan now finds himself in the
invidious position of fighting 'with his back
to the wall for his $300,000,000 petro-
chemical project which we wanted for
Western Australia. It looked as though Mr.
Duanstan was now becoming a front runner.

Mr. Dunstan has been told the partners
he has to complete the feasibility study
are not acceptable to the Commonwealth
Government, and it has nominated part-
ners who have niot studied the projectI
any meaningful way. The present part-
ners have worked for two years to get as
far as they have. So what happens? Does
Mr. Dunstan have to pull his head in
under instructions from Canberra? How
long will It take the companies nominated
by the Commonwealth to catch up? It
has nominated one or two other companies
it has dug up in the meantime and no
doubt the Australian Industrial Develop-
ment Corporation will want to get into the
act. We in Western Australia are
very interested in this project because
It is Intended that it will supply the caustic
we want for our alumina industry, and we
wanted to make the caustic here.

The fact is that Mr. Dunstan finds him-
self In an awkward situation. The only
difference between him and the present
State Government here is that he is pro-
testing loudly and publicly. I was In
Adelaide on Saturday and he was making
no bones about the fact that he was In no
doubt about which way he was heading
and what he was doing. He also
had some strong words to say about the

Inaccuracies of Mr. Connor's statement,
and this was amusing. I believe politically
such a stand can do him nothing but good.
However, his situation highlights the fact
that "Big Brother" in Canberra has moved
in. This is the worry we all have, and If
the present State Government would only
join with us in our protests, I think it
would gain a lot of strength not only for
itself, but also f or the State of Western
Australia.

I mentioned earlier that the Budget had
fallen fiat. I also stated that I believe
the Premier wanted it to fall that way.
PrevTus announcements had been made
about increases in pay-roll tax, rail
freights, and bus and rail fares. Of course,
this device is not new-it is becoming a
rather common one throughout the free
world these days. Statements in regard
to Increases are made ahead of the actual
Budget in the hope that when the Budget
is introduced people will be led to believe
there are no increases when In fact they
have been announced earlier. However,
the simple fact is that the increases have
to be incorporated in the Budget.

The State is in the grip of a financial
squeeze. We have continuing inflation and
big wage and salary increases. On top of
this, we believe we are suffering from a
lack of leadership.

Mr. H. D. Evans: We have not done
badly with all those difficulties.

Mr. Bertram: A $10,000,000 deficit to
start with.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will deal with
that because the Premier has completely
debunked it. He told us about the so-called
problems he inherited from the Brand
Government-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: They were very real.
Sir CHARLES COURT:, -and then

eulogised about the way the Government
had handled these difficulties. In fact.
according to the Premier this State Gov-
erniment lias handled the problems better
than they were ever handled in the his-
tory of the State.

In 1961, the Brand Government brought
down some rather Imaginative legislation
and as a result of the earnings from that
legilation it has been possible to wipe out
all the deficits In this State and all the
Premier has had to deal with Is the pro-
jected one for this current Year; and he
will deal with that one through capital
grants allocations.

The Government has budgeted for a de-
ficit of almost $7,000,000 in Consolidated
Revenue, and this is nearly $3,500,000 more
than the actual deficit for last year. One
does not expect the Government to go
rushing in madly to raise extra revenue ont
the eve of an election so I do not suppose
this was unexpected. However this de-
ficit will be "wiped out" by the State
Government setting aside $6,648,000 from
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the Commonwealth's general purpose capi-
tal grant. The excuse given was that this
would make a contribution towards curb-
ing inflation, because of the curb placed
on expenditure by the Government. To
that extent I suppose it makes a modest
contribution in a Budget of this size. It
must be a modest contribution only, but of
course it means that somewhere along the
line capital works cannot be carried out.
Matters must have changed dramatically
In the type of assistance obtained from the
Commonwealth, particularly during the
period since this Government has been in
office most of it under Liberal-Country
Party Governments.

When we were in Government we could
not afford to use this sort of money with
which to cover our deficits instead of using
the money for works, I know our greatest
problem was more with money for capital
works than for oridinary Consolidated
Revenue. I know that the former Premier
used to be always trying to make loan
funds go a little further, because it was
from that source we obtained schools, hos-
pitals, electricity supplies, and the lie.

Revenue this year is expected to rise by
13.3 per cent. to $548,400.000, which is
$72,600,000 more than last year. But esti-
mated expenditure is up 15.9 per cent.,
with a rise of $76,000,000 to $553,400,000.
Well over half the increase in spending has
been forced on the Government by the
need to allow for the full cost of wage in-
creases granted last year, and to set aside
money for increases expected this year.

This, of course, tells its own story, and
whilst we can appreciate the predicament
of a Government caught up in this infla-
tionary spiral and with the continual pres-
sure for increases in wages, nevertheless
it is a very unhealthy sign, because we are
seeing wage and salary increases taking
place, particularly in the top echelon of
the Public Service, and this is causing a
great deal of concern in the minds of the
public. If the recipients were getting value
in terms of dollars it would be different,
but we know that with the inflationary
spiral the dollars with which they are be-
ing paid today are not worth as much as
the dollars they were paid with even a
year ago. Therefore it becomes something
of a false situation. Up goes these salaries
by tremendous percentages, up goes the
amount of Income tax, and the whole sIt-
uation becomes quite phoney.

The time has come when the Common-
wealth and the State Governments will
have to get together and take a more re-
sponsible attitude in this matter. in this
morning's issue of The West Australian
appears an announcement relating to the
Perth City Council, and on reading the ar-
ticle It Is found that the Town Clerk, be-
cause of an automatic adjustment tied to
the salaries of civil servants, will receive
an increase in salary which will mean
that be will be receiving a sum greater

than that received by the Premier of the
State! When we get Into this situation
there is something phoney about it.

Mr. Bertram: Is that pursuant to the
provisions of the Local Government Act?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I understand it
was as a result of an agreement entered
Into to tie the salaries of the upper eche-
Ion officers of the Perth City Council to
their equivalents in the Civil Service. I
am not sure of that, but that is my under-
standing of the situation. In arriving at
the agreement an effort was made to work
out a yardstick which would be availablA
instead of having to argue thils matter in-
terminably every time it arose. Apparently
the parties concerned thought that was a
suitable yardstick. I ask members not to
take my word as gospel, but that is my
understanding of the situation. The result
is that we now find ourselves in the situ-
atlion where the Town Clerk of the Perth
City Council, as quoted in this morning's
newspaper, is receiving a salary greater
than that of the Premier.

Receipts from taxation will rise by an
estimated $18,700.000, and the bulk of this
-$15,100,000-will come from a 28 per
cent. increase in pay-roll tax decided on
at the Premiers' Conference in June. 1
think it is important that we remind the
House-as we tried to do when the Bill to
provide for an increase in pay-roll tax was
before this Chamnber-that this represents
an 80 per cent. increase in this tax since
it was first imposed by the States in 1971.
We have to keep reminding ourselves that
this tax goes straight onto the pay roll.
There is no escape from it and it pro-
jects itself right through the whole of the
cost structure. Some People have made the
assertion that by the time pay-roll tax of
$40,000,000 finds its way into the con-
sumers' price structure the figure will have
reached something like $120,000,000.

Receipts from stamp duties are expected
to increase because of the grater money
value of transactions-unfortunately sub-
stantially aided by excessive inflation.

Land tax income is expected to drop by
$1,500,000. The two reasons for this are an
abnormally high recovery of arrears last
year that would not be repeated, and the
concession to land developers under an
amendment to the Land Tax Assessment
Act.

It is interesting to note that Common-
wealth "grants" for general revenue pur-
poses are expected to rise by $21,000,000
to $221,800,000-that is an increase of
10.15 per cent. One of the objections I
have to) the present Commonwealth-State
relations is the fact that we are always re-
ferring to this money we receive from the
Commonwealth as "assistance" or
"gorants". In fact, in my opinion, we are
just getting something back that belongs
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to us. Most of the revenue of this nation-
the export income and the income tax-
is virtually generated because of the in-
itiatives originally taken by the States,
and still being taken by the States if they
are permitted to do so.

Mr. Taylor; You will agree that the
money the Commonwealth has and which
it passes on to the States also belongs to
us, whether it Is In the Commonwealth's
coffers or in the coffers of the States. It
still belongs to the population of Australia
as a whole, and it still has to be spent on
the people irrespective of who does the
spending.

Sir CHARLES COURT: At this point I
want to emphasise something arising from
my comments when I objected to this
money being called "assistance" or "grants".
Not only the present Federal Government,
but also previous Federal Governments
preferred to do it this way. Because of
this there has been a series of discussions
between the State Liberal leaders of Aus-
tralia with the present Commonwealth
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Snedden)
and he has now made a firm commit-
mnent that when the Liberal Party-Country
Party coalition is returned to office in
Canberra there will be a high priority
given to negotiation of Commonwealth-
State finances so that the States will get its
money as of right for reasonable needs. It
will not reach the stage where the States
get the lot without need for negotiation,
because there must be an area at the top
of finance needs where differences between
States must be ironed out as a, result of
local conditions and special circumstances,
The money will come back to the States
as of right instead of Its coming back to
the States as mendicants, and part of it
will flow on to local government.

I sincerely hope that local authorities
will stay with the States so that we can
preserve our autonomy and traditional
system which I believe is quite a sound
one including when it comes to a question
of local government needing more money.
The local authorities will have greater
responsibility in the future, and therefore
they will need more funds. It is desir-
able therefore that the local authorities
and the States should get together in anl
endeavour to get away from the Com-
monwealth's idea that this is a financial
assistance grant when, In point of fact,
we are merely getting back our entitle-
ment.

The Government hopes to obtain from
mining royalties an extra $6,300,000 result-
Ing from Increased production of Iron ore
and alumina. $5,200,000 increase is ex-
pected under the heading of "Territorial
Revenue".

Revenue from the courts and Govern-
ment departments Is expected to rise by
$12,000,000, of which $5,000,000 will come
from greater Interest payments to the

Treasury. This, of course, Is partly an
offset charge, so it Is not a complete in-
crease of $12,000,000 under the terms of
the Budget.

The State Railways Department Is ex-
pected to earn $78,400,000-a rise of
$14,100,000. We are glad to ee this, be-
cause it Is not only good for the railways.
but also It Is good for the country. In
former years there has been a falling off
in traffic, and the railways are very sensi-
tive to volume. This year we expect to
have a bigger crop with extra traffic in
grain and Iron ore and it follows, as night
follows day, that the railways will have a
greatly increased revenue this year. The
increased fares and freights announced last
month will provide $4,500,000 of the in-
crease, but the bulk will come from a
growth in traffic, particularly in grain and
iron ore, as I have already mentioned,

Spending on health services and hospi-
tals will rise 23 per cent. to a total of
$88,D3,000-an increase of $15,500,000.
Provision has been made for staffing and
operating the new $5,000,000 extensions to
the Royal Perth Hospital, a 40-bed psychi-
atric unit at the Perth Medical Centre, a
new hospital at Paraburdoc, and major
extensions to the Collie and Pinjarra Hos-
pitals.

We then get on to education. This year
the Education Department will be allo-
cated $106,100,000. This is fractionally
below the spending on all levels of educa-
tion last year. It is in this area we are
already starting to feel the pinch since
Canberra took over our responsibilities
following the change of Government. Some
people applaud this, but I do not. We
want the money but I certainly do not go
along with the idea of the Commonwealth
using money to break down local Initiative
and to get us away from our responsibili-
ties, because I believe the strength of the
State lies in having more responsibilities.
We talk too much about rights and not
enough about responsibilities.

it is therefore impossible to compare
directly the two years as far as education
is concerned, because we have a separation
of teacher- education from the Education
Department from the beginning of this
financial year. Therefore from that date
provision has been made for separate
teachers' colleges only for the six months
to the 31st December. During this period
the State and the Commonwealth will share
the cost on the same basis as that applied
to the universities and colleges of ad-
vanced education. On the 31st December.
the Commonwealth will take full financial
responsibility for teacher training and the
State will no longer have to provide
finance.

The State will also stop spending money
on tertiary education because the Com-
mnonwealth will take over on the 1st Janu-
ary. 1974. However the Commonwealth

3991



3992 ASSEMBLY.)

financial assistance grant will be reduced
by $11,600,000-the amount that Western
Australia would have spent In this period
on tertiary education. in 1974-75 the
grant will be cut by $24.200.00-the sum
of a full year's spending on tertiary edu-
cation. Therefore there will be no im-
provement in the State's financial position
as a result of the new approach. During
his introduction of the Budget the
Premier stated-

...but it is to be assumed that the
State as a whale will benefit in future
from higher expenditure on tertiary
education as this area is freed from
the constraints of the State Budget.

We are apprehensive about this acceptance
of freedom from constraints of the State
Budget. One of the great advantages in
this State has been the facilities of the
Parliament to study departmental Esti-
mates, If members were so inclined to study
the Budget. I do not think there are
many Parliaments where the workings of
departments are so open to debate on the
details as they are in this Parliament,

I do not think we have had the oppor-
tunity we should have had to discuss
departmental details; we have not forced
the opportunity sufficiently. I have al-
ready told the Premier that this time my
colleagues are very anxious to have full
opportunity to look at departmental esti-
mates because I believe that they involve
the main Budget work. I therefore hope
we can deal with them in a much more
leisurely and orderly fashion than was the
case last time.

The State Government seems to breathe a
sigh of relief that these educational items
will be f reed from the constraints of the
State Budget. I express dismay be-
cause I do not like the idea, of another big
lump of finance being taken out of our
Budget while at the same time the Gov-
erment expresses relief that it is out of
the way. I believe it should be very much
in the way and here for us to study. I will
be taking this matter up further as will my
colleagues when we get to the Education
vote in order that we might be told by the
Government Just what will be the Pro-
cedure and modus operandi in this Matter
to ensure that the Parliament has more
say in this particular spending.

Maybe when he is replying the Premier
will indicate whether he proposes any
change to the present set-up so that, so
far as education is concerned, which will
be paid for by the Commonwealth but, I
presume, still administered by the Educa-
tion Department and other State Goy-
ernnment instrumientalities, we will have an
opportunity to examine the details. It
would be quite wrong if this very important
area of education, which I still regard as
being very much a State responsibility,
were not subjected to study and analysis
by and report to this Parliament. Per-
haps when he replies to the debate he can

give us an Indication of whether he has
worked out any machinery whereby the
State Parliament can become involved be-
cause It Is not sufficient to have a lump
of expenditure taken out of the Budget
with the Government breathing a sigh of
relief that It Is out and only a matter of
argument between the State departments
and their Ministers and the Common-
wealth department and its Ministers.

We have yet to get the details concern-
ing the proposed legislation on death
duties. The Premier has given notice that
he will introduce various Bills on the sub-
ject. He- explained that one was to give
somte relief and I understand that another
is to tidy up some loopholes. Wec will be
interested to learn about the loopholes be-
cause, in my~ experience, when Treasurers
try to cover up loopholes they usually have
somnething in mnind other than loopholes.
However, we can only conjecture at this
stage- and wait to see whether a genuine
reduction in probate duty will be forth-
coming or whether it will be a reduction

frsome and a inuch greater burden for
others.

The Budget contained some concessions
and provided for extra contributions and
noire of these points call for mnention by
the Opposition, because the Government
has mrade some variations which it no
doubt regards as being necessary. I do
not Propose to press the detail of these
during this general debate, but when we
deal with the departmental estimates we
wLill seek further information.

One of the provisions in the Budget is
the increased Payments to foster parents,
From the 14th November the minimum rate
farz children ini institutions will rise by $3
Per wveek to $12.50, and the Payment for
children in foster homes will rise by $5
per reek to $13. Reaction has indicated
that these amounts are inadequate be-
cause, like the pensioners, those involved
receive a handout one day and then find
Chat inflation has caught up with them
aind has virtually wiped out what they have
received before the Government can get
around to making a further adjustment.

The other announcement to which I
Wish to refer is about the increase of 10D
Men in the Police Force to improve the
staffing throughout the State and to pro-
vide staff in the country. I do not ques-
tion the need to increase the strength of
the Police Force. However, I have as yet
been unable to ascertain from the Esti-
mnates whether this will be a net gain. I
do not think it will be. It is one thing to
have an increase of 1.00 men, and another
to work out the net gain to the force, if
Any; and we will be wanting further infor-
maltion when we deal with the Estimates
in detail.

We want to know whether the increase
will be sufficient and also whether ihere are
any special plans for the deploymtnt of the
force, because I believe we mu12 '-ve more
and more attention to the de,)loyment of
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the Police Force. It is becoming a much
more skilled body with the standard of edu-
cation rapidly rising in recent years, such
rise being commendable. We on this side of
the House commend the Police Force for
its work because we place tremendous im-
portance in its role in law and order, and
in the safety and general security of the
community. We believe policemen must be
well paid and work under reasonable con-
ditions.

I can well remember the situation in the
first two or three years of the Brand Gov-
ernment when the then Minister was the
late Charles Perkins. I think the Police
Force generally acknowvledges that he was
thae first Minister for many years who had
really faced up to their problems and
particularly their accommodation needs
iram one end of the State to the other.
The situation was very difficult because the
Police had the short straw for so long.
However, I will not labour the Point be-
yond saying that we are pleased about the
increase, but we want to know about the
net gain and also the deployment of the
force.

Under the Budget, pensioners are being
given some further free travel. Those who
hold free travel and concessional fare cer-
tificates issued by the Department of Social
Security will be granted one free return
jail or rail-bus pass a year between any
two serviced points in Western Australia;
and this pass we commend. We think it
is something which will be very important
to these people and that it will not be
abused. Although I am told that some of
these people become travel prone, I think
it is like the boy in the chocolate factory
who has too much chocolate for a while,
but then settles down to the normal routine.
I do not begrudge the concession to pen-
sioners because it will be a boon to many
of them who want to travel between two
points, particularly to visit relatives such
as children and grandchildren. We ap-
plaud this provision and do not criticise
it in any way.

We are very Interested in the Gcv-
erment's announcement that next year
the Government's three-year programme
to make textbook materials free to all
primary school students will be completed.
I am not sure whether the word "stud-
ents" or the word "pupils" should be used,
hut the reference in the Premier's speech
IS to Primary schools. On a number of
occasions we have voiced our concern about
this system. We do not in any way oppose
the proposal that parents should be re-
lieved of the cost of this material, but we
do believe there are better ways to achieve
this objective. Regardless of which party is
in power-that is not the crucial consid-
eration-we have a great concern about
too much of the material being Prepared
in the department; and all the time this
Is done there will be this nagging doubt
in the minds of many people--which doubt

ighlt be unfair to the officers concerned.

However. If those officers reflect they will
understand the reason for the concern.
So, the question of financial relief for
parents is not queried, but the method Is
very much queried. We would prefer a
system under which the professional
teaching staff would have the maximum
reasonable freedom of selection and choice,
without the major proportion of the mat-
erial being Prepared within the depart-
ment.

We will be seeking mare information
from the appropriate Minister about the
grant to the St. John Ambulance Associa-
tion, which grant has been lifted by almost
5O per cent. to $625,000. The explanation
given Is that this will enable more staff
to be recruited and a training school to
be established. This is an urgent necess-
ity. We can all remember the unfortunate
period when conflict occurred between the
organisation and Its employees. The con-
flict was regrettable and I think the
organisation showed great restraint at the
time. We will be seeking information on
the appropriate estimates to ascertain just
what the Government has in mind for
both this year and the future.

Because of the present Inflationary trend
many of the increases made merely rep-
resent figures because as a result of in-
flation the net physical results will be very
small Indeed. The Premier gave figures
about cost Increases, price increases, and
wage increases, and they are frightening;
and until we can get down to a basis where
a bit of sense prevails and people realise
they must earn before they share, we will
never take the edge off the problem of
inflation. I do not care what controls are
proposed, history Indicates they do not
solve the Problem until we capture the
hearts and minds of people so that they
understand that they must relate wage
and salary increases to productivity. If
this relationship is out of balance there
is nothing any control can do. This is the
great message we must get across. We
must have some leadership at both Fed-
eral and State levels in order to get the
point across. If we can do that then I
believe the effect will be quite dramatic.

The theorists or academics have all
sorts of solutions. They can give a list as
long as the arm of what should be done
to stop Inflation, but most of these theories
have been tried and very few have had
any real effect at all. However, sooner or
later, If the People get leadership from the
unions, employers, and Governments, It is
amazing how things go into reverse and.

-overnight, as If by magic, changes take
place.

I believe it Is our job to talk more about
the right to work than the right to strike.
All we hear In Australia Is about Lhe right
to strike when I believe that at least 70
per cent. of the work force Is screazis
out for the right to work. The work is
available and they want it. When this fact
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is acknoweidged it will take the edge off
the very serious plague which besets us at
the moment.

Unfortunately we are having to consider
these Estimates without having before us
the General Loan Fund Estimates. I was
rather intrigued by the use of some of the
capital grants to offset the deficit which is
envisaged and I am therefore all the more
anxious to look at the General Loan Fund
Estimates. The Bill is on the notice paper,
but perhaps the Premier could Indicate
across the Chamber when he anticipates
he will Introduce it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Unfortunately, be-
cause of my absence for the rest of the
week, those Estimates cannot be intro-
duced until Tuesday of next week.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The reason I
mention this is that when I am consider-
ing the finances of the State, I like to
study the two Estimates together because
in that way a more comprehensive Picture
is gained and it is possible to make a
better assessment of the problems on the
capital side of departments like the Edu-
cation Department as distinct from the
actual revenue side. Quite often the two
are out of harmony.

I assume that on this occasion the
Premier finds himself with ample loan
funds and he is able to accomplish his
capital works programme at the level he
desires without any great difficulty; hence
his reference to the $7,000,000 transfer
from the capital grants to offset the an-
ticipated $7,000,000 deficit in his Budget.

Before I get onto the next phase of my
remarks, I wish to refer to the comments
the Premier made in respect of the pub-
lic funds investment scheme established
by the Brand Government in 1961. 1 do
not have the Hansard reference for mem-
bers, but in the Premier's notes which he
supplied to us, the relative comments are
on pages 22 to 24. it must be very com-
forting to him, after all the unfair crit-
icism lhe has made of the previous Admin-
istration, to be able to eome to this Par-
liament and almost claim credit for the
fact that as a result of the activities of
that fund established in 1961 under a
Statute known as the Public Moneys In-
vestment Act the State has had access to
$26,300,000 which otherwise would not
have come Into Its coffers. This amount
has enabled the State not only to wipe out
deficits up to this point, but also to make
a generous contribution towards the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund.

I believe it is very appropriate on an
occasion like this for members to
acknowledge and understand the import of
this because is it not a different story from
the one we have been told so often; that
is, that the Present Government inherited
problems in the Treasury? It did not in-
herit problems.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Oh yes it did-a
$10,000,000 deficit.

