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

WATERWAYS CONSERVATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Minister for

Lands) [10.47 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill amends section 3 and section 48(5) of the
Waterways Conservation Act, 1976.

The purpose of the amendment to section 3 is
to expand the definition of "waters" so that it in-cludes canals constructed adjacent to natural
waterways. This amendment is in line with the
recommendations for the development of canal es-
tates, which were adopted by Cabinet in August
1981. At present two canals are constructed ad-
jacent to the waterways of the Peel Inlet Manage-
ment Authority, and its jurisdiction extends only
as far as the entrance of the canal.

With this amendment to the definition of
".waters", the jurisdiction of the management
authority will extend the waterways conservation
legislation to cover these waters.

The amendment to section 48 subsection (5) is
to enable by-laws to be made by management
authorities for prohibiting or regulating the use of
water closets and other prescribed sanitary ap-
pliances. By-laws made by an authority apply
only within that authority's management area. In
this case the Government, at some expense, has
installed pump-out facilities at Barrack Street for
the use of ferries and charter vessels usually
moored there. At present the operators of these
vessels are not obliged to use these facilities.

There is concern that it is possible that these
vessels may dispose of the sewage and sullage di-
rectly into the river; and such an offence would be
most difficult to prove under the existing legis-
lation. It is proposed that by-Jaws will be prepared
for the Swan River Management Authority so
that it can control water closets and other sani-
tary appliances on ferries and charter boats so
that these wastes are discharged into the sewer by
way of the pump-out facilities installed at
Barrack Street.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr 1. F.

Taylor,

LEGAL AID COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 19 October.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [10.50 a.m.]:
This Bill is yet another of the stream of Bills
flowing to this place from the Legislative Council.
One is tempted to think that this stream of legis-
lation initiated in the upper House is increasing.
Presumably this Parkinsonian style of operation is
adopted by that place to try to justify its exist-
ence.

This situation can be seen to be rather odd
when it is realised that this legislation already has
been dealt with by 32 presumably reponsible
adults-members of Parliament. The debate on
this matter in the upper House was led for the
Government by the Attorney General, who had no
doubt previously consulted his party. The shadow
Attorney General, the deputy leader of the Oppo-
sition in that place, led the debate for the Oppo-
sition. The Bill has been thrashed out and agreed
upon-there is no question about that. However,
it has been brought to this place for further hear-
ing.

We are told from time to time that the Parlia-
ment is just another court. That is true; in fact, it
is one of the highest courts in the land. Ordinarily
in our court system the lower tribunals deliberate
Firstly upon matters before they are reviewed by a
tribunal further up. For example, at one time a
Local Court decision could be reviewed by the
Privy Council, and, in fact, that occurred once in
Western Australia; but in this place we have the
assumed top echelon deliberating matters first.
We have had the Attorney General introduce
legislation, have had it passed through the upper
House, and then syphoned off to this place so that
the appropriate teams can debate it. This course
seems to be in reverse order to that which should
apply under common sense. It is necessary that we
occasionally consider these points, otherwise we
may wander on in the belief that we are doing a
satisfactory job.

The Legal Aid Commission came into existence
in 1976, many years after it should have come
into existence. We were for many years educated
and persuaded to believe that our system of law
was very good. It may be that our system of
justice is superior to that of most, if not all other
countries. However, that point does not for a mo-
ment suggest our system is anywhere near perfect.
There can be little virtue in our having legal
rights if people do not have aecess to those rights;
and that is a situation which has existed in West-
ern Australia since it first became a colony.
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The establishment of the commission has been
at least an acknowledgement of that situation. A
variety of schemes existed prior to the com-
mission, but the commission was the first real at-
tempt-I suppose, the first attempt-to recognise
legislatively that thousands and thousands of
people in this State had not been favoured by the
law, but had been done over by it,

If one considers the way our society operates,
one may believe that in a sense the commission is
an excursion into socialism.

This is a step forward in the welfare State, a
State where those who are well off and are able to
look after themselves assist those who are not so
well off and who cannot help themselves and art
thus exploited by other people. That is an exercise
in the sort of socialism as we understand it in this
State and this excursion into socialism has worked
fairly well since 1976, in this case in the form of
the Legal Aid Commission. A lot of things mnani-
fested themselves to indicate that the procedures
of the commission could be improved and this Bill
intends to effect those improvements. A number
of amendments are made and it is well known
that the Opposition and the Government agree
generally on the Bill before the House.

The Opposition supports the Bill.
MR RUSUTON (Dale-Deputy Premier)

[10.57 a.m.]: t appreciate the remarks of the
honourable member when he made the point
about the change taking place in the Legislative
Council. The Minister responsible is the Attorney
General and it is only natural that he would de-
velop and introduce the legislation in that House
as it is not a money Bill. I take the points the
member has made. This legislation is required
and recommended. I thank the Opposition for its
support of the Bill, which I commend to the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commit tee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Rushton (Deputy Premier), and passed.

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL (No. 4)

Council's Requested Amendments
Amendments requested by the Council now

considered.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Blaikie) in
the Chair; Mr O'Connor (Treasurer) in charge of
the Bill.

The amendments requested by the Council
were as Follows-

No. 1.

Clause 8, page 4-Delete the clause.
No.?2.

Clause 8, page 4-Insert a new clause as
follows-

Second 8. The Second Schedule to the principal
am'%ded Act is amended by deleting item 19 and

substituting the following item-
-. The I9.SETTLEMENT. Seeitetn4qf
seitlorOr DEED OF, OR DEED this Schedule.

donor.References to
donor 01'GIFT: consideration

(0) Any instrumcntjin item 4cor this
whether voluntarySctedult being

odconstrued asor upon any goo orf(rcMcestQ
valuable consider-he amount or
ation ocher than avulue unthe
bona fide pecuniaryc~co' t 

Con.

consideration
whereby any prop-
erty is settled or
agreed to be settled
in any manner
whatsoever, or is
given or agreed to
be given in any
manner whatsoever.

(2) Any instrument
declaring that the
property vested in
the person
executing the same
shall be held in trust
for the person or
persons mentioned
therein. "

Mr O'CONNOR: I have given the Leader of
the Opposition some details in connection with
these amendments. The Bill is before us again to
consider requested amendments received from the
Legislative Council. As this is a money Bill, the
Council could not amend it and could only re-
quest that we make the amendments in this place.
Therefore, if we adopt the Legislative Council's
request, we will be making amendments here and
the Bill will be returned to the Legislative Coun-
cil. In other words, we are dealing with a request
from the Legislative Council, and not an amended
Bill.

When the Bill was originally before the
Chamber, the proposal was to delete the word
.1and" and replace it with the word "or" and
transfer the marginal notations to their proper
place in the second schedule. However, on
reflection, and after further consultations with the
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Parliamentary Counsel, in order to simplify the
intention of the Bill, it is proposed to repeat clause
8 of the Bill covering this provision of the second
schedule in its entirety and replace it with a
redrafted clause to avoid a collection of piecemeal
amendments. The effect of our redrawing the
item is to show clearly the item as it stood before
the 1979 amendment and the intention of its oper-
ation which should have been unchanged after
that amendment. In the 1979 amendment the
common words introducing subitems (1) and (2)
were removed from each subitem and put' in as
common reading words for both. However, the
conjunction "and" after subitemn (1) was un-
changed and this has the effect of requiring the
subitems whfich are conjunctional instead of
disconjunctional having to be made. The re-
quested clause merely restores the item to the
present intention and does not require a new tax-
ing measure which was not in force before the
1979 amendment.

It is intended to clarify the position and instead
of having piecemeal schedules, the Legislative
Council amendment would suggest an
improvement.

I move-
That the amendments requested by the

Council be made.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: As the Treasurer ex-

plained, the details of these amendment were for-
warded to the Opposition about a week ago. The
Treasurer outlined to the Chamber that this is a
fairly minor alteration which is not within the
competence of the Legislative Council to achieve.
The Opposition has no objection to the amend-
ment and we will be supporting it. The amend-
ment is a minor one and we agree it makes more
sense for the change to be made as suggested by
the Legislative Council. The Opposition supports
the amendments.

Question put and passed; the Council's re-
quested amendments made.

Report

Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a
message accordingly returned to the Council.

STATE FOREST'S

Revocation of Dedication: Motion

Debate resumed from 20 October.
MR EVANS (Warren) 111.05 am.]: I have no-

ticed in the introduction of the last Budget and
some of the papers presented by the Government
that there has been a paucity of background infor-
mation. While with this particular revocation of

State forests, the details are precise and exact-as
they should be, and we do not cavil on that
score-the background and the reasons for the
policy implementation have not been given any
coverage at all.

The Opposition's policy views on State forests
management are in line with those of the Govern-
ment with respect to State forest boundaries. We
have an overall desire to ensure that the State for-
est estate does not diminish unnecessarily, but in-
creases by the planting of softwoods and other
necessary activities.

Before an exchange can be made there must be
good reasons for the exchange. It would be simple
to dispose of large areas of State forest. There are
probably hundreds of applications from agricul-
turalists who wish to expand their holdings, but
once the precedent is created and there is an in-
crease of applications being granted for agricul-
tural purposes, it would be difficult to stop the
trend. It is important that precedent does not
come about unless there is some extraordinary
reason for its doing so. Good reason must be ap-
parent for the change of boundaries and areas.

I cannot understand why this detail cannot be
provided. We have excellent information on the
technological aspects of the propositions that are
put before us.

Opposition members do not have the research
facilities that are available to Ministers with a
Government department backing them up; not
only that, but also the Opposition has the worry
of having to depend on sources of information
that may not be 100 per cent correct. Of course,
this is not a problem for the Minister who has his
department providing him with the necessary de-
tail.

I will comment on particular items that have
been presented and in every case I consider I have
a just reason for what I say. The information re-
quired is not included in the presentation of the
Minister.

In the first instance, the area concerned is
1.613 hectares of land in the Dwellingup townsite.
This has been clearly documented. It is an
exchange, but the essential point is that it has
been brought about on the basis of a request from
the Shire of Murray for housing purposes. It is a
matter of residential development within the
townsite and the alteration of the townsite bound-
ary. The exchange is desirable for Forestry reasons
and for some time the State Housing Commission
has had plans for housing in the area near the
mill. The exchange of land will be of benefit not
only to the town, but also to the Forests Depart-
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ment. This is a good exchange and the principle
has been maintained so we have no objection to it.

Similarly, the second item is a matter of 26
hectares about one kilometre west of Karragullen
townsite which would be of interest to some mem-
bers in this place. This land will be exchanged for
70 hectares in the Northcliffe region. The differ-
entiation has been made on an equal valuation
basis and involves a cash adjustment. One area is
valued at S80 000 and the other area is valued at
$91 000 so there will be a cash adjustment of
$11 000.

The reason for the exchange is quite
interesting. An earth carting company intends to
obtain gravel supplies in the Karragullen region
and is prepared to relinquish land on an exchange
basis and make a cash adjustment. With this
exchange there will be a Fulfilment of two require-
ments, one for the Forests Department and the
other for the provision of roadmaking material. I
am assuming the Minister automatically asked for
the views of the local authority in Karragullen.

At times no indication is made of the enthusi-
asm of the local governing authority involved and
we are not told of the environmental aspects
which must be considered when an area is to be
used as a source of materials. It could be that
there is a need For restoration work. In that case.
it would be appreciated if the Minister were able
to make reference to that point.

The third item involves a portion of State forest
No. 25 with the intention of making an exchange
of 8.7 hectares of land 18 kilometres from Collie
in a south-westerly direction for an area of 6.9
heetares about 19 kilometres south-east of Collie,
again in the same area. This involves a rationalis-
auion of boundaries which will provide mutual
benefit to rectify the problem of maintaining a
jagged boundary into the State forest and the
problems of fire control, and again the value of
each portion is equal. I understand it is also one of
those restricted clearing areas.

Numbers 4 and 5 have something in common
inasmuch as they are both areas of 37.5 hectares
and are about four kilometres from Donnybrook.
The forests are not particularly good because a
fire went through them in 1978. They have diffi-
cult boundaries and the areas have been fire-af-
fected. The land to be exchanged will link with
lands already held in the name of the Conservator
of Forests and it is in fairly close proximity to the
next exchange which is a further equal exchange
area and has 40 per cent dieback. A number of
tracks have been put through it. It is not particu-
larly good country, bccause it contains a lot of
iron stone and marri. It is an area that I know

well, and it should not be classed as prime forest
land. The exchange involved happens to be adjac-
ent to an existing pine plantation and it could be
used for pine planting because the topography
and the soils are suitable. This makes it an at-
tractive proposition because of its contiguity with
the pine plantation, and this fact could not be dis-
puted.

The Ainal area is in the region of Nannup and
the problem is slightly different from that of the
others. It has a microscopic comparison with the
point raised yesterday when it was mentioned that
two farmers had been illegally planting wheat in
an area. In this case the Shire of Nannup has
exhausted its rubbish reserves and is using this
area as a dumping groti'~' fo rubbish. This prac-
tice should not be j j%; to continue and the
shire has sought to resi'e its sanitary and rubbish
depot to in some way restore the overlap in the
State forest that has occurred. The boundaries are
to be re-established and these have been defined
clearly.

The area of land involved in this case is eight
heetares and I do not think that is quite as severe
as it might sound because it is acting as a buffer
to screen the rubbish tip. The Departments of
Tourism and Youth, Sport and Recreation are
quite pleased with the fact that the rubbish tip
will, be screened from a major road and that is an
understandable altitude. The majority of the site
will be a reserve. The correcting of a situation of
this kind, I would think would not be opposed by
any member in this House. The area of 12.2 hec-
tares is to be exchanged for an area of 4.5 hec-
tares, with a net loss of something like eight hec-
tares. It is important that the reason for the de-
crease in the total State forest is recorded in order
that it is made clear.

While it is easy to say mistakes should not
occur like this when one is dealing with an area of
bush and a section of a rubbish dump, it is under-
standable how mistakes of this nature occur.

Finally, the other region is the Wheatly
townsite which is usually known as the Donnelly
River Mill. The mill has ceased operation and the
houses have been turned into accommodation for
the tourist industry. Therefore, there is a possi-
bility that a major tourist resort will be estab-
lished in one of the neatest forest oases in the
south-west. From a geographical point of view it
is well situated and it is within close proximity to
places like Busselton and Bunbury to allow people
to enjoy a day's excursion to those towns. Its
future is most optimistic-at least, it is hoped that
it is.
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It is necessary to readjust the area in view of
the change from the State forest timber reserve
on which the mill was established, and to set up
the area as a tourist resort, This can be organised
using the three hectares shown clearly on the map
provided.

The Opposition raises no objection to the six
proposals which have been put forward. However
it does lament to some extent the fact that the
reasons are not clearly established because this
lack of information could lead to misunderstand-
ing. In country areas these misunderstandings can
be translated into ill-feeling when it is believed
that an advantage is being given to an individual
by a Government department. This sort of thing
needs to be obviated at every turn. To my knowl-
edge it has never occurred and I suspect it never
will. Nevertheless, it is better to ensure there is
protection and foresight in matters of this nature
and I suggest that in future presentations of this
kind to the House the Government of the day
makes clear the purposes and the reasons, and
provides full documentation.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Minister for
Forests) [ 11.23 a.m.J: I thank the Opposition for
support of these measures which are outlined in
the motion before the House. I would like to take
a moment to reply to some of the points raised by
the Opposition's spokesman, the member for
Warren, on these forest measures. He spoke in
general terms at the outset and said he wanted to
talk mainly about management policies and indi-
cated that the State's management forestry poli-
cies would be much the same regardless of which
party was in Government. I take this opportunity
to point out that that is absolutely not the case.
The party's policies are totally different. The
Government's policy is very strongly slanted
towards multiple use of the forests-

Mr Evans: What do you think ours is if it is not
multiple use of forests?

Mr LAURANCE: -with areas set aside for
specific purposes such as logging and timber pro-
duction, water conservation, recreation, and con-
servation of fauna, flora and landscape. We be-
lieve the Government's policy is a balanced policy
which will look after the long-term future of our
forests and at the same time will ensure the conti-
nuity of work for people working in the timber in-
dustry.

On the other hand, the Opposition's policy was
changed dramatically at its recent State confer-
enice.

Mr Tonkin: That is rubbish!
Mr LALURANCE: That was an extreme em-

barrassment to the member for Warren.

Mr Tonkin: You have presided over a greater
loss of jobs in the forests than has any other
Government.

Mr Evans: You would not know the difference
between a karri tree and a cucumber-the most
ill-informed Minister we have had in the last 20
years.

Mr LAU RANGE: I did not have to threaten to
resign from the party over my party's recent State
Conference.

Mr Parker: He did not threaten to resign from
the party. That is a lie.

Mr LAU RANGE: The recent conference of the
Labor Party in this State committed a future
Labor Government to the establishment of a
national park in the Shannon basin.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: There was a lot of

wrangling with the parliamentary party; but quite
frankly they were rumbled. 1 make the point.
when we are talking about forestry, that if they
could be rolled in a situation like this, a future
Labor Government could be rolled on any
question.

Mr Tonkin: We guaranteed jobs, which is more
than you have done.

Opposition members interjected.

Point of Order

Mr EVANS: On a point of order, I would be
interested to know how this sort of drivel can
intrude upon a specific motion before the House.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to

confine his remarks to the question before the
Chair.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
The whole question of forests and the amount

of State forests that we have is tied up with the
matter of policies-

Mr Tonkin: Are you ignoring the Speaker's di-
rection?

Mr LAU RANGE: Not at all.
Mr Tonkin: It sounds like it.
Mr LAURANCE: I am talking about the mo-

tion. The member for Warren spoke generally at
the outset of NiS comments; I am replying in a
general fashion, because we are talking about ad-
ditions to and subtractions from State forests. The
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amount of State forest we have is a very import-
ant part of the whole management policy.

Because of the decision of the recent State ALP
conference-

Mr Evans: There have been more State forests
created under Labor Governments than under any
other Government.

Mr Tonkin: Why don't you comply with the
Speaker's directiont?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: We are talking about a for-

estry motion. it is quite obvious that if we had an
ALP Government in this State, Mr Neil
Bartholomnaeus would be its de facto leader.

Paint of Order

Mr TONKIN: On a point of order: The Minis-
ter is deliberately flouting the Chair's direction.

Mr O'Connor: He has had about only one word
in 10 so far.

The SPEAKER: Order! 1 suggest that the
interjections cease and that the Minister be en-
abled to make his speech without interruption.

I ask the Minister to confine his remarks
strictly to the question before the Chair.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: I intend doing that. After

speaking generally. I will go to each of the par-
ticular items in this motion.

To save the member for Warren, the parlia-
mentary Party subsequently said it would ensure
that jobs would not be lost under its forests man-
agement policy.

Mr Evans: That was put up as an alternative.
Mr LAURANCE: Mr Bartholosnacus's motion

and the ALP' parliamentary wing are incompat-
ible. The whole matter is a charade.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Evans: Completely compatible with the

management propositions.
Mr Tonkin: We have supported the working

plan put forward by the Forests Department,
together with the Government, We have been ex-
plicit about that.

Mr LAURANCE: My estimate of the ALP
policy-

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: -in respect of the Shannon

basin is that 200 jobs would be lost immediately.

Mr Tonkin: Not One job will be lost under us.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I called distinctly three
or four times for order and there was no attempt
on the part of at least two members to desist from
interjecting. The House will retain order!

Mr LAURANCE: This is important to the mo-
tion because if further areas are to be taken out of
State forests-for instance, if part of the State
forests were to be changed over to a national
park-they will become part of revocations and
additions to and subtractions from the size of our
State forests. It is appropriate to mention that at
this stage when we are talking about a motion
which asks the House to agree to the revocation of
dedication of State forests.

In order to supply some input to the recent
study by the Environmental Protection Authority
I had to prepare some comments in connection
with the Labor plan to turn the Shannon basin
into a national park. The EPA had received
suggestions from various conservation groups,
apart from the ALP, that the whole of the
Shannon basin should be turned into a national
park. I was asked to comment on that suggestion
for the EPA.

My estimate is that 200 jobs would be lost. The
EPA in this State has just completed-

Mr Evans: That is so if they would be taken
from wood production without alternative sources;
and there are alternative sources.

Mr LAURANCE: That cannot be so without
disruption and dislocation, lobs would be lost.

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Tonkin: You are the one destroying the jobs
in the forests.

Mr LAURANCE: The EPA report on the
Shannon basin will come before the Government
shortly.

I point out also to this House and to the people
of Western Australia that we should look over the
border to see what has happened elsewhere when
we talk about what might happen under a Labor
Government. We need to look only as far as New
South Wales. Under the Wran Government, the
forestry policy of New South Wales has been a
total disaster. It is a national disgrace. What has
been done there is due to the pressure of conser-
vation groups. That has led to a total disruption of
forestry policies.
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Mr Evans: They have a totally different forests
situation there. They haven't even got a working
plan.

Mr LAURANCE: That Government has been
under great pressure from the conservation groups
to reduce the coupes-the size of areas-

Point of Order

Mr EVANS: Mr Speaker, I notice that the
Minister is now talking about New South Wales.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr EVANS: The Minister is imposing on your

well-known tolerance and generosity. He is ram-
bling about what has happened in New South
Wales. Even you should take umbrage.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is reasonable, on a
motion such as this, particularly as the member
for Warren in his remarks indicated that he
would like to know a little more about the policies
implicit in the matters contained within the mo-
tion, for the Minister to say something about pol-
icy matters. However, I say to the Minister that
he should not stray too far from the question be-
fore the Chair, bearing in mind that the motion is
fairly specific in talking about four particular
pieces of forestry land. He should bring his re-
marks more in line with the motion.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you. Mr Speaker. I
will conclude the point I was making and then
deal directly with the matters raised in the mo-
tion.

The whole management structure in New
South Wales has been thrown out of balance by
the changes agreed to by the New South Wales
Government, under pressure from various groups.

Mr Evans: Rectification of what has been done
over the years.

Mr LAURANCE: Such things as balanced
management. Fire protection policies, and so on,'
have gone out of the window when that Govern-
menit has tried to please the conservation groups.
That is what has happened in New South Wales.
Only last week we were told that major areas of
the forests in New South Wales will be turned
into national parks, with the loss of hundreds of
jobs in the timber industry. However, the Trades
and Labor Council, or whatever is the body in
New South Wales run by Barry Unsworth which
is the equivalent of our Trades and Labor Coun-
cil, has asked the Wran Government to defer its
decision and not to go ahead with that policy. I
point that out because the people of Western Aus-

tralia need to know that the forests industry and
the timber industry in this State have a future. I
am saying that the ALP Government in New
South Wales has been a total disaster-

Point of Order

Mr EVANS: On a point of order: The Minister
is trying to draw an inference that is well outside
the scope of the subject before the Chair. There is
no question that the Opposition does not support a
general working plan. It has made this perfectly
clear. If the Minister wants to deal with that side
of it, I suggest that he support the amendment I
have placed on the notice paper to the motion
moved by the member for Murudaring.

At present, the Minister is Straying from the
subject.

The SPEAKER: I call the Minister.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: 1 do not intend to say any
more about the situation in NSW. It would be of
interest to members of the House to know that the
Standing Committee of the Forestry Council,
which includes all the senior officials from every
State of Australia and the Commonwealth and
which is set up under the Forest Ministers' Coun-
cil, is in Western Australia this week. Those
senior officials will have a great deal to learn
from the balanced policies of forest management
that are carried out in this State.

The member for Warren mentioned some
specific points in relation to the motion. One point
he raised related to insufficient detail being made
available. I assure the member that point will be
taken up and perhaps I could discuss it further
with him when this motion has been agreed to by
the House in order that I might ascertain the sort
of detail he requires. If this matter can be pres-
ented to the Parliament in a better fashion in
future, I certainly would like to be associated with
it.

The member for Warren mentioned also item
two relating to a revocation at Karragullen. Quite
rightly, he indicated the matter is referred
automatically to local authorities and other
interested parties. I shall check with the member
as to the result of those referrals and provide him
with a response when I have the information.

As the member knows, I assume that, as hap-
pens in most of these cases, if a referral is not sat-
isfactory, the people involved have an opportunity
to raise the matter either with me or with the
member so that, if they have objections, they may
be made known. However, the member for War-
ren mentioned that point and I shall follow it
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through and obtain any further information for
him.

Mr Evans: Is any restoration required in the
area?

Mr LAURANCE: That is a point I should like
to check also and I shall provide the member with
further information about it.

The important point to remember about the
motion before the House is that we are seeking to
revoke areas of State forest. Other areas will be
included by way of exchange to the State Forests
and the member for Warren has indicated the
Opposition supports the individual items con-
tained in the motion. However, the overall point
that is important is that the balance of the
exchanges will result in a net addition to the State
forest. The six measures contained in the motion
will result in a net addition of 23 hectares of State
forest. Therefore, for good management and other
very desirable reasons, we can exchange small
areas of State forest, and, as I indicated, the net
effect will be the addition of 23 hectares overall to
our State forest.

I thank the Opposition for its support of the
motion.

Question put and passed.
Resolution transmitted to the Council and its

concurrence desired therein, on motion by Mr
Laurance (Minister for Forests).

LIQUOR AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 20 October.
MR PARKER (Frenmantle) 111.39 a.m.]- This

Bill is the only response that the Government has
seen fit to make to the submission put to the
Chief Secretary by the Australian Hotels Associ-
ation Inc., with respect to costs and problems as-
sociated with the liquor industry.

We have had an extensive debate, although it
has not been concluded yet, in relation to a mo-
tion I have moved in this House for the setting up
of a Select Committee, so I shall not repeat all the
items I raised during the course of that debate.

Suffice to say that, although the concession, if
one likes, that the Government has made by this
Bill to the submission of the Australian Hotels
Association Inc., is a worthy one and one which
we support, it is a very paltry concession. It will
add to the category of people or licensed organis-
ations which may object to the application for the
granting of an additional liquor licence in an area.
This will enable the costs of objecting to such an
application to be borne by a large group of people,
not simply the local hotelier or club; but both of

those organisations together with the licensed
stores in the area will now be able to object to the
issuing of a new licence there. It is a worthwhile
initiative and one which we support. It will reduce
costs to the individual people in the industry in
the areas concerned, but by no means can it be
described as any sort of reasonable answer to the
very extensive, well-prepared, and well-rehearsed
submission put to the Government by the Aus-
tralian Hotels Association Inc., much of which
submission also had the concurrence of the As-
sociation of Licensed Clubs of WA Inc.

It is rather unfortunate that no alternative
suggestion has been made by the Government
which opposed my motion, to which I referred
previously. The Government has put forward this
measure which will be beneficial in a small way,
but nothing else has been done to assist these
people in the liquor industry, It is small wonder
that growing disillusionment with the Govern-
meait exists in this industry, which is a major em-
ployer of labour and which could be an even more
major employer of labour. It could expand em-
ployment opportunities in the State quite substan-
tially in ways I hope to be able to detail to the
public very shortly. However, the Government or
the Chief Secretary has not seen fit to be more
positive in response to the organisation.

Having said that, I indicate the Opposition sup-
ports this Bill as a small move in the right direc-
tion in those areas.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Minister for Police
and Prisons) [H1.1.t a.m.1: T thank the member for
Fremantle and the Opposition for their expression
of support of this legislation. As the member for
Fremantle said, the issues have been canvassed
extensively in debate on a motion and those issues
are complex.

The member was arriving at the wrong con-
clusion by suggesting this is the only response the
Government or the Chief Secretary will give to
the liquor industry in relation to its concerns. I
have no doubt that further matters will be con-
sidered, but this was seen as being an immediate
measure in which legitimate interests have been
taken into account in the granting of licences and
that was the basis on which it was brought for-
ward. It was not meant to exclude consideration
of other action.

As I said in the debate on the member's mo-
tion, this industry involves a great question of
economic balance and the balancing of controls.
No easy solutions exist and the Government is
examining other details. However, this Bill seeks
to take some immediate action and I am glad it
has the support of the Opposition.
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Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Minister for Police and Prisons), and passed.

OFFENDERS PROBATION AND PAROLE
AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 20 October.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [11.45 a.m.]:
The principal objective of this Bill, so we are told,
is further to streamline the treatment and re-
habilitation of offenders who are released on par-
ole or under probation to carry out community
service orders. At the same time, we are told that
a number of amendments relate to the
administration of the Parole Board and the Pro-
bation and Parole Service. The Opposition accepts
these statements.

The objective of streamlining and improving
the treatment and rehabilitation of offenders is
laudable. The position of the Opposition was
made amply clear in the upper House by the Hon.
J. M. Berinson, whose comments can be found on
page 3979 of Hansard. He made it clear that the
Opposition supports the Bill.

MR RU.SH-TON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
[11.46 am.]: I appreciate the support of this
legislation indicated by the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn on behalf of the Opposition; he indicated his
support for the good reason that the Bill has been
presented to help people.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Rushton (Deputy Premier), and passed.

CITY OF PERTH PARKING FACILITIES
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 3 November.
MR MeOVER (Avon) [ 11.50 am.]: This is only

a very small Bill which has become necessary be-
cause of existing legal anomalies preventing the
City of Perth from allowing charitable organis-
ations and other bodies the use of certain facilities
in its area. The Bill will remove the anomalies and
I clearly indicate the Opposition's support for the
measure.

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [ 11.51 am.]: I thank the member for
his indication of the Opposition's support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commit tee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Rushton (Minister for Transport), and
transmitted to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

In Committee
Resumed From 3 November. The Deputy

Chairman of Committees (Mr Watt) in the
Chair; Mr Rushton (Deputy Premier) in charge
of the Bill.

Progress was reported after Division 27 had
been agreed to.

Division 28: Agriculture, S43 718 000-
Mr EVANS: Before addressing myself to the

division, it is appropriate that I pay tribute to a
senior member of the Department of Agriculture
who passed away last Friday, and that is the per-
son of Mr Tom McDowell. He was one of those
public servants who contributed far more than the
actual requirements of the job. lHe extended him-
self in a great number of ways and I believe-and
I reflect the view of the Opposition-he was an
outstanding individual in every way.

I will touch on several salient points of Mr
McDowell's career. In 1969 he entered the senior
administration level of the Department of
Agriculture when he became the chief officer of
the wheat and sheep division, as it was then

4756



[Thursday, 4 November 1982] 75

known. It is one of the major segments of the de-
partment, and he certainly served in that capacity
with distinction. It was no wonder that in 1979 he
went on to become an assistant director, and
served in that capacity until 1981. During that 10
years he was Chairman of the Drought Relief
Committee, and passed through a difficult period,
as did the State. For five years from 1967, severe
droughts were experienced in Western Australia.
It was the era in which rural reconstruction was
initiated and the whole mechanism of drought re-
lief and rural reconstruction was resolved and
came into effect. It was no easy matter for Mr
McDowell to take a lead in that difficult field. He
held that position until 1981 when he became a
deputy director.

He served in a number of other capacities, the
main one being in the field of agricultural edu-
cation. Sometimes this area is neglected and
overlooked, but Mr McDowell devoted a very con-
siderable amount of work to it. For 14 years he
was associated with the Rural Youth Movement
Council of WA. During that period he served on
the council, and became the chairman of the agri-
cultural education advisory committee. Not so
long ago, only about six months ago, he brought
down a report on rural education in this State.

His interest in the community did not stop
there. He was involved with the Guide Dogs for
the Blind Association of WA (Inc.) and became
its chairman. He served with quite some distinc-
tion. Indeed, shortly before he succumbed to that
massive heart attack on Friday night of last week,
he delivered his report to the association.

There is no question that a large and gloomy
hole will be left in the administration of the De-
partment of Agriculture. The professional needs
no doubt will be met by a replacement, but the
personality and efficiency that his death has taken
from the department probably never will be re-
placed. I record appreciation of that long career
with the Department of Agriculture, a career
hallmarked with distinction at every stage and in
every position. I am sure every member of this
House will join with me in expressing my deep re-
gret to his widow and four children.

I will turn now to this Division. I preface my
comments, as I did in speaking to the motion for
the revocation of the dedication in regard to State
forests, by saying that once again an i nordinate
deficiency and paucity of information is apparent.
I will demonstrate iii a moment what this leads to,
and the unfortunate effects that the Government
was liable to bring about, and is bringing about,
with the trend of this legislation. 1 recall that dur-
ing my earlier years as a member of this Chamber
each Minister presented his section of the Budget.

He did a great deal of highlighting the achieve-
ments of this department, a course which gave a
much better understanding to the members of this
House of the many points that otherwise would
not have been raised. Sometimes explanations
were given in response to an interjection, but the
Finer aspects of the administration of each depart-
ment were given. It is noted with regret that on
this occasion the total Government contribution to
the debate on agriculture is four paragraphs in
the Treasurer's speech. It is just bare bones.

The Treasurer is probably not in a position to
give illuminating details of the administration of
the department, and details of problems and
changes in the department. However, he confined
his remarks to what was almost a bald account-
ancy statement.