Sir David Brand: It did not.
Sir CHARLES COURT: What happened

was that the Premier of the day, with his
typical frankness and very simple,
straightforward approach, made it clear to
the public that because of unprecedented
salary and wage increases the State would
be confronted with a situation completely
unpredictable at the time that a balanced
Budget was brought to Parliament.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.
Sir CHARLES COURT: At the tea break

I was commenting on the financial situa-
tion that was Inherited by the Present
State Government and the criticism we
have had from time to time by the Premier
about the Position when he took over. I
want to repeat that as far as I am con-
cerned the Premier inherited the best
managed State Treasury in the whole of
Australia.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I repeat I inherited a
$10,000,000 deficit.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will come back
to this. Before the 1971 election the
Premier of the day made it clear to the
public that he had presented a balanced
Budget and that this was not easy. He
had not only presented a balanced Bud-
get but he made certain provisions for
Possible salary and wage increases which
were ahead of the normal provisions as
a matter of safety and prudence. Just
prior to the election, when these un-
precedented wage and salary increases
were forced on the Government, the Premn-
ier of the day made this very clear to
the public-and the present Premier can-
not deny that these unprecedented in-
creases had occurred outside of the Gov-
ernment's Projections and outside of its
Budget, including what was considered in
June 1970, and immediately thereafter,
to be a very prudent provision-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What evidence have
you for that?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The then Prem-
icr's own Budget speech when he intro-
duced his 1970-71 Budget and the actual
facts of the situation. The actual
amounts of wage and salary increases that
caused this situation have been identified
in this Parliament by the present Govern-
ment. This can be traced back almost to
the cent to show without doubt what the
situation was.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That does not alter
the fact that I was faced with a $10,000,000
deficit.

Mr. O'Connor: You did not read the
paper.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier of
the day was quite frank about it and he
told the present Premier what the situa-
tion was.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: When?

3994



[Tuesday, 16 October, 19731 39

Sir CHARLES COURT:, In December.
1970, In the first place; before the Premier
had to make his announcement about his
policy promises, The simple facts are that
during the life of the Brand Government,
Western Australia did what everyone said
was impossible-and this includes the
Federal Treasury-when it moved out of
a claimant status under the Grants Com-
mission, and from being a mendicant
State, and got into a strong position where
it could take more independent action In
very many of its activities such as social
welfare and the like; as evidenced in the
huge percentage Increase In funds alloc-
ated for education and health.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: its state of independ-
ence was so great that Sir David Brand
had to go to the Premier's Conference
when John Gorton was Prime Minister
and endeavour to get financial assistance
to help.

Sir David Brand: And like every other
Premier he got nothing.

Sir CHARLES COURT: He got nothing.
But this does nat make the point at all.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Not much.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The simple fact

is that because of these unprecedented
increases at the national level which car-
ried on through to the States every State
had to go to Canberrkx for assistance.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are talking about
Western Australia's independence.

Sir CHARLES COURT: of course it was.
independent as compared with Its pre-
vious position. We got away from being
a claimant State. We did not have to
go to the Grants Commission. I am sure
the Premier got the biggest shock he had
ever had when we succeeded.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I1 got the biggest
shock when I[ knew I had a $10,000,000
deficit.

Mr. O'Connor: You did not read the
newspaper.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: The present
Premier had no sooner taken office than
he was off again to deal with the new Prime
Minister, and he got all the help he
wanted. I want to add another chapter to
this story, because It is a very Interesting
saga. The Premier keeps talking about a
$10,000,000 deficit until it is almost like
listening to a broken record. I want to read
from page 3815 of Hansard of Thursday.
the 4th October, where the Premier said
when introducing the Bill-

Since the passage by Parliament of
the Public Moneys Investment Act in
1961 the Treasury has developed pro-
cedures for Investing all cash re-
sources surplus to immediate require-
ments.

He then goes on to careful management.
cash flows, and the lie and says further-

At the 30th June, 1973, there was an
accumulated balance of earnings from
these investments-

And I may add after many millions had
been spent for other purposes-

-of $8,'700,000 of which $4,400,000 has
since been applied to funding the
1971-72 and 1972-73 deficits.

Enabling the Premier to come to this Par-
liament and say, "We have been able to
get rid of this deficit without using cap-
ital funds at all." The Brand Government
did this for him. His speech continues-

The remaining sum of $4,300,000 Is
being taken to revenue in this cur-
rent year and is included in the
Budget.

This is $4,300,000 of taxes which this Gov-
ernment does not have to Impose. Why?
Because of the prudence of the Brand
Government. The Premier's speech con-
tinues-

Members will be interested tLo note
that as a result of this policy of care-
fully investing our cash balances on
the short-term money market, a total
of slightly more than $26,300,000 has
been earned from this source since the
Public Moneys Investment Act became
law in 1961.

This Is interesting information and I ask
members to bear In mind the magic figure
of $10,000,000 that the Premier keeps
parading. The interesting thing is this-

Of this sum, the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund has directly benefited to
the extent of $11,200,000, deficits
amounting In aggregate to $8,900,000
have been funded, and State business
undertakings have received somne
$6,200,000.

That was in the Premier's speech, and this
is the amount inherited from the previous
Government. But we hear nothing from
the Premier about this amount which was
given to him on a plate.

Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: I thought you were
reading from my speech.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did not hear
anything from the Premier when he was
criticising this deficit of $10,000,000 of
which he spoke.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: When did this hap-
pen?

Sir CHARLES COURT: In 1961, The
Premier inherited not only a well man-
aged State Treasury-indeed the best man-
aged Treasury In Australia-but he also
inherited this fund which from 1961 gen-
erated $26.300.000 of which $11.200,000
went into Consolidated Revenue and
$6.200,000 into State business undertak-
Ings, the balance being used to write off
deficits.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you remember a
minute from the Under-Treasurer telling
you there was no money to Pay for ma-
chinery provided for the State Electricity
Commission?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I well remember
a minute, which the Premier produced
here so often that we almost know it by
heart, dated the 19th February. It so hap-
pened that at 8.00 amn, the next day-the
2thh February, 1971-an election was to
start. What chance did the Premier of the
day have to consider a minute the day
previous to the day on which the election
was to commence?

This indicates the desperate efforts of
the Premier to try to debunk the work that
wias done by his predecessor. The machin-
ery to which the Premier refers is some-
thing which he should say a prayer for
every night. This place would not have
:lghts on tonight had it not been for the
anticipation of the Brand Government in
ordering the S.E.C. Plant. I make no apolo-
gies for that because I was one who pressed
and pressed for It with my colleague the
former leader of the Country Party who
was Minister for Electricity at the time.

Sir David Brand: You will recall many
references made by the Premier of the
profit made by the State Electricity Com-
mission. I say he is carrying on the same
policies himself and that he is glad of the
surplus that was made by the State Elec-
tricity Commission.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The point that
has been raised by the member for Green-
ough is very pertinent because I remember
the hours we spent in this Chamber when
we were the Government, when we were
chided by the then Deputy Leader of the
Opposition for using these instrumentali-
ties as taxing measures.

Sir David Brand: He hopped straight
into it himself.

Mr. O'Neil: He converted a $2,000,000
loss into a $6,000,000 profit.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I did mention
earlier that the L.C.L. is committed to a
policy that as soon as there is a Liberal
Government in Canberra, State finances
will be rearranged so that the State will
not go to Canberra as a mendicant for its
reasonable needs.

I omitted to mention section 96 of the
Federal Constitution; a section which has
been abused more than any other section of
that Constitution. We are committed to
do what we can on behalf of everyone to
have the Constitution amended to ensure
that when there is a Liberal-Country Party
Government in Canberra the abuse of sec-
tion 06 will cease, because this is the very
section through which the great inroads
into the State are made.

I want now to move to the question of
employment. When we were in Govern-
ment our main consideration was employ-
ment rather than unemployment.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You have changed
Your tune.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Let the Premier
wait a minute. He has castigated me at
every opportunity-so much so that we
can almost anticipate what his column
will contain-because he says I no longer
have any peg on which to hang my bat
when criticising his Government. How
wrong he is and we have only just started
telling the public about the Government.
The Government thinks only in terms of
unemployment. I suggest the Premier
should think in terms of employment.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You ought to know
there is a shortage of skilled and semi-
skilled labour in every area of activity.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier, of
course, Is just putting his foot right into it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Oh, is he?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Premier
will sit back and wait a minute I will re-
lieve his anguish.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The boot is on the
other foot now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier
now quotes his unemployment figure as be-
ing lower and endeavours to show that he
has solved the Problem. What a defeatest
attitude that Is; it is certainly no solution
to the problem. As a Government we never
wanted an unemployment situation; we de-
plored it. When we came in in 1959, and
when we inherited the distressing situa-
tion we did, we set out to overcome it and
we did.

Mr. Hartrey: What was the position of
employment in the country in February.
1961?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Our main em-
phasis and direction was on employment,
not unemployment. The member for
Boulder-Dundas should hold his horses. I
am dealing with employment-employ-
ment and not unemployment. It is very
interesting to demonstrate the difference
in our philosophies. When we were the
Government we were positive in our ap-
proach, while the present Government does
nothing but talk about the dole, relief
work, and so on. We have a situation of
an economy in this State that is crawling
out of a recession; it is crawling out slower
than is any of the other mainland States.
As a result there are hundreds of men on
unemployment relief-the figure was 1.200
but I think the latest figure announced is
600 men who are on relief work. This is
soul-destroying; it provides no Incentive
no career and no solution.

Mr. Mclver: There is plenty of work for
them If they like to look for it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have heard
the honourable member talk about the
position at Northam and Cunderdin. When
we are the Government we will try to
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attract the people to go there; I think we
will succeed, but they will not be directed
to do so.

The present Government has always
claimed that the recession was not of its
making. Now, however, it claims that the
climb out of this recession Is of its making.
The Government cannot have it both ways.
We are happy that minerals have shown
an upturn and that the rural sectors are
strong; but the Government has not done
anything to help. It is the private enter-
prise sector that Is lifting up this position,
and if It were allowed to do so it could do
it much quicker and much better.

At the present time the whole attitude
towards these matters Is trammelled by
the attitude of the Federal Government.
One had only to listen to the radio tonight
to get a distressing picture of the damage
being done to Australia by the Common-
wealth Government. Mr. Connor is abras-
ive but he Is saying only what the Govern-
ment believes In and what the "smoothies"
are scheming and planning behind closed
doors. So when we hear him talking in
his down-to-earth, abrasive, rude manner
we should not forget he is only expressing
what that Government Is thinking and
intends.

No doubt the Premier has been in touch
with his colleague in South Australia in
order to obtain from him the recipe, be-
cause the attitude of the Premier of South
Australia towards the Commonwealth
Parliament Is quite different from that of
the Premier of this State and his col-
leagues In this House when we moved our
censure motion. Sufficient unto the day
when the Premier brings the censure mo-
tion forward again later on.

Mr. Gayfer: A motion was passed In
South Australia.

Sir CHARLES COURT: And it was sup-
ported by the Premier.

Mr. O'Neil: And carried unanimously.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It was carried

unanimously, with both sides joining to-
gether to tell the people of South Australia
what the Federal Government was doing to
their State, which neither Government nor
Opposition iked. We are hoping when we
come to our other motion we will be told,
"You need not bother to talk any more;
we will stand and support you."

Australia Is living on borrowed time, and
it is being projected into Western Australia.
The Government has itself In a cleft stick
because of the secret treaties it made with
the unions to cut back on the number of
skilled men we need to bring into the
State-the men who could trigger off an
improvement in the economy. While gen-
erating a demand for housing, schools, hos-
pitals, and the like, at the same time under
the Brand Government they triggered off
action in the economy because they went
out and earned and produced.

Mr. Taylor: This Government had an
immingration campaign earlier this year
when unemployment was still high.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We tried to tell
the Government a long time ago. "Don't
ever turn this migration tap off."

Mr. Taylor: It was turned off in one
instance only.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Govern-
ment knows it was under Instructions from
Trades Hall to stop the flow of migrants.
and it is now trying desperately to get It
going again. After the tap was turned off
by the Hawke Government, It took us two
years or more to get going again properly.
Had it not been for the help we received
from Albert Monk, the then President of
the A.C.T.U., we would not have got the
flow going, but he came in, talked to the
Government, the unions, and the em-
ployers, and assisted to get the migrants
flowing again. We know it takes two
years to get the flow going again when it
has been turned off.

Mr. Taylor: It was not turned off- only
when we had a surplus of bricklayers.

Mr. O'Neil: And what a mess that madie
of the place!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Let us look at
the current situation. The Premier preens
himself on his performance. He talks about
unemployment but he does not talk about
employment. In Australia we have almost
a crisis situation as regards supply In the
vehicle Industry, the building Industry, the
food supply industry, and the machinery
industry, and we are reaching the point
where we are generating a black-market
situation which will do more damage than
inflation. We have limited supplies of
machinery, fencing wire, and many other
things, I am told one cannot even buy
nails today.

Mr. Taylor: Are you going to blame us
as a Government for that?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is part of a
Philosophy.

Mr. Taylor: It is the result of a Budget
Produced in Canberra 12 months ago.

Sir CHARLES COURT: When there is
a shortage of the right type of labour, two
things happen. One is we have industrial
troubles. The other is that costs go up to
glory because shortages force costs up. We
are all human beings, and if one Is a
supplier or maker of equipment and de-
mand is greater than one's current pro-
duction, of course one's costs and prices go
up, one becomes less keen about delivery
and servicing, and one is not so vigilant
about one's product. This is one of the
inflation factors.

I am told that in Melbourne cars can-
not be finished off for want of certain
parts or for want of tyres.

Mr. Harman: They cannot get steel.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: Who Is to blame
f or that? And the steel situation in Aus-
tralia will become worse because of an un-
realistic attitude on the part of the Mmn-
ister's colleagues in Canberra. One can-
not expect capacity to be stepped up in
the light of a hostile attitude towards the
private enterprise sector-and B.H.P.. in
Particular. We will never catch up, the
way the Federal Government Is going.
There is also a shortage of steel overseas,
so we cannot obtain the normal relief
by lifting tariffs and letling the stuff
pour in.

We are told we could actually have food
shortages in this State and other States
at Christmas: In a country like this! I am
told that In the case of prepared and tin-
ned foods, even if It can be produced in
the factories it cannot be transported. Look
at the predicament In which we have been
in this State with the T.W.U. taking charge
in certain industrial areas! Look at the
damage that has been done to flansfield
in the Coogee area! The union should be
doing everything possible to let that rig go
through without a hitch so that an indus-
try can be built, not just a rig.

Mr. Harman: If the matter were not
sub indice, I would talk about it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have the
situation that borne appliances are in
short supply, not only because of produc-
tion Problems but also because of delivery
problems. Who would have thought that
situation would arise?

It is time the Government started to
address Itself to the real question-the lack
of health In the economy due to inflation
and shortages of labour. Look at the mess
the building Industry Is in! Builders can-
not get the bricks laid and they cannot
obtain some of the other materials they
need urgently. There Is a shortage of
labour. The Commonwealth Government
has stepped up the cost of money very
steeply.

The Premier comes out and admits
there Is a great shortage of skilled labour.
Why is there a great shortage of skilled
labour? The Government was prepared
to go along and do the bidding of the
unions, and the supply of these people
was turned off. Worse than that, people
left the State; there is no doubt about
that.

Let us look at the work force situation.
I believe the last Budget to be presented
to the 27th Parliament is also the last
attempt by the Government to cover up
with a warm blanket of platitudes, and
keep out the cold truth of its economic
failure. Nowhere is the failure more evi-
dent than in the field of employment,
where the opportunity gap has been
widening every year the Government has
been in office.

I want to emphasise these figures. In
the last year the previous Government
was in office-that is, 1970-11-the work

force rose by 20,000. That figure should
be remembered. That was the increase In
the work force in one year. That is the
Period the Premier keeps throwing up as
a Period when recession had started. It
is true we were in the middle of a rural
recession. It is true Chamberlain's--a big
employer of labour-was having problems
with its plant and in getting markets. It
was in a state of recession and had to
dismiss hundreds of men. In spite of
that, in that year our work force increased
by 20,000!

Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: And unemployment
went up by bow much?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not sure
of the total figure-i.e or 1.8 per cent., but
no more than 1.8 per cent., complete with
school leavers.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: And It was rising.
Sir CHARLES COURT: What does one

have to do to be saved in this place? It
is the worst time of the year for a Gov-
ermnent, when it has all the school
leavers in its lap, and they were being
encouraged to register ahead of time.
Nevertheless, we were still down to 1.8
per cent-a figure the Premier would
have loved to have many months after-
wards. The work force increased by
20,000 in that year.

Let us look at the previous decade-
and I refer to the period 1961 to 1971.
During that decade the Brand Govern-
ment increased the work force by an
average of 14,500 a year. That includes
the slow years while we were getting
geared up, long before the mining boom
and activity occurred-but 14,500 was the
yearly average during that period.

Mr. Taylor: That is from 1959 onwards?
Sir CHARLES COURT: From 1961 to

1971. I could go back further if it is so
desired but I am taking the decade.

In the first financial year of the pres-
ent Government's term of office-that is,
1971-72-the work force had a minus
figure, if there can be such a thing; but
that is how the statistician expressed It.
He was saying, in other words, the work
force bad shrunk by 1.700. That is not a
figure for unemployment; it is a figure for
employment. Last year there was a pain-
ful catching-up, but the average annual
growth in employment opportunity dur-
ing the present Government's term has
been only 6,000 a year. Measure that
with 14,500-good and bad years thrown
in-during a decade under the previous
Government.

This Is the way to look at the economy
-not to carp about a bit of improvement
in unemployment. Too many people were
hurt, and of course we screamed about
It because we did not think It was neces-
sary at that level.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You disregard the
Federal Budget of 1971, which was aimed
at creating unemployment.
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Mr. Taylor: And it succeeded.
Sir CHARLES COURT: In a State like

this it was unnecessary. Queenlsand has
the same type of economy as we have.

Mr. H. D. Evans: It does not.
Sir CHARLES COURT:, Queensland

had the same reaction from the Federal
Budget to contend with but it finished
UP-

Mr. H. D. Evans: The sugar Industry,
with its buoyancy, gives Queensland an
advantage.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The period the
Premier Is always harping about-follow-
Ing the Budget of the Federal Government
-is not related to that. At that time
Queensland was in the throes of a very
serious rural battle because of drought
followed by severe flooding, Queensland
copped the lot but it still managed to
press on, with the same mineral and metal
markets, the same economic climate, and
the same Federal Government.

Mr. H. D. Evans: They had advantages
we did not have.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Queensland had
the advantage that It had the Ejelke-
Petersen Government.

I come back to the point that It was
because of the treaty with the unions tn
go quiet on bringing in migrants and
tradesmen that we ran into the trouble we
had. People left this State never to return.
once we start to choke back our migrants
and lose tradesmen, It Is very hard to
entice them back again. We have ex-
perienced this problem previously under
a Labor Government.

I have vivid recollections of 1955-1956,
when we had a tremendous build-up of
housing-a fantastic, much-lauded hous-
Ing programme which was intended to give
some impression of economic buoyancy
before an election. It was intended to
build a record number of houses. We
built the houses, all right, but at what a
cost! Some of the people in the building
industry still remember It and are still
frightened at what might happen every
time they see buoyancy generated in the
housing Industry. It was a disastrous flop.
The Treasury moved In after the elec-
tion, and we all know the number of
builders who had to go out labouring and
take any work they could get in order to
survive during that crisis.

The blanket the Government used then
has been trotted out again. Last year
and the year before there was a scream
to the Commonwealth Government for
some handouts for relief work, which does
not really solve anything. It might give
someone a feed for the time being but it
does not give any great hope or enthusi-
asm. It does not build up the faith of the
people who have to survive with that type
of existence.

It is very Important to have these figures
recorded, and I want to run quickly
through the employment figures for the
decade 1961 to 1971. The figures are as
follows-

1962 ... ... 203,100
1963 214,900
1984 .. . .. .. 222,900
1965 .... 234,200
1968 1.. 248,700
1957 ... .. 256,300
1968 ... 286,300
1969 303,700
1970 ... .. 324,000
1971 ... 343,900
1972 .342,200

We see that the figure dropped ominously
from 343,900 in 1971 to 342,200 in 1972;
and In the current year it has recovered
to 353,300. This is a typical example of
the economy struggling to get on Its feet
again In spite of the Government's failure
in this matter.

I do not want to labour this subject
much more, but I do want to refer to the
impact of Government employment on the
situation; because in spite of some very
heavy Increases in Government employ-
ment the fact remains that the em-
ployment figure in Western Australia. Is
just not recovering at the rate It is re-
covering In other States, or at the rate
at which we would like It to recover, In
spite of the downturn in the total employ-
ment growth to which I referred, there
has been a continuing rise In total Govern-
ment employment In Western Australia.
In 1971 the figure was 92,900; In 1972 it
was 96,800, and In 1973 it was 100,500. In
other words, the weight of this great
increase of 4,000 a year is, of course, hav-
Ing to be taken up by private employees
and private employers, who are the
taxpayers who have to provide the funds
for this growing work force in the Govern-
ment sector. So I say without reservation
that this is yet another blanket the State
Government is using to try to hide one
of its problems; because if we take the
growth of Government employment away
from the figures I presented previously,
we find a very sorry picture of the present
employment figure in Western Australia.
one could well imagine what the situation
would be In respect of the unemployment
figures.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Have you the figures
for the increase in Government employ-
ment during the years you previously
quoted?

Sir CHARLES COURT: No, I have not
those figures with me, but I would gladly
produce them for the Premier. I am not
saying there was Dot an Increase. How-
ever, the accelerated increase during the
period to which I referred-and it is still
continuing-is one of the factors that Is
covering up the Premier's unemployment
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problem. Of course, it is an old trick to
tuck the problem away under the counter
through increased Government employ-
ment without oaring what the extra staff
are doing. Surely the Premier would be
the first to admit that the Commonwealth
Government certainly has been pouring
People into its service if only in respect of
the number of new departments it has
created. Even if we take the top bracket
of those departments, they must have
absorbed something like 10,000 on their
own.

We saw some figures the other day re-
lating to the State Crown Law Depart-
ment. I could not believe the figures, and
I still cannot believe that those hundreds
of people have been added to the depart-
ment. The total number of Government
servants, both Federal and State, must
amount to a staggering figure; and we
will look at that situation later.

Let us now consider the manufacturing
work force, which is regarded as the in-
ternal core of the whole of the work
force. The manufacturing work force is
never as large as people think it is. In
1971 it was up to 71,000; and by Jrune,
1973, it was 400 less than that.