Firstly the Treasurer referred to the total allo-
cation of S43.7 million, and indicated that was a
14.3 per cent increase over the previous year. So
be it,' but, at the same time, that increase must be
put in perspective. To give the f igure he did is like
someone saying, after observation of the prices at
a particular cattle sale, that cattle prices have in-
creased or decreased by a certain percentage. The
increment for this department must be considered
with the allocations provided during the last, say,
Five years, or even less. When that is done, it is re-
alised that this year's increment is not all it seems
to be.

Although the increase over last year was main-
tained at about the level of inflation, the depart-
ment still has not recovered from the quite severe
downturns of several years ago. In a moment I
will return to that point.

The second paragraph of the Treasurer's re-
miarks. in regard to agriculture referred to a
S74 000 expenditure for the planned sugar indus-
try on the Ord, and S87 000 earmarked to support
the Government's policy of soil conservation
through the study and development of pasture re-
generation in the Fitzroy Valley. They are quite
important aspects. I hope the Minister gives an
indication of the present progress in the establish-
ment of the sugar industry on the Ord. In answer
to the last question I asked on this subject the
Minister indicated that none of the seven appli-
cations received had been chosen to conduct the
detailed feasibility study. It would be of consider-
able interest to a11 members of this Chamber to
ascertain what the present situation is.

Pasture regeneration in the Fitzroy Valley is a
very important matter, but it is one that has been
neglected to some extent. I understand that to be
the position from reading last year's
interdepartmental reports. A survey was carried
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out of the extent of devastation in the Kimnberley,
and I am led to believe the devastation was far
more extensive than we were told in the media. It
is reassuring that $87 000 has been set aside for
this development.

The third paragraph refers to the inclusion in
the Estimates of $100 000 for the demonstration
of on-farm water supply techniques in the north-
eastern agricultural area. I do not know whether
this item relates to the Agaton water supply
scheme as an alternative or an adjunct. Nothing is
said to indicate that it is or is not an alternative or
adjunct, or has any relevance at all to the scheme.
This matter requires clarification.

Australian plague locusts pose a threat to the
valuable agricultural areas of the south-west and
$500 000 has been made available to the
Agriculture Protection Board in a bid to overcome
this problem. As you Mr Acting Chairman (Mr
Watt), come from Albany, you will recall pub-
licity on this subject last year. To some extent the
problem of locusts was pushed aside and the re-
sponsibility of the individual landholder was con-
sidered. Assistance was provided by the
Agriculture Protection Board, but the work that
would have been desirable last year was not car-
ried out and consequently this year the problem
has again manifested itself.

By way of question, I asked the Minister about
the manner in which expenditure problems were
to be resolved in eases where control measures
had not been successful and expenditure had been
incurred. This is now a serious problem in the
southern portion of the State. It is to the Govern-
ment's credit that an expert in the control of lo-
custs was brought from the Eastern States to deal
with this problem. This expert had years of ex-
perience in dealing with locusts.

In looking at the expenditure estimates for the
forthcoming year, several interesting points
should be noted. The Treasurer explained the
overall increase will be 14.3 per cent to maintain
the services required. On a quick perusal of part 4
of the document we see that while the overall ex-
penditure; has increased, there has been a decrease
in several areas. Animal health is up by $6 000
and yet plant production is down by $74 000, and
I have no idea why that amount has been de-
creased. If it has anything to do with plant breed-
ing programmes, I would express some concern.
There must be a reason for it. Dairying and food
technology has an increase of $46 000 and it is
apparent that the increase there would be on the
food technology side which is a very desirable
thing because food processing and food tech-
nology will play an increasingly important part in

agriculture in this State and throughout the
world.

Mr Old: Did you say the allocation for plant
production is down? What item are you looking
at?

Mr EVANS: Animal production.
Mr Old: You said "plant production".
Mr EVANS: I am sorry, I meant animal pro-

duction. I thank the Minister for his correction.
The dairying industry has experienced difficult-

ies and a report will soon be presented by the
Royal Commission on this industry. We cannot
overstress the food technology side because it is
the treatment and development of new techniques
of food technology and the varied presentation of
a product which will lead to market increases.
Horticulture has received an increase of $140 000,
but it is not clear in what area that increase will
have effect. The apple industry was the premier
fruit industry in this State and it has received
severe cutbacks recently because of export mar-
keting, increased shipping costs and trends, and
other costs, which have made it a problem area.
The increased allocation to horticulture will en-
sure that continued development takes place in
the south-west.

The Kununurra region has received a total in-
crease of S$184 000. 1 have referred already to the
sugar industry. Marketing and economics has re-
ceived an increase of 58 000 which is not really in
keeping with the expenditure costs of natural in-
crements and I would be most unhappy to think
that marketing and research was not to be ac-
corded the full significance and prominence that
it deserves to keep abreast with agriculture today.

Plant research has received an increase of
$38 000. That was the item I made a mistake
about earlier. Regional services will receive an in-
crease of $170 000, but it is not clear to what pur-
pose the total increase will be applied. A question
will be asked in connection with that matter and
soil erosion. I am assuming that regional services
will cover expenditure for erosion control and con-
servation work.

I think every member of the Chamber would be
uncertain as to where soil conservation fits in, but
I suggest it is in the resources management area.

Mr Old: Yes.
Mr EVANS: The WA Herbarium, which is one

of the most outstanding buildings in Western
Australia, has received a $5 000 increase. With
dismay I note that extension services have been
downgraded by $1 000 and assistance to
agriculture has been pruned by $254 000. Again
this is an indication of the Federal Government's
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total disregard for agriculture because most of
this funding comes from the Federal source.

1 am tempted to make a comparison between
the present Federal Government and the Whitlam
Government, but I will refrain from doing so as it
would make it black for the present incumbents.
Turning to item I on salaries, I find the Depart-
ment of Agriculture now has a staff of I 271
which is 60 more than in 1981 and this will
necessitate part of the increased expenditure
going into this area. The number of executive
officers has decreased by one and the number of
officers involved in administration and accounting
has increased by five. Staff at the Minister's
office has remained at four; the animal health div-
ision has increased by two; and the animal protec-
tion division is down by 17.

The staffing for the dairying and food tech-
nology division is down from 33 to 26, even
though there is an increase in the Budget allow-
ance. The horticulture division has increased to
122 and the information services is up by two, the
Kununurra region is up by 10, and the Marketing
and Economics Branch has increased from 19 to
22. The plant production division has increased
from Ill to 119 and the plant research division
has increased from 84 to 102.

The resources management division has in-
creased from 72 to 99 and I am hopeful that some
of the department's operations will be involved in
the reclamation and erosion aspects of
agriculture. The WA Herbarium has decreased
from 16 to 11, the library is static at 11I and tem-
porary assistants have increased by one to 11. The
drivers, gardeners, storemen, etc., have decreased
from 84 to 58 and the vacant positions have de-
creased from 44 to 3 1.

While there has been ant overall increase of 60
people, I wish to point out that in 1972 the total
number in the department was 871. So, in 10
years, the staffing of the department has shown
an increase from 871 to I 27 1, a net gain of 460.
We are looking at an increase in staff of 50 per
cent over 10 years.

I will not draw any conclusions from that; I will
leave that for the Minister. The point I wish to
make is that we are nut being provided with the
information we require, even though there has
been an increase in the staffing of the department.
This point was made in an editorial in The West
Australian 10 years ago. It said-

One of the mysteries of the public Service
is the necessity for the Agriculture Depart-
ment to have a staff of 84 1. only 277 of
whom are professional officers. The depart-
ment's vote this year is $8 million. Five years

ago it was $4.6 million. After Works, it is
easily the most densely populated depart-
ment. Considering the nature of its duties
and the lull in primary production, its gain of
67 officers last year after one of 49 the pre-
vious year looks like an expensive exercise in
empire-building.

We have seen an increase in staff of approxi-
mately 50 over the last year. However, that is not
the essential point. The essential point is the
reasoning behind this. In this modern day and age
with vast changes in agriculture, we are approach-
ing what could be described as an agricultural
revolution in tems of grain growing, the use of
herbicides, and moving away from stock.

The whole pattern of agriculture has changed.
It has become much more scientific and techno-
logical and it has to be if this nation wishes to re-
main competitive with its agricultural products.
The Western Australian farmer has adapted re-
markably well.

It seems to me that while a sophisticated tech-
nology is required for production, we must have
the commensurate backup, provided by men who
are trained to a great degree in technology and
science, to ensure that this service remains.

Such changes demand increases in staffing fa-
cilities and services, which are vital for the agri-
cultural industry, which in 1982 is showing its im-
portance in Western Australia. especially when
we compare it with the d rough t-d evasta ted areas
of the Eastern States.

I am not critical of the increases to which 1
have referred because there is obviously some
good reason for themn when we consider the total
perspective of agriculture. However, the
Treasurer and the Minister have not given one
word as to what has brought about the increase in
personnel.

It is little wonder then that a comparable situ-
ation arose 10 years ago when the staffing level
was 871. A similar increase this year could bring
about some ill-informed judgments. While people
should not leap to make ill-informed judgments,
the Minister is in part to blame for not providing
the Treasurer with the information about this.

While on the subject of staffing I must say that
another matter has been brought to my attention
since the reorganisation of the department. It was
felt that a generalised staff would be able to cope
with all aspects of agriculture and that that was
preferable to specialists. Previously officers
specialised along certain lines. I can appreciate
with a move to the higher echelons it may be dif-
ficult to get back to the Field, but it is difficult to
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reconcile how an officer can be expected to be an
expert in all fields.

I wish to give the example of the regional ser-
vice in the dairy industry. It is obvious that people
such as Rudolph Sprivulis and Mr Albertsen are
difficult to find, as are people with a specialised
role in horticulture difficult to find. Some officers
have specialised in particular fields, but when it
comes to soil conservation and the water engineer-
ing field, these matters should not be the responsi-
bility of a general officer within the department.

It requires a degree of specialisation which I do
not think is being catered for and has not been
fully recognised. That is the illustration I put for-
ward and I am not being critical of Government
officers. They certainly deserve the greatest re-
spect, have a professional and scientific out-
look, and fulfil their roles. However, when it
comes to facets of engineering, soil erosion, and
areas of this kind, they should not be called upon
to accept full responsibility because they are
facets which could do with a little further expo-
sition.

While I have the opportunity, I would like to
refer to some figures in the Auditor General's re-
port and query two points on page 45. Under the
item "Commonwealth Grants and Advances" a
sum of $20 401 was unexpendled and uncom-
mitted for pig research and the funds were re-
turned to the Commonwealth. It is not an insig-
nificant amount and there would have to be some
very good reason that that amount was unspent
and returned to the Commonwealth. I know of
many areas where that money could have been
profitably used, even if it had been used to en-
courage the breeding association.

A pig breeding seminar was held recently at
Boyup Brook and attracted something in the
order of 120 producers. Among those people were
some of the foremost authorities on pig breeding
in this State and one from Melbourne. It sur-
passed the seminars held at Muresk where ap-
proximately 70 people attend, if one measures the
success of seminars by the number of people who
attend and the quality of those persons who con-
duct the seminar. This is an area that could be ex-
plored. The funds that were returned to the Com-
monwealth could have been expended in this area.
It is not practicable that unspent moneys should
be returned to the Commonwealth because it is
hard enough to obtain them initially.

The sum of $690 000 is held in an investment
account by the pig industry compensation fund. I
do not know whether any qualified auditor has
looked into this matter, but I consider that it is a
large amount to have in an investment fund. The

interest on investments amounted to $72 331, the
dues received amounted to $122 523, and on top
of that there is an investment of $690 000.

Whether that has been recognised and it was
felt necessary to retain that amount to be used as
compensation in time of an outbreak of exotic dis-
ease, I am not sure, but the reasoning behind it
needs some explanation. The amount is left open
for question, not in a derogatory sense, but it
could be an inflated amount of funds which could
be channelled to some other area.

I particularly wanted to refer to research funds.
As I have pointed out overall funds for extension
services and assistance to agriculture decreased.
The funds to the extension services were reduced
by $1 000 and the amount for the assistance to
agriculture was $254 000. I would like to quote
from an article that was published in The West
Australian of 10 July 1982, because it is relevant
and contains comments from some of the fore-
most agriculturists in this State. It reads as fol-
lows-

It is estimated that last financial year, the
Commonwealth contributed $6 million to
rural research in WA, growers $2.5m in com-
pulsory levies and business and industry
$500000.

The State Government's contribution was
$17m and was the main reason why research
could be maintained.

Even so, WA Government expenditure is
said to be less than that in any other State in
comparison with production figures.

Comments were made, firstly, by Dr Mike
Carroll, the Assistant Director of Agriculture who
said-

We try not to measure it in dollars.
But we know it is an investment with a

high rate of return.
That is what research means in relation to
agriculture. A classic example would have been
the development of new rice strains that brought
about the grain revolution in South-East Asia.
Secondly, Dr Gladstones, who is renowned for his
study into lupins, said-

*... that an increase in average wheat yields
of two to three per cent due to plant breeding
would increase the returns of WA
wheatgrowers by about $S5m.

That is what we are talking about when we refer
to research and, if that were applied across the
full spectrum or agriculture, we would be talking
about considerable amounts of financial assist-
ance, most of which would bring about an export
return.
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Bitter pit in apples is a major storage disease
affecting growers in many areas. It is a difficult
problem to solve.

Dr John Lightfoot made a succinct comment
about the trend of farmers in WA and the suc-
cessful research that has taken place.

In the editorial of The Wes( Australian of 21
October 1982. the following comment was pub-
lished-

Australia's farmers are going to have to
face the possibility of increasing their contri-
butions to research, without guaranteed
matching Commonwealth funds, if they are
serious about bolstering efforts in that area.

The onus will fall on the producer to a large ex-
tent to provide research funds and we must
question whether that is (a) fair and reasonable,
and (b) economically desirable, having regard to
the effect that an increase in the overall pro-
duction could have on the well-being of the econ-
omy of the nation as a whole.

The editorial continues-
There are many valid reasons why govern-

ment support should be maintained, provided
ongoing review ensures the projects remain
relevant and potentially rewarding.

That is obvious and natural. Research pro-
grammes are niot entered into lightly. Many fac-
tors govern their establishment. Therefore the
question of research funds requires a considerable
amount of attention, otherwise the producers of
this State will find themselves meeting the funds
necessary for essential research to maintain
agriculture at a desirable scientific level.

I have already alluded to the salt problem. In
the Western Farmer of 21 October 1982.
reference was made to the report which has just
been brought down. The article commences with
the headline, -WA faces $24m salt bill", and cites
the salinity growth rate. The size of the amount
required for restoration is frightening;, but even
more frightening is the allusion to the fact that
salinity is on the increase. The following appears
in the article-

A top-level report released to authorities in
Perth last week also says that salt will ruin
more than 2 per cent of the state's broad
agricultural zone within 20 years.

It can be said that two per cent of the land could
be fenced off and forgotten about; but it is not as
simple as that. It could well be that the rate of
salinity could increase at an alarming rate each
year; but insufficient information is known about
that. The article continued-

The affected land will include wheat and
sheep country and higher rainfall grazing
and cropping areas.

The report was drawn up by committee members
including the Western Australian Soil Conser-
vation Commissioner (Graeme Robertson), senior
soil conservation officials from the other States,
representatives of the Department of Primary In-
dustry, and scientists from the CSIRO. If we are
to have anybody considering the salt problem in
Western Australia, we would be hard pressed to
Find a better equipped group than that.

Mr Davies: It is about time that they had a
look at WISALTS.

Mr EVANS: I am glad the member for Vic-
toria Park mentioned that. Perhaps I will make
reference to that.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Victoria Park will keep order!

Mr EVANS: The report continues-

The working party says salt scalded land in
WA will cost $5.5m to restore and the
upgrading of country affected by seepage
salting will cost 518.5m.

The committee recommended eight
subprogramines; and the subprogram mes included
the following-

Revamped mapping techniques-

Revamped mapping in the Forests Department
revolutionised the approach to forest management
and forest assessment. The revamping of mapping
techniques could well be of vital importance. The
recommended subprogramme continued-

Process investigations to provide more de-
tailed information on the basic causes of salt-
ing of non-irrigated land;

Determining the consequences of land use
options, including the estimation of future
trends:

The treatment of affected sites.

Economic studies of salting and assessment
of rehabilitation techniques;

The identification of district strategies and
preventative land use policies.

Work projects in local salt-affected project
areas:

Preventative land use policies.

"To control the problem of induced
dryland salting we must have land use poli-
cies for the prevention of further salting," the
report says.
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That is a balanced approach to the overall prob-
lem, but it implies an understanding of the nature
of the problem and its extent.

Not only do we not know the reclamation tech-
niques that will have to be developed, but also we
do not know the extent of the problem. For a
start, we have not an accurate picture of the prob-
rem in the State, its precise locations, and the
prognosis in particular areas. This is where the
programme of salt reclamation stands.

The Western Farmer of the same date went as
far as devoting an editorial to the question of the
salt study. It makes reference to the Minister, and
I will quote that later. Part of the editorial reads
as follows-

Some sectors of the scientific and farming
community may well argue that we should
not be concerned about 2 per cent of the
agricultural zone that will be devastated by
salt in 17 years; rather, we should aim our cf-
forts at combatting salinity that may en-
croach on the remaining 98 per cent.

It is a perplexing question.
I do not know that it is. Both aspects require at-
tenition . One thing for certain is that it does not
detract from the problem of salinity which, in all
its forms, is a cause for major concern in Western
Australia.

The editorial continued-
Primary Industry Minister Dick Old, who

has seen the report, will surely recognise its
significance.

I am sure he will. I hope he will be in a position to
indicate the approach that the State will adopt in
making its contribution to overcoming the salt
problem.

I made reference in the Budget debate to the
question of WISAL.TS; and before dealing with it
again I wish to refer to the germane comment of
Dr Graemne Robertson. He urged a salt study in
early October, before the report was released. He
is endeavou ring to make the point that the cost to
be faced now will be nothing compared with what
it is liable to be in the future. His attitude is most
commendable, and he well could be the right man
in the right job.

The Commonwealth Government deserves
censure. Mr Nixon promised $3 million in the
1980 election for salt conservation; but like many
other election promises, it went the same
way-gurgle, gurgle! The promise of $3 million
was withdrawn by the "razor gang"; and the
amount was expected to rise to $12 million in the
succeeding year. That meagre offer was made
when it was known that at least $675 million was

needed to Fix up the land; and the cost now is in
excess of $1 billion.

Sitting suspended from 12.35 to 2. 15 p.m.
Mr EVANS: I gave an approximation of the

two sets of figures for the staffing of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. In order to clarify the pos-
ition, I point out that, the figure for 1981 was
1 233 compared with 1 271 in 1982.

1 turn now to WISALTS as it relates to Soil
restoration and the prevention of saltation.

In The West Australian of Monday, 4 October
1982, the Commissioner of Soil Conservation (Dr
Graham Robertson) was reported as follows-

NOT enough research is being done into
farmland salinity, according to the WA
Commissioner of Soil Conservation, Dr G.
Robertson.

Farmers had spent more on Wisait
interceptor banks in the past few years than
the entire salinity research budget of the WA
Department of Agriculture, he said.

To say the least, that is an indictment. Few people
would disagree that saltation is one of the long-
term problems of the agricultural industry in this
State. To continue-

The budget was a fraction of the $16
million spent by the Government on land rec-
lamation in water-catchment areas.

This use of resources deserved to be
questioned, Dr Robertson told the Wisalts
meeting.

Not enough research was being done yet.
But there was now more awareness of the
problem by the Public Works, Fisheries and
Wildlife and Forests Departments as they
moved swiftly into salinity studies.

It is encouraging to note that increasing research
is taking place into the problem. WtSALTS must
be evaluated in a manner that has not occurred
previously.

In a speech I made a few weeks ago, I referred
to the fact that I had toured in the Narrogin-
Pingelly area and looked at some of the projects
there. I made that inspection approximately six
weeks ago and at that time I was told about the
visit to the USA by Lloyd Richards, the President
of WISALTS. He was the most senior of the two
WISALTS people who went to the USA. I was
told they returned convinced that the techniques
they had adopted were similar in priniciple to
those being used with success in the USA. That
seems to be a rather sweeping statement, but it
should be remembered the soils in the USA are
considerably deeper than those commonly found
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throughout the agricultural areas of Western
Australia and the use of interceptor banks there is
not possible. Therefore, they use lucerne and
other forms of vegetation to do the work the
WISALTS banks are constructed to do; that is, to
retain moisture or to enable it to drain away
gently.

One of the projects I saw involved a very broad
valley in which several hundred acres were fenced
off. It was situated beside an area containing deep
sand which had formed a rather large sandhill
and this was the area upon which the rain fell. In-
deed, the rain probably fell for a couple of years
before it penetrated the surface. The WISALTS
bank went around the broad gulley. and as a
consequence, the trees in the gulley had rejuven-
ated and one could see other signs of success.

I also visited the project at Mr Edwards' place.
He certainly does things on a large scale and his
interceptor banks went for quite a few mites.
Three banks ran parallel to each other with dif-
fering results, but a bank running parallel, mid-
way up a slope, indicated the way saline water
was being drained off a badly scalded gulley
where no vegetation had grown for several years
and half way along the water had become fresh.

Mr Old: Had you seen that area previously or
was that the first time you had been there?

Mr EVANS: It was the first time I had seen it,
although I had seen good documentationc and
photographs of it. There is no doubt in Mr
Edwards' mind that he is achieving results. Hie
spent $30000 last year and he has earmarked
another $30 000 this year. One must take a very
close look at this proposition bearing in mind that
practical farmers are prepared to put that sort of
finance into it.

I have not had a chance to read the report of
the two members who visited the United States; 1
have seen only the newspaper articles following
upon the annual general meeting of WISALTS.
This is something which I feel has been neglected
in the past and is something which is in need of
more detailed evaluation.

The point made by Dr Graham Robertson is
that more money has been spent on that system
than on the entire research budget of the depart-
ment- When farmers can be prevailed upon to ex-
pend money of that order, something must have
convinced them that they would achieve results. I
am not able to discern the amount from research
development which has been devoted to recla-
mation of' salt-affected land or research into sal-
inity. The Minister might be able to indicate the
total amounts involved; they are not clear at this
stage.

Again, briefly I will touch on Big Brother in the
east, this time on the subject of the tax on diesel
fuel, a tax which has left a nasty taste in the
mouths of' primary producers in Western Aus-
tralia. The national farmers' federation has called
on the Federal Government to complete urgently
its diesel excise legislation and so end the contro-
versy and the delays over the rebate on the excise
to approved users. More than confusion exists.
The federation is concerned for the small users of
diesel fuel it represents and this takes in horticul-
turalists, because if they do not reach the
threshhold amount they are penalised. These
small producers, along with every primary pro-
ducer, previously were exempt from the excise,
but I understand the position is that, if they do
not reach the threshhold, they will not be eligible
for the rebate. How the rebate will operate is
unclear.

It is a very messy business and it remains to be
seen whether the Federal Government will
achieve a net return for the effort on the paper-
work involved. It certainly will not achieve a net
return in goodwill or in relieving the frustration
among primary producers with whom I have dis-
cussed this problem.

I will raise queries on other points as we come
to the appropriate item.

Mr STEPHENS: It is obvious that the member
for Warren believes, as I do, that agriculture is a
very important facet of the Western Australian
economy, notwithstanding our mining develop-
ments. The member spent a considerable time
dealing with problems associated with the agricul-
tural industry and its economy, and rightly so.

The member for Warren commenced his re-
marks by paying tribute to the late Tom
McDowell. It is not necessary then for me to
traverse the record of his service, but I must
endorse the member's remarks and indicate that
Mr McDowell's loss will be felt in all agricultural
areas of this State. I pass on our condolences to
his widow and children.

I will comment on several matters, the first
being the WA Lamb Marketing Board. We have
received notice that Mr Malcolm McSporran, the
first manager of the board, is to retire next year
after almost eight years as its manager. I pay
tribute to the work he has done establishing the
board and setting it on a very sound basis; and I
acknowledge the contribution he has made to
farmers in this State, particularly the lamb pro-
ducers.

I always have been a strong supporter of the
board. I was a member of the meat executive of
the old Farmers' Union in the days when the
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plans for the board were being formulated, and
eventually given statutory recognition by the then
Labor Government. I believe the member for
Warren was the then Minister (or Agriculture.

The Lamb Marketing Board has served the
farming community exceedingly well. Its last
season has been a difficult one, and no doubt the
most difficult it has had to face. I am pleased to
relate that the majority of farmers in my elector-
ate, and no doubt the majority of the producers in
the State, still have great confidence in the board,
and that confidence is justified.

I am glad the member for Roe's interjection did
not reach Hansard, it was unbecoming of a mem-
ber of Parliament and it quite erroneously
reflected in a very discreditable manner on the
Lamb Marketing Board. The member for Roe is a
member of the Pastoralists and Graziers Associ-
ation, which denigrates the right of lamb farmers.
Same years ago in a debate in this House, I
went through paragraph by paragraph a docu-
ment put out by the association in an attempt to
discredit the Lamb Marketing Board. Most of it
was only half true, or a downright lie. The
association is still desperately trying to discredit
the Lamb Marketing Board, but, fortunately for
the lamb producers in WA, it has had no success.
Perhaps if the association turned its attention to
beef marketing and its associated problems it
might serve the farming community a little better,
rather than try to denigrate and undermine the
Lamb Marketing Board.

We acknowledge that a marketing system
cannot obtain more than the market price, but it
is a system whereby producers maximise their
share of the price available and this results in
stability of pricing unlike the beef marketing
situation now where prices can go up or down
between $40 and $50. That situation would not
apply to the marketing of lamb and it is
regrettable that the Western Australian farming
community was sold out at a meat marketing
referendum a few years ago. That referendum
was designed to kill any idea of meat marketing,
and it was successful. I criticised the questions
then, and now I realise: that criticism was proved
to have been justified. I hope this Government
pays more attention to meat marketing.

I accept that in the transport situation in
Australia today section 92 is such that any
marketing system should be on an Australia-wide
basis. I would also like to see the Australian Meat
and Livestock Corporation act as a single seller
from Australia and go into competition in that
manner. Broadly speaking, that is the way in
which the Japanese conduct their activities. There
is a lot of competition in Japan. In our dealings
with overseas countries we are regarded as a

single buying area and this gives considerable
strength. This is a problem in regard to meat
exporting.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr STEPHENS: It is all very well to stand up

for State rights, but it is costing the meat pro-
ducers of Australia a considerable amount of
money with our present dual charging system.
There are two States in which there is a single
situation and that appears to be working effec-
tively, but producers in Western Australia are dis-
advantage because of our dual charging system
for meat inspection.

Although the company may pay the levy di-
rectly, we all realise that indirectly the contri-
bution comes from the producer. It is only re-
alistic to recognise that in the international Field
Australia is regarded as a nation and people do
not think in terms of individual States. I cannot
see how this State can take over the meat inspec-
tion area. I have communicated with the Minister
on this matter and he seems to be still hell-bent
on maintaining the State's rights notwithstanding
it is costing producers money. It is time this State
was prepared, together with the Department of
Primary Industry, to take the responsibility for
exports. It is time also that the Public Health De-
partment assumed responsibility for the public
health register of non-export works in this State,
and that local government controlled the non-ex-
port works within the local government
jurisdiction.

We could overcome the dual charging system
by those means. Presently it is costing producers
approximately 53 million for a nine-month period.
In the present depressed state of the meat market,
even that 53 million would be appreciated by the
producers. I urge the Government and the Minis-
ter to have a second look at this situation and per-
haps this is an area where we can forego the pur-
suit of State rights.

Another matter of deep concern to me is the
Government's decision to sell the Denmark Re-
search Station. For several years I have tried to
get the Government to give an indication of its
intentions in regard to that research station and
my questions were parried on the basis chat these
stations were under continuous review in order to
maximise return on the taxpayers' dollar. At long
last the Government has acknowledged it will sell
the Denmark Research Station. This is a very
retrograde step for agriculture in the south
coastal region. For several years I have main-
tained the view that the Government had given
insufficient attention to research for agricultural
production on the south coastal strip and that if
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more research had taken place we could have
maximised production.

Denmark is ideally situated for this purpose,
because it contains sufficient land. The research
station was being underutilised and proof of this
was given in answers to questions I posed to the
Minister. The Government has purchased land in
Vasse on which to build a research station for the
south coastal strip, notwithstanding that we
already had a station in similar type of country in
Denmark which was adequate for the purpose had
it been propcrly utilised. Once again, this is
putting the taxpayer to unnecessary expense with
the purchase of new lanid and the setting up of
new research facilities which easily and justifiably
could have been carried out at the Denmark Re-
search Station. One only has to look at the re-
search programme for the Denmark station to re-
alise just how inadequate it was.

There are many problems in the south coastal
region, clover being one. There is a need to breed
strains which are resistant to scorch, root rot and
clover disease. Problems are experienced with the
soil with leaching, and slow release nutrients. We
must look at intensive utilisation of the land and
the need for alternative cash crops. Research
needs to be carried out into trace elements and
their effects on animals and pastures. There is
need for research into methods of improving
winter pasture production and pasture growth
generally and also into problems experienced with
sheep and cattle. These problems include internal
parasites and control in high rainfall areas, life
cycles, and thos associated with perennial
pastures. Research in this area can be
extrapolated on to dry land areas in regard to
research into parasites, but not necessarily in high
rainfall areas. We must conduct research into
parasite resistance and control strategies in an
effort to meet that problem. Parasite problems
occur with integrated sheep and cattle enterprises
and many south coastal properties are combined
sheep and cattle enterprises. Research should be
conducted into fly strike, dermatitis, and root rot
problems with sheep.

This is particularly important in the south-west
at the moment because of the decline in the beef
industry and an increasing number of farmers are
turning towards sheep farming in the Denmark-
Walpole area. I understand there are something
in the order of 35 000 sheep in that region
whereas a few years ago one would have been
lucky to Find any' sheep. This has been brought
about by economic pressure and pressure on
farmers to produce a product which will give a
reasonable return on the capital invested. How-
ever, we do not have a suitable sheep for that re-

gion and the Government does not appear to be
carrying out any research into this matter.

Yet it is proposed also to remove the research
station at Denmark. Research needs to be under-
taken into different breeds and crossbreeds of
sheep, relative performances, and fodder types for
various seasons. There is a tremendous need for
research to be carried out in order that we might
obtain maximum production along the south-west
coastal strip. The Government is more concerned
about changing the research station than about
maximising the benefits that could be derived
from full utilisation of the research station, which
is suitably situated in a region with a tremendous
need for that type of research. I am sure the
Government has not heard the end in relation to
its decision to close down the Denmark Research
Station.

I recognise that the Shire of Denmark is disap-
pointed with the Government's decision. It has ac-
cepted it as a fail accomapli and is considering pur-
chasing some of the land occupied by the research
station for its own purposes. It is not that the
shire agrees with the situation, but it has accepted
it as a fait accompli. I do not accept it as a fair
accompli and trust that after the elections next
year the situation will be different and action will
not be taken to close the station.

Mr Tonkin: There's a good chance of that.
Mr STEPHENS: We recognise that after the

next election this Parliament may become an im-
portant place. It may become a place where
decisions are made which will be of tremendous
benefit to the people of this State and to that
community. The people will, no doubt, be very
pleased with the performance of a Parliament
that will make decisions rather than be what is
merely a rubber stamp.

Mr Young: As a National Party member, obvi-
ously you are saying you will support the ALP.

Mr STEPHENS: I am not saying anything of
the sort.

Mr Young: Just expand on what you said.
Mr STEPHENS: What I amn saying is that the

National Party members' support will no doubt be
necessary to put the Liberal Party in Government
and that party will have to negotiate with the
National Party. The Minister for Health can
smile.

Mr Young: It saves me from becoming hilari-
ouis.

Mr STEPHENS; I will take note of the
Hansard record when it is published and in 1983
after the election I will forward the Minister for
Health a copy of his interjection.
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Mr Young: Thanks, I look forward to it.
Mr STEPHENS: I hope I have clarified with

the Minister that in no way will the National
Party form a coalition with the Labor Party if
that was what he was referring to.

Mr Young: You did sound as though you were
happy for a victory for someone else.

Mr Evans interjected.

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: We are the National Party of

Western Australia and I believe that the country
Liberal members have some association with the
Federal National Party, but that is a problem
they have to solve. We do not have that problem.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Tubby):
Order! I remind the member of the item being de-
bated.

Mr STEPHENS: Thank you, Mr Deputy
Chairman. Perhaps your reference will prevent
other members from interjecting on me and trying
to lead me astray.

M r Old: It's too late.
Mr STEPHENS: The other real problem we

have in the southern part of the State is the Aus-
tralian plague locust. I know that this subject is
topical and I acknowledge the work the Govern-
ment has done in making $500 000 available to
meet the cost of chemicals which are necessary in
order to try to combat this problem. I urge the
Government to monitor the situation closely and,
if necessary, to be prepared to make further funds
available. It is important that we get on top of
this problem from the word go. Up until last
season the scientists maintained that the Aus-
tralian plague locust could not breed in southern
areas because it was too cool. However, they
have been proved wrong, although it may well be
that because of the unusual conditions it is
a once-only situation. At the same time we know
of the capacity of insects and animals to adjust to
climatic conditions and it is important that we get
this problem under control before any acclimatis-
ation takes place.

The wingless grasshopper also is prevalent in
the south-west and is causing considerable con-
cern. I was pleased recently to read a report re-
garding these grasshoppers.

Mr Davies: Where was the report published?

Mr STEPHENS: It was published in a paper I
read recently.

To many farmers in my area the wingless grass-
hopper is causing as much damage as the plague
locusts.

Mr Davies: They have caused a lot of trouble in
Gingin.

Mr STEPHENS: They are certainly causing a
lot of problems in the south-west and I acknowl-
edge that the Government is aware of this. How-
ever, I urge the Government to monitor the situ-
ahion closely and to be prepared to provide ad-
ditional funding to make sure these pests are
reduced to the absolute minimum this season.

Recently, I asked the Minister whether the
Government would be prepared to assist in meet-
ing the cost of spraying where it was necessary. I
was referring more particularly to aerial spraying
which is more costly than ground spraying. I have
received favourable reaction from my constituents
on this matter and I would like the Government to
undertake more research. The farmers in my area
would be prepared to accept rating on their
properties to cover some of the costs of control on
this basis. More farmers than the number of
properties affected would be meeting the costs of
control because in the long run all properties will
surfer if control measures are not carried out.

I have covered some of the important problems
in my electorate and the only other aspect 1 would
like to touch on is the continuing salt problem.
Once again I know thac the Government is aware
of it and I urge it to carry out direct research into
the WISALTS concept.

The National Party has supported this view for
years, but the Government has not don&' much
about it. I am pleased to acknowledge that at
least the department, at this stage, has appeared
to lessen its hostility towards the WISALTS con-
cept, but it is a system that should be given a full-
scale field trial to prove conclusively whether the
claims made are correct. I believe that the trials
that have been undertaken, the tests that have
been carried ouit, and the scientific assessment of
those tests is not a proper basis on which to give
this concept proper evaluation.

I believe a small catchment area or a tributary
should be selected for a field trial, under the
WLSALTS system. In this way, we could ascer-
tain whether the system is effective, ineffective, or
of only partial benefit. Farmers are spending
millions of dollars on the WISALTS system and
if there is a chance they are not spending their
money to the best effect, it behoves the Govern-
ment to carry out trials to prove conclusively one
way or the other the effectiveness of the system. If
is is found the system is ineffective, those millions
of dollars could be diverted to more effective con-
trol measures.

Mr OLD: I thank the members for Warren and
Stirling for their comments, and general support.
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I preface my remarks by thanking both mem-
bers for their tribute to the late Torn McDowell.
His loss was a great tragedy to the department
and will leave a tremendous gap in the executive
staff. Tom McDowell not only was a man of great
ability, but also was well known throughout parts
of the great southern as a result of the time he
was stationed there as a professional officer. He
always demonstrated a willingness and a great
ability to cope with problems as they arose in the
agricultural industry.

Torn McDowell was more than a very good
professional officer of the Department of
Agriculture-, he was also a personal friend of mine
and one on whom I placed great reliance. I owe a
lot 10 Tom McDowell for the advice he gave me
over the period I was associated with him, and for
his ability to cope with all situations.

It is a sad blow to the Department of
Agriculture that, within two years, it has lost two
top professional officers, the first being the late
Tom Smith, whose shoes Tom McDowell filled,
and then, of course, Tom McDowell himself.

Previously I have not had the opportunity to
pay tribute to Torn Smith since his demise and 1
take the opportunity now. Tom Smith also was an
outstanding officer who contributed a tremendous
amount to the agricultural industry, and to the
community generally. The full extent of his work
in agriculture surfaced after his death. After the
passing by Parliament of the Bill to restrict clear-
ing activities in catchment areas, Tom Smith did
a tremendous amount to relieve the situation and
to help solve the very real problems experienced
by farmers in that area.

I endorse the remarks of both the member for
Warren and the member for Stirling in their
tribute to the late Tom McDowell, and add those
few words in memory of Tom Smith.

The member for Warren mentioned that, in the
past, the various Ministers were in the habit of
presenting their parts of the Budget to Parliament
and that this practice had been discontinued. Per-
haps he has a point and that practice should be
followed; however, it is tremendously time con-
suming. I am quite relaxed about which way it is
done-whether individual Ministers present to the
Parliament their part of the Budget, or whether
we leave it to interested members to bring for-
ward the points they consider are pertinent and
which should be brought to the attention of the
Parliament and the people of Western Australia.
Both methods have merit, but I believe the latter
is preferable in that it is more likely to draw out
those points which are of interest to the comn-
munity. rather than our simply having the Minis-

ter emphasising points he would like to emphasise
as being the highlights of his part of the Budget.
However, as I say. I am quite relaxed about how
it is handled; I am happy to go along with the
consensus on this matter.

It seems to me the member for Warren did not
leave too many stones unturned during his disser-
tation on Division 28. However, he did ask me to
comment on the potential of the Ord as a sugar
growing area.

I cannot really add a great deal to what he
already knows. The Budget allocation to this area
relates to the project to "bulk-up" nursery cane in
preparation for an industry which I would hope
will be productive in about three years' time. The
actual receiving of firm propositions and the Final
choice of the proponent to carry out an in-depth
study-which, I hope, will be done fairly quickly
preparatory to preparing an agreement with the
successful proponent-has not really advanced to
the point where I could give the Committee an in-
dication of who might be the successful pro-
pontent. Frankly I do not know.

Several organisations are keen to establish a
sugar industry;, in fact, present indications lead
me to believe some of these organisations are con-
vinced a sugar industry on the Ord would be vi-
able and a very desirable industry in which to
invest.

The member for Warren also mentioned the re-
generation work to be done on the Fitzroy River.
The member would be well acquainted with the
problems which have been and which continue to
be experienced on the Fitzroy. While the prob-
lems are not peculiar 10 the banks of the river,
they are worse there than in other parts of the
basin. The money has been allocated in order
that, with the co-operation of station holders with
river frontage property, we can start to undertake
some regeneration work. While it has yet finally
to be determined, I imagine the type of regener-
ation work broadly will follow the lines of the Ord
programme which proved to be so successful; in-
deed, that programme is viewed by people from
other parts of Australia and elsewhere in the
world, as being a most successful regeneration
programme.

Despite the criticism often levied at the
activities of the soils division of the Department of
Agriculture, it does indicate restoration work can
be carried out with great success.

While on that subject, I refer to the comments
of both members on the matter of soil conser-
vation. For the second consecutive year, the
Government of Western Australia has allocated a
substantial resource to the activities of the soils
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division of the Department of Agriculture. To
quote the words of the member for Warren, the
Commissioner of Soil Conservation (Dr Graham
Robertson) is "eminently suitable for the pos-
ition'%.

Not only does Dr Robertson demonstrate an
expertise in soil conservation and a great grasp of
the problems in the field, but also he is a great
communicator. One of the charters he was given
on his appointment was that communication had
to be total and global as far as conservation
measures were concerned, and that each type of
conservation measure should be evaluated on its
own merits. To his credit, Dr Robertson has a
very good rapport with people undertaking vari-
ous types of conservation.

Only one type of conservation was mentioned
today, and that was the interceptor bank theory.
There is no doubt whatsoever that interceptor
banks play a very important part in keeping water
where it lies, or quietly draining the water away.
That has never been disputed; and it will not be
dispute 'd. However, whether it is the complete
answer to salt scald and the reclamation of salt
land is a matter which the department is
investigating. It is not right to say that no trials
are being carried out, because trials with
interceptor banks have been monitored for some
years. If anything, the activity has been stepped
up in the last couple of years.

1 assure the Committee that the soils division
and the Commissioner of Soil Conservation are
constantly in touch with members of various
groups. Apart from the interceptor bank concept,
we have the deep drainage work being carried out
by the Scott brothers of Watheroo. In itself, that
is showing some promise. It takes time to monitor
any programme through the different types of cli-
madec conditions, and to evaluate them success-
fully to the extent that the results can be accepted
scientifically. Nobody would doubt that for a mo-
ment. We have an experiment in Esperance with
slotted pipe drainage, and the mole plough exper-
iment being conducted in the Three Springs area
by Mr Bentall. All these are being monitored,
apart from the much-maligned activity of at-
tempting to overcome salinity by the encourage-
ment of growth of trees, shrubs, or puccinellia. All
these have a place in soil conservation.

I reiterate that the commissioner, who cannot
do these things on his own, is at least showing a
very good example, not only to his own staff, but
also to the community generally in methods of at-
tack of the insidious problem we have.

The new soil conservation advisory committee
met for the Ifirst time some 10 days ago. The com-

mittee is as good and as divergent a committee as
we could possibly have in Western Australia. The
members were appointed on their ability rather
than on any other criterion. That is the only way
we could attack the problem successfully, and
bring together a group of people who were pre-
pared objectively to assess the problems experi-
eniced in Western Australia, and to make rec-
ommendations to the Commissioner of Soil Con-
servation on matters which they feel would be ad-
vantageous to the programmes we are undertak-
ing.

I attended the first meeting of the committee
briefly, I welcomed the new members, and I
outlined the expectations of the Government. We
are not placing any bounds on the activities of the
committee, arid we are not limiting it in the man-
ner in which it operates; but I pointed out to the
members that, in order to become fully versed in
the problems of salinity throughout this vast
State, it would be necessary for them to travel to
various parts of the State and view the problems
experienced in them. The members responded
positively to that suggestion; and they decided
that the bulk of committee meetings would be
held in rural or pastoral areas. This is commend-
able.

It is of no use the members of the committee
running off straightaway and nipping up to the
Fitzroy to have a look. The problem has to be at-
tacked in a manner which indicates orderly work-
ing within the committee; and with the committee
members who have been appointed, I have no
doubt that will happen.

The member for Warren mentioned the
$100 000 which had been allocated for water con-
servation in the wheatbelt, and he asked whether
that bore any relationship to the Agaton scheme.
I guess it has some relevance, because most of the
work will be done in the area which could be ser-
viced by the Aga ton scheme, in the event that the
reticulation is undertaken. It is a co-operative
scheme inasmuch as we have set aside ant amount
of money with a view to selecting a farmer in each
of four shires in an endeavour to provide dams
which will drought-proof the properties con-
cerned. The farmers will be called upon to make a
contribution; and that is not unreasonable.

Some people have brought doubts to my notice;
and organisations have been concerned about the
possibility of dams not holding water. They have
asked, "W here would the fellow be then who had
put his money up?" Enough work has been done
on clay and membrane lining of dams in the po-
rous country to ensure that we can sink dams in
all but the most difficult or impossible country,
which would be identified before a dam was sunk.
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We are doing a great deal to put in the dams in
concert with the farmers. The understanding is
that if problems are encountered, we will solve
them-in other words, we will have a dam at the
end of the exercise which will hold water.

The $500 000 allocated to the Agriculture Pro-
tection Board for locust control was mentioned by
both members. I was pleased to hear the remarks
made by them. It was quite a breakthrough for
the Government to make that money available.

Mr Evans: Have they discovered any insecti-
cides to kill the adult insect once it is flying?

Mr OLD: The chemical being used will kill the
adult locust at the time when it is ready to fly or
is just flying. There are about four periods when
the locust is most vulnerable to the spray. This is
what we have round.

As members are well aware, in the
Jerramungup area, we experienced a problem
which was fairly well publicised, when cover
spraying was undertaken by aircraft.

In some places a no-kill result was noted. We
thought it was a faulty chemical, so the manufac-
turers immediately sent across a man from the
Eastern States who took an overview of the whole
exercise and came to the conclusion that con-
ditions were not right, the locusts were not at a
vulnerable stage, and in some instances the
nozzles were not the right type.

Mr Evans: Once they have reached the flying
stage, is there a technique to destroy them?

Mr OLD: They can be destroyed. On Tuesday I
went to Jerramungup where I spent most of the
day with a number of farmers. In discussion on
the broad acre spraying project, it turned out that
a kill came later, a kill of up to 60 per cent. Quite
a lot of people who sprayed have expressed satis-
faction with the result.

It has been determined also that for the time
being aerial spraying will be discouraged; in fact,
at this stage chemical will not be supplied for
aerial spraying. It has been determined that the
optimum time to spray the locusts is when they
band. which is during the heat of the day,, as the
day cools or the winds come the locusts disperse.
When they band they are very easily controlled by
a mister, and great successes have been achieved.
I went on to one paddock where a farmer had
sprayed some half an hour before and already in-
dications -were there which showed the spraying
was working. This is done with a minimum
amount of chemical, whereas cover spraying is
very costly on chemical.

We have to make the chemical do a lot of work,
so we must obtain the maximum result. With the
(150)

experience of Mr Jim Stephens, who spent a lot of
time last year with the locust control authority in
New South Wales, and the farmers themselves
who have attended workshops with Jim Stephens,
and with our APB officers, I am sure we have
reached the stage where the control, although not
perfect, is certainly getting that way as we go
along. We are getting to the stage where the de-
gree of control of the locusts will certainly be evi-
dent laser on. But it is important we bit this prob-
lem hard this year while we have this allocation
for chemicals; we must reduce the number of
adult locusts to a manageable figure.

In answer to some mild chiding from the mem-
ber for Warren about plague locusts last year, I
indicate that, as was the custom, the Government
did supply chemical free to farmers. Without
being unduly critical, I indicate that a lo t of
farmers did not apply the chemical as they should
have. A number of them now are proving to be
difficult because they have the attitude that, "if
they are on my farm now they will go away
later." They do not think about the fellow
downwind who has sprayed and protected his
property; they are prepared to let the locusts move
on to his property. It was almost an impossible
situation last year. We had no chemical left and
we had a lot of work co do. We had to allocate the
money in this Budget because we had to order
chemical five or six months ago to get the amount
we needed. We ordered some emulsified chemical
for ground spraying and a large amount of techni-
cal chemical For aerial spraying. The technical
can be reconstituted locally into emulsified spray
in a matter of 24 hours; and this is being done as
required.

A part of the reduction in the vote for the ani-
mal breeding division relates to the cessation of
activities at the Woodlands poultry research
station, which has now closed down; that has
meant no running costs and reduced salaries.

Mr Evans: Where has the research been
transferred to?

Mr OLD: We are building a small research
unit at Medina; it is provided for in the capital
works programme this year. Current research ac-
tivities are being undertaken in the Eastern
States, and I am assured by professional officers.
that the research being done throughout Australia
is applicable to any part of Australia because this
is a controlled environment industry.

The allocation for marketing and economics
has increased by 6.61 per cent. As members arc
aware, we have undertaken market reporting in
the department and I am quite convinced that the
staff we have available, including the backup
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staff, will be able to undertake all involved in that
programme cheaper than was the case before. The
allowance of the increase is designed to cover the
inflation component fr the year and, like the
member for Warren, I will be watching with
interest to ensure we have no diminution of ser-
vices from the marketing and economic division.

Resource development has received an increase
of 23.2 per cent and, as the member for Warren
rightly surmised, this embraces the soils division.
We have rangeland management, research
stations, soil conservation, and irrigation and
drainage. The increase here is in recognition or
the importance or this work. As members will re-
call, the last Budget included a fairly herty in.
crease to establish the reconstituted soils division
and to get moving on the work we wished to have
undertaken.

On the area of assistance to agriculture, we
have increases in some sectors and reductions in
others. The member ror Warren mentioned the
reduction in the assistance to the apple industry.
This is a programmed reduction; it was well
known by the industry and by the member that
we had embarked on a three-year programme to
assist the industry so that it could reconstitute
itself and allow people who so desired to leave the
industry with some payment. This was to be
phased in over a period of three years. We had
such an enthusiastic acceptance of the programme
that, in the first year, I had to go back to the
Commonwealth and ask ror the following year's
money; a lot or money that would have been spent
this year was in fact spent last year.

On the increase side, we have orfset projects for
overseas aid; that is the money we were able to
make on our overseas projects. This is done
nowadays through the agency of the overseas
projects authority, which is working tremendously
well.

We have an allocation of $100 000 for the dam
project and an additional $28 000 for cloud seed-
ing.

I will answer briefly some of the criticism about
starf numbers in the Department of Agriculture.
The words "empire building" were brought into
the debate-

Mr Evans: Hold it, it was a quotation from an
editorial appearing in The West Australian 10
years ago; that editorial made reference to empire
building.

Mr OLD: I did not say who used the words; I
said the words "empire building" were brought
into the debate.

Mr Evans: I gave you a justification or prob-
ably why it happened.

Mr OLD: I accept it was a quotation that the
member for Warren read. However, I do not be-
lieve staff numbers in the department have in-
creased at anywhere near the rate they should
have, contrary to the view the member expressed,
and at times quoted. If one equates the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with some other departments
which will remain unnamed, one inds that the
rate of growth or starf in my department has been
very moderate.

Mr Evans: Aren't you glad I gave you the op-
portunity to mention this?

Mr OLD: I know that is the only reason for the
member's raising it; however, he should not let
everyone know we prearranged this!

The department has been able to carry on its
activities with the professional staff available, and
with that important sector, the extension staff. I
know members would agree that the work of the
professional stafr of the department without an
efficient extension starr would be virtually useless.
Not only must the professional staff undertake
and endeavour to solve problems, but also the
suggested solutions to those problems must be
taken into the field.

I do thank the member for Warren ror the op-
portunity to make these few remarks. An article
appeared recently in a Sunday newspaper ac-
cusing the so-called razor gang of failing in its ac-
tivities to stop public sector growth. I cannot re-
member the number of stafr mentioned, but it
probably would have been approximately 200-i
just forget the exact figure. Approximately 60 or
70 were attributed to the Department of
Agriculture; but in that analysis account was not
taken of contract stafr.

The Department of Agriculture, in common
with other departments, must undertake the em-
ployment of contract starr. As the member ror
Warren would be well aware, the department,
pa rtly because of its activities, and certainly
partly because or its recognition throughout Aus-
tralia as being a rorward-thinking and active de-
partment, is singled out at times for the receipt of
funds-quite often industry money-to be applied
to specific subjects. To undertake those projects,
which are extraneous to the normal budgeted ac-
tivities of the department, it is necesssary to put
on "contract staff'. These people are engaged on
the strict understanding that they are engaged
only for the duration of the project; in other
words, when the project is finished, so is their em-
ployment.

Mr Davies: Are they reflected in the revenue
figures, though?
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Mr OLD: No. These contract stafr, under a
new Formula adopted by the Public Service Board,
have been brought into the stafr figures as tem-
pora ry stall.

Mr Evans: You should have told us about this
before.

Mr OLD: Now I have the opportunity to do so.
This matter arose only recently. The new formula
is the reason. In fact, the actual figures are, if
anything, a little down on last year's figures.

Mr Davies: Last year there were 1 232, and this
year there are 1 271, which means you are up 39.

Mr OLD: That is the figure under the new
system. The member for Warren asked a question
about some repayment of money to the pig indus-
try research committee, and he was quite correct
in his remarks. The repayment has occurred over
two years-1980 and 1981. The committee is a
Federal committee, which was formed to disburse
industry funds, quite a lot of which come to West-
ern Australia. Under the terms of the trust, any
money unexpended at the end of the year must be
returned, and that money is then reallocated on a
competitive basis to the area from whence it
came. It is unfortunate that some of the building
activities we took up were delayed, and there were
some delays in the appointment of staff. This
necessitated the repayment of that money aver
two years.

The money was not lost to the industry in any
way, shape, or form. It is not as though it was put
into Consolidated Revenue; it was put back into
the pig industry trust fund and redistributed. I
was sorry that it took so long, but it was unfortu-
nate that delays in establishing the buildings and
so forth occurred. It is difficult to do these things
within the time available.

The member for Warren mentioned that the
pig industry research fund balance is $690 000,
and he wondered whether there is a need to have
a fund so large. That question is really up to the
industry. It is keen to have a fund from which the
interest is applied to research. From memory, I
think $500 000 has been placed in a tied-up fund
and the interest that comes out of that fund is ap-
plied to research. The rest of the money is kept
for any compensation activities, but thankfully we
have not had to be involved in any. Whether the
rate of the levy is reduced is really up to the in-
dustry; the people involved in that industry con-
trol it.

I have touched on the question relating to sal-
inity. I listened with interest to the member's
comments about Mr Richards' trip to the United
States. I am looking forward to meeting person-
ally with the committee in the near future so that

I can talk to its members and determine what the
setup is.

I took up with the Commonwealth Minister for
Primary Industry the matter of diesel tax. I did so
at the meeting of the Australian Agricultural
Council, and at the Australian Fisheries Council.
I raised the point made by the member for War-
ren in regard to small producers who exist mainly
in the horticultural and, probably, the dairying
section of the agricultural industry. I indicated
that the barrier put up in regard to the trigger
point at which one can apply for a rebate means
that these people do not qualify; they do not use
the required number of litres within a 12-month
period. I was assured at the Fisheries Council
which met some weeks ago that this problem has
been rectified. New forms have been distrib-
uted-a copy of which was sent to me to look
at-and no reference is made to a set amount.
Any primary producer who utilises distillate fuel
will be entitled to a rebate.

Mr Evans: What about the time before that?

Mr OLD: I was coming to that point. When I
first approached the Minister at the Australian
Agricultural Council, I made the point that a
retrograde step had been taken, and that we had
been through the exercise once before of people
having to apply for rebates and experiencing an
inordinate delay in getting the money returned. I
was assured by the Minister that no such delay
would occur, and that in most instances the
people who applied for the rebate on the day it
was purchased would receive it prior to receiving
a statement for the fuel purchased. 1 thought that
would be idyllic, and would have been quite happy
to see it work. However, it has not worked, there
is no doubt about that.

Some of the big fishing industry concerns have
been disadvantaged because they have a lot of
money lying idle which could be uked for other
things. I again approached the Minister, who was
quite apologetic and embarrassed about the situ-
ation. The fact was that the legislation to ratify
the system had not gone through and until it does
the system cannot operate. In the meantime a
computer system is being perfected to allow a
quick turnaround of the money. I will watch the
situation with great interest, as I am sure will the
member for Warren.

I thank the member for Stirling for his remarks
about Tom McDowell and Malcolm MeSporran.
Mr MeSporran has done a good job for the pro-
ducers in Western Australia. H-e has had difficult
decisions to make at times and we are going
through a difficult period now.
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As far as the future activities of the Lamb
Marketing Board are concerned, it is really up to
the producers, because they are the people who
asked the Government of the day to form a Lamb
Marketing Board. While the majority of the pro-
ducers are happy to have that board, I do not be-
lieve there should be any undue interference with
it. As far as I am concerned, that is the way it will
stay, unless producers indicate a contrary view.

With the matter of the Denmark Research
Station, the implication was that at last they had
been able to drag from the Government infor-
mation concerning the future of this station. Let
me assure members that no decision had been
made until recently, during the formulation of the
Budget, on the future of the station.

The member for Stirling indicated that activity
should be carried on at Denmark and that it can-
not be carried out elsewhere. The coastal plain in
the Vasse-Margaret River area has been serviced
by a small research station at Bramley. As it has
become the point of concentration of an important
dairy industry, it was decided there should be a
larger research establishment in that area and
that we would close Bramley. The results of that
research station will have far-reaching effects
throughout the coastal plain area for dairy cattle
and beef.

With regard to Denmark itself, this station was
originally designed as a dairy research station, but
as there are only about 30 dairy farmers left in
that area, it is not feasible to keep a research
component going for 30 farmers who could obtain
services from another station.

I assure the member for Stirling that I would
not for one moment deny him the right to bring
forward matters concerning his electorate and to
be critical of the decisions taken by the Govern-
ment because I would do the same. However,
within his electorate, the research station at Mt.
Barker has been enlarged and I think he should
be thankful that the input to Mt. Barker has in-
creased in the way it has.

I trust the Budget will now be passed.
Division 28 put and passed.
Division 29: Agriculture Protection Board,

$8 064 000-put and passed.
Division 30: Rural Adjustment Authority,

$443 000-
Mr EVANS: I would like to make reference to

the proposal put forward by the Opposition for as-
sistance to the drought-stricken areas of the East-
ern States. It has come to pass that instead of an
orderly and organised estimation of the drought
requirements, we have otherwise. The Opposition

saw this difficulty and suggested that there should
be an evaluation made and a careful preparation
of supplies.

In the last edition of The Farmers' Weekly it
was indicated that confusion reigned about the re-
quirements that would be sought. I understand
that Victoria has requested one million tonnes of
wheat from the Wheat Board and there has been
a suggestion of 100 000 tonnes of oats being pro-
vided by Western Australia.

One aspect put forward by the Opposition was
that this could be handled in an orderly fashion,
within certain parameters. However, standing oat
crops in some parts of Western Australia have
been Purchased, and the situation has finished up
as predicted, with commercial considerations
overriding what is a national disaster. It is unfor-
tunate that this has occurred, but there is no
clear-cut solution to the problems.

Division 30 put and passed.
Division 31: Western Australian Meat Com-

mission, $2 883 000-
Mr EVANS: I would like to refer to three as-

pects of this division. The first is in connection
with the Lamb Marketing Board, which has a
close reliance upon and association with Robb
Jetty. In the years since the board was established
in 1973 it has performed most creditably, and I
join the Minister in his comments on Malcolm
McSporran who has made a great contribution to
the industry. He came from New Zealand with a
large amount of expertise and a different point of
view for Western Australia. We have had a ben-
eficial flow-on from his appointment, and it is re-
gretted that he left the State in July.

In recent times the Lamb Marketing Board has
been strongly criticised from a number of areas
and that would be best summed up by referring to
the attitude of the pastoralists and graziers-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I draw the mem-
ber's attention to the comments he is making be-
cause they appear to me to be specifically related
to the Lamb Marketing Board. The member
should have brought these matters forward in the
general debate under the portfolio of the Minister
for Primary Industry and Agriculture. There is a
section for that within the Western Australian
Meat Commission. While I have listened carefully
to the general comments the member has made, I
feel he may be able to relate them to the market-
ing division. However, if he continues with the
Lamb Marketing Board theme in general, I will
be obliged to ask him to cease.

Mr EVANS: There is no problem at all. I was
mentioning three interrelated matters-the mar-
keting of lambs, the liveshecep trade, and the Hal-

4772



[Thursday, 4 November 1982]177

10 kill. These three matters are closely related to
the WA Meat Commission, and it is upon them
that the WA Meat Commission will depend to a
large extent for its existence. There is no question
of that in my mind; they are matters about which
action needs to be taken, and this is the relevance
to the item we are now discussing, This is why I
refrained from comment during the general de-
bate.

I want to refer briefly to the Lamb Marketing
Board and its activities before tying that into the
full marketing division question. At present the
Lamb Marketing Board has a considerable
number of critics, and as its trading deficit is in
the vicinity of several million dollars, suggestions
have been made that it should be discontinued. A
diversity of opinion exists, as it has done since the
lamb board was established. That diversity of op-
inion is best illustrated by the comments of the
President of the Pastoralists and Graziers Associ-
ation who has opposed strongly the Lamb Mar-
keting Board throughout its operations. In contra-
distinction, the attitude of the Primary Industry
Association was expressed in its publication the
Farmers Weekly on 3 November in these terms:
"PIA backs Lamb Board to the hilt".

The Lamb Marketing Board has a difficult task
because its method of operating has been to take
all lambs and to sell on both the export and local
markets. Tremendous fluctuations occur during
the year because the Iamb drop is in the main
confined to four months or so. For this reason the
lamb board has had problems.

The lamb board disperses its costs through the
industry through the lambs received. Strong criti-
cism has been expressed by country abattoirs and
country butchers that the charges required by the
board for lambs killed in country abattoirs on be-
half of wholesalers and retailers have made it a
difficult proposition to compete with lambs
coming in from the Eastern States. I believe the
distributor margin has had an effect in that re-
gard. Lambs imported from the Eastern States at
a price between $1.35 and $1.45 a kilo do not
have to meet the requirements of the lamb board,
so a financial interest exists for retailers and
wholesalers in WA. That problem needs to be
overcome, but the matter that concerns the lamb
board and which to a considerable degree ac-
counts for its trading loss, is the downturn in
world trade prices.

Markets that were anticipated at a set figure in
countries such as Greece, had to be reduced. As a
consequence, an extraordinarily difficult situation
has arisen for the Lamb Marketing Board. In
view of the criticism that has been expressed
about the board, I would point out that latterly an

expression of support has been voiced in the rural
Press, If a referendum were put to the growers
now, it would be carried in favour of retention of
the board. This attitude was reflected when I
spoke to lamb growers at the Upper Blackwood
Show on Tuesday. The lamb board has an
involvement with the WA Meat Commission and
at Robb Jetty.

A further factor, and it is probably an apposite
time to refer to it, is the live sheep trade. It is
worth our looking at it while the pressure is off
and the emotionally charged atmosphere that gen-
erally accompanies discussion of the live sheep
trade, and the endeavours to make political mile-
age out of some of those facets of the trade, are
not manifest. The time is well past when a proper
evaluation should be done. The Miller report has
not been borne out; aspects of that report do not
pertain-the predictions and prognoses were not
borne out.

When one examines the situation now, one sees
that top lambs and good lambs were about $10 at
Monday's sale at Boyup Brook. If these lambs
were kept over to two years of age, they would
possibly fetch $19 in the live sheep trade. The
tendency of growers to retain lambs to a couple of
years of age and then sell them on the live market
is understandable. it provides a ready cash flow,
and the live sheep trade, especially with older
sheep which have passed their wool production
period and are of minimal assistance to growers,
has made all the difference in the world through-
out the sheep areas.

It must be pointed out when one is looking at
what is taking place in the lamb trade, that 6.5
million sheep were exported last year. Assuming
that one million lambs are exported as live ani-
mals, it means that in addition to the job creation
factor which is very important in this State, West-
ern Australia loses the trade that goes with such
small things as the provision of stocking bags over
the animals, wrapping paper, transportation, and
storage. When one adds this up, it amounts to a
fairly sizeable industry. As well, because the ani-
mals are exported live, the offals are not
available; so one million sets of brains, livers,
hearts, pancreases, and sweet breads are lost; so
are the pelts.

It is ironical that a market for lamb skins in
France was lost because it was being supplied by
the Middle East where these animals are being
exported. Surely the ongoing effects being Felt be-
cause of the live sheep trade have to be balanced
out. I am not suggesting the producers ought to
be penalised. They need to make every dollar they
can; they should not be put at a loss.
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However, there must be an evaluation, If the
situation reaches the stage where the live lamb
trade kills Robb Jetty, the producers in due
course will find themselves in the depressing situ-
ation they were in in 1967-68 when some of them
got a bill for the animals they could not get
slaughtered. It is an everlasting monument to this
Government that Midland Junction abattoir no
longer operates. Its slow decline was followed
painfully in this Chamber over the years, and can
be traced back to the mismanagement and the
succession of poor decisions made by Liberal-
Country Party Governments.

That happened with Midland, and it must not
happen with Robb Jetty. If it does, the producers
will find themselves in an untenable position be-
cause they will have no say whatsoever in the
instrumentality that is reponsible for the pro-
cessing of their animals. They will be thoroughly
dependent upon the commercial licence. To some
extent that can be manipulated by the meat pro-
cessors, and that must be properly understood,
weighed up, and evaluated. There must be some
harmonious resolution of the way that pro-
ducers-who do lose money-I intended to say
-can be compensated", but that is not cor-
rect-can have that loss offset.

In all considerations of the State as a whole,
the meat processing industry cannot be disre-
garded.

Another factor which could well have some
bearing on the operation of the WA Meat Com-
mission, and especially its trading division, is the
Halle[ kill. Only recently a most unfortunate inci-
dent occurred and Rural Traders Co-operative
(WA) Ltd. has now lost its meat export licence.
That is a disastrous thing for Rural Traders Co-
operative. It was set up as a producer co-operative
by Sir Basil Embry and it incorporates cool stores
for produce destined for the Middle East. It was a
very imaginative proposition, but it did not get off
the ground, and the opportunity to enter into this
market was seized by New Zealand. I might add,
it was a Liberal Party-Country Party Government
which did not support RTC when the Final crunch
came and it was in need of Finance.

We now find that the loss of this licence by
RTC through the non-compliance with the Hallel
requirements introduces a further element into
the meat trade industry of Australia. I do not
know the details of this incident, but I am certain
the fault did not lie with the administration of
that co-operative.