During the term of the Brand Govern-
mont the increase in the manufacturing
work force, as distinct from the total work
force, varied between 1,000 and 2,000 a
year. That does not sound a big figure,
but it represents a lot of little factories
being started and subsequent employ-
ment generated;, and this gives great
strength to the economy. These people
generate all sorts of demands--profes-
sional demands, tertiary Industry de-
mands, financial demands, insurance de-
mands, etc. They generate this conse-
quential growth.

Let us now look at the building and
construction situation: and when we look
at this we can see 'why we are in trouble
now. In 1971 the number employed was
36,800, but today it Is 7,000 fewer. The
Premier has admitted that we are des-
perately short of tradesmen in the build-
ing industry, and this is bringing about
cost pressures, slow deliveries, and more
cost to the borrower because he must pay
Interest while the money is being advanc-
ed and put to work In the building of his
house.

I turn now to the transport and storage
section of the work force-and I think
this section is pertinent to a study of the
anatomy of the economy. The transport
and storage section of the work force In
1971, amounted to 23,600, whilst today it
is 1,100 less than that figure. I could go
on and on in this respect.

Let us consider the migration figures
We find that in 1989 the figure was up
to 27,092; in 1970 it was 22,825; in 1971
it was 23,639; and in 1972 it fell to 7,079.
The best figure we can obtain for the
past year is 9,000. 1 iimderstand the final

figure will not be available officially for
several weeks, but we are told 9,000 is a
fairly reliable figure. At that rate it will
take three years of migration intake be-
fore this Government achieves the intake
achieved in one year by the previous
Government.

This gives an indication of the bitter
extent of the inroad into the economy;
because if we have not got the men here
we cannot have the permanent buoyancy
and stability of the economy which is so
basic to give people the confidence to re-
main here.

I also have some very interesting figures,
with which I will not bore the House, re-
lating to the people who came to this
State and left it. Suddenly, after the 1971
change of Government, there was an exo-
dus of young people going abroad. If one
looks at the figures for the last couple of
years one finds, after comparing the num-
ber of those who left with those who re-
turned, that there was a surplus of
those who left of some 13,000. Whilst the
departures over the past two financial
years have been 7,000 up in total on the
previous figures, the arrivals have been
down about 6,000 in total, making a net
loss of 13,000 people. Some of those
people may return, but many will not be-
cause they have lost their confidence in
Western Australia.

i -was very disturbed to read in the
Przrnier's speech that he is worried that
the building industry might be outstrip-
ping the needs of the population. I was
really shocked to bear that because I
should imagine that in a forward -looking
State like ours a forward-looking Gay-
ernmnt would be seeking population and
would never be satisfied with what it has,
and would always want more houses to
kcep the pressure on the supply of build-
ing materials-bricks, mortar, timber,
hardware, tiles, etc. The accumulation of
all those things makes the housing in-
dustry the great and complex industry
that it is. However, the Premier sounded a
note of warning that the industry might
be outstripping the needs of the popula-
tion.

Surely this is not in keeping with the
ambitions of the people in this State. I
believe until we start to step up the rate
of increase of the population we just will
not be able to get our sights properly
orientated towards what should be the ob-
jectives of Western Australia, and what
were its objectives during the l960s.

The Premier read out a list of what he
regarded as Projects which are coming
around the corner, and of which he was
ratber proud. It is all right for one to say

these things quickly if one does not know
their background; but to those of US who
know the background so well the list was
very unimpressive, particularly as some of
the projects are very much on the rocks at
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pre-sent due to the policies of the present
Federal Government. I would not like to
think that if we were the Government we
would be satisfied with that list of projects
as the basis to keep us going for the next
year or the years thereafter.

Before I start to conclude, I would like
to touch on one other matter in respect
of the question of centralism; and that is
the problems of the goldmining industry.
We all know that when the Federal Bud-
get was released there was a shock wave
right throughout Australia because not
only was the traditional exemption with-
drawn from gold, but the 20 per cent. ex-
emption was withdrawn from other nonm-
mnated minerals. On top of that, the
special investment allowance of 20 per cent.
and the traditional tax concessions in the
rural industries were also withdrawn. Then
we had a series of revaluations. We had
a very abrasive attitude on the part of the
Federal Government.

The 25 per cent. nonearning deposit re-
st-riction was Imposed on overseas invest-
ment in Australia, and we also had the
attitude of the Comnmonwealth towards
overseas Investment, and export licensing;
and all these things came together with
the announcement of the Federal Budget.

Mr. Gafer: There was also the 25 per
cent, tariff cut, which is equivalent to a
6 per Cent. revaluation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is so; and,
let us face it, what that was intended to
do has not occurred because it had no
effect at all upon curbing inflation, and
never will have an effect If handled that
way. So we had a great shockwave
throughout Australia when the Federal
Budget was introduced. It was an infla-
tionary, urban, and anti-decentralstion.
Budget.

Some of us journeyed to Kalgoorlie in
August to attend a public meeting. When
we got there we were told that we were not
to be abrasive about this and that It was
to be played In a "low key".

Mr. Lapham: Who told you?
Sir CHARLES COURT: We were told in

Kalgoorlie that the Premier and his cob-
leagues could handle those fellows in Can-
berra. I said at the time that I1 did not
agree; but still we all went along with the
request and did our duty and did not get
stuck into the Commonwealth Goverrnent
as we would like to have done. I believe we
did the wrong thing because there is no-
thing the Commonwealth understands
better than a dab on the nose. The fellows
over there are not accustomed to nice
talk; they are accustomed to the numbers
game. So we did our best not to ruffle too
many feathers, and at the meeting it was
agreed that a case would be Presented to
the Commonwealth.

At the time during the course of a few
remarks I addressed to the meeting I
asked that the ease be not confined to

gold, because the real strength of the case
was the damage that would be done to the
total mining industry as well as to the
pastoral Industry in that region. I asked
that the Government should allow the Op-
position, together with the local authorit-
ies and the industry, to join with it in the
presentation of the case.

However, the Premier did not do It that
way. He took the Mayor of Kalgoorlie,
representing the local authorities; the
President of the Chamber of Mines, re-
presenting the industry; and, I gather, one
or two others including Dr. Kerr. Before he
went I did my best to point out to him
that I did not think the case was strong
enough because it dealt only with gold, and
gold is only one part of the problem; the
future of Kalgoorlie is dependent not only
on Kalgoorlie and Boulder, but on the whale
region.

The gallant little band presented its ease,
and we saw in The West Australian of
the 13th October the heading "Tonkin sees
little hope of gold aid". The ensuing article
states-

There is little hope that the Federal
Government will restore tax and in-
vestment concessions for mining in the
Kalgoorlie area, according to the
Premier, Mr. Tonkin.

He returned from Canberra yester-
day after talks with the Common-
wealth on aid for the Goldfields.

He said that W.A. had to agree that
there was no special reason why one
industry should be given preferential
treatment.

"I would not say I was heartened by
the talks, but I was not greatly dis-
heartened either," he said.

In that last phrase the Premier was being
mighty loyal to his friends and comrades
in Canberra. The Press report continues--

He said the Federal leaders ap-
preciated that action was needed to
help the Goldfields avoid a recession.

It remained only for the Cornuon-
wealth to decide what action it would
take.

The report then states that the Treasurer
(Mr. Crean) and the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy (Mr. Connor) would
visit Kalgoorlie as soon as possible to make
an assessment. I understand they will
come here In December. That was a
leisurely approach to an industry that
desperately needs Immediate decisions. The
member for Boulder-Dundas knows-I see
he is smiling now-that some of these
decisions, particularly in regard to the
goldmlning industry, must be made quick-
ly if that industry is to take advantage
of the changed world situation.

Once such enterprises are shut down,
or a higher grade for the extraction cutoff
point is fixed, it is very rare that the
situation is recaptured subsequently.
I want to express the consternation of the
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Opposition at the attitude of the Com-
monwealth. I thought that at least it would
have extended a courtesy to the State by
sending someone over here Immediately
to look Into the matter. Had the meeting
adopted a harder line In August last that
might have had the desired effect. How-
ever, the Federal member for Kalgoorlie
did not see fit to come over here to attend
the public meeting; and that tells its own
story.

Mr. Hartrey: The Parliament of which
he Is a member was sitting at the time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: So was Mr.
David Fairbairn similarly engaged, but
he came over here.

Mr. Hartrey: He came to suit his con-
venience.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is an in-
suiting remark. Mr. F'airbalrn is a fine man,
and he came over here at great Incon-
venience to himself. He is a person who
will be of tremendous help to this State
when he gets back to office. Whatever he
promises to do he will do.

Could I conclude by making some comn-
ments about centralism? I was going to
refer to the question of office accommoda-
tion for members of Parliament in this
State, but I shall leave that subject to a
later date. A Government which can throw
$400,000 around, without knowing the
rules of the game, Is not fit to he trusted
with the Budget. It was a Caucus decis-
ion, but that is the same thing In the A.L.P.

Mr. Hartrey: Why don't you tell the
People of Western Australia what fools
they are?

Sir David Brand: We are only waiting
for the opportunity to go before the
people.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am sure the
member for Boulder-Dundas is not very
pleased with the way that matter has been
handled. I am not suggesting that mem-
bers of Parliament do not need more fac-
ilities, but I do not agree with the way
the matter has been handled. I would
be amazed If the Premier is happy with the
Way the announcement has been made. I
cannot blame him for the decision, If It
has been forced upon him.

T hat is the difference between our party
and the Labor Party. The Labor Party has
Caucus which not only can veto but also
direct Ministers. Henceforth, in our opin-
ion and in the opinion of the public, the
Ministers of the Present Government will
be just names. They will merely turn up
every Tuesday and receive their instruc-
tions.

Mr. Taylor: Other than yourself what
other members on your side of the House
are names?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We are veny
fortunate on our side, and our leaders do
have to convince our members. However,
we do not get pushed around, and we are
not directed.

Mr. Jones: The leaders of our party do
not do what your leaders do; that is, to
give instructions.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We happen to
operate under a democratic system. The
comment of the member for Collie amuses
me.

Mr. Taylor: If your members do not do
certain things they do not get endorse-
ment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That does not
happen to be right.

Mr. Taylor: Is it completely false?
Mr. O'Connor: As far as I know.

Mr. Taylor;, Are there not certain qrual-
ifications?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Our senators
were endorsed many months ago, and they
still remain endorsed. They will continue
to be endorsed. There is no need to worry
on that score.

Mr. Taylor: We could not get an ans-
wer the other night.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members oppos-
ite did get one.

Mr. Taylor: Look at Mansard,

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Minister
looks at Mansard he will find the answer
there.

Mr. Taylor, I will check the Hansard re-
port.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did not have
to break the "mystic silence" which mem-
bers opposite tried to create, because our
senators are still endorsed and there is no
danger of their not being endorsed.

Mr. Taylor: They would have to comply.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I hope they will

comply. On the other hand no direction
has been given. They have declared their
position. They will oppose the mining code.
but not the assertion of sovereign rights.

I have listed at random a few of the
areas into which the Commonwealth Gov-
erniment. in its few short months in office
at Canberra, has started to intrude in an
attempt to squeeze out the States. We
have to realise that members opposite are
committed to dedicating themselves to
their own politicai eitinction. and in the
process they are dedicated to getting rid of
State Parliaments.

Mr. Hartrey: Who said that?
Sir CHARLES COURT: That Is the pol-

icy of the Commonwealth Government and
the A.LP.

Mr. Hartrey: I have heard that six
times.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The hon-
ourable member will hear It many
more times, because at the next State
election this, in the minds of the
people of Western Australia, will be a
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very important issue. I invite the honour-
able member to read the utterances of his
revered leader in Canberra, because he
made no bones about this Issue: that
members opposite should be dedicated to
getting rid of themselves as a Parliament.

Mr. Lapham: Whether or not Australia
is to retain its oil and natural gas re-
sources is the issue.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is not the
issue at all. We will hear wore about this
matter this evening, because the honour-
able member's remark is completely wrong.

Mr. Lapham: It is right on the nail.
Sir CHARLES COURT: These are some

of the matters, selected at random, in re-
spect of which "Big Brother' at Canberra
is muscling in-

The Constitution. and the demands
for an increase in powers.

The Commonwealth Government does not
care how It is to get those powers. Those
of us who attended the recent Constitu-
tional Convention realise that the States
would be left with no effective Powers. Com-
plete control over fuel and energy resources
wvould be taken over by the Common-
wealth. If the Commonwealth has such
Power It would not need to alter the Con-
stitution, because it would have complete
economic control; and that is the objec-
tive of the Commonwealth Government.

Mr. Lapham: That is beyond the Con-
stitution.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Does the
honourable member not think the Com-
monwealth Government can get that power
within the Federal system if a State like
W.A. co-operates with it?

Mr. Lapham: Are they getting it?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable

member is proving my words. What a com-
plete change took place in the Labor Party
after the Surfers Paradise conference!
Western Australian Labor members are
co-operating and agreeing out of sheer fear
of "Big Brother"!

Mr. Lapham: We are all Australians.
Sir CHARLES COURT: To conitinue

with the list of items which I have selected
at random-

Finance, particularly Commonwealth-
State relations.

The abolition of Premiers' conferences,
and the brushing aside of them as
though they are irritants.

The use of section 96 of the Constitu-
tion.

Intrusion into the field of education.
Intrusion into:

health and medicine;
Aborigines;
community welfare;
compensation and rehabilita-

tion:

recreation;
arts and crafts:
land;
housing;
town planning:
local government;
environental protection;

In respect of the last-mentioned matter
there were no half measures adopted by
the Commonwealth; it intruded into this
matter, boots and all. To continue with
telit

resources, such as minerals, fuel
and energy, and petroleum
(including natural gas);

foreign investments;
exports generally; and
meat export.

I have also listed some of the disincentives
adopted by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment as a further means of getting con-
centrated power at Canberra-

Withdrawal of subsidies from agri-
cultural and mining pursuits.

In the case of mining, the withdrawal of
subsidies will set back mineral exploration
in this country and in Western Australia
for years. To continue with the items_

Withdrawal of taxation exemptions.
These exemptions are crucial in getting
some risk investments off the ground. To
continue with the list-

Withdrawal of taxation deductions,
and concessions. Some of these
deductions and concessions have
been crucial in developing mining
and farming to an efficient basis.

P.M.G. increases in rural areas, which
are very savage.

Intrusion into industrial arbitration;
transport;
airlines; and
corporations under the guise of
a national Companies Act.

The Commonwealth Companies Act is being
paraded as a facade in Its attempt to gain
power over the corporations. If the Com-
monwealth gets that power It means that
it does not need any other constitutional
Power to gain control, because the Power
under the proposed corporations power is
very far reaching. It goes far beyond
company law. To continue with the list-

Intrusion into the media.
These are some of the Items which have
come up as a result of a quick study of
the statements which have been made by
the Commonwealth Government. Of
course, we could add another 10 items,
without trying very hard.

We have no intention of standing by
idly, whilst this Government allows itself
to be used as a pawn in respect of the
centralist game of the Commonwealth
Government; and to be dictated to in
respect of its political extinction, and the
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extinction of this Parliament. If the Corn- And further that in the opinion of
monwealth Government has its way its
Policy will be implemented. We will resist
it tooth and nail.

I want to tell the Premier that as he
has agreed to bring on the censure motion
in respect of the natural gas and oil res-
erves as the next item of business, after
my contribution to the debate on the
Appropriation Bill (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) has been completed, we do not pro-
pose to move an amendment to the Budget
at this stage. We will leave our further and
detailed criticisms until we deal with the
departments and the specific items in the
Budget:

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
McPharlin.

NATURAL GAS AND OIL RESERVES
Commonwealth Takeover: Censure Motion

Debate resumed, from the 9th October.
on the following motion by Sir Charles
Court (Leader of the Opposition)-

That In the opinion of this Howse
the Government Is deserving of the
severest censure for the following
reasons:-

(1) That Is has meekly and pas-
sively, and In an atmosphere
of secrecy, bowed to the will
of its Federal counterpart In
the matter of that Govern-
ment's action In usurping
control of the natural gas and
oil reserves of Western Aus-
tralia's north-west coast
which action, in the view of
this House, amounts to con-
fiscation of the fruits of pri-
vate initiative and national-
isation of the resource con-
cerned.

(2) That is has concurred in the
Federal Governent's action
without any accurate know-
ledge of the terms and condi-
tions of such confiscation and
without being able to give ac-
ceptable assurances that the
Interests of the State of West-
em Australia are adequately
Protected.

(3) That despite many public as-
surances that, as a Govern-
ment. it would, in essence.
follow the previous State
Government's policies with
respect to development of our
natural resources, it has som-
ersaulted at the dictation of
the Whitlamn Government,
which action has undermined
hard-won confidence within
Australia and abroad in the
Political stability of this State
and this nation.

this House, the Premier and the Min-
ister for Mines are deserving of cen-
sure because of their vacillations; in
making a statement to the Parliament
and to the Public as soon as possible
as to their attitude to the Federal
Government's proposals when disclosed
from a non-government source.

This censure Is all the more deserved
since, In the opinion of this House,
such reluctance to comment leaves a
clear Impression that despite belated
assertions, the Premier and the Min-
ister for Mines had then and appar-
ently still have, little or no Idea of the
Commonwealth Government's real in-
tentions,

And finally unless the State Govern-
ment is Prepared to take urgent action
to challenge the Commonwealth's
constitutional position in this matter
and Join with the Opposition In the
strongest form of protest and repre-
sentations to have the Common-
wealth's decision changed, the State
Government has lost the confidence
of tis House.

MR. R. L. VOTING (Wembley) [8.26
P.m.]: The debate which was adjourned
from Tuesday last Is probably one of the
most important debates that we will have
in the Rouse in the course of this
Parliament. The Leader of the Opposition
has made what we on this side of the
House believe to be a very sound and re-
sponsible case on behalf of Private enter-
prise in regard to the fruits of investment,
risk, and effort.

I think it is quite clear to the public of
this State that the Leader of the Opposit-
Ion also made out a very sound case as to
what the State Government has not done
to protect those Particular interests.

We are confronted with a situation
where one of the outstanding industries of
this country has been virtually nationalised
without a referendum, and without even
the second leg of the legislation which the
Premier himself believes Is necessary to
make that action not only justifiable, but
constitutional.

How did the people hear about this
move? We heard about It In the report of
the company to Its shareholders. Mr.
Connor, the Federal Minister for Minerals
and Energy, who took the action-in my
opinion he usurped certain powers In so
doing-approached that company, and
according to him, had friendly discussions
with It. He said they were held In a har-
monious atmosphere, and an atmosphere
of goodwill.

Yet, subsequently, it was reported in the
Press that he had Maid in effect that Wood-
side-Burmab and similar companies wanted
to rip up and rape the north-west shelf of
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its natural resources, and he claimed they
belonged to Australia, He did not even have
the decency to refer to the assets as be-
longing to the people of Australia. but only
belonging to Australia. I notice that In
most of the Bills introduced by the Com-
monwealth Government, invariably Aus-
tralia is mentioned, but not the people of
Australia. Apparently the people do not
count; and apparently the people who have
invested money in this sort of enterprise do
not count either,

I can understand Mdr. Connor. the Feder-
al Minister, being annoyed In that Wood-
side-Burrnah let the situation be known In
Its report to its shareholders, before the
Minister had made a similar report to the
Federal Parliament. That was the reason
he referred to Woodslde-Burmah in most
unfriendly, unco-operative. and dishar-
monious terms.

The Plain fact of the matter is that
Woodside-Burmah and other companies
have spent millions of dollars In exploring
for oil and natural gas in this country.
To date Waodside-Eurmah has spent
$110,000,000 In bringing the enterprise to
the stage where natural gas from the
north-west shelf has been proven to be a
viable proposition.

The question one should ask is this:
What has this company got from Its in-
vestment and the risk It has taken? The
answer is that It has received absolutely
nothing. It does not have a clue what it
will get out of the venture. I might be
wrong, but at this Stage-

Mr. May: You are wrong!
Mr. R1. L. YOUNG:, I understand at this

stage the company does not know. Last
week the State Government did not know
either what Woodside-Burrnah would get
out of the venture, but perhaps after the
despatch of a few telegrams and messages
to Canberra, and the receipt of replies, the
State Government might now have some
clue what the company will get. Could the
Minister for Mines tell me by Interjection
what Woodside-Burmah will get out of Its
risk' investment of $110,000,000, and
whether the company knows what it will
get? Apparently the silence which eman-
ates indicates that neither the State Gov-
ernment nor Woodslde-Burxnah knows
what the position is.

Mr. Mclver: The member for Wemabley
Is only repeating what the Leader of the
Opposition Said.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It could well be that
I am.

Mr. May: As a matter of fact, he was
lauding the fanner Prime Minister when I
was speaking.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I think I interjected
and said that I hoped the same would hap-
pen to the State Government as happened
to the former Prime Minister.

Mr. May: You said the comments
sounded as though they came from the

Prime Minister, and then you found out
they were from your own former Prime
Minister.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Am I hoist with the
petard of the former Prime Minister?

Mr. May: Don't tell me you expect to
get out of it that easily?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I do not care what
he said, so I guess I am out of It. I am
speaking as a private member of Parlia-
ment. I did not agree with the former
Prime Minister, and neither did some other
members of the Liberal Party. That Is
why he is not the Prime Minister today.

The member for MIrrabooka. Interjected
while the Leader of the opposition was
speaking-and I am reminded of the rather
extraordinary interjection by the comment
from the member for Northam that I am
repeating what the Leader of the Opposit-
Ion said-and he asked, in regard to this
investment, whose money it was and where
the shareholders were. The plain fact of
the matter is, I believe, that it does not
matter where a person lives. Surely It
does not matter what nationality a person
holds If the justice of this country depends
on fair play? It is not a matter of whom
we are dealing with at all. We Should
not ask ourselves where the shareholders
of Woodside-Burmah live.

Mr. Hartrey: It is a question of where
our oil reserves exist.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That is my considera-
tion but I think the member for Boulder-
Dundas would be one of the first to agree
that if we elect Governments in this
country the first thing those Governments
must do is to show a sense of fair play
and common decency. It is not a matter of
whom those Governments are dealing with.
If an alien comes to this country and
breaks the law he' is entitled to a fair
defence, the same as anybody else who lives
in Australia. He may have trespassed on
our Peace, and are we not entitled to our
peace?

Mr. Hartrey: We are entitled to our
peace.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Of course, and any
person who breaks our laws of peace is
entitled to a defence. If the Common-
wealth Government and the State Govern-
ment are not prepared to get together in a
sense of fair play towards the people who
have invested their money In this country,
on a fair and reasonable basis, then they
are to be condemned. This motion does
condemn them, regardless of whether or
not those who invested their money in the
exploration were Australians. That is
what we are talking about.

Mr. May: Conversely, if the previous
Government was allowing certain things to
happen which were not in the best in-
terests of the country does the member for
Wembley imagine that that situation should
continue?
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Sir Charles Court: What were those
things? Huge reserves were found.