Mr Old: You are right.
Mr EVANS: As I understand it, RTC received

an order and it was insisted upon that the meat

came from a particular works. Had it not done so,
the co-operative would have lost the order and the
meat would have been supplied through a com-
petitor. The fault regarding the requirements not
being met did not lie with RTC and it was un-
aware of what had happened. None the less, RTC
lost its licence. I stress again that I do not have
detailed knowledge of the situation, but the mat-
ter should be considered urgently. We need to im-
plemnent a single certificate system of certification
of religious slaughter. I do not know what stage
consideration has reached, but something must be
done.

The Robb Jetty division has shown a very
steady loss. As a result of my inquiries, I was told
that part of the problem for this rests with the
administration. The view of some outside people
who have watched events is that all the chiefs
seem to have been retained and the Indians from
Midland were dispensed with. I am not in a pos-
ition to say whether this has created a top heavi-
ness, but I am able to say that the administration
of Robb Jetty and that of the meatworks do not
seem to be able to co-operate, and of course prob-
lems arise in such a sensitive industrial atmos-
phere. I will go into more details about this mat-
ter when the industrial legislation is again de-
bated because it is a classic illustration of indus-
trial disharmony.

I would like to come back to my essential point
which relates to the three separate matters to
which I have referred-we must retain the WA
Meat Commission and Robb Jetty. Certainly as-
pects of the operation of the Meat Commission
are open to criticism, but its deficiencies cannot
be compared with the situation in the private en-
terprise sector of the industry in regard to
overseas trade. The importance of this industry is
inestimable to the economy of this country. So it
is imperative that the regulatory body be main-
tained.

Mr OLD: I would like to answer very briefly
some of the points raised. To sum the whole thing
up: The Western Australian Meat Commission
has been very realistic in submitting its budget
and the Government has been very realistic in ac-
cepting it. We have given the WA Meat Com-
mission a good opportunity to work within its
budget. Let me assure members, although it was
implied that in retrenchments and staff rationalis-
ations the chiefs have been retained and the
Indians were let go. that view has no Foundation
whatever. When the axe was applied by the Meat
Commission, it was applied right across the
board. That fact can be demonstrated very easily
to anyone who takes the trouble to talk to the
management.
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The relationship between management and
staff has never been better and I visited the works
just a matter of a month ago. When a vacancy oc-
curred in the commission, I took the opportunity
to appoint Mr Ted Boylan who was an industrial
advocate for the Government and he has handled
many cases involving the meat industry employees
and the Meal Commission. His expertise is ac-
knowledged within the industry. So 1 repeat: The
relationship between management and staff at
Robb Jetty has never been better.

Mr Evans: You are wrong.
Mr OLD: In nto small measure this is due to the

activities of the manager (Mr ]an Flack), who has
a good relationship with the staff, and Mr Ted
Boylan, who has expertise in the field.

I share the member's concern about the loss of
the export licence at Rural Traders Co-operative.
The licence was lost because of a breach of the
Hallel slaughtering regulations. Like the member,
I am aware that this was through no fault of the
management or the board of directors. However,
H-alle[ slaughtering is something which must be
studied very closely because we arc being watched
very closely by the Islam countries which insist on
Hallel certification and which are entitled to in-
sist on it.

Currently we are making great strides in our
negotiations to have Hallel slaughtering accepted
in Malaysia. Incidents such as the one with RTC
affect confidence in the industry and it takes a
long time to rebuild our reputation. There is no
way that any State or Government department
could condone any departure from correct 1-allel
slaughtering and registration.

Division 31 put and passed.
Division 32: Fisheries and Wildlife,

$7 107 000-
Mr TONKIN: I had occasion to make a com-

plaint recently on behalf of a person whose lobster
pots had been confiscated in Busselton. This man
had approached the Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife in Perth on several occasions and he was
told that no record existed of correspondence
from him. In fact, the department did not seem to
know anything about him.

When this man approached me, I telephoned
the Minister's office, but I did not speak to the
Minister. I believe I spoke to his private secretary.
Investigations were made and I was told the
reason nothing had been done was that charges
were pending. The incident occurred at Easter
this year and the person was charged with the of-
fence of failing to display numbers on pots a few
weeks ago.

I rise to question the sorts of records kept by
the Department of Fisheries and Wildlife, because
this person was told that that was the last he
would see of his pots and that, in fact, the
fisheries inspectors would sell them privately. It
was also intimated that this practice was quite
common. When this man made inquiries at the
department, he was told the officers there knew
nothing about the matter, had not received a let-
ter from him, and so on. The officers of the De-
partment of Fisheries and Wildlife said chat and I
wonder whether, had I not telephoned the office,
a charge would have been laid and whether the
pots would ever have been seen again.

Whether or not this is true, it is folklore
amongst the fishermen in the south-west that this
occurs. This man was told no record could be
found of his letter, but, after I made inquiries,
when the man went to the department again, he
was told that his letter and file had been round.

It almost seems as though, had I not made rep-
resentations, charges would not have been laid.
Certainly charges were not laid until six months
after the offence. I would not have thought a
simple event, such as a fisherman's failing to dis-
play numbers on pots, would have required the
department to obtain complicated legal opinion
over a period of six months. Until I made the in-
quiries. the seizure of the pots was not acknowl-
edged, nor was the letter that this man wrote.

I wonder whether, had I not raised the matter,
charges would have been laid and what would
have happened to the pots, because the man could
not get any satisfaction whatsoever from the de-
partment, even though he went there several
times.

Mr Old: Could you let us have the fellow's
name either now or later?

Mr TONKIN: I would be very happy to give
the Minister his name, but I shall give it to him
privately.

I cannot understand the reason for the six-
month delay in the laying of charges. Either the
man's pots should have been returned very
quickly or charges should have been laid immedi-
ately. Certainly a large number of fishermen say
the normal practice is that the pots are flogged off
by the inspectors. That is a slur on the depart-
ment and, if it is untrue, it should be laid to rest.
Indeed, the department should have acted more
promptly in acknowledging this man's letter and
that would have allayed any suspicions people
might have that this sort of activity goes on.

Mr NANOVlCH: I shall address my remarks
to the fact that abalone have been virtually de-
stroyed along some areas of the coast. In a Press
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release dated 22 October 1982, the following
statement was made-

The Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife,
Mr Dick Old, today announced a new man-
agement program for abalone and other reef
top molluscs on metropolitan and adjacent
beaches.

The new program comprises: periodic clos-
ures, bag limits, legal minimum si zes, new
legislation, conditions for professional
fishermen, and up to $60 000 for a new
three-year research program.

I appreciate the Minister's announced intention to
endeavour to protect the species which have been
almost ruined in some areas by the activities of
amateur fishermen and, to some extent, pro-
fessional fishermen. However, proressional
fishermen must farm the area in order to safe-
guard their livelihoods. IF they do not operate cor-
rectly, the fish population will be depleted and the
fishermen will not be able to return to the area.

However, amateur ishermen-that is general
members of the public-do not have the same
necessity to safeguard the fish population. It is a
great idea to go to the reef, throw over a fishing
line, and take home a few species of fish for the
table. Unfortunately, over the years. the rule has
not been respected and that is why a problem has
arisen and the department has found it necessary
to produce tougher laws to try to protect the reef.
This action is being taken to preserve the area in
order that people in the future might fish there.

I direct the Minister's attention to the fact that,
in the programme he has announced, greater pub-
licity should be given to the popular areas where
people take abalone and signs should be displayed
there. It is all very well for departmental officers
to say that the matter has been publicised in the
Government Gazette or the newspaper, but not
everybody takes the time to read the Government
Gazette or the public notices in the newspaper.

People gather in large numbers at these popular
spots and take a great deal oF abalone. Perhaps
the Minister could encourage his departmental
officers to erect a number of signs in these areas
to indicate the restrictions on the taking of
abalone from the reef. By that means people
would be educated to the extent that they would
realise that the taking of abalone beyond a
specific number was illegal. That is one way in
which we can protect the reefs along the coast.

Mr BLAIKIE: My remarks relate to the taking
of kangaroos, because the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife issues licences or royalty
tags in order that kangaroos might be sold, and it
is appropriate to speak on this during this part of

the debate. It also issues permits
processing of kangaroos which are
sult of a change in declared areas.

to enable the
taken as a re-

An increase in the kangaroo population has oc-
curred in my electorate, and the associated shires
of Nannup and Manjimup where many farmers
are concerned about this problem. It is essential
that management programmes be instituted in
order that the kangaroo population might be
reduced. The introduction of a management pro-
gramme enables the State, through the royalty
tags which are supplied to licensed kangaroo
shooters, to keep account of' the number of kanga-
roos shot in a given area. The carcases can be sold
and the sales are recorded. Alternatively, primary
producers can shoot kangaroos and leave them to
rot, but that does not benefit the State and it is
impossible to keep track of the number of kanga-
roos slaughtered.

The department should adopt a more reason-
able atttitude towards the issuing of processing li-
cences. I made representations to the department
and a succession of Ministers on behalf of two of
my constitutents. So far the current Minister for
Primary Industry has adopted a more reasonable
attitude than that of his predecessors. However, I
shall test his reasonableness in the future rep-
resentations I shall make.

The former Minister, Mr Masters, replied in
the following vein to an application for a licence
to process kangaroos in the Busselton district-

The management of kangaroo populations
within Western Australia is dependent upon
an active and reliable industry which is able
to respond to the needs of primary producers
to control kangaroo populations causing
property damage. The licensed industry has
sufficient excess capacity to process the
numbers of kangaroos in Western Australia.

In the long term it appears that there
would be no benefit to the programme or to
property owners suffering damage should a
further licence to process kangaroos taken
under the Grey Kangaroo Management Pro-
gramme be issued.

Finally the Minister said-
I therefore regret that I am unable to pro-

vide your brother or yourself with a pro-
cessor's license.

Had that licence been granted, it would have
covered the Busselton district. Only three or four
years earlier a processing licence was held by a
Mr Winfield. Ample grounds exist now for a dis-
trict processing licence to be issued. If the depart-
ment wants to have a management programme, it
must encourage licensed kangaroo shooters to op-
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crate in the area in order that the kangaroos are
processed there.

The comment made by the Silke family, and
which I supported, was to the effect that they
would process only the kangaroos they shot and
they pointed out also that they would provide em-
ployment in the community and an improved ser-
vice to farmers experiencing problems with
kangaroos. Members should bear in mind that, as
I said earlier, ifra kangaroo shooter cannot dispose
of carcases economically, he cannot shoot kanga-
roos. Therefore, the farmers have to shoot them
and the carcases are left to rot, because the
farmer cannot dispose of them. As a result, the
State loses potential financial benefits.

Kangaroo processing would also provide an in-
dustry to an area. It obviates the need for local
shooters to transport the carcases to Perth for
processing and, therefore, it becomes an import-
ant industry. It is believed that all the meat from
carcases processed within the area can be sold lo-
cally and this not only creates a local processing
industry, but also assists retailing.

A total of nine processors hold licences in
Perth;, two in Carnarvon; one in Geraldton; one in
Karratha: one in Albany; and one in Kalgoorlie.
Therefore, it can be seen the department has
issued licences throughout the State and I ask:
Why cannot a licence be issued to the Busselton-
Margaret River area? Representations were made
to the present Minister who replied in a vein simi-
lar to that of his predecessor. His letter is dated
20 July, and in part states-

Taking into consideration that there is no
advantage to the total management of the
kangaroo population, that a need for a
further processing establishment within the
industry for grey kangaroos has not been
demonstrated, that there is adequate flexi-
bility to permit disposal of kangaroo car-
casses for commercial purposes and that
there is an excess of processing capacity
available within the industry I consider that
Mr Silke should not be granted a processing
license for kangaroos in Busselton at this
time.

I make the point to the Minister that maybe at
that time the grounds did exist for the licence not
to be granted, but now they do exist as they apply
to the matter. If anyone goes into the Scott River-
Lake Jasper area, he will see the dramatically in-
creased population of kangaroos in that area, and
will hear of the problems farmers are experien-
cing. In fact, many have sought damage permits
and licences to shoot kangaroos. In the light of
those circumstances, anyone can understand fully

that a need definitely exists for this processing
plant.

With the establishment of this small local in-
dustry, we would not suffer the embarrassment of
kangaroo meat from Margaret River, Busselton,
or other places, being exported to the Eastern
States, and subsequently exported to North
America. A comment was made yesterday over
the radio that beef producers in Texas have pro-
duced a slogan to put on motor vehicles. It states,
"Save kangaroos; eat more beef." That highlights
Curt her the importance of a small processing
works to become involved in the processing of
kangaroo meat. The meat of kangaroos shot in the
area would be processed at that plant, and sold in
that same area-it would be an industry within an
area.

I ask that the Minister give further consider-
ation to the request made of him, and that his
officers consider further the request I have made.

Mr OLD: I will reply briefly to members' com-
ments. I find it sad that the member for Morley
had to raise the matter he did in the manner he
did in this place. I am sorry he is not here now.
He east aspersions on people who can be
identified easily, but declined to give to the
Parliament the name of the person who made the
complaint.

The complaint is that a Fisheries inspector or in-
spectors at Busselton are prone to sell confiscated
craypots. If that is correct, the charge is serious;
but if it is not correct, the allegation against an
innocent party is most serious. It is a terrible
thing to use parliamentary privilege to make scur-
rilous remarks about people who can be identified
easily.

Mr Blaikie: It is perhaps even worse because
the member is not even here.

Mr Gordon Hill: He can read it in Hansard.

Mr Parker How is he to know when the Minis-
ter will reply?

Mr OLD: Certainly I undertake to have the
matter investigated fully. I expect that when it
has been investigated, and if the allegations are
found to be groundless, an apology will be made
to the people concerned.

I take the point of the member for Whitford
about the placement of signs in regard to the il-
legal taking of abalone, etc., from our coastal
reefs. Perhaps we should have signs produced in
multiple languages so that at least some of the
people taking abalone illegally will get the mess-
age.

Mr Blaikie: Would you suggest Yugoslav and
Vietnamese?
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Mr Barnett: At boat ramps would be a good
idea.

Mr OLD: We will have to talk to the Minister
responsible for rivers and things.

I understand the frustration of the member ror
Vasse. It does seem pointless that when farmers
shoot kangaroos on their properties the carcases
are left where they lie because they have no com-
mercial value. Of course, the idea of allowing that
to happen is to ensure that kangaroos are not
overfarmed. The appropriate decisions are taken
on recommendations from the kangaroo manage-
ment committee. If the member for Vasse is cor-
rect-I have no reason to doubt him-it is obvi-
ous problems are being experienced in the Scott
River area. I will ensure the area is surveyed.

if it was not opportune to grant the processing
licence in June or July, it certainly would not be
opportune to issue it now. A scurrilous article ap-
peared three or four weeks ago in the Daily News
relating to activities of kangaroo shooters. Apart
from the fact that the article was totally
inaccurate and misleading to the public, it was de-
signed to be so. Currently a film is being screened
by an Eastern States television channel which
gives a false impression of the activities of kanga-
roo shooters as they apply, certainly, to Western
Australia.

Mr Watt: They always pick out the worst.

Mr OLD: I read an article in last night's
edition of the Daily News about the perpetrator
of this attack. He said that, sure, he did it for
money, and expected to make a lot of money out
of it. Unfortunately that is the root of the prob-
lem, but, in his efforts to obtain money, he has
done immeasurable damage to the kangaroo in-
dustry.

I have received deputations from kangaroo-
meat processors who say that many of them arc in
a serious financial position. This is, as a result or,
Firstly, the imposition of the Federal sales tax on
pet food: and, secondly, the allegations made in
that article, and, possibly, in the film being shown
in the Eastern States. So, all things are not rosy in
that processing industry. I would counsel the ap-
plicants for a licence to process to give serious
consideration to going ahead because I do not
think that industry will be the bonanza they be-
lieve it will be.

I must say that unless kangaroos are managed
properly, we will not have a pastoral industry in a
very short time. Unless kangaroo shooters are
able to make some money out of processing the
carcases, we will not have any kangaroo shooters,
and if that situation is reached, the rot will set in.

Division 32 put and passed.

Division 33: Crown Law, $20 692 000-
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr BERTRAM: I will raise a number of mat-

ters about which I seek information. For this year
the estimate of rebates from other departments is
$31I 000, whereas last year the actual rebate was
$69 959. The estimate for this year seems to me
to be a significant drop, and I ask the Minister to
give an accurate and satisfactory explanation of
it.

An estimated amount of $21 521 relates to the
legislative review committee. To digress, I think
there are still those who wonder whether a need
exists for such a committee. I ask the Minister
what that amount is for. Is it for members of the
committee, or is it for staff? Although we have a
report from that committee for the year ended 30
June 198 1, no report has been tabled for the year
ended 30 June 1982. One is at a disadvantage to
discuss this item without this year's report having
been tabled.

Mr Rushton: Obviously that amount of $21 000
is for one staff member.

Mr BERTRAM: I do not know what Item I I
represents. Perhaps at a later stage the Minister
can give me some particulars on that. Returning
to Item 1, I notice that an amount of $292 000 is
allocated for 14 temporary assistants in the
Crown Solicitor's Office-and that figure is
rather large. One would think the Government
would have made an endeavour to keep that fig-
ure down. I ask for an explanation of that sum.

An amount of $265 000 is allocated for vacant
positions in that office. The obvious question is:
Why are those Positions vacant? Is it because the
staff necessary are not available? One wonders
how the department can function efficiently with
so many vacancies.

The allocation for registrars represents quite a
significant increase. I ask the Minister to give the
reason for that increase.

In relation to vacant positions in court offices,
an amount of $114 000 is allocated. The amount
for vacant positions in the Supreme Court is
S43 000, and represents sizeable gaps in staff.
One wonders how the department can operate
efficiently when it is so understaffed. I would like
the Minister to explain this. In relation to
caretakers and cleaners, the allocation rose from
$465 273 to $548 000 and that seems to surpass
inflation. Perhaps the Minister could explain the
reason for what appears to be an excessive
increase.

Mr RUSHTON: I have before me the Attorney
General's notes on the items which contain the de-
tail required by the honourable member. The
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items he has raised relate to rebates which rep-
resent a small percentage of the total. The best
way for me to accommodate the honourable mem-
ber's queries is to give him a written reply. They
are all related to inflation in the Crown Law
budget and if a part of it is not due to inflation, I
will let the member know. In relation to the other
items I have a more detailed response to give him
if he has any queries.

Item 9: Law Courts-
Mr BERTRAM: The estimate represents a

significant increase over the 1981-82 vote which
was $3 092 294. This increase seems to be beyond
the realms of inflation and I seek the Minister's
explanation.

Mr RUSHTON: I have the details the honour-
able member required. We have the new courts
building and expenditure is provided under this
item for law courts including the Supreme Court,
District Court, Family Court, Coroner's Court,
Courts of Petty Sessions, Local Courts, Children's
Courts, and the new small debts court. The expen-
diture includes administration expenses, equip-
ment, court reporting, witness and jurors' fees,
and other expenses.

The increase of $1 509 706 is due mainly to the
normal provision for cost increases and the follow-
ing expenditure increases: Computerisation of
Central Law Courts, $331 000; comuputerisation
of Family Law Court, $100 000; increased rental
of Family Law Court, $11 I1 000; increased activ-
ity, witness and jurors' fees, $218 000; increased
activity, court reporting, $253 000; full year ad-
ditional Central Law Courts security, $235 000;
increased costs of electricity in country areas,
$49 000; and the total is $1 297 000.

Division 33 put and passed.
Division 34: Corporate Affairs Office,

$2 642 000-

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-

Mr BERTRAM; The amount of $129 000 for
vacant positions calls for an explanation. In
earlier debates the Opposition has expressed con-
cern that the Corporate Affairs Office is
undermanned. Perhaps the Minister could give an
explanation for that state of affairs. A lot of stress
and strain is placed on that office because of
insufficient staff and it is surprising that there are
vacancies now. What steps are being taken to fill
those vacancies?

Mr RUSH-TON: In answer to the honourable
member, I indicate that this is another item on
the general list which I will add to the written
reply I will give him. The total is not really

significant in regard to the total number as it is
only about five per cent.

Division 34 put and passed.
Division 35: Office of Titles, $5 118 000-
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr BERTRAM: I raise another query in re-

lation to staff vacancies. The Office of Titles has
a considerable staff, but, if more staff are needed,
I am puzzled as to why more jobs are not
filled. Large numbers of people are unem-
ployed and it is difficult to understand why
vacancies are not being filled. The Public Service
must not be operating to the required standard.
Certainly occasionally permanent staff can make
up for the temporary vacancies, but eight
vacancies in the Titles Office seems to be
excessive. I call for an explanation in regard to
those vacancies.

Mr RUSHTON: The Titles Office employs 253
staff members and obviously the staff must be
managed within that system. I will include this
matter in my written reply to the member.

Division 35 put and passed.
Division 36: Public Trust Office, $2 777 000-
Mr BERTRAM: It has come to my attention

that some commissions charged by the Public
Trustee are excessive. One could have an estate
administered by the Public Trustee and that es-
tate could be relatively small in terms of its value,
but the work done in administering that estate
could be greater than that involved in adminis-
tering a more valuable estate.

There is a general fixing of fees in respect of
administration of estates which relates to the
value of the estate and I suppose the rule of
thumb is that the bigger the estate, the more work
is involved; however, that does not always follow.
Sometimes the fees are blown out of all pro-
portion to the work involved, but that does not
render the Public Trustee or his staff blame-
worthy. They must carry out the law which I con-
sider to be in a state of disrepair. Something must
be done about this problem which is aggravated
by inflation each year.

I take this opportunity to draw this to the
Chamber's attention and I urge that appropriate
corrective action be taken to bring Public Trust
Office commissions into focus so the Public
Trustee will not be forced into embarrassing situ-
ations and be left with no remedy or an entirely
unsatisfactory situation which is caused by excess-
ive commissions which the law presently allows.

Mr RUSHTON: I have listened to the honour-
able member's point of view and will make sure
the Attorney General is made aware of it.
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Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr BERTRAM: I have raised similar queries

on earlier divisions and once again I find it absurd
that money has been allocated to vacant positions.
We have unemployed people in their thousands
and yet we have a provision for vacant positions.
One wonders whether these are artificial allo-
cations and that there is no intention to appoint
persons to those positions. It may be that the
Government is having money provided which is
not committed money and is a reserve built into
these figures. I would like a satisfactory expla-
nation as to why provision has been made for
these vacant positions and what steps have been
taken to fill them.

Mr RUSHTON: It is an administrative process
and over a period of years, with the movement of
staff in and out of the department, there is an ac-
cumulation of unpaid salaries or wages.

In my previous portfolio I was totally aware the
department was unable to acquire replacement
staff until a position had actually become vacant.
This is my personal understanding, but I will
make further inquiries and should there be any
change to what I have said, I will advise the mem-
ber accordingly.

Item 2: Other Staffing Costs-
Mr BERTRAM: Last financial year, an

amount of $100 000 was allocated to other
staffing costs. However, only 398 000 was ex-
pended and this year we have an estimate-an
extraordinary figure of $265 000-which is a
significant increase on the allocation for the last
financial year. Obviously, this calls for an expla-
nation by the Minister.

Mr RUSHTON: The increase of $161 562 is
due, in the main, to $140 000 which was provided
for payment to the Superannuation Board for
pensions of those persons who had retired from
the Public Trust Office and it has been provided
for by the Treasury.

Division 36 put and passed.
Division 37: Law Reform Commission,

$549 000-put and passed.

Division 38: Legal Aid Commission,
$1 008 000-

Mr DAVIES: I want to express some concern
about the way legal aid is handed out to various
applicants. I think I have spent more of my time
with the Legal Aid Commission trying to con-
vince it that someone is worthy of aid than de-
tailing cases for it to consider. The commissioner's
staff are always most obliging and considerate,
but then we have the situation where the person
seeking assistance has some money, and he cannot

get legal aid. I wonder what sort of means test the
commission applies.

I had a person recently-and the matter is still
under review-who must be approaching 80
years, if he is not already over 80, and he had a
reasonable complaint about which he wanted
something done. I referred him to legal aid and he
was told by an officer there that he did not think
the complaint was reasonable. After more argu-
ments it was said that perhaps he had a case and
asked how much money he would contribute. This
man had less than £800 which was his nest egg-I
suppose for his burial, because aged people have
some comfort in knowing they have money put
aside so that when they die they can be buried in
a proper manner. An officer at the commission
said that before he would talk to him he would
have to pay $50. It seems tn me those responsible
were being extraordinarily hard and I only wish
some guidelines could be laid down in order that
we can give our constituents advice because I am
sure all members have had the trouble that I have
had to convince the commission that there is a
man with a genuine case, without any means or
real substance, and he should be helped.

I do not think it is reasonable that the com-
mission should demand $50 from a man who is
approaching 80 and has less than $800 before it
will act on his behalf. Are we setting up an organ-
isation which will provide relief in the community
where it is most needed, or is it to be more con-
cerned with raising funds?

Another ease I had concerned a woman in my
own electorate who found that the person with
whom she had been living in a de facto relation-
Ship for a number of years had placed a caveat on
her property. He claimed he was entitled to some
of the proceeds from the house. He might have
done a few repairs around the place during his
period of residency, but she sought some help in
getting the caveat lifted.

The solicitor who lodged the caveat on behalf of
the fellow would not act further for him because
apparently he believed he did not have a case.
However, the matter had to go to the court and
the court demanded that the caveat be lifted be-
cause it should never have been put there, and the
costs were awarded against the fellow who had
lodged the caveat on the property. One would
think the woman had veen vindicated and should
not have been put to any expense. She had been
given legal aid and the costs were awarded
against the defendant, and the solicitors handling
the ease for the lady assessed the costs. I under-
stand they were not taxed. The Costs having been
agreed upon and legal aid having been granted to
the woman, she was told the fellow could not be
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located and that she would be liable for the costs.
The costs were in the region of $2 000 and she
was told to pay up by the end of the month, or
else. This woman, who had won the case, had
been granted legal aid and was then told to pay
the $2 000. That is outrageous.

The commission said it could not find the man,
but he owns horses and his name appears in the
paper from time to time. All the commission had
to do was look in the electoral roll to see where he
was residing. There was nothing different about
him except he had changed his place of abode and
the commission said it could not Find him and be-
cause it could not Find him, the woman was told
she had to pay up. She should have left the caveat
on the property, but, of course, she was worried
and did not want to sell it.

The Legal Aid Commission has shown a com-
plete lack of understanding. I think it told her
that the account had to be paid by 31 October
and, if it was not, they would take proceedings
against her. I wrote to the commission and in its
reply I was told the facts that I had stated were
correct, but it felt it had to charge her because it
could not find the defendant.

Mr Rushton: Is there a happy ending?
Mr DAVIES: There will be, or there will be

more said about it.
Mr Young: Whose costs are being chased up?
Mr DAVIES: The costs awarded against the

defendant.
Mr Young: Her costs and his costs.
Mr DAVIES: Yes.
Mr Young: I understand what happened.
Mr DAVIES: The Legal Aid Commission told

the woman's solicitor that it was not going to
chase the fellow and it has done nothing to trace
him and he is saying that a perfectly innocent
party will pay $2 000. As I have mentioned, I
wrote to the commission and in its reply it said
someone had to pay. That was the tenor of its let-
ter-someone had to pay.

It was decided that the Legal Aid Commission
Amendment Bill which passed through this House
this morning may provide her with an avenue of
appeal. She already has made one appeal, but had
it knocked back.

Mr Crane: What we need is another legal aid
commission which will supply legal aid to those
people who suffer severely from the effects of
legal aid giving assistance to people taking out
cases against them. If you are a woman living in a
de facto relationship with a farmer and you leave,
you can sue him for a share of the property, and
can get legal aid. We need two Legal Aid Corn-
missions--one for the aggrieved. He is often

worthy of it more than the one who receives it.
There is something wanting with legal aid and I
support what you have said.

Mr DAVIES: 1 am pleased to receive the sup-
port from the member for Moore and what he has
said highlights the fact that we need someone to
protect us from legal aid or to go to when legal
aid does not do w hat it is supposed to do. It might
be a hypothetical case. However, there are some
people opposed to the legal aid processes and
whether they have the resources io check ad-
equately the means of an applicant, is another
matter. If a person has the right solicitor who
knows the ropes, he can put Up a Story and get
legal aid for all sorts of things, whereas, if we
refer someone to legal aid, that person gets short
shrift. That is my experience.

The staff at the Legal Aid Commission are
always polite and they reply to correspondence
reasonably quickly, but the fact is I am not satis-
fled there is an adequate or proper means test ap-
plied and I am not satisfied that adequate action
is taken to protect those people who go to the
Legal Aid Commission for help.

The situation is that this lady now is able to ask
that her case be considered again, but I have re-
ceived a letter from the commission saying,
"Although we are holding off until the legislation
goes through Parliament, and we will not take ac-
tion against her, this does not automatically mean
she will have the right to appeal." Under a clause
of the Bill we put through this morning, if any
new circumstances or items arise which have not
been considered before, the commission must con-
sider them. However, it does not mean the com-
mission will grant aid.

I believe the Legal Aid Commission is sorely
taxed and overworked. However, I am not con-
vinced that the people who should be receiving the
help actually are being given it. The two com-
pletely different circumstances I have outlined ad-
equately indicate that what I say is correct. I
gather from the member for Moore that he has
had a similar experience.

Mr Crane;. Very much so.
Mr DAVIES: In addition, either other mem-

bers are going to sleep, or they are nodding in
agreement with me; I hope it is the latter.

Mr RUSHTON. I am delighted my colleague,
the Attorney General, was in the Chamber
listening to the member for Victoria Park. I will
ensure the Attorney receives a copy of the
honourable member's queries and requests, and I
will arrange for the honourable member to receive
a response.

Mr Davies: Thank you.
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Item I- Amount required for Services for the
year-

Mr BERTRAM: The total estimate for salaries
is $t 714000. However, the next entry reads,
"Less savings on staff turnover and delays in fill-
ing vacancies . .. $ 108 000". Implicit in that an-
ticipated saving is a permanent shortage over the
year of about five staff; that seems to be rather
excessive and one would think there must be some
way of lessening that figure. The Legal Aid Com-
mission is there to provide a service, but it seems
to be taken for granted that this year, it will be
permanently understaffed. While there may be
room for a degree of understaffing, a figure as
high as $108 000 seems to be a negative ap-
proach, and an admission of defeat. I ask the
Minister whether he is satisfied that a figure of
$108 000 is reasonable in the circumstances, and
whether everything is being done to reduce the
Figure by reducing the shortage of staff implicit in
that figure.

Mr RUSHTON: This is a very vexed question
and in order to provide the member with a con-
vincing reply, I undertake to supply him with a
written response as to the staff situation within
the Legal Aid Commission.

Division 38 put and passed.
Divisions 39 and 40-Public Works and Build-

ings, 580 676 000; Country Water Supplies,
Sewerage, Irrigation and Drainage, 564 858 000-

Mr RUSHTON: I move-

That consideration of Division 39 and 40
be postponed until a later stage of the sitting.

Motion put and passed.

Divisions 41 to 44-Resources Development,
$2 173 000; Mines, $18 863 000; State Batteries,
$3 519 0001; Solar Energy Research Institute or
Western Australia, $570 000-put and passed.

Divisions 45 to 49- Public Health,
$59 357 000; Hospital and Allied Services,
$365 135 000; Mental Health Services,
$74 900 000; Western Australian Alcohol and
Drug Authority, $3 552 000; Nurses Board or
Western Australia, $92 000-

Mr RUSHTON: I move-
That consideration of Divisions 45 to 49 be

postponed until a later stage of the sitting.

Motion put and passed.
Division 50: Police, $103 650 000-

Mr DAVIES: I wish to raise one matter in re-
lation to the Police Department which has irked
me and which I know occasionally has irked two
or three members of the Opposition. All members

from time to time receive complaints from their
constituents about the police. Perhaps we are a
little biased in Favour of the police or are able to
assess the person who approaches us; we might
think his story is a little far-fetched. Nevertheless,
as good members of Parliament, we refer the
complaint to the Police Department. The com-
plaint may be that a person has been roughly
handled by the police, or something else has hap-
pened which he believes is not in accordance with
proper procedures; in such circumstances, a per-
son is entitled to complain to his member of Par-
liament. Indeed, the only other authorities to
whom he could complain are the Commissioner of
Police and, perhaps, the Minister.

A person is not able to complain to the Parlia-
mentary Commissioner for Administrative
Investigations. It is time we amended the Act to
give the Ombudsman the right to make inquiries
into the Police Department. However, it is hardly
likely this Government will agree to that sugges-
tion. If we have sufficient faith in the
Ombudsman's ability to inquire into local govern-
ment or other Government departments, surely
we should have enough faith in him to allow him
to inquire into the Police Department and to
make proper judgments. I do not believe the
Ombudsman's approach to various matters is
likely to differ according to which Government
department he was investigating. Certainly, that
has been my experience with the past two
Ombudsmen and I think it is likely to be the
same with the present incumbent.