Mr. May: The Leader of the Opposition
cannot keep out of anything; talk about
Pepper and salt!

Mr. O'Neil. He is only having his bit to
say.

The SPEAKER: Order,
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Allow rue to answer

the interjection from the Minister, If the
previous Government, in allowing Wood-
side-Burmah to explore the north-west
shelf-

Mr. May: That is not what I said.
Mr. R, L. YOUNG: The Minister said

that If the previous Government was do-
ing something wrong-

Mr. May: I said that If the previous
Government was allowing a situation to
continue, which was wrong, do you con-
sider that the present Government should
condone that situation?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Of course it should
not!

Mr. O'Neil: Not only pepper and salt:
mustard too.

Mr. May: You will have your chance to
get up and speak.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: People who want to
come to this country to develop it in ac-
cordance with agreements, made with pre-
vious or present Governments, should be
able to reap the benefit of the money they
have invested and risked.

I have often heard reference, from the
other side of the House. to "the Australian
Government". Let us get the situation
straight: The Commonwealth Government
is one of the seven Australian Govern-
ments.

Mr. May: A ruling given In the other
House was to the eff ect that it does not
make any difference.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Commonwealth
Government is one of the Australian Gov-
ernments. People have been prepared to
invest $110,000,000 in the exploration of
the north-west shelf but the Common-
wealth Government then swoops in and
says that it is taking control.

Mr. May: But Woodslde-Burmah has not
said anything at all; that company Is not
unhappy.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Let us look at the
powers which the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has available to stop the company
if it says anything out of place. The com-
pany is responsible for millions of dollars
of shareholders' money, and it has to pro-
tect that money. Let us imagine what
would happen if the directors of the com-
pany lost thefr tempers with Mr. Connor.
and sank to his level. If the directors
used his intemperate language one can
imagine the reaction from the Common-
wealth Government.

The attitude of Federal Ministers, in-
eluding Dr. Cairns and Mr. Connor, to-
wards big business is obvious. The Com-
monwealth Government can do many
things in regard to the export of gas, and
in regard to licenses. The Commonwealth
Government can take action against Wood-
slde-Burrnah if it is upset too much.
Woodside-Burmah, as the trustee for
thousands of millions of dollars invested by
average people, cannot afford to ruffle the
feathers of Mr. Connor, and Mr. Connor
knows that.

The situation which exists is not in re-
gard to what the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has done because we have no juris-
diction over the Commonwealth Govern-
mnent. However, naturally we have to dis-
cuss what the Commonwealth Government
is doing.

Mr. Mclver: It seems the opposition dis-
cusses nothing else.

Mr, R. L. YOUNG, I will go on to ex-
plain the real meaning of the motion. This
Government has no control over the Com-
monwealth Government but it can take
some sort of action. It was suggested by
interjection from Government members
and Ministers, during the debate which
took place last week, that the action which
can be taken by the State Government is
nil. I think it was the member for Boulder-
Dundas who said, quite rightly, that this
was a decision for the High Court; not a
decision for this Parliament. I think. he also
said that the only body which had the right
to challenge was the company. I do not
agree with that.

I do not know exactly the constitutional
position, but that is what the whole ques-
tion is about, and that is what the motion,
and the Leader of the Opposition, state.
The State Government should not have
rested and accepted what was done. I do
not think the Premier wanted to accept the
situation, as was evidenced by what he
said. The constitutional position is un-
clear. If the situation were absolutely clear
we would not be dealing with this sort of
argument. People who are much more
learned than I am have been arguing the
case and writing voluminous articles about
the rights of the Commonwealth and the
State Governments in regard to offshore
matters without coming to unanimity.

It seems that in 1900 the States presup-
posed that they had sovereign rights to
the territorial seabed and subsoil. That is
not my opinion. I have studied the matter
but I will gladly admit it is not my opinion,
it is the expert opinion of an eminent con-
stitutional lawyer. The question I pose Is
whether the Commonwealth Government
can, by Its own action and without refer-
ence to the people of Australia, and with-
out in any way altering the Constitution,
change that position? I1 think the answer
is that the Commonwealth Government
cannot. I do not think It can take the
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powers away from the State Governments,
if the States had those powers at Federa-
tion.

I am challenging the situation with re-
gard to this State. It is right to pursue
the Question to its conclusion and deter-
mine the situation with regard to royal-
ties and where this State stands.

The Minister for Mines interjected a
short while ago and said that I was wrong
before I had finished my sentence. I invite
the Minister to interject again and tell
me whether the position of this State in
regard to royalties from offshore oil is ab-
solutely certain.

Mr. May: No, it is not.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It seems It is not.
Mr. May: It is similar to the price of

gas, and what that price will be. It is be-
ing negotiated.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: So the State's posi-
tion is uncertain?

Mr. May: Do not forget that it will be
1977 or 1978 before the gas will come
ashore.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: it does not matter if
it does not come ashore until 1995. The
Leader of the Opposition says that the Act
Is not constitutional or sufficient to give
the Commonwealth power to do what it
proposes in regard to Woodslde-Burmah.

Mr. May: And we said it could be chal-
lenged if somebody thought it was not con-
stitutional.

Mr. O'Connor: Would you challenge it?
Mr. R_ L. YOUNG: That is what the

motion is about. Mr. Geoffrey Sawer-an
eminent constitutional lawyer-says the
Commonwealth has the power. The editor
of The West Australian-and I do not
know his legal qualifications-agrees with
Mr. Sawer and says that the Common-
wealth has the power. The Premier goes
down the middle and says the Common-
wealth does not have the power until such
time as the Seas and Submerged Lands
Hill becomes law.

Sir Charles Court: Now is the time to
know what will be done with it.

Mr. May: We know what we will do with
it.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Commonwealth
Government is saying to this State Gov-
ernment that it will take control of any-
thing which we produce.

Mr. May: But the company has also in-
dicated that the time is inopportune for a
price to be determined.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That may well be.
Mr. May: That is the position.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: But does the State
know where it stands with regard to its
rights to impose royalties?

Mr. May: The State is in the same posi-
tion. Until we know the amount of gas
which is available we will not determine
the price or the royalties.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: So neither the State
nor the company knows where it stands.
and the State has done nothing to chal-
lenge the Commonwealth as a result of
its actions, notwithstanding the fact that
hundreds of millions of dollars may be lost
to this State through the noncoilection of
royalties. The State Government has taken
no action at all.

Mr . May: That is your opinion.
Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: It is not a matter of

opinion. The State Government, through
the utterances of the Premier, virtually
admits that the constitutional position 1S
vague but for that reason claims there is
not much sense in continuing. A question
which arose during the speech of the Leader
of the Opposition was whether or not the
Pipeline Authority Act of 1973 was con-
stitutional.

Some of the greatest legal brains In
Australia have got together but the situa-
tion Is that nobody at all knows what is
going on.

Mr. Hartrey: Passing a Federal Act will
not confer on that Parliament any more
rights.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That is exactly what
I was saying at the beginning of my
speech.

Mr. Hartrey: That is true.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Therefore, the pow-

ers which the colonial States were pre-
sumed to have In 1900 still exist. At that
time they were presumed to have the rights
to the territorial seabed.

Mr. Bertram: Presumed by whom?
Mr. Hartrey: The Imperial Parliament

was presumed to have that right.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Was it? I would not

enter into an argument with two sharp
legal experts on the other side of the
House.

Mr. Bertram: I like you more and more!
Mr. R. L, YOUNG: However, I have read

the opinions of authorities who disagree
with the members who have Interjected.
with due respect those authorities have
written to a great extent on constitution-
al matters and they claim that the States
were presumned to have that power at the
time of Federation and that any action by
the Commonwealth since then cannot give
the Commonwealth power which It has
never had.

Mr. Hartrey: If the Commonwealth Gov-
ernent does not have the power now It
will not have It by the passing of a Bill.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If the situation Is
such that there is so much doubt surely
It would he reasonable to take a case to
the High Court.
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Mr. Bertram: There does not seem to
be much doubt. Everybody is agreeing.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: There certainly is
doubt as to who has the constitutional
Power. The only thing certain is the un-
certainty. I do not know whether the
State Government has done anything about
investigating the possibility of an Injunc-
tion being sought from the High Court to
prevent the Commonwealth taking action
in regard to Woodslde-Burmah on the basis
that the State has the constitutional power
it claims to have in regard to the territorial
seabed. In my opinion the Government
should have taken this action.

Mr. May: Do you know whether Wood-
side-Burmab has taken any action?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I do not know. If
the State Government has an interest--
which it obviously has because of the con-
tingent royalty situation- it would be bet-
ter for the State Government to take
the action. At least the State Government
would be quite independent of any powers
of revenge which the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment may have over the company. The
company must continue to function.

Mr. Hartrey: There must be a real actual
argument.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Surely the State Gov-
ernment has a real actual argument. I say
this because of the rights it has and the
interest it has in the royalties.

Mr. Hartrey: It is necessary to prove the
rights have been infringed.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: How can the State
prove its rights unless it goes before the
High Court, claims royalties on the seabed,
and seeks an injunction against the Com-
monwealth? The State must present a case
to stop the Commonwealth from taking
this action.

Mr, Bertram: Can you tell us what the
Commnonwealth has done to make the State
suffer?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I can understand
that the member for Mt. Hawthorn would
not know, nor would most other members
on the other side of the House. The plain
fact of the matter is that, not only in re-
gard to oil exploration but in regard to
almost every other Industry in the State,
we are suffering from a complete, absolute.
and total lack of confidence in the Gov-
ernment of this State and in the Federal
Government. The honourable member
asked me a question and I ask him to
allow me to answer.

Mr. Bertram: It is not the answer I am
looking for. You misunderstood me. I
asked a question as to whether there has
been anything detrimental, from a. legal
standpoint, which will allow us to issue
proceedings at this moment.

Mr. RL. L. YOUNG: What?
Mr. Bertram: What do we have at stake?

Mr. R,. L, YOUNG: Royalties are at stake
and, surely, the State Government claims
that it has a right to those royalties. It is
our State. Surely the State Government
has the contingent royalties as its stake.

Mr. Hartrey: Contingency is not enough.
No-one has stopped us.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Who is to decide if
it is not the judges of the High Court?

Mr. Bertram: It Is for you to decide you
have a case.

Mr, RL. L. YOUNG: All lawyers well
understand the axiom that justice must
not only be done, etc. We have heard the
story ad infinitum. Surely sincerity need
not only exist but needs be seen to exist.
I repeat that hundreds of millions of dol-
lars may eventuate from this project. If
the State Government is sincere about pro-
tecting the people of this State so far as
contingent royalties are concerned, surely
it would be reasonable for the Government
to assume it has the power to go before the
High Court and present a case.

Mr. Hartrey: It is never wise to assume
one has a power which one does not have.

Mr. Bertram: How much have we lost in
royalties so far?

Mr. FL. L.. YOUNG: We have lost as much
as the Commonwealth Government has in-
vested in risk capital-nothing! That is
the answer.

Mr. May: That is wrong. The Common-
wealth Government has invested in risk
capital because it has subsidised the ex-
ploration companies by 50 per cent. Get
out of that one!

Sir Charles Court: Now we have drawn
them!I

Mr. RL. L. YOUNG: I did not know that.
Mr. May: Well, sit down and let some-

one else speak.
Mr. O'Connor: Does that still apply?
Mr. RL. L. YOUNG: How much has the

State Government invested?
Mr. May: Oh!
Mr. RL. L. YOUNG: The Minister's point

is valid and if that is the ease I accept
it. The situation is that the State itself
has something to gain but it is not going
looking for it. It has a pool full of fish
and will not throw In a line. All that we
have heard is why it cannot be done. No-
one has said, 'Let us have a go".

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is necessary for the
Seas and Submerged Lands Bill to be
passed in order to give the States the
authority to go to the High Court-

Sir Charles Court: That does not affect
the pipeline.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Read the Mansard
and find out.

Sir Charles Court: I have read the
Mansard. You have it back to front.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin:- It is the opinion of
Geoffrey Sawer which you stick to. It is
the opinion of the members of the Liberal
Party who spoke to the Bill in the Parlia-
ment. Read the debate on the Seas and
Submerged Lands Bill.

Sir Charles Court: I have.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The people of West-

ern Australia probably expect more from
the State Cabinet and from the Premier
than the answers we have received so far
in regard to this subject. I know there is
no easy solution when it comes to obtaining
a judgment from the High Court on a
question of State and Commonwealth
rights. The history of litigation which has
taken place in this area in the past is
strewn with the wrecks of State hopes.
However, there is no other way.

Mr. Bertram: Who appointed 99 per
cent. of the judges of the High Court?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That is a stupid
interjection. Who would have appointed
them had the Labor Party been in Gov-
ernment, in the Federal sphere, for the
last 23 years? Who, other than the Gov-
ernment of the day, can appoint judges
to the High Court? When a Government
is in office for 23 years naturally judges
will be appointed by that Government.. If
they were not, the judges would be rather
old!

Mr. May: If you have the numbers you
should be able to do something about it.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Let us get back to
the point of what this is all about. I was
saying that the hopes Of the States have
been dashed by the High Court on many
an occasion. However, it is not possible to
win a High Court injunction, to obtain a
decision, or to have an argument solved by
that court by sitting back and saying, "We
do not think we have any chance." it is
not possible to win that way. One must
"have a go".

Mr. Hartrey: You cannot go to the High
Court until you have a good case.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Does the member
for Boulder-Dundas think that the Com-
monwealth has a case which is beyond
reproach? If the Commonwealth has not.
it is the obligation of this Government to
traverse every avenue to ensure that no
matter how slender Its chances are, at
least it has taken the initiative to seek a
determination as to whether its chances
are found to be reasonable.

Mr. Hlartrey: You cannot go off half
cocked. You must wait for a cause of
action to arise and then take the action.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Would the Premier
indicate to us that, when he thinks he
has a good case, he will take it to the
High Court? Would the member for
Boulder-Dundas advise the Government to
do this?

(136)

Mr. Hartrey: I am not a member of the
Cabinet.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Will the Premier say
he will take a case to the High Court it
he has a good case? Will the member for
Mt. Hawthorn say it?

Mr. May: Why did not the Liberal Gov-
ernment take it to the High Court?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Will anybody on the
other side say It?

Mr. A. R, Tonkin: What about anybody
on the Opposition side?

Mr. R. 1,. YOUNG: Is any member of the
Government prepared to say that he would
do this if there is a good case?

Mr. May: The Liberal Government did
not take it up in 12 years.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. May: I repeat: 12 years.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It would be in the

Government's best interests to do this but,
instead, members of the Government sit
there and say, "What rubbish".

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: What are you saying
now?

Mr. May: The previous Government was
in office for 12 years. Why did it not act?

Sir Charles Court: We did not have to
challenge because justice was being done.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Government has
said tonight that it would not matter a
darn if it had a case because it would not
take it to the High Court.

Mr. May: Why did you not take it?
Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin: You are steamed up.

We are not. You take the action. It is not
only the prerogative of the Government.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: No Government of
our colour would be a party to this kind of
confiscation and so we did not need to take
any action.

Mr. May: Not very much!
Mr. Bertram: Because the previous Fed-

eral Government was put out of office.
Gorton wanted offse limits.

Sir Charles Court: He went!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I have admitted this

and have said that Mr. Gorton was pre-
pared to take a centralist attitude. How-
ever, will the member for Mt. Hawthorn
say that Mr. Gorton and his Cabinet would
have done what Mr. Connor and his col-
leagues in Cabinet have done?

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Of course not. They
would not have had the guts.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The member for
Mirrabooka is being flippant. Perhaps he
can say, as an absolute fact, that Mr. Fair-
bairn would have taken that action.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Of course niot. We
could not expect him to.

Mr. Harman: Conserving the resources
of Australia.
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Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: We have had an ad-
mission from the Government that It
would not take a case to the High Court
if it had one.

Mr. A. ft. Tonkin. We did not say that.
Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: Will anyone from the

other side say that he would be prepared
to take such a case to the High Court? If
they do not, they admit it by default.

Mr. May: What about anybody from
Your side? No. You had the opportunity for
12 years and did not do it.

Sir Charles Court: We did not have to.
Mr. May: You were not game.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: We have had an ad-

mission from the Government that it will
not take this action and we have heard
stupid interjections to the effect that the
Liberal-Country Party, when in Govern-
ment, did not take action against the Lib-
eral-Country Party Federal Government.
The question is that the present State
Government is not prepared to take action.
It is not a question of asking why we did
not take action against the previous Fed-
eral Government for something it did not
do. We are talking about a Commonwealth
Labor Government which has taken certain
action. I challenge the Government-

Mr. A. RL. Tonkin: I challenge you. You
take the action.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: As an Opposition?
Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin: Of course you can.
Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: Will the member for

Mirrabooka be prepared to advise the
Premier that he should resign if the Op-
position has to take action on behalf of
the taxpayers?

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: It is on Your behalf
and on behalf of certain shareholders.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: The member for
Mirrabooka. is now saying that the Oppo-
sition has an obligation to take a case to
the High Court-not the Government. If
that is the case, the Premier should re-
sign and his Cabinet should go home. Also,
the member for Mirrabooka should resign
because he does not understand anything
about Government responsibility.

Mr. May: You are not exactly a full
bottle on it yourself.

Mr. R_ L. YOUNG: How on earth can the
Opposition take a case to the High Court?
When we boil it down this is the most ludi-
crous statement we have ever heard. The
Labor Government in Canberra has taken
certain action. The State Government in
Western Australia is not Prepared to do
anything about it, but the members of that
Goverrnent challenge the Opposition to
do something about it.

Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin: You seem to think
that only Governments can go to the High
Court.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I did not say that. 1
am claiming that, as an opposition, It is
not our role to take It to the High Court.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: It is the right of
anybody who feels so inclined,

Mr. H. L. YOUNG: The member for
Mirrabooka Is a member of the Govern-
ment but he does not seem to realise the
Government's responsibilities.

Afr. Rushton: He Is "the Government"
when he goes to Rockingham.

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: The member for
Mirrabooka does not seem to realise it Is
the Government's responsibility to act on
behalf of the people of Western Aus-
tralia. This is why the Government
was elected--on a slim majority of a
few votes in Mirrabooka. Surely no-one
should be more conscious of that tre-
mendous responsibility than the member
for Mirrabooka.

Mr. A. ft. Tonkin: This Is not the res-
ponsibility of Governments alone.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I think the member
for Mirrabooka is lost. The Government
has said, In effect, that It is not prepared
to take a case to the High Court to seek
any sort of Injunction against the Com-
monwealth Government on behalf of the
taxpayers of Western Australia.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: You are not wordied
about the taxpayers.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I am and I am wor-
ried about the people of this State.

Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin: You are wordied about
the shareholders.

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: I am worried about
shareholders; I am worried about every
shareholder of Western Australia. I was
replying to the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn's interjection some time ago and
apparently I was not replying in the way
he wanted me to. I will reply to the inter-
jection by the member for Mirrabooka by
continuing that reply. He asked: What have
the people of Western Australia lost? The
member for Miri'abooka, says I am not
interested in the people of Western
Australia. I will answer, his question: What
the people of Western Australia have lost
Is confidence In the Government. It has
no credit left, and It cannot have when
members on the Government side of the
House can make the claims they have made
tonight. I do not know how anyone In
his right mind could make these remarks;
I have never heard anything so ridiculous
In my life.

Mr. Bertram: The people have no con-
fidence in the Opposition.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Business people have
no confidence In the Government, and we
have had a slowing down of the business
sector. I know the employment Situation
has improved, but when we talk about the
employment situation we must have regard
for the number of People employed In
careers and Jobs and who are happy to go
to work and earn a reasonable Income. We
must get to the stage where such people
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can develop to their full potential. This
section of employees comprises a much
smaller percentage of the work force than
It used to do. We now have a much higher
percentage of the work force leaning on
State-owned shovels. Many men are em-
ployed in the metropoitan area to dig out
pieces of grass whilst local government
equipment which would perform this work
much more economically is sitting in the
depots. This Is because local government
Is using Commonwealth money to bolster
up the employment situation in Western
Australia.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Are you saying that
the local authorities are still using Com-
monwealth money to employ people In the
metropolitan area?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: They have been doing
this recently.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You do not know
what you are talking about.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If that Is the point,
the Commonwealth Government is not-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Currently 600 men
are employed as a result of Commonwealth
funds, but these are in country areas.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I have some letters
from the Minister for Works in my file in
relation to 'the matter, and I will be
very happy to use them in the Budget
debate.

Mr. Harman: Be sure you use them.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I will certainly refer
to them in the debate on the Appropria-
tion Bill (Consolidated Revenue Fund)-
have no fear. The situation really comes
down to this: The State Government is not
prepared to have a go. It claims that the
Opposition should challenge the Common-
wealth Government; that is, to do what
it, the State Government, ought to do. It
does not have the courage to go out and
represent the people of the State.

It was claimed by the member for
Mirrabooka that I was not interested in
the taxpayer at all.

Mr. Bertram: Oh, he is the Government,
is he?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: No, he is not the
Government.

Mr. Harman: Oh!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: However, he appears

to be doing most of the talking on behalf
of the Government side. Therefore, I take
it that Government members agree with
his views.

Mr. O'Connor: He won only narrowly.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I take it no Govern-
ment members disagree with him, because
if they do they should have the courage to
tell him to leave the Chamber before he
embarrasses the Premier any further.

If he was not expressing the views
of the Government. I apologise, but
he probably was. The plain fact is that
the people of this State are represented by
the members of the Parliament. If the
possibility of losing hundreds of millions
of dollars on the north-west shelf exists,
we have a right to talk about it and to pass
the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. We have a right to expect the
Government of the day, even if it has only
one chance in 100, to take that chance.
I believe the Government has an obligation
to do this and I have the right to suggest
it. If the State Government is not pre-
pared to go out and make a claim, it
should have the courage to say so.

If the State Government is not pre-
pared to take this action, it should say,
"Even if we have an excellent case, we
have not taken It to the High Court
because we are not allowed to." No mem-
ber of the Cabinet or Government back-
bencher has said that the State Govern-
ment has an excellent case to take to the
High Court, and I do not now expect any
member to change his mind, but nobody
on that side denies we have some chance.
It gets down to this: the motion moved by
the Leader of the Opposition-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You will finish up
convincing yourself in a minute.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I think I might have
some Government members convinced.

The motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition deserves the support of the
House. Members of the Government will
have gathered that I intend to support it.
Rather than just sit there and yell
absurdities in this Chamber, Government
members, In the interests of the people
they are supposed to represent, should get
up to tell us why the State Government
should not take this action and support
this view with reasonably cogent argu-
ments. However, we have not heard any
reasons. It boils down to this: It is not
what the Commonwealth Government has
done, but what the State Government is
Prepared to do to stop the Commonwealth
Government. If the State Government
does not intend to honour its obligations
to the people whom it represents, my only
comment Is--heaven forbid and roll on
1974!