Whenever I am approached by a constituent
with a complaint against the police, I always take
down the details as carefully as possible and refer
the matter to the Police Department, making no
charge but simply saying, "These are the circum-
stances as referred to me. I would be pleased if
you would let me have your comment." Members
can examine the letters I have written to the
Commissioner of Police and they will see that is
exactly how I have -approached these matters.

I do not think it is unreasonable that I should
make such requests. Members of Parliament have
a duty to represent their constituents and most of
us have been in the job long enough to know there
are two sides to every story. In such cases, it is
reasonable to refer complaints to the Police De-
partment, and to receive an answer.

However, the matter which irks me is that the
only correspondence a member receives from the
commissioner is to the effect that the complaint
made on behalf of the constituent is being
investigated and that the constituent will be ad-
vised of the outcome. I believe that is an insult to
the member of Parliament concerned.
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Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr DAVIES: If a member of Parliament

makes a complaint on behalf of a constituent, he
is entitled to be told of the outcome of that com-
plaint, instead of having to wait until his constitu-
ent receives a reply, if he ever receives
one-generally a reply is received, although some-
times it takes quite some time-and then asking
the constituent whether he was satisfied with the
way the matter had been handled.

I protested that none of the replies are sent to
me; I said I did not think it was quite right and I
would appreciate the courtesy of a reply. The
reply I received to that communication was that if
the department started giving members answers,
they might inadvertently include something on
which the complainant could take further acti on,
and that the department could finish up in court
and in all kinds of difficult situations. I suppose to
a degree that is right.

If the Ombudsman had the power to inquire
into the Police Department, he would have sought
protection in this area which was not available to
members of Parliament.

Mr Hassell: The Ombudsman does not tell
members of the outcome of his inquiries, either.

Mr DAVIES: I have not written to him.
Mr Hassell: If you write to the Ombudsman on

behalf of a constituent, you will Aind he does not
disclose the details of his inquiries.

Mr DAVIES: I was not aware of that situation,
but it does not alter my gripe with the Police De-
partment. If I take the time to record the details
of a complaint and to send a letter to the Police
Department, I expect the courtesy of a reply.

After I protested that I was not satisfied with
the arrangement, the department said, "If you
were still Leader of the Opposition, we would pro-
vide you with a detailed reply; however, as you
are only an ordinary member, we cannot." That
was adding insult to injury!

Mr Parker: It is extraordinary.
Mr Tonkin: Was that in a letter, or verbally?
Mr DAVIES: Verbally, unfortunately. Am I

any less responsible as the member for Victoria
Park than I was as Leader of the Opposition? Is
the present Leader of the Opposition any more re-
sponsible as a member of Parliament than I?
Surely it is not unreasonable to treat all members
of Parliament in the same way.

The Police Department finally said, "if you
really want an answer, we will provide you with
one as a courtesy to you." So, in response to the
next letter I sent, I received an answer which said,
"The matter has been investigated and the corn-

plaint is unfounded." That sort of reply was com-
pletely and absolutely unacceptable. The Police
Department may not have wished to reveal why
the complaint was thought to be unfounded, be-
cause that information may have included details
about my constituent to which, in the depart-
ment's view, I was not entitled. Surely after 20
years as a member of Parliament I have enough
nous to know what to pass on and what not to
pass on to a constituent. If the department be-
lieves my constituent is wrong, it should say so.

I will not tell members how one constituent of
mine feels about the way an inquiry was conduc-
ted; both he and his wife were most disturbed.

I am not making charges about unfair practices
or about the police not acting reasonably, in the
manner in which they are entitled to act; however,
I am making charges of discourtesy to members
of Parliament. Surety a member of Parliament
who has made a complaint on behalf of a con-
stituent has the right to be informed in writing of
the result of the departmental inquiry into that
complaint so that, if necessary, the constituent
may be informed and he may then decide whether
to take further action. In one case, the complain-
ant was quite disgusted with the Police Depart-
ment's inquiry; the department simply said the
complaint was baseless. The department did not
point out where it was not true; it did not even
deny the complaint I referred to it. Members
know what that person now thinks of the Police
Department. He said, "If that is the best they can
do, it is absolutely disgusting": however, he chose
not to take any further action.

That is my gripe. I heard several "Hear,
Hears" from this side of the Chamber, and it is
obvious that other members feel the same way.
No doubt, they have been treated in a similar
fashion.

We expect courtesy. I have never made a com-
plaint to the Ombudsman for a constituent be-
cause, like the Bureau of Consumer Affairs, he
will deal only with the constituent directly. With
the Police Department, for obvious reasons, the
constituent wants a second opinion or a back-up
in what he is doing.

I always discuss at length the information given
to me, and then I write and complain. Sometimes
I read the letter to the constituent, or send him a
copy of the letter, so I am quite certain that the
facts as stated are in accordance with the facts
given to me. As I say, it is not acceptable just to
be told that my complaint has been noted and
that the complainant will be advised of the out-
come in due course, after investigation.
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Mr GORDON HILL: I rise to speak on a mat-
ter which has been described by the road trauma
committee of the Royal Australasian College of
Surgeons as "a disease of economic proportions".
I address myself to the question of the road toll
or, more correctly, the road trauma in Australia
and Western Australia today.

More than 3 000 men, women, and children are
killed on Australian roads each year. More than
10 times that number are injured each year in
Australia. The number of casualties as a result of
traffic accidents over the years totals more than
the number of casualties in all the wars in which
Australia has been involved in this century.

It is of no use our saying, "There is nothing we
can do about it." That is really hiding our heads
in the sand and saying that it is a matter which
will sort itself out eventually. It is of no use our
saying, "There will be a certain number of road
accidents." Of course, there will be a certain
number of road accidents; but as politicians it is
incumbent upon us to Work towards reducing the
number of road accidents.

I acknowledge that the Minister for Police and
Prisons announced yesterday that last year we
had a significant reduction in the number of road
accidents compared with the number for the pre-
vious year. That is commendable; but it is still of
epidemic proportions, as the Royal Australasian
College of Surgeons says.

Mr M~acKinnon: They should stop advertising
motorcars?

Mr GORDON KILL: Is that what the Minis-
ter is suggesting?

Mr MacKinnon: No.

Mr GORDON HILL: That is a rather frivol-
ous interjection. I do not want frivolous
interjections in this discussion, because it is too
serious for that. If the Minister wants to treat it
as a frivolous matter, I would appreciate it if he
did not do so now. The issue is far too serious, and
a politician should treat it seriously.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!

Mr GORDON HILL: I mentioned that we had
in excess of 3 000 people killed on Australian
roads each year. The cost to the community has
been estimated to be about $3 000 million. That
estimate has been given by the Royal Aus-
tralasian College of Surgeons, and I will quote
from a book produced by the college -entitled
Road Trauma-The national epidemic. I corn-
mend the book as essential reading for members
of Parliament because it contains interesting fig-
ures and graphic illustrations of the effects of

road accidents. The pictures in it are enough to
make one's hair curl!

The first quote deals with the cost in Victoria
for the year ending 30 June 1980. Perhaps no fig-
ures are available elsewhere. The following ap-
pears-

The cost to the Victorian community for
the year to 30 June 1980 was estimated at
$469 million by the Joint Parliamentary
Committee on Road Safety (Victorian
Hansard 23 October 1981). Taking into ac-
count the fact that only 20 per cent of road
deaths and 26.4 per cent of injuries occurred
in Victoria, inflation and the escalating
awards of lump sum damages by the
courts-sometimes in excess of two million
dollars-to the grossly disabled victims of
road accidents, the total cost to the Aus-
tralian community probably exceeds $3 000
million a year.

In Western Australia each week, on average,
about five people are killed. That is a very serious
situation. Sometimes we say it could not happen
to us, or could not happen to members of our fam-
ilies; but the chances are that a large number of
people in this place have been involved personally
or have had members of their families involved.
We cannot ignore the problems and the costs as-
sociated with those injuries and accidents.

The costs quoted in the Victorian report are
tangible costs-the ones that can be quantified.
Of course, there are many Other hidden
costs-the loss of income for the injured, the cost
of Government payments to people who are not
involved in the work force, and the enormous
psychological and social cost associated with this
question. That is why road accidents are perhaps
more properly called "road trauma", especially
because of the psychological impact, not only on
the victims, but also on their families. Those costs
cannot be quantified and measured; but we should
consider them as very important.

I mentioned that progress has been made, and
we have seen a reduction in the road toll. That is
commendable; but the only time we ever hear the
Minister for Police and Prisons or the Police De-
partment jumping up and down about the issue is
at Easter and Christmas. No doubt, in the next
mnonth-and-a-half to two months we will hear a lot
more about it as we approach the Chrstmas hol-
idays-the crazy season or the silly season, as it is
called. However, it is not good enough to pay at-
tention to the problem at that time only. It is an
ongoing problem of concern to all of us.

We have seen a reduction in the number of
deaths in Australia; and the biggest reduction has
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been in Victoria. Between 1970 and 1980 the road
trauma committee of the Royal Australasian Col-
lege of Surgeons made a number of suggestions to
the Victorian Government, some of which were
implemented. It is probably no coincidence that,
as a result of the implementation of those sorts of
proposals, the reduction I mentioned in the
number of road accidents and deaths was greatest
in Victoria.

I am not saying that these recommendations
have not been implemented here, or that they
should necessarily be implemented; hut at least
they should be considered by the Government.
The road trauma committee made the following
recommendations-

Compulsory wearing of seat belts for all
vehicle occupants;

Compulsory blood alcohol testing of all
those aged 15 years or more who attend hos-
pital for treatment of injuries received in a
road accident;

Mandatory cancellation of licence and dis-
qualification from holding a licence to drive
for certain minimum graduated periods for
exceeding a blood alcohol level of .05;

Random breath testing.
Mr Nanovich: Do you support random breath

testing?
Mr GORDON HILL: I knew somebody would

ask that. I expected fairly inane interjections; but
I do not want to treat this as a political exercise.

Mr Nanovich: You are not making much sense
yourself.

Mr Davies: He is doing very well.
Mr GORDON HILL: We ought not to be ar-

guing across the Chamber on an issue as import-
ant as this.

Mr Nanovich: I am not arguing.
The CHAIRMAN: The member for Whitford

will keep order!
Mr GORDON HILL: Well said, Mr Chair-

man.
Two years ago in Western Australia two chil-

dren died as a result of amoebic meningitis; and
the Government spent something like $7 million
on rectifying the potential sources of amoebic
meningitis-restricting the use of swimming pools
and covering reservoirs, and a number of other
fairly significant steps to restrict the spread of
amoebic meningitis. That was money well spent
because of the two fatalities. However, we do not
spend anything like that amount of money be-
cause of the ive people who are killed each week
on Western Australian roads. It is a question of

priorities, and everything seems to be out of pro-
portion.-

The cost to the Government of educational pro-
grammes would be minimal compared with the
cost to the community in lives, injuries, and dam-
age to property. The organisation to which I
referred made recommendations such as this in
the past. I see the need for an Australia-wide uni-
form road code. Perhaps we ought to consider the
question of stiffer penalties for road offenders.

When one thinks about it, a person "pinched"
for taking under-sized crayfish has his equipment
confiscated. He loses his boat; and if he has diving
equipment, he loses it. However, a person involved
in an accident as a result of alcohol or some other
reason does not have his car confiscated. The
worst that happens is that he may lose his licence
for a short period of time.

I am not suggesting necessarily that a person's
car should be confiscated; but I am trying to illus-
trate the priorities-the importance placed on a
person's taking under-sized crayfish compared
with the importance of a person's taking lives. We
should have our priorities right in this matter.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr GORDON HILL: We should consider in-

creased education in schools in the use of the
road. In particular, driver-education programmes
should be increased and improved.

The Australian Labor Party's policy is for an
increase in the size of the Western Australian
Police Force. That is absolutely essential. It is
within the capabilities of politicians to do some-
thing about the issue, and it ought to be done in a
bipartisan way. In this State we should have a
joint, all-party committee on road trauma, as
exists in Victoria. I believe such a committee
exists also at the national level. One ought to be
set up in this State.

This issue is so important that we cannot ignore
it. We should give it consideration in a bipartisan
way.

With only two months before Christmas, we do
not have much time to do a lot about the problem,
especially when we do not have a significant in-
crease in the amount of money budgeted for
driver education in the Estimates for 1982-83. We
should consider this matter urgently, and deal
with education, legislation, and enforcement. I
cannot stress enough the importance of this issue
to the society of Western Australia.

Mr WILSON: I wish to raise two matters
which both relate to the need for an increase in
the number of police officers at two police
stations in areas serving my electorate. The first
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matter has arisen because of complaints brought
to my attention about an increase in vandalism
and hooliganism in the area surrounding the de-
veloping Mirrabooka town centre. As part of the
development of that centre, the rapid development
of a number of com merciall1y-ope rated
recreational facilities has taken place. These Fa-
cilities have been awaited for a long time and are
very attractive to the loal community members,
who are using themn well.

The facilities, including the olympic-sized
Mirrabooka. Ice World skating rink, 10-pin bowl-
ing rink, water slide, family fitness centre, and
other associated ccntres just about to open, are an
attraction not only to the people who want to use
them for the purpose for which they have been de-
veloped but also to people who want to cause
trouble. Reports have been made of gangs of up to
20 youths competing for control of the vicinity.
The proprietor of the ice skating rink has been
forced to employ his own security team to protect
those people who wish legally to use the facility,
and to ensure that serious personal harm is not
occasioned to legal users. It has been reported to
me that at times when serious incidents have been
likely to occur and the police have been sum-
moned, great difficulty has been experienced in
getting the police there on time.

I am concerned to learn that the Nollamara
Polie Station has not had its starring numbers
augmented since this town centre development
began. It is a major regional development which
attracts people from a large regional area, so it
certainly has the potential for requiring a much
greater degree of attention by the police in terms
of patrols and requests for assistance in main-
taining proper order.

Mr Hassell: Is Nollamara the station near the
Mirrabooka station?

Mr WILSON: Yes.
It is not only proprietors of facilities at that

centre who have been affected by this vandalism;
residents living in proximity to the centre also
have reported an increase in vandalism and
intruders, in their homes since the facilities were
opened. The residents are not objecting to the fa-
cilities; however, they cannot help but be aware
that the facilities have acted as a magnet in draw-
ing this undesirable element.

Like all such facilities these days, a number of
amusement machines are to be found, and it is my
experience these machines become the major at-
traction for what usually arc very undesirable el-
ements in our community. I know the machines
are much appreciated by many young people, but
at the same time they cause a major problem in

the community and many difficulties are created
in ensuring that the people attracted to them do
not become a major problem in the areas con-
cerned.

Special attention needs to be given to this
centre and to the immediate area, and special at-
tention needs to be give to the need for greater
staff numbers at the Nollamara station so that
the police can cope with the additional work load
that has occurred since the centre began to de-
velop.

My second concern relates to the number of
traffic patrol officers who serve the Warwick
traffic patrol area. It amazed me to learn that this
traffic patrol area is so huge; it covers an area
bounded by Beechboro Road to the east, Morley
Drive-Karrinyup Road to the south, the ocean to
the west, and 10 kilometres south of Lancelirt to
the north. It is an extraordinarily large area con-
taining a growing population and a large area of
roads to be patrolled.

When I asked a question in the Parliament
about the number of patrol officers available, the
Minister replied that the disclosure of the given
number of police on the road at any time does not
act as a deterrent effect against errant motorists.
I understand the point he was making, but in one
sense the answer could be construed to indicate
that the numbers are not as adequate as he tried
to indicate in the other part of his answer.

I have been told what the numbers are and in
compliance with the warning implicit in that part
of the answer I do not intend to disclose them. I
have been told also that it is a relatively small
number of officers for such a huge area to be pa-
trolled and that in fact the complement is affected
by officers taking annual leave and their two days
off each week. This means that because they work
a dual shift, at any time only a small complement
of officers is available to patrol that very large
area containing such a large population and such
a large number of roads.

I am aware it has been admitted on a number
of occasions-it is perfectly obvious-that the de-
gree to which traffic regulations and
laws-including those recently discussed in this
Chamber and ito be implemented shortly-are
successfully enforced is due largely to the antici-
pation of potential offenders and their likely ap-
prehension. Therefore it seems to me we are
largely wasting out time in passing new regu-
lations to control traffic offences if at the same
time we are not ensuring sufficient numbers of
patrol officers are on the road to make sure poten-
tial offenders know not only what the new laws
arc but also that if they offend against them they
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are likely to be apprehended and forced to answer
for their offences.

A careful review needs to be made-remember
the huge area to be serviced by the Warwick
Police Station-of the numbers of traffic patrol
officers available to patrol the area to ensure po-
tential offenders are made aware of the fact they
are likely to be apprehended if they offend against
the law.

Mr BATEMAN: I wish to make a plea to the
Minister for Police and Prisons about the use of
our freeways. I use the Kwinana Freeway perhaps
three or four times a day, and while it is fair
enough to say the speed limits are exceeded regu-
larly each day, at times we find three vehicles one
in each of the three lanes travelling at only 40
kilometres an hour. This is a tremendously
frustrating experience.

Mr Hassell: Have you been speaking to the
member for Clontarf today?

Mr BATEMAN: He made no mention of this
to me; anyway, whatever that member says is his
business.

Mr Hassell: I understand he got caught in the
lineup this morning.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Do you believe in the con-
spiracy theory?

Mr BATEMAN: Did he get caught for dawd-
ling?

Mr Hassell: No, he got caught in the lineup.
Mr Wilson: Don't let him put you off.

Mr BATEMAN: Vehicles which travel across
the freeway at 40 or 50 kilonmetres per hour cause
frustration to other drivers; something should be
done about these dawdlers because it is not fair.
What is the good of developing freeways if we
allow people to travel at those speeds?

M rTonkin: Hecar, hear!
Mr BATEMAN: Other roads are available for

people wanting to travel at limited speeds. I can-
not see why they want to travel at those speeds on
freeways,

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Mr BATEMAN: Freeways arc designed to
quickly get rid of traffic to and from the city and
from suburban centres into the city. I earnestly
urge the Minister to speak to his departmental
officers in a bid to set a responsible speed limit of
70 or 80 kilometres per hour. These people should
be spoken to about travelling at 40 or 50 kilo-
metres per hour.

M r Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Mr Hassell: Are you advocating a rule of keep-
ing to the left, or are you advocating a minimum
speed?

Mr Rushton: That is a leading question.
Mr BATEMAN: I do not think we can impose

a minimum speed but people should be advised to
maintain a reasonable speed. All sorts of things
happen on our roads and I will not advocate a
minimum speed because accidents happen even in
slow-moving traffic. We should consider making
these people travel in the left-hand lane.

Mr Tonkin: I agree.
Mr BATEMAN: In the old days, if a driver

wanted to travel slowly he had to keep to the left
and the problems we are now experiencing did not
occur. That is not a lot to ask. We have the situ-
ation now where people pass other vehicles on the
left, on the right, and by slipping through in the
middle; it is no wonder that accidents occur. If
drivers were obliged to pass on the right-hand side
many accidents would be prevented.

The other day I was using Albany High-
way-and I hope the Minister for Transport
listens to this-and I saw a road train going down
that highway. This great big truck was wobbling
along down Albany Highway with the words
"Road train" on the back of it. I did not think
road trains were allowed on highways. Larger and
heavier trucks are now using our suburban roads,
which were not built to cater for large trucks with
bogies on the back. Unless something is done to
prevent these vehicles hurtling around the sub-
urban areas we will see more accidents occurring.
These vehicles usually travel at high speeds. I
know the registration number of the vehicle con-
cerned and I have spoken to the member involved,
but "No names, no pack drill." Something should
be done about these things.

America has a system now of having one road
for motor vehicles and another for trucks and we
should look at that possibility. We are getting
More and more into the heavy haulage situation.
The member for Vasse would know all about this.
These vehicles are in their hundreds on the roads
and they are nuisances and hazards. Roads should
be provided especially for these types of vehicles
so that normal vehicular traffic can travel at a
normal speed.

They are my comments and I hope the Minister
for Transport takes heed of them.

Progress

Progress reported arid leave given to sit again at
a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Williams.
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QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6. 15 to 7.30 p.m.

LOCAL COURTS AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council;, and, on motion
by Mr Rushton (Deputy Premier), read a first
time.

Second Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
[7.32 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The principal purpose of this Bill is to establish a
small debts court as a division of the Local Court.

In 1979 the Law Reform Commission of West-
ern Australia issued a report on the establishment
of a small debts court;, and this has formed the
basis of the provisions of ibis Bill. An extensive
examination of the commission's recommen-
dations was undertaken by Crown Law Depart-
ment officers with a view to their practical im-
plementation.

The aim of establishing a small debts court is to
make available a speedy and inexpensive settle-
ment procedure similar to that of the Small
Claims Tribunal, having jurisdiction up to $1 000.
A plaintiff in an action will be able to elect to
have the action heard and determined by the
small debts court where the debt or liquidated de-
mand in money does not exceed $1 000.

The Bill contains a provision for two or more
causes to be joined where none of the respective
amounts claimed exceeds 51 000. It is intended
also that, where a cause of action exceeds $1 000,
a person may abandon the excess of $1 000 so
that the matter can be dealt with by the small
debts court. There is no compulsion on a person to
elect to have the matter dealt with by the small
debts court; and it may continue to be dealt with
under the general provisions of the Local Court
Act.

The small debts division of the local court will
be constituted by a stipendiary magistrate whose
primary function will be to attempt to bring the
parties to the action to an acceptable settlement.
The hearings will be in private unless the court di-
rects otherwise. Representation will not be per-
mitted, unless the court considers that an agent
should appear as a matter of necessity, and ap-
proves that accordingly. Representation by a legal
practitioner will not he permitted unless all par-

ties agree and the court is satisfied that the other
parties would not be disadvantaged unfairly
thereby.

The proceedings in the small debts division will
be final and not subject to appeal unless the court
has exceeded its jurisdiction or there has been a
denial of natural justice to a party. Judgments
will be enforced in the same way as any other
Local Court judgment. Preliminary or
interlocutory proceedings will not be allowed.

The division will not be bound by the rules of
evidence; but it will be permitted to inform itself
as thought fit. However, in arriving at a decision,
the general law will apply.

Clerks of courts will be instructed to assist liti-
gants in procedures and in the completion of
forms; and it is also intended that an explanatory
pamphlet will be available to members of the pub-
lic.

The fees will be the same as for ordinary claims
and, following the service of the summons, any
subsequent documents will be served by post.
Legal costs, other than certain fees, will not be
awarded; but the magistrate will have a discretion
in exceptional circumstances where an injustice
might otherwise occur.

Two other matters are contained in the Bill.
The first relates to the vacation period in every
Local Court. Section 161 of the Local Courts Act
makes provision for a vacation period to be ob-
served between 20 December and 8 January, dur-
ing which period the court is not permitted to sit.
The reason for this section has been lost in his-
tory, but it is believed that it permitted resident
magistrates to clear leave entitlements without
the need to provide relief during their absence.
Also it could have been that many solicitors took
leave over the Christmas period and therefore
may not have been available for cases if they were
scheduled for hearing during that period.

All country magistrates arc now provided with
relief during absences on annual leave; and there
is no reason that the vacation period should con-
tinue. The Bill deletes this provision from the
Local Courts Act. Although it is possible that
some solicitors may still take leave over the period
of the Local Court vacation, others do not; and
hearings can be scheduled if the vacation period is
removed. This will enable better use to be made of
magisterial time.

The other matter deals with the action to be
taken by the court on the failure of a judgment
debtor to appear. Differing views are held on the
interpretation of the existing legislation, and it is
desirable that the matter be clarified. In the past
some magistrates have imposed fines on judgment
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debtors Without first inquiring as to the reasons
for their non-appearance. Other magistrates have
issued bench warrants for the arrest of judgment
debtors for non-appearance. While it is possible to
interpret the legislation in both ways, the Govern-
ment believes that the logical procedure would be
for the debtor to be brought before the court if he
rails to appear.

The Government believes there is little point in
adding the further financial burden of a fine on
judgment debtors. It is therefore proposed that, to
overcome the obvious anomalies which result
from the stricter interpretation, the power to fine
judgment debtors should be removed, and pro-
vision included for the judgment debtor to be
brought before the court as soon as possible on a
bench warrant.

The small debts court will be complementary to
the Small Claims Tribunal; and I commend the
Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Brian
Burke (Leader of the Opposition).

BILLS (2): RETURNED

I1. Western Australian Overseas Projects
Authority Amendment Bill.

2. Hospitals Amendment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 October.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [7.39 p.m.]: Because
of the time in which we are living, the Industrial
Arbitration Amendment Bill (No. 2) is one of the
most relevant and important pieces of legislation
to come to this Parliament. It is a good Bill, for a
number of reasons.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr SODEMAN: I am pleased to see that

already members of the Opposition are nodding
their heads, acknowledging that is true.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr SODEMAN: The Bill upholds Article

20(2) of the United Nations Universal Declar-
ation of Human Rights.

Secondly, it is in keeping with Convention 87-
Mr Gordon Hill: What about the other sections

of the United Nations Declaration of Human
Rights?

Mr SODEMAN: -(Article 2) of the ILO. It is
rather interesting that, on page 19 of its mani-
festo, the ALP says this-

Labor recognises that the I.L.O. is a model
for the tripartite approach and as well sets
international standards that Western Aus-
tralian Governments are morally bound to
observe. Where I.L.O. conventions have been
ratified by Australia, State legislation will be
encouraged to give effect to these conven-
tions.

So the Opposition, by virtue of its own manifesto,
agrees with the Bill.

Thirdly, it is directly in line with Liberal Party
policy for the 1980s, as presented by Sir Charles
Court on 7 February 1980. Fourthly, it is aligned
with the Federal Human Rights Commission Act
of 1981. Therefore, it is fairly consistent with a
number of very important provisions and docu-
ments with which Australia aligns itself.

One could well ask why the ALP claims the Bill
will cause further industrial unrest and result in
growing friction. The answer is rather remark-
able. The Bill's success or failure depends solely
on one simple factor, and that is attitudes. The
ALP knows the attitude of many union adminis-
trators today is unhealthily biased, and negative.
Whether or not the ALP likes it, as highlighted
by Clyde Cameron who said, "History has locked
us into the trade union movement. Without it the
ALP would have no base," this is the reason for
their adopting similar unfortunate attitudes.

Having established that the Bill has consider-
able merit, it is necessary for us to analyse
whether we should be making a change and, in
my view, we certainly should be, again for a
number Of reasons. The change is necessary,
firstly, to minimise the standover tactics which
have been occurring increasingly in recent years. I
am disappointed the member for Collie is not in
his seat, because he asked for evidence of the
standover tactics which have been referred to in
the debate. I intend to give him that evidence and
I am very disappointed he is not here to listen to
it.

Secondly, the change is necessary to strongly
reinforce responsible behaviour. I intend to indi-
cate that the unions take a different attitude
towards the administration of industrial relations.
They certainly do not align themselves with ac-
ceptable, responsible behaviour.

A need exists also to protect further the rights
of the individual and to ensure that responsibility
for proper conduct is shared equally by employers
and unions. Finally, it is necessary for economic
considerations to be taken into account to a far
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greater extent than they have ever been in the
past.

The next question is: Is there a desire for
change? If there is not why is the change pro-
posed in the legislation necessary? There is no
doubt that a majority of the individuals through-
out the State want this type of legislation. Most
small businesses want it. I acknowledge that the
unions and the ALP claim that large organis-
ations do not want it and they are against it. If
that is the case, we need to ask the question:
Why? Perhaps the answer here is that they are
aware of the unions' and the ALP's unhealthy and
irresponsible attitudes.

Mr Speaker, at this point I commend the mem-
ber for Fremantle, as you did, on the preparation
and presentation of his speech. I agree it was one
of the best to which this House has been treated
in the period I have been here; he did an excellent
job. In the main, he covered the traditional role of
the unions and the Industrial Commission. Again
I am disappointed the member for Fremantle is
not here, because if I misquote him or misunder-
stood what he said, I would appreciate his saying
so across the Chamber. However, I understood
the member for Fremantle to say during his re-
marks that we are undermining the right of the
Industrial Commission.

I convey to the member for Fremantle that, as
far as I am concerned-I do not know the feelings
of other members in the Chamber-the Industrial
Commission does not have any rights other than
those bestowed on it by this Parliament. If the
Parliament decides to make changes to the indus-
trial legislation from time to time, the com-
mission's right and obligation is to help im-
plement those changes and make them effective.

The main thrust of the speech by the member
for Fremantle was that the legislation was de-
signed to undermine the effectiveness of the union
movement. Of course that is not the case and
again, later on in my speech, I intend to indicate
to the House that the legislation is designed to do
completely the opposite.

The member for Fremantle indicated that the
Government only ever blames the unions for in-
dustrial unrest. I am quite happy to state that is
not correct. Companies themselves contribute, if
not equally then sometimes more so, to the level
of industrial unrest. I will not go into the ways
and means that they do that, but the larger the
organisation, the greater the potential for it to
contribute to industrial unrest.

The member for Fremantle covered extensively
the "right to organise" and interestingly gave
scant recognition to "freedom of association'. Of

course, the reason for that was given by Clyde
Cameron, and I mentioned his remarks earlier.
He implied that, if the traditional roles of unions.
employer groups, and the industrial arbitration
commission were maintained and strengthened,
progress would be achieved--of course, history
has proved that to be incorrect. The Opposition
does not really believe it. Mr Hawke, as I will in-
dicate, does not believe that, and the member for
Fremantle is virtually putting his head under his
arm if he believes that.

The essential ingredient omitted by the member
for Fremantle was that attitudes would need to
change. I would like to think they will change, but
I will not suggest that they will, because that
would be indicating my naivete.

The need for industrial legislation came about
right from the very beginning as a result of a con-
flict between vested interests. That conflict has
many dimensions and it would have to be solved
at each level if legislation of this nature is to be
completely successful. Initially it started with the
suppression of the employee and unions played a
very important and responsible role in creating a
balance. Most people would agree that the pendu-
lum has swayed very much the other way and, as
a consequence, we have a need for change and the
tightening up of existing legislation.

As I see them, the conflicting interests line up
something like this: We have employee/employer
conflict which leads to wage and price conflicts.
That has been going on virtually since the begin-
ning of time. We have union/corporation conflict
and ALP/conservatives conflict. We have the
conflict between security and risk and somewhere
sandwiched in there is the conflict between com-
munism and christianity.

Mr Brian Burke: Communism and christianity
is a bit of a ring in.

Mr SODEMAN: I thought the Leader of the
Opposition would appreciate that. As the main
thrust of my speech is attitudes and as the Oppo-
sition has continually asked for examples of
standover tactics, coercion, etc-in short "bad at-
titudes"-it is my intention to quote at length
from a number of documents and newspaper
cuttings, because to paraphrase them would mini-
mise the impact of the examples. Therefore, Mr
Speaker, I respectfully request your indulgence.

At the outset, to contrast the attitudes of unions
and management. I shall provide an example to
the House by quoting a few lines from A Guide to
Shop Stewards. This information was compiled by
a union education committee to assist shop stew-
ards in their work as representatives of the union
on the job.
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I might add that, if the Opposition-[ doubt
whether members opposite will, because not many
of them are here-requires the tabling of any of
these documents, 1 will be more than pleased to
accommodate the request.

The recommendations to shop stewards read as
follows-

Our Shop Steward must remember that he
represents one side-the members side-the
side that elected him and he must be biased,
prejudiced and one-eyed. He represents the
A. MWU. members a nd no one else.

That is an interesting recommendation; it
certainly reflects a particular attitude.

At one stage in my studies I did a course in
production management, and recently I pulled out
one of the old text books titled Essentials of In-
dustrial Management by Bethel, Atwater, Smith,
and Stackman. Neither in that book nor in any
other management books I have read over the
years have I ever seen that sort of phraseology
from the management side. I do not say that man-
agement is perfect and has not contributed to in-
dustrial unrest; I acknowledge it has contributed
to industrial unrest. However, its attitudes gener-
ally are very different. The attitudes of some indi-
viduals may certainly be questionable, but the
general attitudes of management are good. I will
quote a section of page 299 of the book where it is
dealing with the principles of industrial relations
as follows-

This means for the management member
at any level that he must understand indus-
trial relations. He must take the viewpoint of
the employee in his supervision, must "see
things as they seem to the supervised." Only
as he succeeds in grasping the importance of
individual employees and how they differ
from the other elements of production can he
expect to succeed in management.

They are proper and good attitudes. The member
for Fremantle, the member for Collie, and other
Opposition members said that the Government
had not given examples of standover tactics. Obvi-
ously they do not read the newspapers; obviously
they do not avail themselves of the information
from the Department of Labour and Industry.
Perhaps they were just being outright dishonest.

Mr Parker: It became apparent during the de-
bate in the other place that Government members
had had briefings with members of the Depart-
ment of Labour and Industry with respect to al-
leged standover tactics-none of which was
proved-and it seems there was a private arrange-
ment by the Minister to make his officers

available to back-bench members of the Govern-
ment.