MRt. HARTREY (Boulder-Dundas) (9.06
P.m.]: We have now come to a crisis in an
argument which Involves both national and
State interests. I have never been defi-
cient in my loyalty to the State, and I hope
I have never been deficient in my loyalty
to the country of Australia. However, at
the moment, the Government of which I
am, and proud to be, a supporter,
is being severely criticised for not rushing
into litigation on what at piesent it would
not have any locus standi-any right to
interfere.
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Mr. Rt. L. Young: May I just say this:
More importantly our motion points out
that the State Government is not prepared
to' do anything about the situation. We
are not saying it should rush into litigation.

Mr. HARThEY: The Government is not
answering a hypothetical question, and it
is very wise not to.

Mr. May: That is the whole point.
Mr. HARTREY: "If you had an aunt,

would she want a rabbit?" I have no aunt
so I do not care whether or not she would
want a rabbit!

Mr. Rushton: You have a rabbit.
Mr. HARTREY: We are now facing what

could be a grave national crisis. An at-
mosphere of war is present in the Middle
East at the moment. The United States is
facing a great dearth of oil In the near
future. This contingency is embarrassing
it considerably. In this part of Australia
we have very great oil resources-a special
part of Australia of which I am Proud to
be a citizen.

Mr, B. L. Young: When do you nation-
alise coal-it is on the same basi's?

Mr. HARTREY: Just a moment. if the
necessity arises to defend Australia, not
the slightest question would then arise
about the constitutional rights of the Com-
monwealth as against those of the State.
Of course, in times of war, the security of
the whole community is the first law. The
old maxim is still very good law-Sazus
reipublicae supreme lez.

Sir Charles Court: When in doubt say
it in Latin.

Mr. O'Connor: I'll bet you heard Caesar
say it in Roman times.

Mr. HARTREY: I will translate It for
the benefit of the member for Nedlands-
"The safety of the republic is the supreme
law".

The whale of Australia is our country,
and I am proud to be a citizen of Aus-
tralia, and proud to promote the interests
of Western Australia. However, if it comes
to a crisis and the people of Australia as
a whole need to be safeguarded, then ine-
vitably our resources will be used to pro-
tect the people. At such a time I will be
with the people of Australia, and I know
Opposition members will be too.

Sir Charles Court: That question has not
arisen.

Mr. HARTREY: In times of war Western
Australians have done more than their
share in the common effort. 'However, here
we have a contingency which transcends
Party Politics and State views. I am of
the opinion that at the present time at
least we should be behind the central Gov-
ernment. This is not because I am cen-
tralist, for I never have been one. I agree
with the member for Wembley that the
Commonwealth Goverrnent is no more
the Australian Government than we are.

The Commonwealth Government is
charged with the general interests of AuM-
tralia in certain spheres and it has no
rights outside those spheres. We are
charged with the special interests of this
part of Australia in certain spheres and
we are not allowed to trespass beyond those
spheres.

I think the member for Wembley used
this evening the expression "the sovereign
States". Western Australia has never been
a sovereign State, and on present showing
it never wilI be. Nor has the Federal Gov-
ernment ever been a sovereign State. West-
ern Australia was a colony of Great Brit-
ain, as were the other colonies which com-
prised the Federation in 1900. Great Brit-
ain exercised all kinds of powers over those
colonies which prevented them from being
sovereign States. Britain herself was a
sovereign State. No foreign power Could
tell her what to do and no Parliament out-
side the Parliament of Westminster could
tell her what to do. These colonies were
never sovereign States.,

I do not set myself UP as an expert on
constitutional law and I make no pretence
to being an authority on the subject; but
I am able to read and I have some idea
of the history of my country and the de-
velopment of it constitutionally as well as
politically. I think there Is one argument
in favour of the proposition that the State
of Western Australia, in time of peace and
under peace conditions, should have the
first right to the submerged lands and to
the north-west shelf. It is this: I would
say it is unquestionable that before there
was any Federation at all Western Aus-
tralia did not have a sovereign right or
any other kind of right to the sea that laps
around the coast. Britain ruled the waves
and ruled that sea. But there is a part of
the Constitution which is not often referred
to although it is worth referring to:
namely, the 38th of the 39 articles men-
tioned in section 51 of the Constitution.
Section 51 prescribes the bulk of the pow-
ers conferred upon the Federal Govern-
ment. A number of other powers are con-
ferred by other sections but this particular
section is the headquarters of the Powers.
Article (xxxviii) reads-

The Parliament shall subject to this
Constitution have power to make laws
for the peace, Order, and good govern-
mnent of the Commonwealth . .. with
respect to the exercise within the
Commonwealth at the request of or
with the concurrence of the Parla-
inents of all the States directly con-
cerned, of any power that can at the
establishment of this Constitution be
exercised only by the Parliament of
the United Kingdom or the Federal
Council of Australasia.

The Federal Council of Australasia had
very limited powers; we can ignore it
altogether in interpreting that article.
The Parliament of the United Kingdom
had supreme powers over the colonies in
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the long run. It permitted the colonies to
exercise a very wide measure of self-
government, but it was by permission. It
did not permit the colonies to interfere
with the Merchant Shipping Act, for ex-
ample, which Britain passed. Any amend-
ment or Infringement of that Act was re-
served for the consent of the King of Eng-
land; In other words, for the consent, of
the Government of England,

Colonially, in many respects we were
subservient to Britain. Hut if it is a fact-
and I think It is a fact-that Britain had
the rights to the north-west shelf in those
days, on the reading of this particular
article the Commonwealth would have
rights to it only by the consent or con-
currence or at the request of the State
concerned.

That may be good law but I am afraid
it is not good law In the eyes of the High
Court, whence the decision will come. The
Chief Justice (Sir Garfield Barwick) will
have a lot to say about it. He has already
expressed an opinion to the contrary. Not
all members of the High Court have done
so, It may be in the long run they will
hold there is some soundness in the argu-
ment I have Just put, but they mray hold
that Western Australia has such a right
in time of peace. They certainly would not
say Western Australia had this right in
time of war, because at such a time the
Federal Government must have all emer-
gency powers.

Mr. R. L. Young: There Is no question
about that.

Mr. HARTREY: The High Court may
decide that in time of peace we are the
persons who really have the right to exer-
cise control over this very valuable deposit
of oil. It may decide to the contrary, and
I am afraid it will. My reading of a recent
judgment of Sir Garfield Barwick, in par-
ticular, indicates that is the trend.

I still think that in 1902, when the High
Court was first created, It would have had
no hesitation in finding in favour of the
State. but in interpreting there Is another
factor which does not come so much into
the law-apart from constitutional law-
and that is what the Germans called
Zeitgeist, which means the spirit of the
time. A constitutional Interpretation is
evolved in accordance with the trend of
popular opinion far more often than In
other common law decisions.

Mr. R. L. Young: Does that mean if
the Commonwealth Government keeps go-ing the way it is going, on that basis of
argument in about two years' time we will
have-

Mr. HARTHEY: No. I am not suggest-
ing for a moment that mere party politics
influence the High Court of Australia.
The whole tendency since 1900 has been
in the direction of centralism-and, at

every turn, by Liberal Governments, not
by Labor Governments. We have not had
enough Labor Governments.

Mr. Rtushton: We do not want any more.
Mr. HARTREY: in 73 years. we have

had only about 15 years of Labor govern-
ment, so for all the centralism we have we
can thank the Opposition's own party.

Mr. O'Connor: What about the last 10
months?

Mr. HARTREY: When the Constitution
was first passed, a specific amount of cias-
toms duty was to be raised by the Com-
monwealth Government and paid over to
the States as a constitutional right. The
minute the Federal Parliament got the
power to abolish that, It abolished it: and
It was not a Labor Government which was
in power at the time. It was substituted
by the per capita grants, and for 1'7 years
the per capita grants continued to be paid
to the States by the Federal Government
as a parliamentary concession. Then in
1927 Bruce, the great centralist, abolished
the per capita payments.

Mr. W. 0. Young: Who is interested
in 1921?

Mr. HAB.TREY: I am. In 1928, the same
great centrallst.-Bruce--inflicted upon
the people of Australia-this time with the
collusion of the Labor Party-a referen-
dum in connection with section 105A of
the Constitution. Both Federal parties put
their heads together to put a great swindle
over the Australian people, but It was
Bruce who led, and the referendum
was put through with contempt for the
States. Firom then onwards, of course, the
States -were powerless and had no real fin-
ancial authority at all. The very situation
the Opposition is bewailing so much today
was the creation of its own party, and the
same process has continued ever since.
That Is why I say the Constitution would
probably be interpreted against the State
today, whereas It would not have been so
Interpreted 73 years ago.

Sir Charles Court: Your Jargon is com-
pletely meaningless. Technicalities are
what we are after. We want some tech-
nicalities.

Mr. HIARTREY: I do not want to weary
the House with a discussion of party
politics on this issue. It is, as I said, a
national issue from the point of view of
defence; and we are dealing with a vital
property of the Commonwealth as a mea-
sure of def ence and a vital property of
the State as an economic asset.

Mr. R. L. Young: Would you say that In
peacetime the State has the right to
honour its undertakings?

Mr. HA2RTREY: I have said that in my
private opinion the State has that right
under section 51, but that is only in my
opinion as a lawyer.
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Mr. R. L. Young: You are presupposing
a High Court decision. Do you think the
State has an obligation to pursue every
opportunity available to it?

Mr. HAUTREY: I say this; when the
contingency arises and Woodslde-Burmah
is injured by a decision which it holds to
be unconstitutional, It certainly will not
hesitate to contest the decision.

Mr. H. L. Young: Do you think that
contingency has arisen in respect of the
State?

Mr. HARTREY: if the contingency
arises that the State is deprived of rev-
enue, I would not be surprised if the State
contested the decision. However, the State
will not say what it is going to do until
the contingency arises. I do not advise
my clients to rush into court before they
have a case.

Mr. H. L. Young: But your clients do
not always represent 1.000,000 people,

Mr. HLARTHEY: I do not care how many
People they represent. If a person repre-
sents 1,000,000 people and be comes a
cropper, that is 1,000,000 croppers; but if
only one person is involved it is only one
cropper. However, I will not argue that
matter either. I simply say that I am
becoming Increasingly tired of hearing the
Opposition pay us the great compliment-
and it is a compliment-of attacking the
Canberra Government every time it wants
to say something to the detriment of the
State Government. I am sick of listening
to this; we have had it for two weeks now.
It the Opposition were attacking the man-
ner in which the State Government is
exercising the undoubted privileges and
prerogatives of a State Government then
it would be acting properly; although it
would not be acting fairly because it must
recognise that there is nothing wrong with
what we are doing.

However, because the Opposition does
recognise that there is nothing wrong with
what the State Government is doing it
turns around and attacks Canberra. That
is a compliment to the State Government,
but a compliment which I am sick of lis-
tening to and one we could well do
without.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) [9.23 p.m.]: We
are part of a Federal system; and the
previous speaker Indicated how much the
Federal Government wishes to destroy that
system.

Mr. May: They are bringing In the big
guns now.

Mr. RUSHTON: The motion before the
House is one of the most serious we have
ever debated-

Mr. May: Then why did they get you
to speak?

Mr. RUJSHTON: -because the State Is
at the crossroads so far as Its future Is
concerned. It is interesting to hear the
Interjections of the Minister for Mines who
misled the House the other night-

Mr. May: That will be the day.
Mr. HUSHTON: -by indicating that all

is well between the Federal Government
and the company concerned. The Min-
ister should bow his head In shame-

Mr. May: I did not mislead the House.
Let us have proof of that.

Mr. RUSHTON: -for misleading us.
We are subjected to crude utterances from
the Federal Minister, and we have not had
the withdrawal of a misleading statement
made in this House.

Mr. May: I do not Withdraw anything.
The company indicated to me that It gets
on well with the Federal Government.
That is in black and white. If that is an
untruth I will get up and apologIse.

Mr. Taylor; 'The Minister offered to show
that to the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. May; If that Is all the member for
Dale has to contribute he might as well sit
down.

Mr. Mclver: Wrhat about getting onto
State matters that are of some Interest?

The SPEARER: order!
Sir Charles Court: This is a State mat-

ter.
Mr. Mclver; What about getting onto

more serious matters?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. RUSHTON; This matter could not

be more serious. The motion refers to the
meekness and submissiveness of the Gov-
ernment in submitting itself to the dicta-
torship of the Commonwealth. Govern-
ment. This is a very -serious matter-

A few months ago the Premier was
lauded for standing up in the face of the
march of the Federal Government Into
the responsibilities of the States. The
Premier 'was lauded on a number of occa-
sions and the people of the State thought
they had somebody to defend them. One
would have expected that a red-blooded
State Government would have done that;
but this Government has been proved to
be suffering from anaemia. It has fallen
down. Why? As a result of direction
from the Surfers Paradise conference
which has caught up with the Govern-
ment. It appears that because of the in-
fluence of the T.L.C. and others the State
Government is powerless to make a move
on i ts own initiative.

Mr. Bertram: What have you to say
about the divisions in your party?

Mr. RUSHTON: One need only refer to
what the Federal Labor Government in-
tends to do. The State Government Is
fully aware of those intentions, so why
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does it not react? I refer to the comments
of the Federal Treasurer at the 1973
A.L.P. Conference when he said-

Inter-government financial relations-
The national Government has

adopted a new approach to its finan-
cial relationships with State and Local
governments. To quote again from
the Prime Minister's Premiers' Con-
ference statement: "From now on, we
will expect to be involved In the plan-
ning of the function in which we are
financially involved.

That means the Commonwealth will In-
trude into every development in the State.

The SPEAKER: I do not think that has
anything to do with the motion.

Mr. RUSHTON: Mr. Speaker, r am, sure
it has everything to do with the motion.
He continued-

We believe that It would be Irre-
sponsible for the national government
to content Itself with simplIy providing
funds without being involved in the
process by which priorities are set,
and by which expenditures are plan-
ned and by which standards are met".

What is wrong with the States today?
Nothing, on that basis. We are concerned,
and the people of Western, Australia are
concerned, about the fact that we are get-
ting no reaction from the State Govern-
ment. We did have a reaction a few
months ago: we had a great deal of
reaction from the Premier; but we have
no reaction now.

Mr. Bertram: Because he is sick and
tired of listening to you.

Mr. RUSHTON: We have no reaction
because the State Government cannot
resist its Federal counterpart. The Premier
attended the Federal conference, and he
must have been given a needle because he
returned like a lamb, The Federal Treas-
urer continued-

We have already moved, as a Gov-
ernment, in a wide range of key areas
-such as schools, hospitals, cities and
local government-

The SPEAKER: I think the member
had better get back to the motion.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am on the motion, Mr.
Speaker. I continue to quote the rem;arks
of the Federal Treasurer-

-to provide the Information necessary
to put into effect Clause 2 of Section
5 of the Platform-to ensure that
"resources are adequately developed
and services adequately provided"
over the different levels of govern-
ment.

Mr. Bertram: What are you quoting
from?

Mr. RUTSHTON: The comments of the
Federal Treasurer at the A.L.P. Confer-
ence.

I would like briefly to touch on the
comments of the Premier when he was
defending Western Australia on the 23rd
May; and if you wish to query me, Mr.
Speaker, I refer you to the first part of
the motion which relates directly to sub-
missiveness. I Pointed out that a few
months ago the Premier was defending
Western Australia. and he indicated to the
people of the State that he would be
fighting for the rights and the interests of
Western Australians.

Mr. Jones: And a good job, too.
Mr. RUJSHTON: We were hoping to see

him doing so.
Mr. Jones: We can imagine that.
Mr. RUJSHTON: However, it turned out

to be completely false.
Mr. Jones: Only in your interpretation.
Mr. Bertram: Will you define "submiss-

iveness" for us?
Mr. RUSHTON: On the 23rd May the

following report appeared in The West
Australian-

The Premier, Mr. Tonkin, is using a
widely overlooked provision of the
federal Labor Party election platform
to fight the Federal Government's
method of taking control of the ter-
ritorial sea bed.

That Is what we were told then. Now
the Government is taking It lying down.
We then come to the 13th June on which
date the following appeared in The West
Australians-

Premier defiant
The Premier, Mr. Tonkin, has tack-

led the Prime Minister on State rights
in commendably blunt terms.

This Is what we expected. Why has there
been a change? Then the Premier attended
the conference at Surfers Paradise and the
conf(erence In regard to constitutional
rights from which he returned to this
State without any fight left in him.

On the 13th June, 1973. it Is reported In
The West Australian-

The Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlam,
yesterday rejected charges by the W.A.
Premier. Mr. Tonkin. that the Federal
Government was breaching faith on
States' rights.

There are reams of that article. This Is
what we were expecting and we thought
we had some hope. The other day Mr. Dun-
stan, the Premier of South Australia, was
objecting to the Federal Government dic-
tating to South Australia and of appoint-
ing someone to speak for that State on In-
dustrial matters. However that is not the
position In Western Australia; we are being
sold out rapidly. Then follows an article In
The West Australian dated the 11th July,
1973. 1 will not quote all the article but the
heading reads-

Tonkin loses on centralism.
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This Is where the change took place. This
occurred at Surfers Paradise. The motion
before the conference was to refer cer-
tain legislative powers to the Common-
wealth, and the voting was 40 to 7 in
favour of the motion. This Is In relation
to a direction from the Commonwealth
Labor movement that the States should
be directed to refer all their responsibilities
to the Commonwealth Government.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Was the Press allowed
to enter your last conference?

Mr. RUSHTON: It Is interesting to hear
from the member who goes to Rocking-
ham and claims to be part of the Govern-
ment when he made a statement in that
area.

Point of order
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker, I ask the member for Dale
to withdraw that remark.

Mr. O'Connor: What was that?

Mr. A. R. TONKfI: That I claimed to
be part of the Government when I went
to Rockingham. I have already made a
statement in the House, and this indicates
the mentality of the member for Dale.

The SPEAKER: A point of order has been
raised by the member for Mirrabooka.
and he asks the member for Dale to
withdraw his statement.

Mr. RUSHTON: I readily withdraw my
statement and I ask you, Sir, to ask the
member for Mirrabooka to withdraw the
remarks that he made.

The SPEAKER: What were the words?

Mr. RUSHTON: My point of order Is
that he has reflected on my mentality.

Mr. May: He could not Possibly.
Mr. RUSHTON: He referred to my

mentality.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: For the sake of

accuracy and in response to your ruling,
Mr. Speaker, I would like to withdraw
the remark about something that cannot
exist.

Mr. RTJSHTQN: Mr. Speaker, I take a
Point of order on that remark. It is strictly
personal and contrary to Standing orders.
I ask the member for Mirrabooka to with-
draw that remark.

The SPEARER: There is no point of
order.

Sir Charles Court: The withdrawal has
to be unconditional.

The SPEARER: It is a fact that mem-
bers must withdraw without reservation.
and therefore I must ask the member for
Mirrabooka, to withdraw without any
reservation.

Mr. A. R_ TONKIN: I am delighted to-,
I withdraw.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr. RUSHTON: I now return to the

matter before us. I was referring to the
announcement made by the Premier in re-
gard to the intrusion of the Federal Labor
Government in trying to take from the
State its responsibilities. We are opposed
to a central Government.

Mr. Jones: Tell us something new.
Mr. RUSHTON: There is evidence, time

and time again, that this is what the
Premier was defending.

Mr. Jones: Unnecessary repetition.

Mr. RUSHTON: Today the Premier an-
swered a question that I put to him in
which he said that he agreed in principle
with the deliberations and directions of the
Commonwealth in regard to the local gov-
erment situation. He left the State only
in the last few days to consult with the
Commonwealth on this subject. A few
months ago he was given a different im-
pression.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you not want
local government authorities to get finan-
cial resources? What do you want?

Mr. RUSHTON: I want local govern-
mnent to be strong and to have financial
backing. I want local authorities to have
a say and to have all the autonomy they
can get. I want them to be part of the
States strength.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: How do you expect
them to get this financial backing?

Mr. RUSHTON: It should come from
the State Government.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: From where will the
State Government get it?

Mr. RUSHTON: It should form part of
our finances returned to us from the Com-
monwealth Government. The Premier is
one who has defended the rights of the
State. Hle has said that the State should
have maximum freedom in the spending
of its money, as it has done in the past.
Therefore why has his view changed? We
all Support the view that he expressed
Previously. Why should not the State Gov-
ernment have some degree of autonomy?
Why should it not have full responsibility
to undertake and carry out its various
programmes?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is interesting to
know that you do not want the local
authorities to get this additional source of
money.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Premier is twisting
my words. I1 think the additional money
should come from the State Government
through allocations to local government.
I think there should be more reference of
Powers to local government from the State
Government. We should have more of this.
I firmly believe in that principle. [ firmly
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believe in maximum rights for local gov-
ernment. It should be stronger than it is
at present. What is being done now will
only weaken local government. However,
we will have opportunities to debate that
at a later date. By the time the various
local authorities are formed into regions.
local government will be no more. The
State Government will become a region of
the Commonwealth, too. This is what we
are fearful of.

Mr. Bertram: Why don't you get your
own Opposition in Canberra to do some-
thing about it?

Mr. RUSHTQN:, We are doing some-
thing and it wil not be long before we
are back in government.

Mr, May: The "chips" are down over
there.

Sir Charles Court: The Opposition took
some mighty effective action in the Federal
Parliament today.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. R.USHTON: On the 12th April the

Premier opposed the move by the Federal
Government to involve local government
in regard to voting powers on the Loan
Council. He changed his mind-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What is that?
The SPEAKER: The member is getting

away from the motion altogether.
Mr. RUJSHTON: May I return to the

motion and ask for your guidance?
The SPEAKER: Certainly. Read the

motion.
Mr. RUSHTON: I am dealing with the

motion, because it reads as follows-
That in the opinion of this House

the Government is deserving of the
severest censure for the following
reasons:-

(1) That is has meekly and pas-
sively. and in an atmosphere
of secrecy, bowed to the will
of its Federal counterpart i
the matter of that Govern-
ment's action In usurping
control of the natural gas
and oil reserves of Western
Australia's north-west coast
which action, in the view of
this House, amounts to con-
fiscation of the fruits of pri-
vate initiative and national-
isation of the resource con-
cerned.

(2) That it has concurred in the
Federal Government's action
without any accurate know-
ledge of the terms and con-
ditions of such confiscation
and without being able to give
acceptable assurances that
the interests of the State of
Western Australia are ade-
quately protected.

(3) That despite many public as-
surances that, as a Govern-
ment. it would, in essence,
follow the previous State Gov-
ernment's policies with res-
pect to development of Our
natural resources, it has
somersaulted at the dictation
of the Whitlamn Govern-
usentr--

This is the point to which I am referring;
this Government has somersaulted at the
direction of the Whitlam Government.
Continuing-

-which action has under-
mined hard-won confidence
within Australia and abroad
in the political stability of
this State and this nation.