Mr SODEMAN: I have not availed myself of
any of those sorts of things. Whether they were
available or not, the information I have was
readily available to the member for Fremantle. In
The West Australian of Wednesday, 20 October,
at page 4, an article was headed "Stand-over tac-
tics, says Department". I did not have to go to the
department to obtain that. I will not read the
article because it is self-explanatory under the
heading. Members opposite can read it them-
selves. The department also published a list of
those standover tactics, and these are available to
the Opposition, so there is no merit in what the
member has said.

That aside. I have compiled some examples in
which members opposite will be interested be-
cause they made statements indicating that
standlover tactics do not occur; they do and should
not be condoned. If companies and unions are to
continue to co-exist it is up to them to see that
legislation such as this has impact.

I have here a copy of a letter which was given
to the Opposition spokesman on labour and indus-
trial relations, the Leader of the Opposition, the
Premier, me, and a number of other people. The
letter was written by Mr J. D. Clarke, shop stew-
ard, AWU track maintenance. It is a fairly
lengthy letter and I will not read all of it, but I
want to highlight extracts from it. It is a chrono-
logical account of inter-union disputes between 2
June and 20 June 1977. It relates to a strike at
the Mt. Newman Mining Co. Pty. Ltd. in Port
Hedland.

Mr Parker: Five and a half years ago.
Mr SODEMAN: Sure. Is the member saying

things have improved dramatically since then? I
read out the dates for a reason. I will indicate that
things have not improved by virtue of the mem-
ber's own statement made just a matter of ive
and a half weeks ago. However, I quote from the
letter as follows-

At the Pier Hotel later that day, both
C. Stephens and B. Agnew were not
interested in my report of the meetings with
the "Line Camps" as the meetings were
"Not Official". I was told point blank that
majority rules, and the camps were on strike.

At his own expense he obtained a legal opinion on
that, and I will read it in a moment. To con-
ti nue-

They were not interested in the minutes of
the meetings, so we began to arrange for the
three of us to go through the "line", as they
maintained all I was saying and showing
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were just my own opinions. it was at this
point I told them that they were obviously in
diametrical views to the line camps as to
what "unionism" really means.

Further on-

..as I was arranging Track maintenance
trucks to go down the line, C. Stephens ap-
peared, and held his fist up, threatening, to
my race saying "I would soon run into it, if I
didn't stop what I was doing and go on
strike".

Remember, he had obtained a legal opinion
indicating that what he was doing was proper, re-
sponsible, and correct. To continue-

Tuesday midday I met C. Stephens and
C. Butcher, the latter being the N.W.
A.W.U. organiser. Both wanted an undertak-
ing by me that I would go down the camps
with them and help to pull the line camps out
on strike.

The line camps voted something like 115 to two
not to go on strike. To continue-

They made various overtones, but not ex-
plaining any, that there would be trouble if I
didn't agree.

And there was trouble. To continue-
C. Butcher emphasised that there would be

a "whole Pilbara blowup" if they didn't join
the strike, and if they would just join the
strike for a couple of days, the strike would
end. Obviously quite misleading. All the
camps voted to continue to work. One of
their main points was the Telegram
C. Stephen read out at the Friday 10/6/77
meeting, from K. Brown of the A.W.U.
Office in Perth, that it was useless to be on
strike and all should be at work.

Further on it reads-

Also the awards were now before arbi-
tration, and striking would gain nothing. As
for C. Butcher's request to join the strike for
the sake of unionism as a whole, we told
them they ought to forget about us, for the
sakc of unionism.

Further on is the following-
Immediately after the mass meeting,

another A.W.U. meeting was held, and a mo-
tion of $20.00 fine was imposed on all those
who continued to work, for each day or part
of day. Also I as shop steward was informed,
"Please take note that as of the above date,
the authority given to you to act for and on
behalf of the A.W.U. has been withdrawn.
Given and signed by B. Agnew.

They were told by head office not to go on strike.
Local organisers were standing over this individ-
ual using pressure and then, when he did not
come to heel, they took the ultimate move they
felt was in their power-even though it was
not-by withdrawing his office. To continue
quoting-

In spite of these and other points, the three
officially "ordered Track Maintenance to
join the strike", and "those who continued to
work were liable to be called before the
Executive who will act accordingly".

As I said, the motion to stay at work was passed
by 115 to two. In summary of the events, Mr
Clarke made these comments-

1Strong arm bullying tactics to have the
men obey their orders.

2. Meetings called without adequate warn-
ing or material pertaining to the purpose
of the meeting not published prior to the
meeting.

4. After B. Agnew, A.W.U. N.W. Sec-
retary, took possession of the "line
camp" minute book, he allowed the
pages containing the minutes to be torn
out.

6. The dictatorial way meetings are run,
with things ruled out of order depending
on if C- Stephens (always chairman in
spite of our request for an independent
one) agrees or not. Then quotes from the
constitutions of the A.W.U. to suit their
ends, not even quoting the whole sen-
tence.

7. Private pressure sessions with J. D.
Clark and unions officials, with threats
of severe action against Clark, if he did
not do as he was being told.

It goes on, but I will not quote any more.

In the letter to Mr Clarke from his solicitor,
after he had asked what were his rights in respect
of his union members, his solicitor stated as Fol-
lows-

As requested we write to advise you that,
in our opinion, Line-Camp workers are
legally entitled to ignore any strike resolution
passed by their fellow workers at Pt. Hedland
or Newman and there is nothing in the Fed-
eral Constitution of the Australian Workers
Union which would make such a decision on
the part of Line-Camp workers a breach of
the Federal Constitution. A resolution to
strike is in any event illegal and could not be
binding upon such workers. In our view the
Union has no power to impose Fines on
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workers who continue to work in such cir-
cumstances.

They were prepared to embark on illegal practices
and standover tactics.

Mr Parker: All strikes are illegal because of the
way the legislation is worded.

Mr SODEMAN: We are talking about atti-
tudes-

Mr Parker: The solicitor correctly makes the
point about strikes being illegal.

Mr SODEMAN: -and the member was
talking about lack of examples; I hope he under-
stands there are many such examples.

Mr Parker: Are you suggesting this' is t he
reason for the legislation? If so, it has taken five
and a half years to come up with it.

Mr SODEMAN: As the member knows, we
made the basic changes in 1979; it has not been
5/2 years at all. The member was talking before
about and lauding the recommendations of Com-
missioner Kelly.

Mr Parker: In relation to the new Act, yes.
Mr SODEMAN: Precisely! The member is say-

ing that if we had listened to Commissioner Kelly
this sort of legislation would not be taking place.

Mr Parker: That's right.
Mr SODEMAN: I am glad the member ac-

knowledges that. I will read this out to him. He
will find it of interest. The particular dispute I
was talking about which occurred in 1977 was be-
tween the combined unions as the applicants and
the Mt Newman Mining Co. Pty. Ltd. as the re-
spondent. In his judgment Commissioner Kelly
did something unprecedented and most unusual.
As a result of the unions' involvement with the
AWU line camp members-represented by John
Clark-and as a result of many other things the
unions did, Commissioner Kelly asked them to
give an explanation of why he should not strike
out the preference to unionists clause.

Mr Parker: That is not a precedent. That is the
very point that shows you don't understand it. It
is not unprecedented or unusual at all.

Mr SODEMAN: It is as far as the Pilbara is
concerned.

Mr Parker: It is the very point Commissioner
Kelly was making in his recommendations in re-
gard to the 1979 Act. I will deal with it later if
you like.

Mr SODEMAN: I am happy for the member
to do that.

Mr Parker: You didn't understand it. The very
point he made was that it is important to retain in
awards the preference to unionists clauses so that

on occasions-it has happened on a number of oc-
casions-the clause can be withdrawn in regard to
particular industries or particular groups of
unionists.

Mr Hassell: You don't believe in penalties
against unions, so how can you be supporting this
now?

Mr Parker: That's not a penalty, it's a
legitimate exercise in the discretion of com-
missioners, which you are preventing them from
following.

Mr SODEMAN: The member opposite was
given reasonable licence to speak, but he really
went around 360 degrees and lost himself. I want
to continue with Commissioner Kelly's judgment.

Mr Parker: It's a piiy you don't understand it.
Mr SODEMAN: I understand it.
Mr Jamieson: No, you don't.
Mr SODEMAN: Under the heading "Union

membership" it reads as follows-
The existing agreements require that every

worker shall become and remain a member
of one or another of the unions having consti-
tutional coverage in the industry, and confer
other benefits on the unions.

In the present proceedings the company
raised strong opposition to the continuance of
this clause. In so doing it referred to de-
cisions of the Court of Arbitration and of this
Commission in which reference is made to
the principles governing a grant of preference
to unionists. Those decisions show that an es-
sential condition to be satisfied by a union
seeking the benefit of an order with respect
to preference or compulsory union member-
ship-

I might add that when members opposite talk
about "preference" and not "compulsion" they
had better tell Commissioner Kelly what they
mean, because to claim a difference is a play on
words. it is most certainly compulsory member-
ship.

Mr Hassell: It always has been.
Mr SODEM AN: To continue-

-is that it be able to demonstrate a will-
ingness to accept responsibility for ensuring
that awards and agreements to which it is a
party are complied with ...

Interesting! On page I8 of his judgment Com-
missioner Kelly says-

Secondly, it was alleged during the hearing
that although the Australian Workers' Union
had sent a telegram to Port Hedland advising
that the strike should be brought to an end
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an A.W.U. official and convener at Port
Hedland, instead of complying with that ad-
vice, were actively endeavouring to get other
employees of the company to come out on
strike. An unsigned statement purporting to
have been made by a Mr J. D. Clark-

In fact, I have a signed statement made by Mr
i. D. Clark. To continue-

-who I understand to have been at the
relevant time the accredited line camp shop
steward, and which I am advised by the In-
dustrial Registrar was given to him by Mr
Clark during his recent visit to Port fledland,
appears to support that allegation.

Further on he states-
Also passcd to me by Registrar is a letter

from the Australian Workers' Union ad-
dressed to Mr Clark withdrawing his ac-
creditaiion as a shop steward. I think the
union should have an opportunity 10 show
that that action was not taken because of at-
tempts by Mr Clark to prevent the workers
he represented from being directed to go on
strike against their wishes.

That is the exact reason for the action taken
against Mr Clark.

Mr Parker: And Mr Kelly's response to all of
that you will find, if you read it, was to withdraw
the preference to unionists clause in that particu-
lar award, which is an exercise of discretion
and-

Mr SODEMAN: I realise that. Unfortunately
a gross miscarriage of justice occurred, and the
company virtually turned around and pulled the
rug from under him.

Mr Parker-. That's right.
Mr SODEMAN: I have read it, and I under-

stand it. At page 19, Commissioner Kelly states-
The final matter on which the parties

should be afforded an opportunity to put sub-
missions in connection with this clause arises
from the terms of settlement of the strike,
which terms were agreed to by all unions and
the company at a conference before Collier
C. on July 8 in Port Hedland in the presence
of several hundred union members. As the
parties know, those terms of settlement were
committed to writing and filed in the Com-
mission as an Industrial Agreement made on
August 3, 1977 (and the date is significant)
signed by each union and the company.
Clause 2 of that agreement reads-

That notices which were sent to
workers by the company shall be with-
drawn unreservedly and that it shall be

clearly understood by all parties that
there will be no recriminations whatever
by the company against any worker who
withdrew his labour, nor will there be
any recriminations whatever by unions
against any worker who returned to
work after receipt of the company's
communications.

The unions and the company were parties to that
agreement. The company adhered to it and the
unions virtually ignored it, as illustrated. To con-
sinue-

Passed to me by the Industrial Registrar is
a photocopy of a letter dated August 3, 1977
on the notepaper of the Federated Engine
Drivers and Firemen's Union addressed to a
member of that union and apparently signed
by its secretary-

It must be borne in mind that this was dated and
sent out after the agreement had been reached.
To continue-

-in the following terms-
Dear Sir,
During the recent industrial dispute with
Mt Newman Mining Co. in which mem-
bers of all unions were on strike it was
observed that you went through the
picket line and worked. While the end
result of that is unpleasant history my
purpose in writing this letter is that I
have been instructed by the manage-
ment executive of this union to do so and
express their disgust that a member of
this union should place himself in a pos-
ition to be branded forever more with a
name which is the most unpleasant epi-
thet that can be applied to a man in this
country. Excuses which I have heard
such as 'the union officials instructed
the workers to return' are not valid. No
union official instructed anyone to re-
turn-

That was even though the unions had agreed that
that should happen. To continue-

-to work and in any ease the majority
decision of a meeting is the Final word.

Your name, along with the others, will
be recorded in our files and it is only be-
cause of the undertaking given to Com-
missioner Collier that you retain mem-
bership of this union.
Rest assured your future conduct will be
under scrutiny. Your type we can do
without.
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I emphasise the words, "Your type we can do
without." Something like I50 individuals went
back to work, and I12 months later not one of
them was left working with the Mt. Newman
Mining Co. Pty. Ltd. I hope that will be seen as
an example of standlover tactics. Commissioner
Kelly went on to say-

Until I have a satisfactory explanation in
respect of the above matters-and by that I
mean an explanation which shows that the
unions, party to these proceedings, are able
and willing to satisfy the essential condition
referred to earlier under this heading-I am
not prepared to include the clause in
question.

Of course, it was his intention that the clause
would not be included. When one talks about
Commissioner Kelly and his attitudes, one needs
to bear that in mind.

The Opposition by implication a moment ago
indicated that five years ago there was one set of
circumstances, but today we have an improved in-
dustrial environment. Of course, I must indicate
to the House that that is not the case. Going back
Five years ago, Mr Hawke-he wore two hats
then, one political and the other as the national
president for the union movement-embarked on
a junket to Japan with the endorsed candidate for
Pilbara in the 1977 State election.

Mr Herzfeld: It didn't do him much good.

Mr SODEMAN: It did not do him much good
at all. In fact, he misled the unionists up there
badly, and his credibility from that day on was
not very good either.

An article appeared int the Pi/bara Times on
Thursday, 3 February 1977 headed, "Industrial
peace plan". It would have been more appropri -
ately headed "Campaigning and grandstanding
plan". Mr Hawke says in that article-

Accusations by the Premier, Sir Charles
Court of industrial unrest in the Pilbara were
orchestrated from Moscow were ludicrous.

Mr Parker: Isn't that right? Aren't they
ludicrous?

Mr SODEMAN: I am glad the member asked
the question. In the Sunday Independent of 7
August 1977-not much latr-a very large
heading which even the member could read from
over there without his glasses, said, "It is civil war
for the AMWUX The article says-

SENIOR officials of one of the two
biggest Pilbara unions are in revolt. They say
their members are victims of a Communist
takeover.

Three of them-the convenor, his deputy
and the branch secretary-say an unsatisfac-
tory voting system has allowed the Commu-
nist Party of Australia to win control of the
Amalgamated Metal Workers' Union's Perth
head office.

It quotes senior union officials, and not Sir
Charles Court. I indicated the following at the be-
ginning of my speech from another document.
The article continues-

They say schools for teaching industrial
procedure to shop stewards have been used
for indoctrination, politicking and govern-
ment bashing. The senior officials have also
accused the union of using members' funds
for a political campaign.

That accusation was levelled across the Chamber
at the Hon. Grace Vaughan sometime back and
she said, "Of course that goes on. You would be
naive to think otherwise."

Mr Parker: That point was used in 24 cam-
paigns.

Mr SODEMAN: Precisely.
Mr Parker: Everybody knows that.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Where do you get your money

from?

Mr SODEMAN: Liberals are members of the
union movement-

Mr Sibson: We can accept that.
Mr SODEMAN: The member says we should

have compulsory unionism.
Mr Parker: What about companies with share-

holders who are supporters of the Labor Party?
Mr SODEMAN: To take that to its logical

conclusion, the member is saying that every Lib-
eral voter should support the campaigns of the
ALP.

Mr Parker: What about the shareholders of
B HP?

Mr SODEMAN: The article continues-
They say they have had enough of govern-

ment interference and provocation in the
Pilbara.

In an article on 4 February it was stated, "Pilbara
,need ror new deal' ". Mr Hawke put up this for
the Pilbara. He had a so-called special plan and
he was going to solve all the Pilbara's industrial
problems.

Mr Parker: But we lost the election.
Mr SODEMAN: He didn't make that state-

ment conditional on the election being won.
Mr Parker: He was not in a position to im-

plement it. He was only in a position to im-
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plement or to be part of its implementation if we
won the election. You might recall that part of
the implementation of it was to be that Sir
Richard Kirby, the former President of the Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Commission, was to be
involved in it and obviously neither Mr Hawke
nor the Labor Party was in a position to achieve
any of those things when in Opposition. It is as
simple as that.

Mr SODEMAN:. The member does stick his
big foot in his mouth. Mr Hawke goes on to say-

The main reason for the delegation was to
allay fears in Japan over supplies of iron ore
because of the high level of strikes in the in-
dustry.

Later I will prove they were not successful. The
article continues-

Mr Hawke said he would secure the
endorsement of the ACTU executive for him
to join in a conference on the issue between
unions and management early next month.

He did not say the ALP. There is no mention of
the outcome of the election.

Mr Parker: The conference was to discuss the
plan which had been put forward by the Labor
Party as part of its policy for the 1977 election.
There was nothing to discuss when the Labor
Party was not in power.

Mr SODEMAN: Mr Hawke made no
reference to ALP policy. He was speaking as
President of the ACTU throughout this exercise.

Mr Parker: He could have had a meeting if he
wanted to, but what would have been the point?
The government was not there to implement it
and instead we ended up with this mob.

Mr SODEM AN: What the member is saying is
that because of the inextricable tie between the
ALP and the union movement, Mr Hawke said it
was time for harmony to be introduced into the
system. If that is what the member means, the
question that provokes is: why is not he and others
involved in introducing that harmony anyway?

Mr Parker: We are.
Mr SODEMAN: The member and his col-

leagues have done absolutely nothing.

Mr Parker: We have spoken with a huge range
of employee and employer organisations.

Mr SODEMAN: The ALP is noted for its
silence and absence and yet the ALP was
mothered by the union movement; they are one
and the same thing.

Mr Parker: That is absurd. Are you honestly
saying they are the same thing?

Mr SODEMAN: Should the member happen
to be involved in Government, he will be seen to
be trying to douse the firey furnace with drops of
water-that is fairly obvious to those on this side
of the House.

I mentioned that the Japanese exercise by the
ALP was unsuccessful. Two years later on 4 July
1979 an article appeared in The West Australian
under the heading "Japanese warn on iron-ore
strikes". The article talks about the lack of re-
liability, the cost to shipping, and the fact that
this was undermining their confidence. Of course,
this year we have seen that confidence wane even
further. We have seen the results of irresponsible
industrial action over many years. The ALP has
now stated that it will solve the problem and has
used the example that the situation has improved
in the last 12 months. That is like inviting the
doctor in after one has administered a lethal over-
dose to a patient and then asking him to solve the
problem.

There is no way that they will be able to change
the present circumstances. The abating of indus-
trial action in the Pilbara and perhaps throughout
Western Australia, relates directly to changing
economic circumstances. I do not doubt that man-
agement has contributed to an extent and has dili-
gently worked towards that end. If the Opposition
or anybody else thinks that the changes of the last
12 months are due to management techniques
alone, they are fooling themselves.

Mr Parker: There is no question at all that the
situation has had an impact on it. You should
look at the references to each company.

Mr SODEMAN: In relation to wage claims,
and in the face of shut-downs where people are
being put off by the hundreds, the unions have
flown in the face of that and are not interested in
acting responsibly.

On 20 October in the Daily News, there is an
article headed "Qantas to shed 1 000 workers."
On 21 October in The Australian, there appears
an article headed "Unemployment could top
700 000 says study." On the same day there is the
heading "Builders go ahead with wage claim".
The article reads-

BUILDING unions joined their metal
trades counterparts yesterday in rejecting
employers' pleas for wage restraint during
the economic downturn.

On 23 October in The West Australian, is a
further headline, 'P.S. unions want more". On 27
October, there is another headline reading,
"ACTU rejects curb on wages". In The Wes(
Australian of 29 October, the Industrial Coin-
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mission warns unions of the hours push and tells
them of the consequences.

Mr Parker: How is this relevant to the legis-
lation? What has this got to do with the legis-
lation?

Mr SODEMAN: At the outset I stated that I
wanted to talk about attitudes because I felt the
only way this legislation would work was if atti-
tudes were right-attitudes of the Opposition,
unions, employers, and the Government.

Mr Parker: The attitudes of the unions and
employers are 100 per cent opposed to the legis-
lation.

Mr Brian Burke: That is true. How would you
change these attitudes?

Mr SODEMAN: The majority of individuals
work in the area of small businesses and they em-
ploy something like 80 per cent of the work force
in Australia.

Mr Parker: And a huge percentage of them-
Mr SODEMAN: They support this legislation.
Mr Parker: That is not true. The Confederation

of Western Australian Industry represents the
employers.

Mr SODEMAN: They are aware of the atti-
tudes of the unions and the Opposition which is
obviously inextricably tied to them, as indicated
by Clyde Cameron. Neville Wran called for a
special meeting-

Mr Brian Burke: How do you change these atti-
tudes?

Mr SODEMAN:-because of the deepening
recession.

Mr Brian Burke: How do you change these atti-
tudes?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: He seems to think you have to
hit them over the head with a big stick.

Mr Brian Burke: How do you change these atti-
tudes?

Mr SODEMAN: It is a very good time for
members to interject, and I am delighted to ac-
commodate them, but probably halfway through
this the Leader of the Opposition will leave his
seat, as usual.

Mr Herzfeld: There are only six of them in the
House.

Mr Parker: Can you blame us after hearing
what he has been saying?

Mr Brian Burke: Everyone on your side seems
to be getting nasty.

Mr SODEMAN: Let me ask the Leader of the
Opposition this question-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr SODEMAN: The member for Collie said
that he had had 17 years' experience as a union
secretary therefore he was the only person quali-
fied to speak on this matter in the House.

Mr Clarko: A bit more qualified than the mem-
ber for Fremantle.

Mr SODEMAN: That means the member for
Fremantle does not qualify under that criteria and
it also means that it is a vote of no confidence in
the Leader of the Opposition when he is talking
about Treasury matters. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition admitted he has never handled transactions
of more than $50 so he is not quali fled to talk on
Treasury matters.

I wish to Teturn to the Matter of attitudes and
say how they can be changed. In The West Aus-
tralian of Saturday, 31 March 1979, the member
for Morley, who was the then spokesman on in-
dustrial matters for the Labor Party said, under
the heading "'Labor surprise on forced unionism"~
in part as follows-

People should not be forced to join unions,
the Opposition's spokesman on industrial
matters, Mr Arthur Tonkin, said yesterday.

He said it was absolutely clear that it was
in the best interests -of employees to join
unions.

He obviously had a change of attitude. He con-
tinued to say-

But that did not mean unions should be
able virtually to point a gun at someone's
head and say they had to join.

Instead, unions should have to sell their
advantages to persuade people to join.

That is what we claim. To continue-

The current system was bolstering unions
that provided little or no service to members.

He said further on that unions are unpopular. To
continue-

One of the reasons is that people are being
forced to join unions, he said. The process
should be reversed so that people are shown
the benefits of joining unions.

Further on he said-
One of the problems with the trade union

movement was its ability to prosecute people
who refused to join a union, he said.

This power alienated people. While unions
often gained a member this way, they often
lost a friend.
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There was a lot of research to show that
many unionists were actually anti-union.
This was disturbing.

He believed that it might be better for
unions to lose members rather than throw a
net to get a 100 per cent membership, many
of whom would be alienated from the union
movement in the process.

Again, the Teachers' Union operates that way
and has almost a 100 per cent membership of the
union.

To continue-
Mr Tonkin said: I believe that the trade

union movement is at crisis point. It has to
take a strong look at itself-in the same way
that we in the ALP have to look at our-
selves-

Both comments are fairly correct. To continue:-
. . . and work out what is wrong with the
present set-up. Quite clearly, the unions have
lost the hearts and minds of many employees.

In other words, we need to change our attitudes
and the Leader of the Opposition should talk to
the member for Morley to find out about this.

Mr Brian Burke: How do you change attitudes?
Education in their formative years?

Mr SODEMAN: Having said that the member
for Morley-that is. unless he has another change
of attitude-should vote for the Bill.

I conclude by quoting the words of John
Maynard Keynes who died in 1946.

Mr Brian Burke: Out of fashion!
Mr SODEM AN: He said that-

What we need is the restoration of right
moral thinking-a return to proper moral
values in our social philosophy.

I support those words, and following that philos-
ophy is the only way this Bill could be successful.

MR 1. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [8.25 p.m.]:, It
is a remarkable coincidence that prior to a State
election once again this Government when in deep
electoral trouble has come up with another union-
bashing piece of legislation. The Liberal Party is~
bereft of imagination. It is a party that fails to
tackle the real economic problems of this State.
Rather than tackle those economic problems, this
Government has decided to tackle the unions and
try to create an issue for itself.

The issue before this State is the incompentent
economic management of this Government. The
Government does not have to create an issue. The
people know what the issue is and I am certain
that in 1983 they will tell this Government in no
uncertain terms what they think of it. The people

will tell the Government what they think of this
nonsensical legislation. This Government is
unable to come to grips with what is happening in
this State.

The economy of the State is in great difficulty.
The real growth in retail sales has fallen by 4.4
per cent in the last financial year; it will fall again
and it is continuing to fall.

Inflation is in the vicinity of 11.4 per cent and
from what economic experts seem to say, there is
no doubt that in the December quarter, Consumer
Price Index inflation will continue to increase.

In the 12 months to June, employment growth
in Western Australia fell to a three-year low of
less than 0.5 per cent and the number of people in
full-time employment in this State, contrary to
what the Premier tries to tell us in this place, is
falling and will continue to fall.

In September, we were told about 40 000
people in Western Australia were seeking full-
time employment; however, recently we have been
told that that figure is totally incorrect. Even if
we co ns ider onlIy t hose people receivi ng u nem ploy-
ment benefits, the number is in the vicinity of
45 000. I would suggest that the real unemploy-
ment level in Western Australia, taking into ac-
count hidden unemployment, probably is in the
vicinity of 50 000 to 60 000 people.

That fact cannot be ignored or hidden behind
union bashing legislation, no matter how hard the
Government may try. The level of activity in a
wide spectrum of our major industries such as
building and construction, manufacturing and the
mining sector is falling off. They are in desperate
trouble and this Government once again has
failed to come to grips with that pToblem. Having
adopted an attitude of economic federalism it is
incapable, incompetent, and it cannot do anything
about the economic problems that face this State.

The Premier of this State has agreed with the
Opposition that he is the greatest supporter of
Fraser's economic policies. He is the sort of per-
son who is prepared to live with the unemploy-
ment that we face in this nation today. He is pre-
pared to live with the inflation rate we face and
with the level of poverty which daily is increasing
in Australia. That is not good enough.

Mr Shalders: Where did he say that?
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: He may not have said that

but that is the logical conclusion one reaches
about a person who is prepared to support such
economic policies. Having supported those econ-
omic policies, the consequence must be an in-
creasing level of poverty throughout Australia.
The member for Murray, as a member of Parlia-
ment, cannot be happy about that. If he walks
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around with his eyes open he will note that the
poverty in Australia and in this State is a growing
problem and that problem can be directly related
to Fraser's economic policies.

Mr Shalders. The member would note hat
there was no Premier more critical of the Prime
Minister than our own. You should know that
from the notes of the Premiers' Conference.
Through the good grace of the Premier those
notes were tabled in this House and became a
public document for the day. You would have had
the opportunity to read those notes.

Mr I. F. TAYLOR: The Premier was weak,
and vacillated. This Government is not prepared
to come to grips with the situation and is prepared
to hide behind this legislation.

A conference was held by the good grace of the
Industrial Relations Society of Western Australia
and Mr R. A. Date, the West Australian Man-
ager of the Australian Mines & Metals Associ-
ation (Inc) made a speech at that conference. The
theme of the conference was "Preference to
Unionists-Panacea or Poison".

Mr Date commenced his paper by saying he
wondered whether some academic development
had been perpetrated in that particular title, and
he did a research into what that particular title
meant. He went On to say that according to the
dictionary, the word "panacea" means a
",universal remedy" or "nostrum". The words
",universal remedy" were not too tricky because
most of us understand what they mean. The word
".nostrum" is a little more difficult and it means,
"quack remedy, patent medicine; pet scheme es-
pecially for political or social reform". That is
exactly what this House has before it at the mo-
ment-a quack scheme that will not work and
this Government knows it cannot work, but the
far-right wing Liberal Party, including the Minis-
ter for Police and Prisons, the Minister for Edu-
cation, the member for Bunbury, Mr Mitchell,
Mr Warner, and those sorts of people have cre-
ated this legislation because they know what it
will do.

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: They are the people on the

far right of the members of the Liberal Party.
Mr Clarko: Have you worked for a union?
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Yes, I have worked for the

AWU and the CSA, and I am a member of the
Federated Miscellaneous Workers' Union. I have
worked on the mines in Kalgoorlie.

Mr Clarko: During the holidays.
M r 1. F. TA YLOR: Yes, for four or five yea rs.

Mr Clarko: You are better than the member
for Fremantle because he has never done a day's
work in his life.

The S PEA KER: Order!
Mr Parker: The Minister for Education is a liar

and he knows it.

Withdra wal or Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Fremantle knows that I cannot permit that
language and I ask him to withdraw that state-
ment.

Mr PARKER: In deference to you, Mr
Speaker, I withdraw that remark.

Debate Resumed

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Knowing the member for
Fremantle very well, the Minister for Education
endeavoured to mislead this House in suggesting
that what he, the Minister for Education, said is
correct.

Mr Barnett: It does not mean that what the
member for Fremantle said was not true.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: In The West Australian on
I8 September 1982, it was said about this legis-
lation that, "it flies in the face of accepted con-
cepts of natural justice and its penal provisions
are so Draconian as to be unenforceable."

That is the whole purpose of this legislation in
so far as this Government is concerned. The
Government is in search of an issue and, without
any doubt whatsoever if this legislation passes
through this Parliament, the Government will
come in search of a plastic hero in a power station
or key industry and set him up as a person who
does not want to join a union and bring the State
to a grinding halt. That is what wilt happen if the
Government has its way. We cannot afford, for
any reason, be it a blatant political reason, to
bring the State to a grinding halt, but this will be
the consequence if this Government has its way. It
will set out to cause industrial unrest in the com-
munity.

Mr Clarko: Will you support a strike if it oc-
curs?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: This Government has
failed to do its duty to the State. The Government
is in the grip of a depression mentality which has
come about through those people who call for a
reduction in wages and resort to union bashing at
a time when we need a Government which cares
about the people and is prepared to come to grips
with reality.

Mr Sibson: About 8o per cent of the Workers do
not support you.
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Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Absolute nonsense!
The legislation with which we are dealing

tonight will strip the Industrial Commission of its
key powers. It will not be able to deal with a
number of crucial matters in the industrial re-
lations field. One of those matters that is associ-
ated with this Bill concerns employers' preroga-
tive.

Mr Sibson: Has that got you worried?
Mr IL F. TAYLOR: It has me very worried.

The Industrial Commission will not be able to
deal with these matters because it will be con-
sidering matters of employers' prerogative which
involve hiring, Firing, method of work, accommlo-
dation, promotions, superannuation, and the
introduction of new technology. They are matters
that are crucial in the industrial sphere and mat-
ters with which the Industrial Commission must
be able to deal. The Industrial Commission should
be the mediator int industrial disputes, and should
be allowed to conciliate. It is those matters with
which it must come to grips. The Industrial
Commission is capable of dealing with these
matters as it has already shown.

Mr Sibson: What about those disputes dealt
with on the shop floor?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I would not disagree with
that for a minute because, if the people on the
shop floor cannot reach agreement, they must
have somewhere to turn.

Mr Sibson: Many unions today go racing out of
the gate before they negotiate. For instance, at
Worslcy they never stopped to talk to the man-
agemen t.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Key safety issues have
been the issues at Worsley and they are issues
that are dear to anyone's heart.

Another matter with which the Industrial Com-
mission will not be able to deal is workers' com-
pensation. Those agreements that can be nego-
tiated on the job will not be able to be registered
or dealt with in any way. This Government has
reduced the level of compensation available to
workers who no longer have any confidence in the
Government in relation to the workers' compen-
sation field. As a result, unions are forced to deal
directly with employees! but it seems the Indus-
trial Commission will not have the ability to come
to grips with things that arise from these matters.

Another issue with which the Industrial Com-
mission will be unable to deal concerns housing
rentals.

Mr Sibson: Neither it should.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is another industrial

issue-it must be in areas like the Pilbara. If the

company wants to increase rentals 10 times, it is
an industrial issue. It is nonsense that the Indus-
trial Commission should not be involved in such
issues.