That is what I am referring to.
The SPEAKER: This motion is dealing

with natural resources.
Mr. RUSHTON: I bow to your riding,

Sir, because that is what part (3) of the
motion is dealing with. Continuing-

.I.with respect to develop-
ment of our natural resources,
it has somnersaulted at the
dictation of the Whitlam
Government.

I am talking about the somersaulting part
of it. We could go on all night debating
this motion because It is the most serious
motion introduced to this Parliament dur-
ing the whole of my nine years as a mem-
ber, and it is necessary that it should be
carried. One would have expected this
Government, being thoughtful of Western
Australia, to agree to this motion
even if it required some amendment. It
should adopt the motion in principle.

Mr. Bertram: Will you allow the Press
into Your conferences in the future?

Mr. RUSHTON: Most of our conferences
are open to the Press. The honourable
member does not read the Press reports?

A most interesting Point which is re-
lated to the motion appears in the policy
speech delivered by the present Premier
on the 20th February, 1971. In it he men-
tioned the development of goldmining.
coalmining. and iron ore deposits. This is
also related to previous understandings
which existed. In the policy speech the
Premier said-

Labor will honour all existing agree-
ments and any new agreements made
will be concluded on the principle of
equality and justice with fair rewards
for enterprise and investment.

How could anyone say that part of the
policy has been implemented? In a little
more than 21 tears in office we find the
State Government has denied private en-
terprise its rewards. In fact, private enter-
prise is being placed in jeopardy. This was
not expected in 1971. when the policy
speech of the Premier was delivered.
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What I have said highlights the serious-
ness of the motion. It presents a state of
affairs which Is causing concern. The
people of Western Australia believe that
for a strong Australia to exist there is need
to have a strong Western Australia,

Mr. Bertram: For a strong Western Aus-
tralia we need a good Opposition!I

Mr. RUSHTON: Strong Oppositions
seem to make strong Governments, but on
this occasion it does not seem to be work-
ing out.

Mr. Bertram: There is no Opposition in
Canberra.

Sir Charles Court: As an Opposition we
are too strong, and that Is the trouble.

Mr. Bertram: TOo defective.
Mr. RUSHTON: There appears to be

nothing left in the State Government. The
sentence from the Premier's policy speech
which I have quoted highlights the fact
that the people of this State do not know
where the State is heading. We have
every reason to believe that other moves
will be made by the Government. be-
cause the joint leader of the Labor Party
and the unions has declared there will be
many more takeovers. This frightens most
people.

It is only in an atmosphere of confidence
that development can proceed; and it is
only in an atmosphere of confidence that
even small issues which affect the State
can be implemented.

The motion before us is a very reason-
able one, and I hope this Parliament will
give it every consideration, so that when
it Is carried we may be able to join to-
gether in conveying to the Federal Gov-
ernment our disquiet, and our concern
with the way it is going about its busi-
ness of governing.

We believe there should be a Partner-
ship between the Commonwealth and the
State. and action should be taken to-
gether. We should be able to negotiate on
these matters on a basis of trust and/or
equality of interests. Western Australia
should receive royalties, and the Com-
monwealth should work out in conjunc-
tion with the State the priorities of de-
velopments in Western Australia. This is a
motion which could bring forward the
best for both Australia and Western Aus-
tralia.

MR. TAYLOR (Cockburn-Minister for
Development and Decentralisation) (9.44
p.m.]: The motion has been brought for-
ward on the notice paper this evening at
the request of the Leader of the Opposi-
tion; but It must be conceded that it has
been brought on because of the grace of
the Premier of the State who has no obli-
gation to bring it forward at this juncture.
if the action in bringing the debate on
the motion forward so that the matter can
be aired in the House-and this is con-
trary to the procedure followed on most

occasions according to our Standing
Orders--is an instance of secrecy and of
trying to hide something, then I do not
know what is secrecy and the hiding of
facts. in this instance the Premier was
asked to brine this motion forward to be
debated, and he agreed to do so.

Sir Charles Court: The debate on the
motion was adjourned, and in the motion
the Government was under censure.

Mr. TAYLOR: it is a censure motion, but
the last two speakers sought the co-opera-
tion of this side of the House to support
the motion. The Leader of the Opposition
has referred to this as a censure motion;
certainly those words are used, but that
was not the light in which the motion was
tackled this evening.

In his contribution to the debate on the
motion the Minister for Mines covered the
position adequately. He certainly covered
the points of secrecy and of co-operation.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister had bet-
ter go back and read what he said.

Mr. TAYLOR: When the Premier spoke
he also covered a great deal of the history
behind this issue, and he outlined very
plainly the situation of Western Australia.
Their remarks bear some repetition. Let us
see upon what the case of the Opposition
is based, if we take out the emotion, the
hysteria, and the repetitions. It is based
on a statement by the Federal Minister for
Minerals and Energy that the Common-
wealth will take over-those words are
used, and not the word "confiscation"
which appears in the motion-the oil and
natural gas resources Of Woodside-Burrnah
at the well-head. That Is the key to the
motion, and that is what Prompted the
motion.

All the words which have flowed from
the seven members opposite, and which
have swayed backwards and forwards, have
keyed on that Particular point. When the
Government was asked whether it agreed
with the decision of the Federal Minister,
the answer given in two places was that
this Government arced with that decision.
It is a very plain answer, and there is no
secrecy and no attempt to conceal. The
words used in the answer are unequivocal.
The answer was, "Yes, the Government
does agree."

Let us put the question of the north-West
shelf Into perspective. We have Woodslde-
Burmab with 140,000 square miles of
leased sea bed to prospect. Its right to
prospect was granted by the Previous Com-
moniwealth Government. Woodside-Bur-
mah. along with other companies, has been
working on that shelf for some consider-
able time. Similarly other companies have
been carrying out similar exploration work
In Australian coastal regions.

Now, certain discoveries have been made;
and a report came out the other day which
advised the shareholders of Woodside-
Burmnah that the Federal Minister had
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made a particular statement. That was what
brought the motion forward, but the W.A.
Minister for Mines was able to point out to
the House from the report of the directors
made at that time that the company
intended to press on vigorously with de-
velopnment of the offshore resources of the
north-west shell, despite the fact that the
company had been advised that the Com-
monwealth Government would be taking
over those resources at the well-head.

Taking over means just that: the re-
sources will be purchased at the well-head.
It is all very well for the Leader of the
Opposition and other members opposite to
say that the company which has spent
$ 120,000,000 in exploration has to spend
another $60,000,000 In exploration in order
to save what it has already put into the
venture.

Sir Charles Court: That is the sad part
about the issue.

Mr. TAYLOR: However, that Is only
half the story. Let us see what Woodside-
Burmab will do; It will spend another
$60,000,000 on activities In the north-west
shelf.

Sir Charles Court: In the hope that
sanity will prevail In Canberra.

Mr. TAYLOR: There must be santy on
the part of Woodside-Burmnah-which is a
world-wide organisation and which could
remove its drills from the north-west shelf
at any time It likes, for It to remain and
spend another $60,000.000 in the next 18.
months.

Mr. Rushton: What do you think of Mr.
Connor's abuse of that company?

Mr. TAYLOR: I will deal with that
comment. In the next 18 months another
$60,000,000 is to be spent by that company
on Its operations on the north-west shelf.
What will happen at the end of that
period? Under the licensing agreement
with the Commonwealth Government,
Woodside-Burrnah has to relinquish half
of its leases; that Is 71,000 square miles.

Sir Charles Court: Are you not Involved
In It?

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes, the Minister for
Mines is.

Sir Charles Court: And you have resign-
ed your position-

Mr. TAYLOR: We have not resigned our
position; It remains exactly as it was.
As has been pointed out, the Minister for
Mines is the designated authority.

Sir Charles Court: This gets worse every
minute. Confiscation from the State now!

Mr. TAYLOR: The Opposition has said
that Woodslde-Burmah lacks confidence.
At the end of 18 months it relinquishes
71,000 square miles and keeps 72,000. It
will keep half of the area which it now
prospects. It will pick and keep the best
half.

Sir Charles Court: With not the faintest
Idea of what It can do with it.

Mr. TAYLOR: That Is not factual. Ac-
cording to its report it says that it must
press on-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The company Indicates that it wil
Press on vigorously and spend another
$60,000,000 In the next 18 months in an
attempt to find out which Is the best half
of the reserve It has. That is why It Is
pressing on Vigorously. It wants to find
out as Quickly as It can under terms laid
down by the Federal Government in con-
Junction with the present Minister for
Mines In this State-

Sir Charles Court: And which are now
not to be honoured.

Mr. TAYLOR: The conditions were laid
down by the former Liberal Governments
In Canberra and Western Australia and
the company relinquishes half its lease In
1975.

Sir Charles Court: The conditions under
which the other half Is to be retained are
not to be honoured.

Mr. TAYLOR: The company agrees it
will retain the other half and will continue

texplore. So the situation Is not as the
two or three previous Opposition speakers
attempted to claim. We are not waiting on
the immediate expenditure of $60,000,000
to try to compensate and gain something.
That is only the first part.

The $180,000,000 is to be spent to prove
which part is worth exploiting. In Its
report Woodside-Burznah acknowledged
that in 18 months' time It would continue
to spend more and more money.

Sir Charles Court: The Commonwealth
Government told it to stop planning past
the well-head. You are getting more
Pathetic every minute. Flancy you being
Minister for Development and Decentra-
lsation!

Mr. TAYLOR: The motion refers to lack
of confidence and also to secrecy. The
lack of confldence Is shown to be a com-
plete and utter myth because no company
will spend money at that rate, and con-
tinue to spend it, unless it has accepted
the situation.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: I said they had to

continue in the hope that the Australian
people will do the right thing.

Mr. TAYLOR: On the contrary, I
believe the company has reason to be
satisfied. let us take the history a step
further.

Mr. Rushton: What about Connor's
remarks?
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Mr. TAYLOR: Woodaide-Burmab has a
project which it must develop. The
estimates are that something like
$1,200,000,000 will be required to bring the
product ashore, liquify It, and export It
basically overseas. The best market is
overseas because that Is where the main
market is to be found.

Sir Charles Court: Not necessarily.
Mr. TAYLOR: It is where the company

believes it to be.
Sir Charles Court: The market will be

where the final studies of the Govern-
ment and company prove it to be.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: They want to export
it and you know it!

Sir Charles Court: And your Minister
wants it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are changing
your tune now!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. TAYLOR: That is the situation and

one does not normally object to it. It is
exactly what obtains with regard to our
iron ore. After a certain number of years
during which' the liquified gas would be
sold overseas, an equity would have been
built up and certain developments would
have taken place ashore in Australia. That
is the situation in regard to a product
such as Iron ore which is produced in
excess as In this country. However, as
the member for Boulder-Dundas has
pointed out, we are not dealing with a
produce that is obtainable elsewhere at
any time at a competitive price, but with
something which Is very special. Again.
as the member for Boulder-Ijundas has
Indicated, even since the motion was
moved, the situation which obtains in re-
gard to energy resources has changed
dramatically.

if we are talking about responsibility in
the terms of responsibility to the people
of this country, I wonder who is the
responsible group. Our resources are
limited. I am not sure of the figure. but I
think that the petroleum products in Aus-
tralia will last for something like eight
years only. If this is the situation,
then if the Commonwealth Government is
to allocate that resource and keep it with-
in this country, I believe it is the respon-
sible body.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Sir Charles Court: It can still do that

and the company can do the development.
Mr. TAYLOR: Let us take the story a

stage further.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. TAYLOR: The situation in regard

to the north-west shelf is not unlike the
situation faced by the former Government
in connection with iron-ore reserves

in the early 1960s. Those iron-
ore reserves were still being proven. The
sum total was not yet known. Although
in the 1960s we heard stories of future
refineries and steel mills, these have not
eventuated. Nonetheless, there are still
talks and plans. That is the situation with
regard to the north-west shelf now; that
is, there are talks and plans. That is all
there can be. To claim, as has practic-
ally every member of the Opposition who
has spoken, that the State Government,
the Federal Government, Woodside-
Burmah, or anyone else can give a price
now at well-head, and details now of
Production and when it will be ashore, is--

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Stupid!

Mr. TAYLOR: I thank the member for
Mirrabooka for that word which I would
not otherwise have used, but which Is the
most adequate in the circumstances. The
company Is attempting to prove what re-
serves it has and it is only half-way
through its exploration programme.

Sir Charles Court: Hoping someone will
intervene to protect it against confiscation.

Mr. TAYLOR: It is impossible for the
Federal Government or the State Govern-
mnent to define the situation at this time,
and this is why the Government of this
State is able to agree with the Common-
wealth Government's action.

Sir Charles Court: It is a disgraceful
thing.

Mr. TAYLOR: At this sthge we are still
three or four years from the time when the
gas will arrive on shore and some concrete
decisions will be required.

Sir Charles Court: You have said there
will be no company activity past the well-
head.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Orderl
Mr. O'Connor: What royalties will the

State get?
Mr. TAYLOR: When speaking on the

subject the Premier and the Minister for
Mines were able to say that discussions
had been taking place for some time. The
Minister for Mines quoted correspondence
dating back to last May.

Sir Charles Court: What correspon-
dence?

Mr. May: If you had not interjected
so much you would have heard it.

Sir Charles Court: I have just read it
again.

Mr. TAYLOR: We went to Canberra to
look at the legislation.

Sir Charles Court: Where did that get
you?

Mr. TAYLOR: It is an Interesting point
that the only State which showed suffi-
cient interest in that legislation, and the
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only State which approached the Common-
wealth Government at that time to request
representation on the Pipeline Authority,
was Western Australia.

Sir Charles Court: Because you had the
great interest.

Mr. TAYLOR: New South Wales and
Victoria-particularly Victoria with its
offshore reserves-should have been as In-
terested.

This motion calls for a vote of no confi-
dence because of secrecy and lack of acti-
vity, yet Western Australia was at that
time the ounly State prepared to front up to
the Commonwealth and ask for something
we belleved to be worth while.

The company has certainly continued
with its discussions with the Federal Min-
ister, and so has the Minister for Mines.
Let me bring the story right up to date.
The member for Dale made a remark about
which I was not very happy and I was
surprised the Minister for Mines accepted
it, The member for Dale suggested that
the Minister for Mines had misled the
H-ouse,

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. TAYLOR: With your permision, Mr.

Speaker, I will read a letter addressed to
the Federal Minister from the compvany
concerned. It was sent from Burmah
House, Pipers Way, Swindon, Wiltshire,
S.N.3. IR, just for the record. The letter
is dated the 2nd October, and is signed by
N. Williams. It reads-

Dear Mr. Connor,
I greatly appreciate our talk in

Canberra last Tuesday and I hope
that this may be the beginning of a
better relationship between Govern-
ment and Woodside-Burmah than
was previously achieved.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister should
read in Hansard what has been said.

Mr. TAYLOR: This is very up-to-date
information, and is pertinent to this
debate. I agree that a better relationship
between the Government and Woodside-
Burmiah should exist than might pre-
viously have been achieved. That partic-
ular line struck me. and the writer was
referring to the talks which had just taken
place. I will continue the letter-

I am not too concerned at the im-
mediate reaction to the news that
Government intended to buy all the
gas from the north west shelf.

I repeat: 41I am not too concerned at the
immediate reaction . P.1 To continue-

It is far better to let the market get
it out of its system in these circum-
stances - -

The references to share fluctuations do not
affect the company at all: they affect those
who invested in the company to make a
profit.

Mr. O'Connor: The Australian investors.
Mr. TAYLOR: Roughly 15 per cent, were

Australian investors.
Sir Charles Court: That leaves a lot of

other people.
Mr., TAYLOR: I have sympathy for that

15 per cent., but I do not have much
sympathy for the other 85 per cent. To
continue the letter-

It is far better to let the market get
it out of Its system in these circuzn-
stances so that we can settle down to
our own discussions without a lot of
speculation.

That is not a bad summation as far as this
motion is concerned. Let us settle down
without speculation.

Sir Charles Court: He would not write
that letter today.

Mr. TAYLOR: This is a stage which will
go on for another three or four years, as
it has done for the last three or four years.
The rest of the letter is really immaterial
but I will read it, as follow--

I was speaking to my chairman this
morning, Mr. J. A. Lumaden, who, with
Mr. Dewhurst and their respective
wives, will be in Japan about the time
that you will be there. We have a
couple of tankers being launched in
the week of October 24th and Mr.
Liumsden, who, in addition to being
non-executive chairman of Burmah, Is
also the chairman of a number of
leading Scottish investment trusts, is
visiting Japan also in connection with
their affairs. I know you will have a
very busy schedule while you are in
Japan but if you had time it might be
useful if you were to meet socially.

That letter, Mr. Speaker, is cu-rrent. it
does not came from the Australian repre-
sentatives of Burmah; it comes from the
London office. The second paragraph
clearly sets out just where this matter
should lie without all the speculation
which is attached to it.

The motion now before us refers to
secrecy, but there has been no secrecy. It
refers to giving in to the Federal Govern-
ment, but there has been no giving In.
The present Government has itaised as far
as possible, and will continue to do so.
The motion refers to the taking over of
other areas, such as the iron ore industry,
in the future. That is all baloney. Mem-
bers who talk about the lack of confidence
will have read in this morning's Press that
the wood chipping industry is to get under
way. Is that lack of confidence? The Gov-
ernment has been prepared to put the
alumina Bill through; does that show a
lack of confidence in the Goverrnent of
this State?

Sir Charles Court: We negotiated both
of those agreements.
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Mr. TAYLOR: They were both In limbo,
or cold storage. The change indicates con-
fidence not only by Western Australians.
but by American and Japanese companies
as well. This confidence is apparent in all
sections of the State and the comments
of Woodside-Eurmah surely indicate
confidence. I have received a conmmuica-
tion in the last day or two requesting de-
tails of the signing of the Northern Mining
agreement, also subsequent to the action
taken by the State and Federal Ministers.
These actions do not show lack of
confidence.

It was reported to me that the Leader of
the Opposition made a statement to the
people at the cannery at Manjimup to the
effect that the cannery would progress.
That was something like 10 months ago.
I believe the Leader of the Opposition was
right and not only has .the cannery pro-
gressed. but so has the State. Our em-
ployment figures are up. despite the fact
that they are often twisted.

As far as the no confidence motion Is
concerned I believe that every point has
been turned against the opposition. There
is no substance In the motion. There
has been no secrecy, misleading state-
ments, or over-rule from Canberra on
State questions. I suggest the House
should vote against the motion.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [10.05
p.m.]: I support the motion moved by
the Leader of the Opposition, which he
handled in a very capable manner. All
members are extremely concerned at the
actions taken by the Federal Government.
I believe the incident with regard to
Woodside-Burmah Is most serious. The
centralist course which the Commonwealth
Government has adopted seems to be one
of tranquiising which will eventually lead
to the annihilation of all the powers of the
States.

We have seen this trend In other fields.
Last week the member for South Perth
asked questions regarding native welfare
but he did not receive a satisfactory reply
because the control, in regard to that ques-
tion, was In Canberra. I think that In-
stance shows very clearly the lack of action
we can expect In this State if we are to be
controlled from Canberra. This applies es-
pecially with regard to oil and fuel.

The Leader of the Opposition indicated
that the Federal Government had adopted
its course not only with regard to fuel,
but with regard to education, native wel-
fare, transport, and other fields also. I
believe the present Government has acted
meekly in its attitude to the Common-
wealth on these issues.

Since the present Commonwealth Gov-
ernment has been in power the State Gov-
erment seems to have been at a loss to
know what it can do. It seems to me that

the views of the Minister for Mines con-
flict with those of the Premier in some
instances.

Mr. Taylor: You had better give some
reasons.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will.
Mr. Taylor: I am a little steamed up

at the moment.
Mr. O'CONNOR: We all get that way

on occasions. I believe we should strongly
resist the centralist attitude of the Com-
monwealth Government. We are too far
away from Canberra to be controlled by
the Federal Government.

Mr. Taylor: We were the same distance
away for a period of 23 years.

Mr, O'CONNOR: But at that time we
had a Government which did not try to
control the States as is the case with the
present Federal Government, We did not
have experiences such as have occurred
with the Department of Native Welfare.

Mr. Taylor: We did not have money
coming from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment for native welfare, either.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Of course we did, but
we had full co-operation. We did not have
the Federal Government trying to take
over. Many of us were amazed when we
picked up the paper, a short time ago,
and saw an article stating that the Com-
monwealth Government would take con-
trol of the north-west gas. I, personally.
thought that something was wrong and
that the Press had misquoted.

Mr. May: I will make an observation.
The member for Mt. Lawley said he was
amazed when he read the announcement
in the Press yet it was announced in the
legislation which was presented to the
Commonwealth Parliament months ago.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Why did not the Min-
ister have the courage to make an an-
nouncement instead of waiting for some-
one else to do it. The announcement
should have been made by the Minister,
and not by the company in Its annual
report.

I believe Western Australia is still mostly
undeveloped. Many members of this Par-
liament believe that what is happening
now will stifle investment in this country-
certainly investment in Western Australia.
Prospecting will be stilled because people
will not invest large sums of money.
They will realise that if they find some-
thing worth while it will be taken from
them at the well-head. Companies will
not invest large sums of money if they
think that they will receive nothing at all
as a result of their investment. If Wood-
side-Burmab had not discovered gas after
its huge investment of $1l0,000,ooo it
would have been left with its loss. Many
people in this State have paid taxes,
whether they be road taxes or other taxes.
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Mr. Taylor: Half the money would have
come from the Commonwealth-from the
taxpayers.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The company would
have invest-ed its money. The Common-
wealth still receives half back, even if
there is no control.

Mr. May: The company's costs are sub-
sidised.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Does not the Common-
wealth receive back more than half of the
profits of the company?

Mr. Taylor: They may. under this Gov-
ernment.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Members of the Cab-
inet must know this. What about the 474
per cent, company tax, various other taxes
and wages?

Mr. May: The previous Government
was making 47,1 per cent. out of the iron
ore companies.

Mr. Bertram: It is necessary to show a
profit before a company is taxed 471 per
cent.

Mr. Taylor: Major overseas companies
can manipulate local profits.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We want to see invest-
ment in Western Australia.

Mr. Taylor: How much subsidy did the
overseas company receive?

Mr. O'CONNOR: We have reached the
s;tage where a company finds something
worth while and the Commonwealth grabs
it. If this continues the Commonwealth
Government will discourage and chase in-
vestors out of this country. We need In-
vestment in Western Australia.

Mr. Lapham: The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment does not grab it. All it is asking
Is that oil be supplied to Australia at aL
price.

Mr. O'CONNOR: There is nothing
wrong with saying that, but the Common-
wealth Government has taken control at
the well-head.

Mr. Lapham: You have assumed that.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-

ber will have an opportunity to speak at
a later stage, and we will be interested to
hear him, On a couple of occasions the
leading articles in Thre West Australian
have stated the issue quite clearly and have
shown the controversy existing between
the Minister for Development and Decen-
tralisation, the Minister for Mines, and
the Premier in connection with this
matter. The articles have shown where the
Ministers themselves differ in their views
on this subject. I shall quote from an ar-
ticle which refers to Mr. Connor's grab in
respect of the north-west shelf. It reads
as follows--

The petroleum pipedreams of the
Minister for Minerals and Energy, Mr.
Connor, are taking on the qualities of
a nightmare for West Australians.

His notice to the Woodside-Burznah
joint venturers that the Federal Goy-
ermnent is to take control of all gas
and oil production from the North-
West shelf is one of the most extra-
ordinary and potentially damaging de-
velopments in Australia's oil and gas
search history.

At worst it is nationalisation by
tactics only a shade more subtle than
might be used by a Middle East
sheikdom.

This is the way we look at it. The situation
has been badly handled and, indeed, it
should not have been handled in this way
at all. Not only have the People in Aus-
tralia lost faith because of this but so,
too, have people overseas.

Mr. Hartrey: All you can do is hit at the
Federal Government,

Mr. O'CONNOR: The member for
Boulder-Dundas should stay back in the
days of Caesar. This era is too late for
him.

Mr. Harirey: That is what you think.
Mr, O'CONNOR: Only last weekend I

was speaking to a company manager in
Western Australia. The managing director
was here from overseas. He had budgeted
this year for $4,000,000 to be expended in
Western Australia. He advised me that
next year there would be no budget. This is
one instance of which I know and there
must be many more. Unfortunately the
money necessary to employ the work force
and to keep things moving in this State
will dwindle. We need only look at what
happened to the shares in England fol-
lowing the Woodslde-Hurmah decision.
Obviously a lack of confidence has come
about by virtue of such actions.

This evening I was listening to a debate
in the Federal Parliament. I was interested
to hear some of the comments made by
the Labor member for Blaxland. He was
speaking in connection with the north-
west shelf and said that the amount of gas
to come from the holes would be worth
$6,000,000,000. He also said that the in-
vestments would be $600,000,000 and that
no comparfy deserved to make that much
profit. They were the words he used.

Good heavens! Surely risk capital des-
erves reward! Let us suppose that
$6,000,000,00-worth of gas does come out
of the well. It large Profits' are made, as
the member for Karrlnyup has said, 471
per cent, goes back In company tax. Who
is to know whether it will not be 55 Per
cent. next year? The company employs
people and must pay wages. Well over
half would already go to the Common-
wealth. Nevertheless, a Labor member
stated In the Federal House tonight that
no company deserves that kind of profit.

Mr. Lapham: What has that to do with
this debate?

Mr. O'CONNOR: It has everything to
do with it.
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Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Is there not a reason-
able level of profit?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Is there not a reason-
able level of risk?

Mr. A. RL. Tonkin: You talk about rape.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I would expect the

member for Mirrabooka to carry on like
that.

Mr. A. RL. Tonkzin: Capital, not operat-
ing costs, was being talked about. Your
colleague used that word. I am saying
that members on the other side of the
House used that word.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It Is poor for a mem-
ber of Parliament to use that ward. The
member for Blaxland made the position
quite clear when he spoke In the Federal
House tonight. He said that the Common-
wealth would build the pipeline and acquire
the gas at the well-head. There was no
doubt about It. He was obviously speak-
ing for, and on behalf of, the Government.
Apparently it Is all very well for a corn
pany to lose this sort of money but, if
It wins, that is a different story. What
could be more unfair? The member for
Blasland also went on to say that If the
company wanted to be honest with the
Federal Government the Federal Govern-
ment would be honest with the company.
That Is a great laugh after the Cdminon-
wealth has stolen the gas from the well-
head.

Mr. Lapham: You would believe any-
thing.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The company obvi-
ously does not know what the Position is.
The Minister for Mines does not know. He
does not know how much it will cobt. Wes-
tern Australia by way of -royalties or
whether Western Australia, will get any-
thing out of It.

M4r. May: I admit it, and so does the
company. Good heavens, even the com-
pany does not know; It does not have a
clue. That is a ridiculous statement.

Sir Charles Court: The company knows
-no gas Past the well-head.

Mr. May: What about the Leader of the
Opposition and his royalties on iron ore?

Sir Charles Court: The highest royal-
ties in the world.

Mr. May: Blending our high grade iron
ore I

Sir Charles Court: You cannot get any
better.

Mr. May: We did.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: You did not get as

good.
The SPEARER: Members on both sides

will keep order. The honourable member
who is speaking has a right to be heard
and there will be no conversation across
the Chamber.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The statement made
that the action has caused the stock ex-
changes of the nation to rock is accurate.
This applies not only to the stock ex-
changes but to the nation. Unless we do
something about it, It will sink.

Mr. Bateman: Do you think that Wood-
side-Bunnah shares will go back to the
original price?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know, because
I am not a prophet. It is hard to know
what will happen. Mr. Crean said to hold
the shares when they were about $4.

Mr. Bateman: I was wondering whether
it could be another Poseidon.

Mr. A. RL. Tonkiin: Would you recom-
mend us to buy shares?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I would not buy a
share and I do not think members oppos-
ite would, either.

Mr. May: Yes, we would.
Mr. O'CONNOR: To answer the question

which has been asked, I do not know
whether the shares will go back to that
figure. Nobody knows.

Mr. May: That is the same as the price
of the gas.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It is hard to under-
stand references to the wickedness of this
enterprise. The country is crumbling with
uncertainty because nobody knows what
is happening. Surely the company should
be given more consideration than this.

Mr. Taylor: I have quoted the attitude
of the company in a current letter.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Minister said the
company will spend a further $60,000,000.
The company has spent $110,000,000
already and now it finds it has a hand
around its throat. The Minister says that
if the company does not want to proceed
the Government will get someone else to
do so.

Mr. Taylor: I did not say that.
Mr. O'CONNOR: It was the Federal

Minister, The Deputy Premier may feel
guilty but he is not the guilty one in this
case,

Mr. Taylor: I am too conscious of your
method of debating by innuendo.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Federal Minister
has stated that if the company does not
want to go ahead the Government will
find others to do so. Of course the com-
pany will go ahead because it has spent
$110,000,000 and has found the gas. Now
the company is facing accusations. The
capital has been spent and it will proceed
with further development and then find
out what will happen. I should imagine
that prayers are said each night in con-
nection with what will happen.

Mr. Taylor: The company has said it
will keep going after the next IS months.
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Mr. O'CONNOR: The company has no
option. Any company in such a situation
must Proceed. What can the company do?
I believe it is hoping that when the time
comes for an election-

Mr. Taylor: It believes in the State and
in the nation.

Mr. O'CONNOR: -the nation will do
the right thing by it and give us a change
of Government. Risk capital is deserving
of a certain return and I believe companies
which risk this sort of money are entitled
to returns from it.

Mr. Taylor: Do you think this nation is
entitled to something, too?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I wish to read an
article relating to mining and Woodside-
Burmah. It appeared in The West Aust-
ralan of the 10th October and it is very
interesting. It was written by Douglas
Hooton of' Kambalda and it reads-

Could you Please Print my apology
to the Prime Minister, Mr. Whitlamn?
Tell him that I have at last got his
message.

I realise that he has been trying to
hammer it in ever since he took office,
and at last it's got home-we working-
class investors must give up our
ridiculous capitalist pretensions and
stop trying to own Australian indus-
try.

I confess I was one of those who
thought it might be nice to have some
shares in the W.A. nickel and iron ore
miners. Bless you, Gough your very
first revaluation showed me the error
of my ways. The lesson must have
dimmed in my feeble brain, however,
for I soon stray~ed again and allowed
my greedy eyes to wander to the in-
creasing gold price and the bargain-
Priced Australian goidmining shares.

You and Frank brought me back to
the fold with your timely Budget, and
I swore to be loyal and faithful to
the Movement for ever more.

Mr. May: Are you going to- read the
other letter that was Published in the same
paper?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The article continues-
Heaven have mercy on my black

soul, I strayed yet again and dared
to gloat that I was one of the few
workers who would benefit from the
coming energy crisis, when my Wood-
side shares would at last reallse their
true value. Your retribution has been
swift and sure. I am now a cleansed
soul.

I pledge never again to entertain
capitalist ambitions. I pledge to strike.
Picket, demonstrate and agitate at
your mere suggestion. I will loaf on
the job and steal from my employer.
I will invest my savings in Govern-

ment bonds at
inflation rate,
till I bleed.

7 per cent below the
and I will pay taxes

The SPEAKER: I do not think that
is very relevant.

Mr. O'CONNOR: There are only a few
more lines, Mr. Speaker. To continue-

I will fight the captains of industry
on the streets, in the houses, and in
the dark satanic mills, till Rex, Frank,
and yourself have finally brought them
to justice.

Thank you, Cough, for allowing me
into your fold. Considering the short
time we've been together, you've
taught me a bloody sight more than
I thought possible.

Mr. Taylor: We will win by only 200
votes now, instead of 201.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I think those are the
thoughts of many Australians in connec-
tion with this issue at the moment.

Mr. Brown: Western Australians.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Australians.
Mr. A. R. Tonkin: He should not have

been allowed to make money out of that
enterprise, should he?

Mr. O'CONNOR: From information
given in the Federal House tonight-I do
not know whether or not it is true-I
believe Mr. Connor would not speak to
the local people as far as Woodside-
Burmash Is concerned.

Mr. Taylor: As I understand it, he
will have a meeting with them next week.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am Speaking about
the past. He would speak only to the
director, who had to fly out from England.

Mr. Sewell: Are You sure of that?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I heard this said dur-
ing the broadcast from the Federal House
tonight. When B.H.F. applied for a price
rise and was given a rise of 3 per cent.,
what happened? Millions of dollars which
would have been invested in Australia
were temporarily shelved. It is also in-
teresting to know that today the South
Australian Parliament passed a motion ex-
Pressing its deep concern about Common-
wealth interference in the petro-chemdcal
industry, and the members who voted for
that motion included Mr. Dunstan, the
Labor Premier of South Australia.

I have no quarrel about the control of
gas as far as Australia is concerned. I
believe that whatever gas Australia owns
should go to Australia. However, the com-
pany should be directed to ensure Aus-
tralia gets the supply it wants. The gas
should not be ripped away from the com-
pany as it has been. We should maintain
control but it is not necessary to place
an embargo on gas.
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The Commonwealth Government has
previously stated it is opposed to monopo-
lies. What else is it doing but trying to
monopolise this Industry?

Mr. Taylor: Take railways, the S.E.C.,
water supplies, and drainage.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Confiscation in this
manner is not in line with the Australian
idea of a fair go, and this is one of our
reasons for opposing the action of the
Government and supporting the motion of
our Leader. We are opposed to unwar-
ranted confiscation and nationalisation by
the Commonwealth Government. We are
concerned at the loss of face with our
friends overseas and the clouding of the
issues In this matter. We believe the
people should be given the facts. I liken
this situation to a large store full of goods
which is having a big sell-out and puts up
a notice that it is vacating the premises.
I believe the Government has sold us out
and that it will not be long before it is
vacating its premises on the Treasury
benches. I support the motion.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [10.26 p.m.):
I appreciate being given the opportunity
to reply to this motion tonight, and I
appreciate that it was brought on. We
took strong exception to it being adjourned
last week. We believed it was not only
of State interest but also of national in-
terest and should be decided quickly.

It would not be a bad idea to have
another look at the motion because the
last part of it is particularly pertinent and
the Government has made no overture or
off er to join with us in this issue, even if
it is violently opposed to the rest of the
motion. The final paragraph of the
motion read-

And finally unless the State Gov-
ernment is prepared to take urgent
action to challenge the Common-
wealth's constitutional position in
this matter and join with the Opposi-
tion in the strongest form of protest
and representations to have the Coin-
monwealth's decision changed, the
State Government has lost the confi-
dence of this House.

H-ad the Government come around and
said, "We agree action should be taken to
challenge the constitutional position in
respect of the Commonwealth's decision
and we will join with you in protesting to
the Commonwealth", our motion would, of
course, have ceased to have any further
real purpose because we would have
achieved our objective. In other words,
the Government would have acknowledged
that it would fight for Western Australia.

Let us look at what happened in South
Australia In connection with an identical
situation. The following motion was mov-

ed today by the Opposition in the South
Australian Parliament-

That this House expresses deep conl-
cern at the actions of the Federal
Minister for Minerals and Energy (Mr.
Connor) in relation to the proposed
Redcliffs Petrochemical development
and urges the Government to take all
possible steps to resolve the present
threat to its establishment.

The motion was carried unanimously and
was supported by the Labor Premier of
South Australia. What a different atti-
tude from the attitude of the Government
in this State! And the situation in South
Australia. is even less vulnerable than the
situation in Western Australia because at
least South Australia's gas Is onshore,
while ours is offshore and is being dealt
with under the Pipeline Authority Act,
1973. The Premier of South Australia is
Prepared to go along and say, in effect, "I
will use the Opposition to give me greater
strength to fight the Commonwealth on a
vital, critical constitutional issue as far as
State rights are concerned."

Comments have been made by the
Premier, the Minister for Mines, and the
Deputy Premier. Not one of them has
really faced up to this critical issue. Every
one of them was prepared to say he agreed
with what the Commonwealth Govern-
ment had done. They have said they agreed
with the decision to confiscate gas at the
well-head.

Mr. May: We did not mention anything
whatsoever about confiscation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It does not mat-
ter what language was used.

Mr. May: We did not mention anything
w'hatsoever about confiscation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It does not mat-
ter what language was used. The fact is
the company has been told-

Mr. May: Words again-words, words,
words.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Speaker, I
would like to record this. The company
has been told that in future it must not
plan beyond well-head. The Common-
wealth will plan and control-

Mr. May: Will purchase the gas from the
well-head.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This is a mighty
different thing from what the Minister for
Mines is now trying to say.

Mr. May: It is not confiscation.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is concern

for what has happened and for what can
happen, and I believe it is Just starting
to dawn on him.

Let us now look at the Labor Party
Policy and we will see that the people on
the Government side of the Rouse have
had to completely turn turtle in their at-
titude during the last few months. Again,
if we return to the pre-Surfers Paradise
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days, the policy of the Labor Party on
fuel and energy was a little different-in
an important way-from what it is today.
It said then-

Labor will establish a joint Federal/
State Fuel and Energy Commission to
devise and implement an integrated
and co-ordinated national fuel and
energy policy.

And I emphasise the words-
... will establish a joint Federal

State Fuel and Energy Commission...
We know what happened. Mr. Connor
Pulled a fast one with the proposition to
eliminate this joint fuel and energy com-
mission. Mr. Dunstan had to intervene,
and he Is reported in the Press as follows-

Mr. Dunstan ended the brief clash
when he persuaded the conference to
accept an amendment ensuring that
the Australian Government would
continue to consult with the States on
fuel and energy policy through the
Australian Mining Council, on which
State Ministers are represented.

What a magnificent concession-com-
pletely nothing. The State Government
would be consulted only through the Aus-
tralian Mining Council where the State
Ministers meet at very irregular intervals.
What consultation is that for Western
Australia? It is a complete sell-out. The
Premier had protested, and it looked as
though a head-on confrontation would
occur but Mr. Dunstan intervened, and so
we then see this report-

Labor will establish a National Fuel
and Energy Commission to devise and
implenment an integrated and co-ord-
mnated national fuel and energy policy.

The policy then goes on about an energy
Budget, and of course, there is no refer-
ence at all to this combined Federal and
State fuel and energy commission as pre-
viously stated in the Labor Party policy
following the changes at the Surfers Para-
disc meeting. That is why I say that
Government members have changed their
attitude. They are now obligated to this
concept of centralisation of control in
Canberra.

I want to go back and refer briefly
to some of the comments made by the
various Ministers who have spoken to the
motion. I will refer first of all to the
short comments made by the Deputy Prem-
ier. I felt he was battling hard to try to
demonstrate that he was behind his col-
leagues on the Government side of the
House. However, he put forward no argu-
ments at all. Hle just expected us to ac-
cept words, words, words, without any sub-
stance to them. However, he frightened
us because he seemed to see no evil at all
in the fact that the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment had told the company it Would
take over supplies from the well-head, and
from then on it will take over and control
this resource. It did not seem to dawn on

the Deputy Premier that this type of thing
detracts from the international credablity
of our nation.

Everyone has spoken about only eight
years' supply of oil. We will-not have any
oil at all while this present Administration
continues In Canberra. If we are to have
more than eight years' supply of oil, we
must go out and look for it. What has
the Commonwealth done? The Minister for
Mines has all these farm-in and farm-out
Projects which have been left on the Fe-
deral Minister's table. The Minister for
Mines was supporting them and he is the
Designated Authority under the Common-
wealth-State petroleum legislation.

What has happened since the Federal
Government came to power? It approved a
few of the farm-ins and farm-outs which
were virtually in progress when it took over.
Beyond that, not one project has been
approved. These plans just sit on Mr.
Connor's table and I do not think the Min-
ister for Mines would write, or even bother
to pick up his Phone, to inquire about
them further, he is so frustrated.

Mr. Lapham: All this is supposition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It Is not sup-
position, Mr. Connor has said so. As these
Permit areas fall due, Mr. Connor says,
"Give it back to father". There Is no
maybe about it. He just Ignores the pleas
of the West Australian Government. This
is confiscation. We should endeavour to
encourage the people with the staff, the
money, the expertise, and the necessary
experience to explore our resources.

Mr. Lapham: What would You do about
it? Would you sell it overseas?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Under our poli-
cies on such matters, our approach would
be on a truly national basis. This would
be what was the best way for the State and
for the nation. There seems to be a mis-
conception on the part of Government
members that Woodside-flurmah, Ainpol,
Shell, or any private enterprise company
will ship these resources out of Australia.
They cannot ship out an ounce of our
oil and gas without Commonwealth ap-
proval and licenses. No-one is questioning
this at all-least of all the companies. The
question is how best to develop our re-
sources.

The point I was making before, and
which seems to have been completely
missed by Government members, is that
we have these resources and they must be
developed on a total basis taking into
consideration power generation, mineral
reduction, chemical Production and l.n.g.
production. The only way to find these
resources is to look for them, and people
will only look for them if they can see an
economic return. Whether the product is
sold in Australia or overseas Is not the
issue. Our resources must be put to work.
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The Point worrying us is the State Gov-
ernment's blind acceptance of the dictates
of the Commonwealth Government in this
matter. So much for the comments -of the
Deputy Premier.

Mr. Bickerton: One thing I have learned
in this House in the 14 or 15 years I have
been a member, is that whenever the
Leader of the Opposition is on safe ground
be is magnanimous. When he throws his
arms around and screams, it is a sure
indication he is on weak ground.

Sir CHARLES COURT: May I interrupt
the honourable member as I have limited
time? This is an inane interjection-I
am not on weak ground.

I will now turn to the comments made
by the Minister for Mines. He referred
to what the previous Government had done
and asked whether it was wrong to let
these projects continue. We asked, by way
of interjection, what was the present Gov-
ermnent doing because everything under-
taken since 1971 was done as a result of
a Joint effort of the State Labor Govern-
ment and the Federal Liberal-Country
Party Government up to the 2nd December,
1972. The State Minister for Mines Is the
Designated Authority, and a lot of projects
were processed and were proceeded under
the direction of the Minister for Mines. So
I ask again: What was so wrong with the
actions of previous Governments, whether
they were a State Liberal Government and
a Commonwealth Liberal Government, a
State Labor Government and a Common-
wealth Liberal Government, or a State
Labor Government and a Commonwealth
Labor Government? What incorrect action
was taken in relation to the resources of
Western Australia? This is the point which
escapes all members on that side.

As a result of the operations of this
conu5any which came here in good faith
and which was prepared to go along with
the State Labor Government as it had
with its predecessor, great resources were
found. A lot more are to be found, and
they will be found only if people have the
confidence to go out and risk their
capital and expertise. The Minister for
Mines staggered us by saying that the gas
does not have to come ashore till 1978.

Mr. May: I did not say it did not have
to come ashore until 1978. I said that it
will not come ashore until 1978.

Sir CHARLES COURT: All right, let
us take the Minister's own words. The
gas will not come ashore until 1978. What
a different attitude! It will never come
ashore unless somebody starts today to
work out the way It will come ashore.

We have been told that a company will
bring the gas ashore. Which company? It
will not be the company which took the risk
and made the discovery which will nego-
tiate with the Japanese Government and
Kanematsu-Gossho--it will be the Federal
Government.

Mr. May: What for?
Sir CHARLES COURT: A refinery.
Mr. May:, And two Australian compan-

ies.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It will not be

the Minister for Mines,
Mr. May: Australian companies, and

incidentally, Woodslde-Burmah have given
the same timetable as the Commonwealth
Government-1977-78.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No wonder this
Government is g~ttlng to the end of Its
term, when a project of that magnitude
and sophistication Is to be established by
1977, and nothing is on the drawig board
now.

Mr. May: It is on the drawing board.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister

said It is not.
Mr. Taylor: The Commonwealth feasi-

bility study was $2,00D,00 below that of
Woodslde-Burmah.

Mr. May: We cannot convince you be-
cause you have already made up your
mind.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister
for Mines brings me to the next point. I
have read his speech in Hansard again
because the note I made after listening
to him was that he repeatedly referred to
the Australian Government and did not
talk about the Western Australian Gov-
ernment.

Mr. May: I did not have to because I
was speaking on behalf of the Western
Australian Government.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There was no
thought at all of the Western Australian
Government being involved in this. If the
Minister reads his speech he will find that
all he did was to defend and apologise for
the Federal Government. The great fear
we have is that there is no question at all
of fighting for our rights. The minister
went on for ages, and we did not hear a
single word about how he would fight for
the rights of Western Australia in ths
matter.

Then the Premier spoke, and he dealt
with the matter in a most extraordinary
way. I realise that be was on the spot.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No he wasn't.
Sir CHARLES COURT: He tried to re-

late this back to some land transactions
at Kwinana. What that had to do with
the huge oilfield on our north-west shelf
I do not know. He referred to Hancock
and Wright's iron ore deposits, which is
an entirely different matter.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That was right on
the spot when you talk about confiscation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No, I have read
the Premier's remarks and my interjec-
lions. His speech was right off the ball.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you deny that
your so-called plan was dependent upon
your taking advantage of Hancock and
Wright's temporary reserves?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I can answer
that categorically; and whilst we are talk-
ing about this I will come back to the
point that the Government's former
Deputy Premier refused to let us show
him and the Government our plan that
was and still Is there. I think it Is about
time this matter was settled once and for
all.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What about answering
the question?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am coming to
that. As far as Hancocic and Wright's
reserves were concerned, the Government
of the day of which I was a Minister-
and bear in mind that I was not the Min-
ister for Mines-

Mr. May: Not much you weren't.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -agreed to the
day-to-day extension in all good faith, and
the company accepted it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That cannot be done.
There is no legislative authority for a day-
to-day extension.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier says
it cannot be done: but that does not alter
the fact that it was done in good faith,
and was accepted by the Government and
the company.