Another matter with which the Industrial Com-
mission will be unable to deal is wage justice. Em-
ployers will be able to say to the Industrial Com-
mission that greater weight should be given to
their view and that wage claims cannot be paid.
Employers have pleaded from time immemorial
that they cannot afford to pay higher wages. As a
result of this legislation, the commission will be
obliged to accept those arguments, not only in re-
lation to each employee, but also in relation to in-
dustries.

We have seen a situation where this State says
it cannot afford to pay and every time a wage
claim comes forward the plea made by the em-
ployers' representative is that the employers can-
not afford to pay. In bad times, they suggest they
cannot afford to pay and things will be worse and
they will have to lay off workers, In good times,
they say they cannot pay because, if they did pay,
they would go back to the bad times. The em-
ployees are going around in circles.

If greater weight is given to the, "We cannot
afford to pay" argument, we will get nowhere and
we will create industrial disputes.

Mr Blaikie: Your arguments have an effect on
your colleague, the member for Canning.

Mr 1, F. TAYLOR: He was asleep before I
commenced my speech.

Another matter with which the Industrial Com-
mission is unable to deal is automatic stand
downs. If an employer suggests that, because of
industrial action taken at some particular lo-
cation, it will have an effect on his business or in-
dustry, he will be able to call on the commission
to stand down his entire work force.

No right of appeal will exist in relation to that
particular matter. 1 wonder what would happen if
the industrial dispute related to a safety issue in
relation to which the workers had every right to
take industrial action if an employer was not
doing the right thing. Will the employer be able
to go to the commission and say, "I have half a
dozen workers refusing to work in a particular lo-
cation in the metropolitan area: I have 250
workers at this plant-things are difficult for me
because of this industrial dispute which is of my
own making. I want you to stand down these
workers"? That is what will happen; I have no
doubt of that whatever.

Above all, this legislation will protect the real
bludgers in our community-the people who will
refuse to join unions and meet their real obli-
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gations to society. I want to refer briefly to this
matter, and to the speech made by Mr Date at the
industrial relations convention. Mr Date referred
to the situation that existed until 1979-80 when
the current Act came into force. The Opposition
believcs that situation should continue in this
State. Mr Date said-

That situation continued until t979/80
when the current Act, i.e. the Industrial Ar-
bitration Act 1979 came into force. However,
a significant change had occurred in 1976
when Section 61 B. of the Act, as it then
stood, was amended in a manner which en-
abled an objector to Union membership to
obtain an exemption from such membership
merely by making application to the Regis-
trar and paying an amount equivalent to the
subscription prescribed by the rules of the
relevant Union. The Registrar was then re-
quired to pay to the credit of the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund any amount received by
him for such purpose.

For some time prior to 1976 such an
exemption had only been obtainable on the
grounds of concientious belier and, of course,
the payment of the relevant sum of money.

Ican see no objection whatever to a situation in
which a person who does not wish to join a
union-who has a true and conscientious belief
that prevents him from joining the union-should
not be given exemption as long as be is prepared
to pay the equivalent in union dues to the Regis-
trar of the Industrial Commission, or to a charity
said by the registrar to be an appropriate charity
for that purpose.

Mr Hassell: Do you mean he should be given an
exemption from union membership in those cir-
cumstances?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I mean-

Mr Hassell: You said he should not be given an
exemption.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Does the Minister mean I
left out the word "not"?

Mr Hassell: You put "not" in. I am as king if
you meant it.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: We would recognise the
situation where a worker has a true and conscien-
tious belief that prevents his becoming a union
member-that situation was recognised be-
fore-so long as the worker is prepared to pay to
the Industrial Registrar or to an approved charity
the equivalent in union dues. I can see no problem
in that. The worker will not be able to dodge his
obligations.

(1511

Mr Harman: He would be better off if he paid
it into the union.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Of course. Everyone would
be better off because we would have stronger
unions-unions which can provide for their mem-
bers.

Mr Sibson: You would get higher wages.
Mr Parker: That is what the Bill is about-it is

to undermine union rights to organise.
Mr Sibson: Would it not result in higher

wages?
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The member for Bunbury

yaps so much and never makes any sense. Most of
the time we tend to ignore him.

Mr Sibson: That is right.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The member for Bunbury

agrees that most of the time he yaps too much
and we have to ignore him. On this occasion-

The SPEAKER: Order! Interjections will cease!
The member for Kalgoorlie.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: -he can have his chance
and I will listen to the nonsense. The member
may have a go now.

Mr Sibson: All I said was that if everyone paid
union dues it would result in higher wages.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: How does the member
work that out? If we are to have stronger unions,
one of their principal purposes is to get greater
benefits for their members, If he wants to include
higher wages in that, of course I support union
moves for higher wages at all times.

Mr Sibson: Higher wages will cost some people
their jobs.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Not necessarily. It can also
mean more money is available in the economy,
more is being spent, and jobs are being creatLed. It
is part of an economic structure and leads to
growth and more jobs.

Mr Sibson: It is costing jobs.
The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest that if the

member for Kalgoorlie addresses his remarks to
the Chair, and interjections cease, we will make
progress.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: This legislation introduces
also the ability for damages claims to be taken
against unions, and allows retrospective Govern-
ment intervention on industrial matters, which
can take place at any time and for almost any
reason. That is not good industrial relations.

I turn now to my electorate and the goldfields,
and the matter of unionism in that area. The
goldmining and nickel industries always have
been industries where, rightly, a closed shop
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existed, and this has worked very well indeed.
Throughout the world these industries have been
heavily unionised; they comprise people who are
tough and hard working, and who realised from
the start that if they wanted any benefit from
their involvement in what sometimes are profit-
able industries, they would have to unionise. From
their point of view, unity is strength and it is only
through that that they have been able to achieve
real benefits in the range of conditions available
to workers in the goldfields today.

The history of Australian unionism goes back
to the I1850s and the gold rushes in the Eastern
States when the foundations were laid for the
strongly unionised society we have today, and
which I hope will continue into the future. The
goldfields union movement in the late 1890s and
early 1900s led the way when it came to benefits
for unionists and workers in our society. The
movement established a relationship of mutual re-
spect between employers and workers which con-
tinues to this day.

Knowing that this legislation was coming be-
fore the House, I took the opportunity to speak to
the senior mine managers in the nickel and
goldmining industries on the goldfields. To a man
they opposed this legislation. They wanted
nothing to do with it because they were happy
with the situation that prevailed throughout the
eastern goldfields. It is a closed shop that has
Worked well.

Mr Bateman interjected.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: As the member for Can-

ning says, of course they are. He Worked in the
eastern goldfields prior to the last war and knows
full well the benefits that unionism has brought to
the goldfields and to the workers.

Mr Rushton: He was in a bank association
where it was voluntary.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: He worked underground,
and it was hard work-much harder than the
Minister has ever done.

I received today in the mail a copy of the report
of North Kalgurli Mines Ltd. I notice that under
the heading "Industrial" the company said-

The Company's workforce peaked at 330
in March, 1982 when the change in the basis
of operations made it necessary to reduce to
220.

It goes on-
No time was lost due to industrial disputes

during the year.
That mine went through a real crisis in 1982; it
came close to collapse. Despite that economic
crisis, the workers and the union at no time

suggested that industrial action be taken to try to
bring the matter to a close. I consider they
showed admirable restraint. As things turned out,
that restraint was very much for the better, and
that mine has been able to continue operating.

Mr Mensaros: They are on contract work and
not wages.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: They are not all contract
workers. The contract workers are members of
the Australian Workers Union. The surface
workers are mainly members of the AWU; and in
the nickel industry, the contract workers are prob-
ably the strongest union members.

Mr Mensaros: The others are paid according to
performance, and that is the proper thing. That is
the reason they are quiet.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is not. The reason is that
they are in unions. The only reason that excellent
rates are paid for contract work is that the union
has achieved the conditions for them. The workers
recognise that.

When the Government tried to introduce
workers' compensation legislation last year, the
original legislation was so outrageous that the
Trades and Labor Council decided to go to the
workers and check what they thought of it. I
undertook a tour for a number of unions through-
out the eastern and northern goldfields, starting
at Mt. Magnet and going through Leinster,
Teutonic Bore, and Laverton to Kalgoorlie,
Kambalda, and later to Norseman. We addressed
a number of large meetings on this matter, and
the workers made it clear that they believed that
the unions were on the right track. The unions on
the goldfields have been on the right track for
some time. If the Government suggests that it
should go to the goldfields and try to destroy the
system that was built up over many decades, I can
suggest only that the Government is heading for
real trouble. The effects of unionism and the ben-
efits of a closed shop are recognised by the people
throughout the geographical area I mentioned;
and they are recognised also by people throughout
the State.

The Government's union bashing line could be
summarised by the statement made by Mr
G.H.D. Cole when he said-

Trade unionism has been, through most of
its history, an opposition seeking to establish
itself in face of strong reluctance by the
rulers of society to admit even its bare right
to exist-much less to welcome it as the
legitimate exponent of the workers' claim.

That is what unions are, The Government will not
be able to recognise the legitimate exponents of
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union claims if, at the same time, it seeks to de-
stray the unions.

I have beard members on the other side of the
House saying that they approve of unionism; but
they approve of unions only when the unions do
what they want them to do. They approve of tame
cat unions;, they approve of the type of unions that
operate in the Soviet Union, which bow to the
wishes of the Government. That is the sort of
union that this Government would approve of and
be prepared to support.

The conscientious objection provisions in this
legislation are in line with those that the former
Minister for Industrial Relations in the Federal
sphere tried to put through the Federal Parlia-
ment. Thai legislation was thrown out by the Sen-
ate, because the senators of this nation realised
that those provisions would create only industrial
disputation.

The Government seeks to lump the true con-
scientious objectors with the bludgers, the back-
sliders, and the freeloaders in our society. The
Government seeks to do that, and we will have no
truck with that matter at all.

Mr Nanovich: Do you honestly believe that,
within the union membership, a proportion of that
fee that is paid in should be given to a political
party?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Yes, if the union decides
that is the case. The union leaders are elected in
free and democratic elections. The people in the
unions know full well how their funds are being
spent. Does the member for Whitford honestly be-
lieve that large employers should be able to pay,
out of their shareholders' funds, contributions to
his party? It works both ways.

Mr Hassell: It does not work both ways.
Government members interjected.
Mr Hassell: It is not compulsory to be a share-

holder in a company; but you want to make it
compulsory to be a member of a union.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: We do not want to make it
compulsory to be a member of a union. That is
what I have been explaining. We recognise that
some people will have a true and conscientious be-
lief that that they should not belong to a union.
We are prepared to recognise those people, If they
are prepared to pay the equivalent of their union
dues to the Industrial Registrar or an approved
charity, they can take that choice.

Mr Hassell: It is not a free choice. You said
you believe in compulsory unionism.

Mr I. F. TAYLOR: The Minister's Govern-
ment talks about rights; but at the same time we
hold that rights in our society go with obligations.

Mr Hassell: That is a new approach!
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: If people take the benefits

of union membership, they are obliged to make
some contribution towards the union providing
the benefits.

Mr Hassell: The union does not provide the
benefits. That is the weakness in your argument.
It seeks the benefits, but it does not provide them.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Every single benefit ever
given-

Mr Hassell:. It only seeks them for its members.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The Minister is suggesting

that the benefits would be provided by employers
and Governments without the unions' having to
pursue the issue.

Mr Hassell: Some of them would be.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Is the Minister trying to
tell me that we would be working a 40-hour or 38-
hour week today if Governments or the employers
of this nation were given the opportunity to make
a decision?7

Mr Parker: That is nonsense.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: If people such as the Min-

ister had all the say, we would still have kids
sweeping chinineys, and we would have people
working 60-hour weeks. It is the unions and the
Australian Labor Party, as a representative of the
union movement, which have brought the benefits
to the workers.

Mr Bateman: Hear, hear!
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Had the Australian Labor

Party not worked for the workers in our society,
they would be receiving miserable wages-wages
below the poverty line. They would be working
extortionately long hours without safety con-
ditions.

Mr Hassell: Do you not understand that there
are great benefits to be obtained from being a
union member; but we are talking about two
things-firstly, Your proposition that there would
be compulsion, combined with your proposition
that there is a political levy.

Mr I. F. TAYLOR: We are not saying there
should be absolute compulsion.

Mr Hassell: Not absolute compulsion, but com-
pulsion in membership.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Preference is not cornpul-
sion. The Leader of the Opposition has summed
up the Minister's argument.

An Opposition member: It is a nonsense argu-
ment.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is not a compulsory pol-
itical levy.
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Mr Hassell: If you have got to join a union and
the union charges a levy, it is a compulsory levy.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: We are not saying people
have to belong 10 a union. That is exactly what I
have been trying to point out.

Mr Hassell: Your colleagues have said it, and
very clearly.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I have said exactly what
my colleagues have said. I have gone through it
three times, and the Minister cannot follow it.

M r Hassell: We are following it all too clearly.
Mr I. F. TAYLOR: The Government is trying

to create divisions between workers and workers,
between workers and employees, and between em-
ployers and employers. It has adopted a confron-
tationist approach to industrial relations that is
not appropriate in our society today. More than
anything in our society, we need to work together.
This legislation will not allow us to work together.
We need the opportunity for unions, employers,
and Governments to work together to make this a
better society; but we cannot work together when
Governments are prepared to bring down legis-
lation of this nature.

I conclude by saying that I do not for one sec-
ond believe that Governments should take an even
greater role in industrial relations. Governments
should have as little as possible to do with the in-
dustrial problems that beset employers and
unions. Governments should intervene only as an
absolutely last resort.

This Government has intervened on numerous
occasions to create even greater industrial chaos,
for pure and blatant political gain, as it sees it.
That will not work in 1983, although it may have
worked on previous occasions.

Industrial laws do not make for good industrial
relations. The Government can have all the laws it
likes, but they will not mean that employers and
workers will get on any better than they are get-
ting on today.

In fact I would say this is a bad law-a law
which will create even greater confrontation. It
will not work in the goldfields. The Government
can do what it likes with this legislation, but it
will be thrown out because of the industrial
realities that will be faced by employers and
workers and their union representati ves.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [9.01 p.m.]: I
thought somebody from the Government side was
ready to take on the Opposition forces.

I do not intend to say a great deal about the
Bill, except that it indicates some of the ideas
which have crept into the minds of Government
members. They talk about democracy and

people's rights, but they do not understand what
democracy is all about. Democracy is about obey-
ing decisions which are made for the wellbeing of
all in the community, and regardless of whether
the decisions relate to local government or union
spheres, little difference can be found in the
responsibilities of people to abide by the decisions
which are made.

People find it virtually impossible to opt out of
paying their rates to local authorities. Indeed, I do
not know of any way that can be done and I take
it you, Sir, do not either; otherwise on occasions
probably we would have tried to do that.

We can expand the argument to the field of
Commonwealth and State taxation. Governments
provide facilities for people and it is essential they
have an adequate income to draw up budgets for
that expenditure. Governments know a certain
number of people earn particular sums of money
and, as a result, the taxation on that money en-
ables them to engage in capital works pro-
grammes and welfare systems in the interests of
t he people they serve.

The only right people have in the Common-
wealth, State, or local government areas is the
ability to elect their representatives; they have no
other rights whatsoever. Despite the fact that
people may believe a swimming pool, library, or
park should not be provided in a particular local
government area, once they have exercised their
right to vote, they have no further say in the
matter, nor do they have any other rights.

I turn now to unions. My colleague, the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie, seems to agree people should
be able to opt out on religious grounds. However.
I do not believe the desire to opt out is based on
genuine religious grounds and it is only the
avaricious and greedy who adopt that attitude.
When one examines the number of people who
take this stand and the positions they adopt, one
finds their attitudes are based on liberalism and
are slanted in a political direction.

It is all very well for the member for Pilbara to
quote instances of people in the Pilbara taking
particular positions on this matter. However, the
transient nature of the population there must be
remembered. Most people go to the Pilbara to
make a few dollars very quickly. I have attended
meetings at Mt. Goldsworthy and similar places
where sudden strikes have occurred and I under-
stand how difficult is the situation for the people
who have gone there only to make money. Many
young people go to the Pilbara from Sydney and
other places and they are not particularly
interested in the activities of the union. Indeed,
they are not particularly interested in anything
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except grabbing the pay and benefits which have
been determined as a result of union activity aver
the years. If we are to excuse such people from
their responsibilities in this area, why have not the
members for East Melville and Nedlands advo-
cated that ratepayers in their electorates should
be excused from their responsibilities also? No
fundamental difference exists between the two
situations.

Mr H-assell: Of course there is a fundamental
difference.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course the Minister for
Police and Prisons would say that. Noddy would
say anything, but that does not get over the paint
that unions provide a service. A while ago the
Minister for Police and Prisons interjected to the
effect that the unions do not provide anything. Of
course the unions provide a number of services.

If a person is wrongly sacked or taken to task
by his employer, he can go to his union. There is
no doubt that unions provide a service, but in
order to do so they must have adequate finance in
the same way as a Government has to have ad-
equate finance to provide services at Common-
wealth, State, or local government levels.

It is all very well for the member for Pilbara
and others to want to denude the unions of their
financial backing in order that they are crippled
and unable to operate. That is a very good scheme
and a good Liberal philosophy. However, it is not
likely to succeed, because many of the benefits in
life which have been obtained as a result of long,
hard-fought battles will not be relinquished.
Whether it be the Amalgamated Metal Workers
and Shipwrights Union of WA, the AWU, or any
one of half a dozen unions, one can quote various
incidents which have occurred. One can say
certain men did not want to go on strike and I can
understand their taking that position, and it may
havec occurred because their mentor on that oc-
casion did not understand the background of the
matter.

Frequently in isolated areas someone is pre-
pared to do the job of shop steward without
having a great deal of knowledge about such mat-
ters. Indeed, these people might have all sorts of
political philosophies. As a matter of fact one of
the AWU shop stewards was the son of a Liberal
member of Parliament. I do not know whether he
still holds that position, but he was there for a
number of years. It is clear his Liberal philosophy
would be opposed to that of the ALP and, where a
strike was called for a particular reason,
regardless of whether it was good or bad, he
would be more inclined to encourage the group
for whom he acted to oppose the strike.

many oF these transient workers go to the
Pilbara, make some mroney, and leave. The mem-
ber for Pilbara alleged that many of these men
left the Pilbara because they were ostracized and
forced out. That may or may not have been the
case, but a few years ago the turnover there was
very high. It has improved recently, but not long
ago the turnover in the work force there was 70
per cent per annum.

Mr Sademan: The turnover could have contrib-
uted to some of it; I concede that. However, I re-
ceived letters from wives and many husbands
involved who were forced out of the work force
because of their stand.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course, wives interpret
things in the way they want. They interpret things
as they think fit and they are entitled to do so.
The Minister for Local Government laughs, but
wives have the right to make their own decisions.
Perhaps it is relevant to bear in mind that in
Israel the spouses of union members also belong
to the unions. I do not know whether it would
make any difference if we had a similar situation
here. I do not think it would. In the main they ob-
tain a hashed up tale from the person concerned
as to what the dispute was all about. Of course,
money enters into the matter; the wives simply re-
alise the money is not coming into the house and
they get upset about it. I can understand that.
Wives have to meet their responsibilities as
mothers and housekeepers and suddenly they find
the money is not coming inito the home.

Mr Sodeman: 1 acknowledge that the initial
interpretation you are making does happen, but
the shop steward in the instance I quoted obtained
his direction from the State executive.

Mr JAM IESON; We will get on to that later.
One of the mistakes that Government members
constantly make is to say that it is the heads of
unions in Perth that force the men out. Here is a
typical instance where local people wanted other
action and took that action. Very often on the
shop floor-particularly in the Pilbara-action is
taken in response to something despite what the
unions in Perth want, because the people in the
F'ilbara have local knowledge and local under-
standing or misunderstanding of a particular situ-
ation. In democratic circumstances the lower
echelon should be entitled to a say.

When the member for Fremantle was an execu-
tive officer of the union to which I belong-the
BWWU-on numerous occasions he and his col-
leagues had people flying north suddenly to solve
disputes that had arisen on the floor. If men on
the floor are angry and hold a meeting about
something they will make a determination, and it
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will not matter what the union boss says; the men
will decide to do it their way and the union boss
has to go along with them. He then becomes the
front for the union; he is the man who leads the
men out on strike even if a strike is the furthest
thing from his mind. I have often said that union
leaders do not encourage strikes because when
they occur they have to work flat out, 24 hours a
day, heaping unnecessary coals on their own
heads.

However, we have lead speakers put forward by
the Government who have no practical experience
with trade unionism and, really, have no experi-
ence in life. The roughest road those two members
have trodden is the road between the university
and this Parliament.

Mr Court: To whom are you referring?
Mr JIAMIESON: The member for one and his

colleague next to him.
Mr Court: I have worked in the Pilbara for a

year.
Mr JAMIESON: Oh, yes.
Mr O'Connor: How many of you have?
Mr JAMIESON: I would have liked to see his

work place and the sort of' things he was associ-
ated with.

Mr Court: Do you want to know about it?
Mr JAMIESON: Speaking generally, he has

not had the practical experience that could help
him with the decision the House is trying to make
here. He believes the unions are led by wild
people, but this is just not so. His grandfather
would turn over in his grave if he heard him
talking like that. As for the member for East
Melville-well, perhaps his grandfather might
cheer.

Mr Brian Burke: Probably.
Mr JAMIESON: Yet the member for

Nedlands and the member for East Melville were
chosen as the lead speaker for the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: He worked a lot of mines.
Mr JAMIESON: These two members have

come through life fairly easily and now they are
trying to imply that someone down the line should
be penalised in some way.

Mr Court: Do your homework a little better.
Mr JAMIESON: I have done my homework.
Mr Court: Do it a little better.
Mr JAMIESON: The member can say that if

he likes, but his situation has always been pretty
rosy. I have been around this place since he was a
fairly small boy.

Mr Court: Five years old.

Mr JAMIESON: I probably know more about
his earlier background than he would know about
mine. Back in his grandfather's day, I talked to a
lot of people with whom he was associated in
strong trade unionism. I will say one thing about
the member for Nedlands' father: after he was as-
sociated with the musicians' union he always kept
his ticket current, which is what a lot of Liberals
will not and do not do, and this is why this legis-
lation will cause so many problems. The member's
father paid his way because he realised he had an
obligation to that union for what it had done for
him.

Mr Brian Burke: He was paying a compulsory
levy to the Labor Party.

Mr JAMIESON: He probably was.
Mr O'Connor: It was not compulsory for him to

be a member of the union.
Mr JAMIESON: Perhaps not, but he had a

moral obligation to be a member. But let us get
away from this talk about moral obligations, be-
cause it is no good in a democracy; all people opt
out if all they have is a moral obligation. We have
to compel people to pay taxes and to do all the
things necessary to run a democracy.

It is exactly the same with running unions.
Unions are here for a pur-pose. If we carry this ar-
gument about moral obligation to its logical con-
clusion we see that the Government has reneged
on one of its moral obligations because it no
longer takes union dues from the pay packets of
teachers. The Government takes union dues from
the wages of members of the Civil Service Associ-
ation and other bodies such as the railway unions.
This is how it should be.

Mr Trethowan: Are you suggesting that the
unions are equivalent to Government?

Mr JAMIESON: In their own form.
Mr Trethowan: They make laws unto them-

selves.
Mr JAMIESON: No, they do not, and nor do

Governments. Governments make laws subject to
the Constitution; local authorities make laws sub-
ject to the Local Government Act; unions make
laws subject to the Industrial Arbitration Act.
Where do we go from there?

Mr Trethowan: You are placing precisely the
interpretation on the situation I was attacking in
my speech, which is that you are out of step with
the majority of the community if you t~aink the
community believes that unions should be seen as
equivalent of Governments, being able to impose
taxation on the community.

Mr JAMIESON: Only because people want
the money, and they also want the service. For in-
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stance, if we were able to have a dual system
where those people who paid their union dues re-
ceived a certain wage from an employer and those
who did not belong to a union did not get that
wage, we would soon see how conscientious the
non-unionists were. The problem would be that
the Liberal-aligned employers would employ all
the workers who did not belong to unions and
would pay them lower wages.

Mr Shalders: There would be plenty opting out
of union membership and taking lower wages be-
cause it would save jobs.

Mr JAMIESON: Let us not get into another
argument about fundamental economics. Mem-
bers opposite often refer to the situation in Japan.
The economic situation there is madder than it
has ever been here; the escalation of prices and
even wages has been tremendous. People talk
about the problems caused because of strikes, but
the problems are not real; not one steel works in
Japan has gone without supplies of iron ore at
grass.

At one time a company looked like it would run
short of stocks because it was down to about a
two-weeks' holding, but it borrowed stocks from
another company-that was as close as it went to
running out of stocks.

Mr Shalders: I didn't mention that.
Mr JAMIEFSON: The Minister did not, but it

has been mentioned as one of the features of the
trade union movement, and in fact as one of the
pr oblems associated with it.

Mr Trethowan: Do you know why they always
have stocks above the grass? They make sure they
have stocks available because their industries
work with a high stock turnover with low hold-
ings. So they must always have stocks available,
and know they will not lose supplies by strikes and
secondary boycotts.

Mr JAMIESON: The member does not know
as much as he thinks he knows about these indus-
tries. They do not keep their costs to a minimum.
Very often many of their steelworks work at
about a 50 per cent capacity with 100 per cent
staff levels. We never do that in this Country.

Mr Trethowan: I said they keep their stocks
down.

Mr JAMIESON: It does not matter whether
they keep down their stocks or staff.

M r Trethowan: It does make a difference.
Mr JAMIESON: The member's party always

claims it is the high wage content of production
that causes the economic crises that occur in this
country. His people cannot have it both ways.
Employers in Japan sometimes have twice as

many employees as they need, but still look after
them. In those circumstances the costs of pro-
duction must be out of all proportion to what they
would be with only half the number of people em-
ployed.

All in all that which has been put forward to
justify this legislation has been very poor. Various
things have been said about various United
Nations decisions relating to trade unions, but no-
body has been able to quote to this House or to
any other House a decision by the United Nations
that a person should obtain a facility as a result of
an organisation's endeavours without meeting his
just responsibility to contribute towards those en-
deavours. The United Nations has never made
such a decision, and has never said anything like
that in any of its charters or other determinations.
The argument put by the other side does not seem
to hold much water.

All in all this legislation looks like it has been
brought forward for one purpose only. That pur-
pose is fairly obvious when one considers the fig-
ures put to us. It was brought forward as an eni-
deavour to activate the trade union movement on
the eve of an election. The trade union movement
had nothing else to cause it to be sufficiently
a ngry or act ive to c rea te t he result requ ired by t he
Government. It was expected that the trade union
movement would react in such a way as would
cause the general public to react in favour of the
Government. That may have occurred because the
public do not really know what is happening: the
public do not have available all the facts associ-
ated with disputes that occur from time to time.
All they read about is "these unionists", "red
raggers", "Communist leaders", or whatever
trade unionists are called. Of course the public
will believe what they read, and condemn the
trade union movement accordingly.

In a democracy every person must and always
should Meet the fees of any organisation to which
he is obliged to belong, is required to belong, or
has a moral obligation to belong. The member for
Kalgoorlie said that some people want to opt out
on the basis of religious beliefs, or something
similar. I do not understand why that should be
so. The people who avoided taxation by way of
bot tomn-of- the-ha rbour schemes did not pull that
argument; they did not say they did not pay their
tax because they had some religious objection to
paying it. The use of such grounds must be mini-
mised, otherwise the economy of a union, a local
authority, a State Government, or a Federal
Government, will be in shambles.

It ill behoves anybody to support legislation
that will cause a reasonably organised community
to develop into a shambles of a community when
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it is not necessary to do so. However, political
overtones always weigh most when an election is
imminent. I feel that on this occasion those
overtones have been the overriding factors causing
the Government to bring forward this legislation.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [9.25 p.m.]: I will make a few remarks
about the Bill, but it would be pointless at this
stage to go into the sort of detail that was gone
into by the member for Fremantle, who led for
the Opposition. His speech was very long and
deep.

Mr Wilson: It was a good speech.
Mr YOUNG: It covered most of the ground of

the Bill. His speech above all other things proved
that this is a Committee Bill. I will talk about the
attitudes taken towards the Bill and the stances
taken by the Opposition and the Government.

Mr Parker: You don't have the arguments.
Mr YOUNG: I would have thought the mem-

ber for Fremantle would be a little more chari-
table in respect of the comments I have made. I
am quite happy to accommodate him clause by
clause in Committee.

Mr Wilson: You will have no choice.
Mr YOUNG: The member for Fremantle

knows he will be on his feet trying to make a case
to support the generalities he put forward in the
second reading debate. I must say most of his
comments were a little off the mark, but in the
Committee stage we will have the opportunity to
determine whether the member for Fremantle
made a proper case in the proper form.

The point I make in this speech is that it is a
distinct attitude of the Opposition to take certain
lines of argument whenever a piece of industrial
legislation comes before this House. We have seen
that occur in the past, and those of us who have
been here a little time would know that the
Government could not introduce a Bill in favour
of motherhood couched in terms of industrial
legislation without the Opposition taking the
stance it always takes on industrial legislation. It
has an obligation on any industrial relations mat-
ter to take a stance diametrically opposed to that
of the Government. I want that point to be clear
in members' minds.

I reiterate that this is a Committee Bill, and the
arguments advanced by the member for
Fremantle and others, and those which will be ad-
vanced during the Committee stage, will be ac-
commodated at that stage

I will deal now with some of the questions
raised to date. One or the questions was: Does the
Government have the right to introduce this sort

of legislation? Quite frankly, it does. For some
lime it has been the policy of the Government to
put beyond doubt as far as it can the rights of any
individual not to be coerced or bludgeoned in the
work place, and to go about his or her business
without having his or her will dominated by
people with whom he or she does not wish to join.
In particular, I say that of people who want to
take an independent stance as subcontractors or
self-employed persons, who are sick and tired of
being told by a group of people who have chosen
to form themselves into a particular union that
they must join that union, must have a ticket or
no start, and the like. That is the first reason for
our having the right to introduce this sort of legis-
lation.

It has been not only our policy to follow that
course, but also it was our intent in 1981 when we
made fairly clear what we intended to do with the
legislation we brought before the House. This
legislation is designed to clear the intentions of
that 1981 legislation. Quite frankly, in the opinion
of the Government, this legislation does not go
any further than to clear up certain sections of the
Act that have been in doubt, and need clearing
up. I am sure I will have the support of the Oppo-
sition for many of those amendments.

The philosophy of the left, of the Opposition,
which asks. "Why should a person not have to tie
in or miss out-have a ticket or no start?" begs
the elementary question: Are we not at the latter
part of the 20th century?

Mr Parker: That is a philosophy of the liberals
such as John Stuart Mill, or one of those types of
people. That is their philosophy.

Mr YOUNG: The party I represent is a long
way from the philosophies of John Stuart Mill.

Mr Parker: I would say it is!
Mr Jamnieson: That's quite true!
Mr YOUNG: As I said, their philosophy asks,

"Why should a person not have to tie in or miss
out-have a ticket or no start?" However, that
philosophy begs the question: Are we not now in
the latter part of the twentieth century? If the
Opposition wants to admit it, there is an attitude
in our community, and within our soeciety. that
the worker should not be ground down at all times
by the employer.

There is a lot of goodwill, and if goodwill exists
on both sides of the fence, a reasonable outcome
will result for all people.

Mr Parker: Are you saying there is no point in
our having unions?

Mr JIamieson: You still believe in Father
Christmas too, I suppose!
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Mr YOUNG: People should not have to buy
into that system if they do not want to. In other
words, our question is: Why should a person have
to indulge in the "no-ticket no-work situation" if
he does not want to? These questions will not be
answered here because members of the Oppo-
sition see the picture in one light and Government
members see it in another light. Members of the
Opposition push the right of the masses to get
together and demand that the individual become
part of that mass. The Government quite clearly
supports the right of the individual to stand aside
from that mass if he wishes to.

Mr Parker: By tax avoidance, for example.
Mr YOUNG: The point I was making in that

question is-
Several members interjected.
Mr YOUNG: -that we have argued about

everything but that.
Mr Parker: You are quite correct that it is a

philosophical difference which enables you to sup-
port tax avoidance and make sure that we oppose
it. That is exactly the same argument.

Mr Jamieson interjected.
Mr YOUNG: I simply made the point that that

problem will not be solved here because of the at-
titudes that have been espoused by the
interjectors. They are not going to convince mnem-
bers of the Government-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Because you have the
numbers.

Mr YOUNG: -that the individuals should not
have that right not to be coerced, not to be
bludgeoned into a situation into which they do not
want to be bludgeoned.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Might is right.
Mr YOUNG: The member might believe that.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: That is your philosophy be-

cause you have the numbers here, so it does not
make any difference. You can ignore anything
you want to ignore.