Mr. J. T2. Tonkin: How can you do some-
thing that can't be done?

Sir CHARLES COURT: So the 'Premier
cannot get out of it that way. He was
on a spot because the fact is that his Gov-
erment-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You intended to con-
fiscate those temporary reserves. There
is no doubt about that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There was no
talk of confiscation. Let us get back to
the point which the Minister for Mines
did not like. The fact is that his Govern-
mient has agreed to the Commonwealth's
policy of taking the gas at the well-head.
we do not think that is a good thing for
the State.

Mr. J7. T. Tonkin:, What is the difference
between buying the gas at the well-head
and buying it on shore? What greater ad-
vantage is there to the company?

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is a
mighty difference.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What is it?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Just listen; be

all agog for a while.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin. I am all ears.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If we are to
develop a resource such as this one it
must be done on a total basis. If the Com-
monwealth Government, with the typical

inefficiencies of Governments in this sort
of enterprise, is going to take the gas at
the well-head we will not get the best
development of the resource, because we
have a Federal Minister who is absolutely
obsessed with his pipeline.

Mr. May: He will save the company
over $200,000,000.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members appo-
site are so exasperating because they do
not understand the magnitude or the
nature of the problem they are dealing
with.

Mr. 3. T. Tonkin., We are waiting for
your explanation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Well, I am tell-
ing the Premier; he should quieten his col-
leagues so that he will hear. We have a
total resource and the company-and this
is what I thought the Government was do-
ing originally-and the State Government
should be working out a total development
programme with a refinery being one part
of the programme and chemicals and other
things such as l.n.g. being another part
of it. Do not forget that the State Gov-
ernment was advocating l.n.g.

Mr. May: We still are.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Govern-
ment cannot, because Mr. Connor says the
Conmnonwealth will not agree to it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The question I asked,
and which you are dodging is this: What
is the difference, so far as the company is
concerned, between selling the gas at the
well-head, and having to pay for the pipe-
line and selling it on shore?

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is a
mighty difference. One is a total devel-
opment by people who know what they
are doing with refltnerias and other proces-
sing; and the large oil companies exist not
only to find oil but to refine it and to
Produce other products; and they can do
this better than a Government can do it,

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I did not refer to that.
I asked: So far as the company is con-
cerned, how Is it disadvantaged if the gas
is bought at the well-head instead of be-
ing brought ashore and bought there?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Because the
company does not get a chance to apply all
its entrepreneurial skills towards bring-
ing the gas ashore and refining it into the
various products. What does it matter to
the Government of the day, provided it
can control the resource so f ar as the
need of Australia is concerned? The Gay-
ermnent has the last say regarding the re-
finery and the products to be produced.
Surely it is manna from heaven to hand
this to Private enterprise to do, because the
Government will get all the benefits with-
out the pain; it need not provide any
capital. it takes no risks.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Oh, yes it mnust; It
must supply the pipeline from the well-
head.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is no need
for that; the company does not want to
hand it over. However, the Federal Gov-
ernment has said, "You must do this" and
the company must try to live with this
ci-azy situation. Here is a company that
has all the expertise and can bring in
Partners from many countries, if need be,
or from Australia, and can work with
the State Government and the Federal
Government to Produce a magnificent
result. But it Is being prevented from
doing so and is being cut short at the
well-head. It has been told, "You can go
this far and no further"; and the dead
hand of government will walk in.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you to place yourself
in the situation of the company. You have
not invested a dollar, and somebody says
to you, "When you have taken the risk and
found gas by going into 400 feet, 600 feet
and In some places 1,200 feet of water 70
miles, 170 miles, or 200 miles offshore, we
will take the gas from You at the well-
head." I suggest, Mr. Speaker, you would
not touch such a proposition with $1. let
alone $110,000,000! We want to see more
exploration taking place, and there
would be If the State Government Would
stand up to the Federal Government and
let the company know that there is some-
body willing to fight for it.

I want to comne back to the question of
the legality of the pipeline authority,
which we arc asking the State Government
to challenge. The Government has every
reason in the world to challenge it
because the interests oif Western Aus-
tralians are at risk. The very fact that
the Commonwealth Minister said to the
company that it may go no further than
the well-head means that Western Austra-
lia has a lay down mnisers to go in and
challenge the constitutional legality of the
legislation. We have had a situation which
has been disclosed in the Eastern States-
in the Parliament and in the Press--re-
garding a challenge to the legality of this
Legislation. The Australian Gas and
Light Company has made it public that it
has been to the Minister and told him of
the lack of constitutional authority for
the legislation.

However, the attitude of the Federal
M1.inister has been, and will continue to be,
"So, what of it?" This is our great worry
because I am Quite convinced that the
present Federal Government does not
care a darn about the Constitution. If
the Australian Gas and ight Company
went to court and won its case, it would
be an empty victory in practical terms as
far as the company is concerned. if
Woodside-Burinah went to court and
challenged the Federal Government and
won the case, again it would not get
anywhere in practical terms because all

that would happen would be that the
Commonwealth would say to the company.
"So what?" as it did over the issue with
A.G.L.; and the next thing is that we would
find the Commonwealth using its finan-
cial powers against money coming Into the
country, or using its export licensing powers
or one of its many other powers such as
its import licensing powers over special
equipment that must be brought to the
State. The Commonwealth has made no
bones about the fact that it will use all
these powers, including Its tariff powers
and, if necessary, its industrial powers, to
stop the refinery or other private installa-
tions being built. These are the things
that seem to leave our friends opposite
completely unmoved.

Coming back to the constitutional situa-
tion, the Premier kept reading out the
opinion of the Solicitor-General, and we
kept trying to tell him that he was only
reading it on the basis that the State
Government challenged the powers of the
Commonwealth under the proposed sub-
merged lands legislation and succeeded.
However, be would not answer the question
regarding what would happen if the State
failed in such action because in that case
-and this Is what the Commonwealth
wants the State to do-the whole lot would
be confiscated and the State Government
would be brushed aside.

We do not believe that the State
Governments should be placed in such
a situation that they must take the matter
to the High Court. We believe this mat-
ter should be resolved by the Common-
wealth and State Governments working
together, as they did when the previous
Government was in offce.

I hark back to the question of the date
of 1978. 1 refer to a comment made by
Mr. Connor. The comment was reported
in The Australian on Thursday, the 4th
October; and members will find it In other
references including the -Federal Hansard.
This is what Mr. Connor said-

In the Woodside-Burmah case, Mr.
Connor brushed this off with a curt:
"The details can be settled later-the
first field will not come into produc-
tion until 1978."1

'The very words, almost, that are being
used by the State minister for Mines this
evening. Surely this is an indictment in
itself because if it is to happen by 1978
we know, from past experience, that it
must start meaningful preparation now.

I know there Is not much interest in this
motion by those on the other side of the
House although it is one of the most criti-
cal motions that has ever been introduced
to this Chamber. Nevertheless I am reit-
erating that there is a great difference
between the attitude adonted by the South
Australian Labor Premier and the Labor
Ministers in Western Australia. I was in
South Australia on Friday and Saturday

4030



[Tuesday, 16 October. 1973] 03

and the news came through that the Com-
monwealth Government, regardless of the
Constitution and without any legislative
sanction from the South Australian Gov-
ernment, was going to move in and stop
its petro-chemical industry-worth about
$300,D0,O0-which the State Government
had been working on for a long time.

This was an industry that we wanted to
come here because of one of the products
it will produce-I refer to caustic. Mr.
Dunstan was a little indifferent to our
predicament because he said, in ef-
fect "Your gas discoveries are off -
shore and mine is onshore so the
Commonwealth will have to get a Bill
passed by my Parliament, but it will not
get it." However the Commonwealth
Government said, "Your project is not
acceptable to us; we intend to get one of
our own." So Mr. Dunstan is in the pre-
dicament that after having several com-
panies of great repute and great expertise
working on this project for two years, he
now has to start all over again and obtain
some new companies, who have not a great
deal of expertise to build up some know-
ledge of the area, to undertake a feasibi-
lity study. He knows how far be will get
with that. Those companies will still be
talking about the feasibility study in three
years' time because once the new compan-
ies know the heat is off and Mr. Dunstan
is playing second fiddle to "Big Brother"
in Canberra, obviously the new companies
will lose their urgency and their enthusi-
asm and South Australia will lose its in-
dustry.

This became evident during the dis-
cussion on the motion that was moved in
the South Australian Parliament and
which was passed early today. I read that
motion previously to the H-ouse. it was
moved by the Deputy Leader of the Op3po-
sition and not by the Government, and
wvas supported by Government Ministers.
I want to keep emphasising this point be-
cause that represents the last part of my
motion. All the Government had to say
was, "We will challenge the legality of the
Pipeline Authority Act. We will join with
you in protest"- If the Government had
said this all our immediate problems would
have been over.

Mr. Bickerton: You have a short mem-
ory. I can remember motion after motion
suggesting that an all party committee go
to Canberra to protest with the Common-
'wealth Government. In fact, the last one
was on the Ord River.

Sir CHAkRLES COURT: There was one
all-party committee that went to the
Commonwealth in Canberra on that issue.

Mr. Bickerton: Not under the Liberal
Government; that was agreed to by the
Hawke Government. Never has an all
party committee gone to Canberra whilst
a Liberal Party Government has been in
office.

Sir CHARLES COURT: is that correct?
Mr. Bickerton: That Is correct.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Thd Deputy Pre-

mier refused to answer a iluestion about
something said - n the Commonwealth
Parliament on thie ground that he was
not prepared to comment on a Press state-
ment, and I replied that it would not be
a bad idea if he read the Commonwealth
Hansardt. I want to record in our Hansard
what Mr. Connor said because this matter
was raised after the Minister for Mines
talked about the peace, love, harmony, and
goodwill between Woodstde-Burmah, the
Commonwealth Government, and the
State Government. So in response to a
question asked by Mr. Fairbairn, and re-
ported in the Commonwealth Hansard on
the 10th October, 1973, on page 1815, Mr.
Conner said-

The honourable member still be-
lieves in fairy tales. It is a question of
just what are the realities. The hon-
ourable member is incorrect in his cal-
culations of the cost of bringing
natural gas ashore. It will cost either
$21l0m or $212m. That is the measure
of the disparity between the estimates
of Woodside-Burmah and those of the
Department's hydrocarbons branch.

Mr. Viner-Does that include the
platform?

Mr CONNOIIJust wait for a
moment. As for the rest, we are not
very interested In exports. This Is
where the Woodslde-Burrnab people
have been at Issue with us in the past.
They want to rip out and to rape, over
a period of 21 years, the whole of
the resources of the north-west shelf,
to export them and to maximise their
cash return, giving minimum pro-
tection in that way to the needs of
Australian Industry.

Mr. Bickerton: How do you know he was
Involved?

Sir CHARLES COURT: How much will
that encourage confidence? How much will
that encourage risk investment? Of
course it overlooks completely that this
Commonwealth Minister has complete and
utter control over the export of this pro-
duct and so did his predecessor.

So I want to ask once again: Where are
we heading? The State Government gives
in meekly and will not join In protest
with us. The Minister for Mines, in the
course of his remarks thought that he
was on a winner when he said that I had
advocated a national mines plan. I did.
In fact, It was a bit of a "thing" with me
and It still Is. But that is not a nationalisa-
tion plan. It was, a, matter of co-opera-
tion between all the States and the Com-
mnonwealth so that we used our resources
in the best way with the maximum result
fur the nation as well as ourselves. At the
time Pressure was on the Commonwealth
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Government to become Involved with the
Infrastructure, because the best way to
increase the Australian component so
far as these projects are concerned is to
involve the Federal Government in infra-
structure. If it did paiticipate in the in-
frastructure the Australian component,
and share of equity could go up two or
three times overnight.

Mr. May: Your Commonwealth Gov-
ernment of the day provided the Infra-
structure for Nabalco but did not provide
It here in Western Australia.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That was the
reason I was quarrelling with it over a
national mines plan.

Mr. May: You were not successful In
getting infrastructure here.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did protest.
Mr. May: But you did not get any in-

frastructure.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We were getting

close to It.
Mr. May: But you did not get any-

where.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister

has none yet.
Mr. Bickerton: He Is only a boy.
Sir CHARLES COURT: He Is only a

boy! We will not leave him there for long.
He has had enough time to hit his straps.
We have advocated loudly and clearly that
we are able to take this significant step.
We stood up to our own people in Can-
berra. I remember that in agricultural
matters the Leader of the Country Party
had a showdown with his counterpart
over there. We do not get shot at dawn
because of this. It was largely because of
the strong representations we made to the
Commonwealth Government that it decided
to participate In a policy of regional and
urban development and, as members know,
the same legislation, in some respects, still
exists but with a changed name.

I want to conclude by referring particu-
larly to the question of polity that Is in-
volved in this motion and to question why
members opposite are so much in a straight
jacket without having any room to man-
oeuvre, no matter how much It hurts. The
new Surfers Paradise fuel and energy
Policy which I read to the House, and the
changes that took place In the previous
Policy, were responsible for the changes
in this State's attitude to its fuel and
energy policy. It is now a Commonwealth
fuel and energy policy, with only limited
consultation with the States, agreed to
after Mr. Dunstan's representation for
consultation through the Australian Min-
ing Council.

Mr. Hartrey: So what?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Everything so

far as we are concerned. The Minister for
Mines protested a little at the time and

got nowhere, and finally had to dance to
the Commonwealth's tune. The policies
being operated at the moment are
not the policies the State Govern-
ment wanted to follow when it first
came Into office and even up until last
Decembb&.

The honourable member knows it is not
and that is what we are angry about.
Previous to that they wanted to follow our
policies; and they made representations
to the Commonwealth in opposition
to the submerged lands legislation.
But that is not the case today. Today they
want the Commonwealth to get this legis-
lation through. and for the Common-
wealth to assert its sovereignty.

The Commonwealth Government wants
to be challenged, in the hope that it would
be able to convince the High Court. That
should not need to be done in a federa-
tion in which we are supposed to be work-
ing together.

The member for Boulder-Dundas made
a telling contribution in tracing the his-
tory of sovereignty over submerged lands
such as the north-west shelf, and the con-
tinental shelf. I agree with him that we
have a very strong case, but there are
people in Canberra-and I regret to say
one or two of our own people-who have
other ideas.

Tied in with this, and tied in with the
debate on the motion, is a comment made
by Mr. Bob Hawke, as reported in The
West Australian of the Mt October under
the heading of "Hawke predicts more take-
overs", The report is as follows--

AIDELAI]DE, Sunday.-More Com-
monwealth Government takeovers of
Australia's oil and gas resources were
foreshadowed by the A.L.P.'s federal
president, Mr. R. J. Hawke, in Adelaide
today.

"There is the possibility of much
more intervention on behalf of the
Australian people," he said on the
radio programme "Focus."

That Is the old, old story to claim that it
Is "on behalf of the people". This expres-
sion "on behalf of the people" covers a
multitude of sins; but in point of fact It
is purely a "grab" in terms of the socialist
doctrine. To continue with the report-

Referring to the Government's de-
cision to buy and market all the oil
and gas produced at the giant Wood-
side-Burmab field on the North-West
shelf off W.A., Mr. Hawke said: "I
think the important thing is that we
now have a Government that Is pre-
Pared to intervene in the interests of
the Australian people.

There is not even an apology. People have
come in In good faith, have taken the risk,
and have expected to undertake develop-
ment under reasonable guidelines and on a
sensible basis, onl to find they are chop-
ped off "at the socks". Not only has the
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bead of the Commonwealth Government
said that, but also the bead of the Austra-
lian Labor Party, with no regard to the
damage that is done to our country or to
our State.

Further on the report states--
."The conservatives are coming out

in an entirely predictable fashion In
favour of the overseas companies and
against the Australian people."

Of course, that is completely wrong, be-
cause all of this Is under the control of
the Commonwealth Government, If it
wants control, through Its financial powers.
export licensing, Import licensing, tariff
controls, and industrial controls. So, there
is no question of people raping and
Plundering the resources of the State; they
can only develop those resources according
to the terms of their permits. The Min-
ister knows what Powers he has, and they
are mighty powers Insofar as exploration
and exploitation are concerned.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am trying to work
out the difference between this policy on
oil, and the Menzies Government policy on
iron ore.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There Is a
great deal of difference. There is no men-
tion of confiscation In the Menzies Gov-
eminment policy.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: But that Government
would not allow the State to export the
Iron ore.

Sir CHARLES COURT: At that time the
best advice available was there was not
enough iron ore to allow for exports.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is what the
Australian Government Is saying now:
there Is not enough gas to permit ex-
ports. What is the difference?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I never cease
,.o be amazed at the Premier's comments.
At that stage no-one had spent any money
to discover the iron ore, and no-one had
any rights to it.

Mr. May: They would not spend any
money If there was an embargo onl ex-
Port.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There would be
money spent because of the prospect of
exports when the ban was lifted.

Mr. May: That Is what you are saying.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Ministe:_

Is prostituting this situation. The situa-
tion is this: somebody was given a permit
to do something about Petroleum under
certain conditions. That party has more
than honoured its conditions, but now it is
to be cut off at the socks.

Mr. May: What about Iron ore? The
companies would not be prepared to come
In and spend money if there was no
guarantee of export.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In the case of
Iron ore they did not come in, because
no-one bad spent any money or risked
anything.

Mr. May: They would not spend any
money if there was an embargo.

Sir CHARLES COURT: For a Minister
who Is running such an important de-
partment as the Mines Department he
should have made some study of this
matter. The first iron ore development
undertaken in this State was not at the
risk of anybody. It was developed by
calling world tenders for a deposit which
had been proved by the Government.

Mr. May: Three overseas companies
have told me that if Western Australia bad
been able to export iron ore before 1959
It would be one of the leading exporters
in the world today.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member's party did not go about it very
well In trying to have the embargo lifted.
We as the Government broke the embargo
by adopting an Ingenious method. We
called tenders, and we confronted the
Commonwealth with the facts. We do not
make an unrealistic request merely to ex-
port 1,000,000 tons, as did the Hawke Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Biokerton: You have to thank Mr.
Padden for that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I return to the
policy of the Federal Government, dearly
and loudly stated by Mr. Bob Hawke fol-
lowing the Sorters Paradise conference.
The fact is the State Government is
powerless, under its own dogma, to join
with us in protesting either against the
constitutionality of the pipeline authority
legislation or the takeover of the natural
gas and oil resources, or both.

Here we have a classic example of .a
Government meekly submitting, and going
diligently about the task of putting Itself
out of business. In our view, the sooner
the Government Is out of business the
better for all.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Ayes-fl2
Y,- laikie Mr. O'Connor

ir David Brand Mr. O'Neil
Sir Charles Court Mr. Ridge
Dr, Dadour Mr auncflnan
Mr. Sanler Mr. Runshton

Mr. Otayden Mr. Sibson
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Stephens
Mr. A. A. LewiS Mr. Thompson
Mr. E .KU. Lewris Mr. ft. L. YounL
Mr- Ucpharlin Mr. W. 0. Young

Mr. Ralder Mr. L. W. Manning
(Teller)

Noes-22
Mr. Bateman Ar. Harman
Mr. Bertram Mr. Hartrey

Mr. Bickerton Mr. Jones
I&. Brady Mr. Lapharn
Mr. Brown Mr. May
Mr. 3B. T. Burke Mr. Mclver
Mr. T. J5. Burke Mr. Sewell
Mr. Cook Mr. Taylor
Mr. Davies Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. H. 5). Evans Mr. J. T, Tonkcin
Mr. Fletcher Mr. Mailer

(Teller)
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Anea Noes
Mr. Coyne Mr. Jamieson
mr. Mensaros Mr. Bryce

Mr. W. A. Manning Mr, T. D. Evans

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
I give my casting vote with the Noes.

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

House adjourned at 21.10 p.m.

Wednesday, the 17th October, 1973

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS (6): ON NOTICE
1. GREYHOUND RACING

Training Methods
The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to the
Chief Secretary:
(1) Is the Minister aware that live

poultry is being used for the train-
ing of greyhounds in the Eastern
States?

(2) What provision is being made to
prevent such atrocities taking
place in Western Australia?

(3) What is the penalty under West-
ern Australian State laws for this
type of activity?

The Hon. R. H. C. STUJBBS replied:
(1) No, but I understand some pub-

licity was given to the subject in
Melbourne last week.

(2) and (3) Paragraph (mb) of sub-
section (1) of section 4 of the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act, 1920 reads--

It shall be an offence against
this Act for any person to-
keeps or has in his custody, pos-
session or control at any place
any animal not being a Grey-
hound, for the purpose of using
the animal in connection with
the racing or training of Grey-
hounds--Maxinnun Penalty Two
Hundred Dollars or six months
imprisonment.

Rule 245 of the Greyhound Racing
Rules reads-

(1) A Person who-
(a) uses in connection with

greyhound racing or
training any species of
bird or animal which is
alive, whether as a lure
or to excite a greyhound
or otherwise, or brings

on to any grounds or
within the boundaries of
any property within
which a greyhound trial
track or racecourse is
situate any such bird
or animal which might
reasonably be capable
of being so used;,

(b) allows a greyhound for
the purpose of training
to Pursue or attack any
live bird or animal: or

(c) is convicted in a Court
for the use of or having
a live bird or animal for
any purposes connected
with greyhound racing.

shall be disqualified for a
period of not less than
twelve (12) months.

(2) Where an offence contrary
to this rule occurs on any
ground under the control or
management of a Club that
Club shall proceed against
the offender, and in default
the registration of that Club
may be cancelled, either for
a specified period or perma-
nently, and the Club may
be fined an amount not
exceeding one hundred (100)
dollars.

(3) Where an offence contrary
to this rule occurs on any
ground under the control or
management of the licensee
or manager of a greyhound
trial track the registration
of the track and of any
Person concerned with the
management of that track
may be cancelled, either for
a specified period or per-
manently. and any such
person may be fined an
amount not exceeding one
hundred (100) dollars.

2. KARRAKATTA CEMETERY BOARD
Trustees, and Finances

The Hon. R. J. L. WILIAM"S, to the
Minister for Local Government:
(1) Following the increased charges

published in the Government
Gazette of the 5th October, 1973,
by the Karrakatta Cemetery
Board-
(a) what is the estimated gross

income for the year 1973-74;
(b) what Is the estimated gross

expenditure for 1973-74?
(2) Why was the number of Trustees

increased from five to eight in
1972?
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