Mr YOUNG: That is the attitude the Oppo-
sition has taken throughout this debate-if the
union has all the strength, the individual will be
sucked into it. We are saying he should be al-
lowed to step aside from it.

The next question has been raised time and
time again-not only by other members, but also
by the member for Fremantle in much greater
depth than anyone else-and it concerns whether
or not the legislation will work. I am not prepared
to say that is not an arguable question. It always
will be arguable in attitude and law as to whether
or not this type of legislation will work. In atti-

tude, nothing is going to work if one side of the
fence refuses to see the point of view of the other
side of the fence, and in law an argument always
will occur when one gets down to the consti-
tutional questions of the rights of legislation that
might be passed by a State which may be in con-
flict with, or running alongside, laws that have
been passed by the Commonwealth. I do not deny
that is an arguable situation. We each have our
points of view on the matter. The member for
Fremantle has quoted Ian Douglas QC who obvi-
ously has had considerable experience in indus-
trial law. That gentleman put an argument to a
convention recently, and I think he himself would
admit that it was not a very elegant one.

Mr Parker: What was not elegant?
Mr YOUNG: If the member were to ask Mr

Douglas personally that question behind closed
doors, he would say it was not an elegant argu-
ment, and if he were to read his transcript back
on that subject. I think he would find it shot full
of more holes than a wire fence.

Mr Parker: There is no question of its being an
opinion of a QC, but I do not think he has
changed his opinion in respect of the legislation.

Mr YOUNG: He may not have changed his op-
inion in respect of the legislation. I am saying it
was an arguable legal opinion upon which the Op-
position has based its arguments and it is not a
very sound one.

Mr Parker: I referred to Mr Douglas because
he is one of the leading industrial barristers in the
country. I also referred to High Court decisions.

Mr YOUNG: I know the member did, and I
accept that arguments can be advanced. We can
go into that during the Committee stage. I am
simply making the point that we always will have
these arguments. We arc not going to solve them
here. A clash of philosophies is evident on this
issue, and we will probably also at some stage
have a clash of QC's. There is no question that
that will happen if the union movement decides it
does not want this legislation to work because it
does not believe in the right of a person not to be
coerced. The Opposition would have it both ways
because on the one hand, it says the situation will
not work and it will be tossed out of court in no
time-

Mr Parker: As regards the Federal jurisdiction.
Mr YOUNG: In respect of that jurisdiction, to

quote Douglas' words which the member for
Fremantle used, the Government wilt end up with
egg on its face. That is certainly arguable, but the
Opposition clearly cannot have it both ways be-
cause a number of people have said it will break
down society. So, on the one hand, it will not work
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and, on the other hand, this mass disruption to so-
ciety will occur because supposedly it will work.

Mr Parker: No, there are two reasons for that,
one of which is that some unions will be unable to
go into the Federal jurisdiction because of the
limitations of that jurisdiction.

Mr YOUNG: That is not the major thrust of
the arguments used by the union movement.

Mr Parker: Just a second-
Mr YOUNG: No. The member will let me con-

tinue with my remarks. He says the legislation
will not work in regard to that clash of
jurisdictions, and that is the nub of the whole
question; on the other hand, he argues that it will
work, because it will break down society.

Mr Parker: I was going to make a second point.
Mr YOUNG: I rarely interjected on the mem-

ber during the 2 h hours that he spoke.
Mr Parker: I hardly interjected on you, either.
Mr YOUNG: I told my colleagues I would

spend only 15 minutes on this and I do not want
to be much longer.

Mr Parker: When I said that the other day, you
told me I was blackmiailing.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Mr YOUNG: We are even. The next

question-and this was an often quoted
question-was whether this legislation was
introduced for political advantage. Now, many
Opposition members said that it was. The Oppo-
sition also wanted to have two bob each way and
said that the public were against it; everyone was
against it. Members opposite said this quite often.
So, on the one hand, is the attitude that we are
introducing the legislation for political advantage
on the presumption that it is going to be to our
advantage and therefore popular with the people
and, on the other hand, is the attitude that the
people are against it. Once again, as far as I am
concerned, all that proves is that not only is the
whole question arguable between both sides, but
also it is arguable even on one side.

Let us look at some of the speakers. I have
mentioned the member for Fremantle, and just to
touch briefly on the major point he made in re-
spect of those clashes of jurisdiction, I point out
that the whole question appears to come down to
whether an industrial award under Common-
wealth law precludes the State from having the
jurisdiction that it claims to have under part VIA.
The member for Fremnantle said thatI the argu-
ment is based on the fact, that if a clash of
jurisdiction occurs and the Commonwealth
jurisdiction even touched on the situation, it
covered the field.

Mr Parker: I said that it entered the field; that
is, the Commonwealth jurisdiction prevailed.

Mr YOUNG: If it even touched on the subject?

Mr Parker: "Entered the field" is the correct
wording.

Mr YOUNG: The proposition is one which is
opposed by learned counsel who have given us an
opinion. It is a proposition that is not supported
by the facts. That opinion refers to the point
where Commonwealth jurisdiction exists. We are
talking about an award which, let us say for the
purpose of the exercise, is part of Commonwealth
law.

Mr Parker: In fact it is exactly the same in re-
spect of the jurisdiction.

Mr YOUNG: That is so, for this particular ar-
gument, and therefore the proposition that has
been put to us and upon which this legislation was
based is that we are talking about preferences,
and preferences operate at the point of entry of a
person to a job and point of dismissal of a person
from a job; we do not argue with that. As I said to
the member for Fremantle by interjection, the
Commonwealth jurisdiction takes precedence at
those points. The Opposition's argument is that
the Commonwealth award covers everything and
anything in between. Let us use the example of a
Federal award. The Opposition says it contains
preference clauses-which are the nub of
reference to Commonwealth law-and yet fall
within Part VIA. Then Part VIA will have no do-
minion in respect of any other matters that touch
on actions in connection with members of the
union. Our information and advice is that that is
not so.

Mr Parker: What is your information? Did you
table the opinion?

Mr YOUNG: No, I will not table the opinion
as it is not my opinion.

Mr Parker: It is the Government's opinion and
you obtained it from someone.

Mr YOUNG: I do not intend to table the infor-
mation, and I think that is fair.

Mr J[amieson: I think no worth-while lawyer
would put his name to that opinion. Look at sec-
tion 109 of the Constitution.

Mr YOUNG: I do not think the member will
find that this particular Queen's Counsel is an un-
worthy person. His opinion is that the proposals
contained within this Bill do not go to the terms
of a Commonwealth award in respect of the mat-
ters we find to be pertinent under the new pro-
posals for Part VIA. The opinion we have been
given, and our belief is that this legislation will
prevail where it is not touched upon by the Com-
monwealth law; that is, in respect of Common-
wealth awards. Therefore, this legislation will ob-
tain in respect not only of Western Australia's in-
dustrial awards, but also of Commonwealth
awards.

The Leader of the Opposition spoke on this
legislation, and the member for Gosnells, as the
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member for Mundaring said, acted as night
watchman and spoke for 31 minutes. Even he
would say it was a record for him because he
spoke for that time without saying anything in
any shape or form about the legislation. The
Leader of the Opposition went close to that, but
be had a packed gallery and it was one of the
saddest exhibitions of a person pandering to a
crowd that I have ever seen in the time I have
been in this House. The Leader of the Opposition
was carried away with the euphoria of having a
totally biased gallery in his favour and he pranced
and preened and pounced around, cadging every
clap he could.

Mr Wilson: What a bitter man you are.
Several members interjected.
Mr YOUNG: He caught his last hoorah. The

Leader of the Opposition overlooked the
fact-although he had that dial-a-crowd mob
there, to support his every whim on that
issue-that he is still judged by his peers in this
place. There would not be a single member of this
House who was not slightly diminished by that
performance.

The arguments in respect of this type of legis-
lation are perennial, they go on and on. We have
heard the arguments advanced tonight in respect
of other legislation, not the least of which was the
Fuel, Energy and Power Resources Act Amend-
ment Bill, passed in 1974. The suggestion of the
Opposition on that matter was that society
was about to come to an end and the Third Reich
was about to take over. Jackboots were coming
down the corridor and people were about to be
taken off screaming into the night. People were to
be taken from their jobs in Perth and transferred
to the middle of the desert and made to work on
chain gangs.

Several members interjected.
Mr YOUNG: Notwithstanding the fact the

Fuel. Energy and Power Resources Act was never
invoked, it was claimed the legislation was about
to bring the nation to its knees.

We have heard that about every piece of legis-
lation on industrial matters. The points will be ar-
gued in Committee and the situation will not be
solved. The Opposition will not agree to the prop-
osition contained in this legislation. The Govern-
ment will put its case in support of the legislation
as well as it can, but while the situation remains
that Opposition members have blinkered vision in
respect of every piece of industrial legislation, it
will ever be thus.

Mr Wilson: When have you ever agreed with
ours?

Mr YOUNG: The second reading contribution
of the Opposition was a poor one. Insults were

heaped on the member for Nedlands, the member
for East Melville and the member for Pilbara by
members of the Opposition.

Mr O'Connor: Our members did a good job.
Mr YOUNG: There were a number of other

members on this side of the House who were pre-
pared to stand by and to give as good a contri-
bution as those members did. I congratulate the
members I have mentioned for their contri-
butions. Despite what has been said by the mem-
bers of the Opposition, their performance on the
matter, with the exception of the work done by
the member for Fremantle, bore no relationship to
the legislation. The advertisements appearing on
the television relating to this legisaltion are untrue
and unfounded and the Opposition has been
trying to create a disturbance within the com-
munity with respect to this legislation.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Graydlen
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Brian Burke
M r Terry Burke
M r Davies
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes
Mr Laurance
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Watt
Mr MePharlin
Mr Coyne
Mr Herzreld
Mr Crane

and division taken with the fol-

Ayes 21
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

(Teller)
Noes 14

Mr Janmieson
Mr T. HI. Jones
Mr Parker
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
pairs

Mr Carr
Mr Bryce
Mr Pearce
Mr Hodge
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Tonkin
Mr Mclver

Noes

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

Reference to Select Committee
MR PARKER (Fremantle) [9.50 p.m.]: I indi-

cated during the course of the second reading de-
bate that I intended to move to refer this Bill to a
Select Committee. I understand that now is the
appropriate time to do that. However, I under-
stand the House is anxious to adjourn, and, there-
fore, I move-

That this Bill be referred to a Select Com-
mittee.
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(3)
Mr PARKER: I seek leave to continue my re-

marks at the next sitting of the House.

Leave granted.

Debate thus adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE

Sitting of the House: Friday

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [9.51
p.m.]: Before we adjourn, I remind members that
we will be sitting on Friday next week.

Mr Davies: Do we get extra pay for that?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, we get double what we
normally get for overtime!

Mr Parker: What time?

Mr O'CONNOR: I suggest it would be best to
sit in the morning and to continue until 6.15 p.m.
Unless we rearrange the commencement time
next week, we will sit at 10.45 am. on Friday.

I move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.50 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Equipment Purchase: Quotation Farms

'1899. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

(1) Which Government departments are
calling for the purchase of equipment
using quotation forms in lieu of tenders?

(2) Is it correct that the quotations do not
require departments to divulge the name
of the successful tenderer or the price,
unlike the tender system?

(3) In view of the obvious dangers which
can result from secret tendering using
the quotation system, what action does
the Government intend to take?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) All departments, generally through the
Government Stores Department, pur-
chase equipment from time to time by
calling quotations rather than by tender
in accordance with the conditions or
Treasury regulation 86.

(2) Yes.

The sheer volume of Government re-
quirements would not permit all pur-
chasing to be done through the tender
system and it is left to the discretion oF
the Controller of Stores whether to call
for tenders or quotations. All purchases
in excess of S3 000 are authorised by the
State Tender Board, whether die pur-
chase is by tender or quotation.
This sytem is working well with few
complaints and no change is contem-
plated.

MI N ING:- STATE FO RESTS

Quarantine Areas

1920. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for For-
ests:

(1) Is the Forests Department relaxing re-
strictions on mining exploration in quar-
antine areas of State forests?

(2) What locations have been opened up to
mining exploration in quarantine areas
and what locations will be opened up?

(3) Will he table any regulations to be en-
forced for the protection of the forest
during mining exploration in quarantine
areas?

Mr LAU RANGE replied:

(1) No.
(2) Since 1976 permission has been granted,

subject to specific conditions in each
case, for mining exploration on State
forest under quarantine, as follows-

4 localities near Wilga;
2 localities near Collie;
I locality near Harvey;
I locality near Kirup.

The opening up of further areas is not
proposed by the Forests Department.
Any such action would be subject to the
provisions of the Mining Act 1978-8 1.

(3) Forest disease regulations were gazetted
on 12 December 1975. Regulations in
respect of marking out on State forest
are under consideration and will be ga-
zetted as appropriate.
The general conditions relating to
mining exploration anywhere in State
forest are tabled herewith for the infor-
mation of the member. Further specific
conditions may be applied in each in-
stance.

The document was fabled (see paper No.
554).
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HOUSING

Contractors

1928. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) What is the normal procedure adopted
by the State Housing Commission for
the payment of contractors?

(2) (a) Does this procedure vary between
the metropolitan and nan-metro-
politan areas; and

(b) if so, in what ways?
(3) (a) What is the reason for the increas-

ing delay in payments being made
by the State Housing Commission
to contractors in the Geraldton
area; and

(b) what efforts are being made to
overcome such delays?

Construction
(1) Contractors are paid in accordance with

the contractual agreement. Payment is
made in accordance with an assessment
of work carried out, the assessment
being made by commission's supervisor.
Such assessments are made at not more
than 4-weekly intervals.

(2) (a) Yes;
(b) In the country and north-west areas

payment is made on materials on
site and labour as separate items.
In the metropolitan areas payment
is made in accordance With the
work carried out.

(3) (a) and (b) The commission is not aware of
in the Geraldton area. Any cases brouj
investigated.

(4) Approximately 15 years ago.
(5) The insurance cover is required to

protect the commission, the contractor
and all sub-contractors both jointly and
severally against liability and claims of
every kind at common law and under the
Worker's Compensation Act and its
amendments. Similarly the insurance is
to be taken out to protect the works, ma-
terials deposited on site or in the vicinity
of the site against loss or damage by fire
explosion, lightning, and any other
insurance risk.
The insurance requirement was
introduced to protect all parties from
loss due to the above causes.

(6) When arriving at the decision consideration
protect the commission's interest.

(4) When did the State Housing Com-
mission begin to require contractors to
take out contractors' insurance?

(5) What is the full extent of this require-
ment and why was it instituted?

(6) In introducing this requirement what
consideration was given to the likelihood
that it would add up to $55 to the cost of
each contract?

Mr SHAILDERS replied:
The Commission in its work operations
engages contractors fr-

construction of houses;
maintenance of houses including
upgrading and improvements.

Each or the above type of contract is
handled differently therefore I will give
the member the procedures applicable to
both.

Maintenance
(1) Payment is made after satisfactory

completion of work and submission or
original work order.
Normally payments are transacted on
the first and third week of each month.
Payment is made by Treasury cheque.

(2) (a) No;
(b) as above.

any increasing delay in payments to contractors
,ht to the attention of the commission will be

(4) Approximately 6 years ago.

(5) The insurance cover is required for up
to $5 000 and is necessary to protect the
commission against loss or damage to
materials and completed works.

was given to all factors including the need to
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ENTERTAINMENT CENTRE

Lessees

1935. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

Referring to question without notice 673
of 26 October 1982 regarding lease of
the Perth Entertainment Centre, is he
now able to advise the financial con-
siderations involved?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The matters requiring review and
renegotiation included the lease rental,
the amount of the performance bond
and responsibility by the parties for
maintenance and repairs to the centre.
Payments under the terms of the lease
are made direct to the Government and
not to the Perth Theatre Trust. The pay-
ment of debt charges on.the centre and
administration of the debt is also the re-
sponsibility of the Treasury.
It is difficult to understand the point the
member is raising. It is not correct to
say the Perth Theatre Trust was set up
to take care or this type of arrangement.
The stated purpose of the Perth Theatre
Trust Act was to establish the trust to
"provide for the management and oper-
ation of theatres vested in or leased to it
or under its control", The trust manages
the Perth Concert Hall and His Maj-
esty's Theatre which are under its con-
trol. The Entertainment Centre is leased
to another body for reasons the trust has
endorsed. It is difficult to see how nego-
tiation of the terms of a lease between
the Government and a third party
involving primarily financial issues rep-
resents management of theatres under
the trust's control.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Boards: Appointees

1936. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Does the Government still require that
appointees to boards, authorities, etc., be
not over 70 years of age?

(2) If so, does this debar a person being ap-
pointed. if such person will turn 70 dur-
ing the term of the appointment?

(3) If so, what action is taken to positively
police such requirement?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Generally, yes.
(2) No. The appropriateness of continuation

when a person reaches 70 years of age
can be reviewed at that time.

(3) Responsibility for appointments rests
with appropriate Ministers.

1937. This question was postponed.

RIVER

Black wood

1938. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Conser-
vation and the Environment:

(1) Is the recent media announcement to the
effect that a Blackwood River Water
Commission would be established, cor-
rect?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) over what areas and sections of the

Blackwood River would the control
of the commission extend;

(b) what would be the precise
responsibilities and duties of the
commission?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) No. I refer the member to my answer to

his question 1778 of 21 October 1982.
(2) (a) and (b) Not applicable.

1939. This question was postponed.

PUBLIC SERVICE

Reclassiica (ions
1940. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Premier.

(1) How many public service positions have
been reclassified upwards in each of the
past five years?

(2) What has this cost the State?
(3) How many are administratively ap-

proved reclassificat ions?
(4) How many were appeal-won arbitrated

reclass i licat ions?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) to (4) I am not prepared to divert staff

at the Public Service Board who are
otherwise fully committed, to undertake
the substantial research associated with
this question.
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I am prepared,
investigated any
which is of concern

however, to have
particular position

to the member.

TRAFFIC: MVIT

Legal Actions

1941. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) Is the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust, or
any other body or person, currently con-
ducting an inquiry into an allegation
that a lawyer or a law firm, or a person
acting on behalf of a lawyer or law firm,
has approached trust officers asking to
be advised of the names and addresses of
people likely to be involved in legal ac-
tions arising out of accidents so that the
lawyer or law firm can approach them
to act on their behalf?

(2) If such an investigation is not currently
being conducted, has one been conduc-
ted recently or is one planned?

(3) Has any inquiry established whether
there is substance in the allegation?

(4) (a) Has it been established whether any
trust officers have been involved in
such an arrangement; and

(b) if so, how many and for what con-
sideration?

(5) What is the name of the lawyer or law
firm allegedly involved?

(6) How long has this alleged practice been
going on?

(7) (a) Is it proposed to amend any legis-
lation to prevent such an arrange-
ment;

(b) if so, what are the details of the
legislation, and will it be introduced
this session?

(8) (a) Who conducted any investigation
that has been held; and

(b) is the Government satisfied that the
matter has been satisfactorily re-
solved?

(9) (a) Have any legal proceedings or pro-
ceedings before the Barristers'
Board been initiated arising from
this alleged practice;

(b) if not, are such proceedings under
consideration?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Not at present.

(2) The trust proposes to provide the Barnis-
ters' Board with all information about
an incident of the nature described, to
enable the board to make appropriate
inquiries.

(3) Answered by (I).

(4) (a) and (b) A trust officer volunteered
to the acting manager of the trust
that he had been asked by a law
firm to supply details of claimants
but that he had refused to co-op-
erate.

(5) I am not prepared to disclose the name.
(6) See (4).

(7) (a) and (b) There is no indication to
the present of any need for legislat-
ive amendment to cover the situ-
ation.

(8) and (9) See (1) to (3).

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Resignations

1942. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

How many technical officers have re-
signed from the Department of
Agriculture in each of the past three
years?

Mr OLD replied:

1979-80 .................................... 40
1980-81..................................... 45
1981-82 ............ ...................... 39.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: MOTOR VEHICLE
DEALERS ACT

Licences: Disqualifications

1943. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

Adverting to question 1071 of 17 August
1982, which refers to persons
"disqualified" from holding licences
pursuant to the Motor Vehicle Dealers
Act, when answering this question did
he take "disqualified" to include those
who did not have their licences re-
newed?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

No.
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CONSUMER AFFAIRS: MOTOR VEHICLE
DEALERS ACT

Licences: Penalties

1944. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
Mimer Affairs:

Pursuant to section 33(l) of the Motor
Vehicle Dealers Act, of the 60 convic-
tions obtained, what, in summary, were
the penalties Provided, i.e., that is the
number lined a sum of less that $50, and
so on, or in other convenient multiples?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
This information is only available from
the individual prosecution Filies. It will
therefore take some time to collate and I
will advise the member ini due course.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Finance Industry

1945. Mir TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

(1) With references to pages 9 and 10 of the
most recent annual report of the 'Com-
missioner for Consumer Affairs, what
was the practice brought to light in "the
finance industry detrimental to con-
sumer and industry alike"?

(2) What is the name of the State referred
to as having advanced to the stage where
it will soon implement legislative con-
trols?

Mr SHALDERS replied:.
(1) The practice involved the payment of

large commissions to motor vehicle
dealers to secure contracts for consumer
credit insurance. The practice appears to
have been discontinued in this State in
the past nine months.

(2) Tasmania.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: HIRE-PURCHASE
ACT

Repossessions

1946. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

Pursuant to section 12A of the Hire-
Purchase Act, what criteria are observed
by the commissioner when he decides to
agree, or not to agree, to the repos-
session of goods in respect of which at
least 75 per cent of the total amount
payable has been paid?

M r S HA LDERS repl ied:

There are no criteria set down in section
1 2A other than that the commissioner
shall act reasonably in the circumstances
of the case.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

Ex Gratia Payments
1947. Mr TONKIN, to the Treasurer:

Will he list the various ex gratia pay-
ments made, and which constitute the
sum of 5113427, in the expenditure
shown in the current Budget figures,
together with the reasons for the pay-
ments?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

A summary of the ex gratia payments
made during 1981-82 appears on page
18 of the AuditLor General's report.

The majority of the individual payments
are for small amounts, however, should
the member require details of any par-
ticular summary item, I would be pre-
pared to supply him with them on re-
quest.

ALUMINA REFINERIES: WORSLEY

Environmental Safesgiards
1948. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Resources

Development:

(1) With reference to the Alumina Refinery
(Worsley) Agreement Act, where a ten-
ement is granted for gold or other min-
erals within the picture frame area, what
environmental safeguards are contem-
plated that will be placed on mining op-
erations?

(2) Do the proposed Worsley joint venture
areas of mineral interest coincide with
State forest or Forests Department man-
agement priority areas?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Any necessary specific environmental
safeguards would be decided upon when
the nature of mining proposals is known.

(2) Some of the areas within the blue pic-
ture frame area are within State Forest,
but none are within Forests Department
management priority areas.
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FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Generation: Fuel Consumption

1949. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

What quantities of coal, fuel oil and
diesel fuel were used by the State
Energy Commission for electricity gen-
eration in each of the financial years-
(a) 1969-70;
(b) 1970-71;
(c) 1971-72;
(d) 1972-73;
(e) 1973-74 respectively?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(a) to (e) I am advised that some figures re-

lating to energy generation can be found
in the annual reports for the years men-
tioned. For any additional information
the member may care to write to me.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

State Energy Commission

1950. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Referring to State Energy Commission
tender No. 1207/83 dated 20 October
1982 to close at 10 am. on Tuesday 9
November 1982 for 35 x 13.5 tonne
G.V.M. 4 x 2 metre vehicles for supply
within 10 months and worth $700 000, is
this open for general tender by all truck
suppliers?

(2) To which companies was the tender
specification forwarded?

(3) How does he explain the fact that the
specific conditions of the tender would
preclude all other vehicles except Toyota
Hino F1l72 and FF173 trucks?

(4) (a)

(b)

Does he dispute my contention in
(3) above;
if so, would he please list any other
vehicles readily available that
would conform in all respects with
the exact tender specifications?

(5) How does he explain the fact that the
detailed specifications seem to be
written directly from a Toyota Hino
sales brochure?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes. Tender No. 1207/83 is open for

general tender by all truck suppliers.
(2) International Harvester, Belmont

Lynas Motors Truck Centre, Belmont

Prestige Motors, Perth
Major Motors, Belmont
Don Rogers Toyota, Victoria Park
Karratha Motors, Karraiha
Broome Toyota, Broome
Carnarvon Toyota, Carnarvan
Geraldton Toyota, Geraldton
Hedland Toyota, Hedland
Moora Toyota, Moora
Max Winkless, Albany.

(3) I am advised that there are no specific
conditions to preclude any vehicle.

(4) (a) The contention is disputed, in that
the specification which ac-
companies the tender requires the
equivalent of a standard new gener-
ation truck which has a perform-
ance level consistent with modern
fleet management demands;

(b) all vehicles vary in technical detail,
and it is not possible to predict all
of those which are readily available
and which meet the minimum stan-
dards specified.
Vehicles known to be competitive in
accordance with the standard speci-
fied include-

H-ino FF 172/Ff 173, Leyland
Mastiff-exceed specification
minimum

Nissan CKI ID, Isuzu JCR,
Mitsubishi FM-Generally
competitive, but slightly under
specification. Would be
seriously considered and in-
cluded in evaluation.

(5) As outlined above, the specification was
prepared from the knowledge and ex-
perience of a number of vehicle types.
No one specific vehicle brochure was
used exclusively.

EDUCATION: WA INSTITUTE OF
TECHNOLOGY

Students: Financial Difficulties

1951. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Are Financial difficulties being experi-
enced by students at the Western Aus-
tralian institute of Technology?

(2) If "Yes", would he-
(a) continue the rule of allowing

students to defer payment of fees
until the TEAS allowance is re-
ceived;
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(b) waive the charge of $5 for students
who defer their enrolment fees until
the TEAS allowance is received?

(3) If "No" to (I) and (2), why not?

Mr CLARICO replied:

(1) I am advised that except in some few in-
stances the Western Australian Institute
of Technology is not aware of general
difficulties among students.

(2) and (3) Fees at tertiary education
institutions are generally payable on en-
rolment. A late payment of fees incurs a
$12 fine. Because the Western Aus-
tralian Institute of Technology wishes to
assist any student who has financial dif-
ficulties in paying his or her fees, it has
agreed to grant deferral on application
and a $5 service fee is charged. This is
intended to discourage seeking of de-
ferral by every student. To waive this fee
would permit non-bona tide students to
hold a place in the quota without pen-
alty.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

A va ila bility

1952. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:

(1) What is current availability of power in
Western Australia?

(2) What has been the highest use of power
in this State during the past 12 months?

(3) When is it anticipated the additional
2 x 200 MG units at Muja will be
brought into commission?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Generating capacity of the
interconnected system is 1 540 MW, al-
lowing for current conversion work at
Kwinana.
Currently the following plant is not
available for generation-

Muja No. I Unit (6OMW)-annual
overhaul
Kwinana No. 3 Unit (120
MW)-annual overhaul
Bunbury No. 3 Unit (30
MW)-annual overhaul
South Fremantle No. 4 Unit (25
MW)-annual overhaul
Geraldton Gas Turbine (20
MW)-annual overhaul.

Available capacity is therefore
1 285 MW. Differences will, of course,
occur as short term hour-to-hour vari-
ations take place.

(2) Maximum demand for power was
I 161 MW on 23 June 1982.

(3) Unit 7 at Muja is scheduled to be
available for service in 1984. Unit,8 at
Muja is scheduled to be available for
service in 1985.

MINING: COAL

Collie: Expori
1953. M r G RILL, to the Minister for Resources

Development:

(1) In reference to the possibility of ex-
porting coal from Collie to overseas
markets, could he please say if a feasi-
bility study has been done on piping coal
as slurry from the Collie coalfield to
Bunbury Port?

(2) Is the rail link between Collie and
Bunbury capable of sustaining deliveries
oF coal to Bunbury at a rate in excess of
one million tonnes per annum with
further maintenance and upgrading?

(3) What upgrading of the railway line
would be necessary?

(4) Arc there adequate port facilities in
Bunbury for the export of coal, includ-
ing the storage area and coal loader and,
bearing in mind that there are no
bunkering facilities at Bunbury at the
present time?

(5) What studies have been undertaken and
what prospects are there for obtaining
overseas orders for Collie coal?

(6) If feasibility studies have been carried
out into any of the abovementioned mat-
ters, would the Government be prepared
to make them available?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) No. The only related study was for a

slurry pipeline from Collie to the pro-
posed Bunbury "C" power station.

(2) Yes.
(3) I am advised that the present railway

line is capable of sustaining additional
traffic in the magnitude of one million
tonnes per annum without significant
upgrading. Beyond that, progressive
upgrading in terms of track duplication
and additional passing loops will be re-
quired, depending on the total tonnage
involved.
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(4) Not yet, but the port could accommo-
date a coal loader, storage area, and
bunkering facilities, if required.

(5) It is understood that the coal companies
are currently investigating the potential
for overseas markets for Collie coal but,
as yet, the Government is unaware of
any firm prospects existing for exports.

(6) I am not aware of any feasibility studies
that have been completed on the above
matters.

1954. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION

Senior Colleges

1955. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) How many senior colleges are there in
the metropolitan area, and would he
namc them?

(2) As to each senior college, how many
students can attend?

(3) How many students attended each of the
senior colleges at the beginning of 1982
and how many attend now?

(4) How many students are expected to at-
tend each senior college at the beginning
of 1983, and bow many are expected to
attend at the end of 1983?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) Two: Bentley senior college and Tuart
Hill senior college.

(2) It is not possible to specify the ultimate
capacity of the two colleges for open
education since capacity will depend on
the mixture of courses offered in the
future for day and night classes and the
proportion of full-time to part-time
students.

(3)

Enrol ments
March 1982 Nvemnber 1982

Bentley Senior 450 402
colicc (intl. tOparitimne) (inet. 85 part-limne)

To,,1ill Senior 608 394
College (inel. 302 prtL-lime) (joel. 201 prn-time)

(4)

-Berntc Senior
College
tTua,t Hll Senior
Colege

Projected
Marceh 1983

850
(inet, '20 parim)

740
Orel. 350 pare-tim)

Enrolnments
oeerc 1983

51B
(intl. 102 part-timne)

490
(intl. 230 part-lme)

* Does not include projections for night
school and adult non-TAE enrolnients,
details of which have not been finalised.

'Does not include projections for adult
non-TAE enrolments, details of which
have not been finalised.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
CONSUMER AFFAIRS:
HIRE-PURCHASE ACT

Repossessions

745. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

When the Minister is asked questions
without notice he asks that they be put
on notice and then he seems unable to
answer questions on notice.

Mr Slialders: It is common courtesy to give a
little bit of notice, as you probably are
not aware; but that does not matter.

Mr TONKIN: If the Minister is on top of his
job he should be able to discuss his port-
folio. However, in order to overcome the
Minister's inadequacy in this area, I put
a question on notice which he still can-
not answer.

Mr O'Connor: What is your question?
Mr TONKIN: I asked a question on notice

pursuant to section l2A of the Hire-Pur-
chase Act.

Mr Shalders: What number is it?
Mr TONKIN: It is question 1946.
Mr Davies: A good year!
Mr TONKIN: I asked what criteria the com-

missioner observed when he decided to
agree or not agree to the repossession of
goods in respect of which at least 75 per
cent of the total amount had been paid.
The Minister replied, "No criteria are
set down under section 12A." I know
that. I did not ask what criteria were set
down under section 12A.

Mr Laurance: You got more than you asked
for.

Mr TONKIN: I now ask-
What criteria are used by the comn-
missioner when exercising his powers
pursuant to section 12A of the Hire-
Purchase Act?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
In answer to the member for Morley-

The SPEAKER: Is it precisely the same
question?

Mr Young: No.
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The SPEAKER: It is a different question?
Mr O'Connor: It is not the same question.
Mr Tonkin: It is a different question.
Mr O'Connor: Where is it different?
Mr Tonkin: It is different from the previous

question. I asked him why he had not
answered the previous question.

Mr SHALDERS: From the way in which the
member framed his question, I cannot
discern that it is any difference from the
question he placed on notice. However, I
am prepared to look at the answer that
was provided to him.

Mr Tonkin: It does not ask about section
12A.

Mr SHALDERS: I will provide more infor-
mation to the member.

Mr Tonkin: Go to English lessons!

Mr SHALDERS: Fall on your head, too,
fool!

"HANSARD"

Quotation

746. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Premier:

(1) Did the Premier see the comments attri-
buted to him in this morning's The West
Australian under the heading "Political
Notes" and in the name of the Leader of
the Opposition to the effect that "the
difficulties in the economy, not only in
Western Australia, but also throughout
the world, ought not to be our
triorities"?

(2) Is the quotation a correct one and if not,
what is the correct version?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

I)and (2) The article in this morning's
paper is totally incorrect.

Mr Parker: Only because you changed the
Hansard.

Mr Young: So the Chief H-ansard Reporter is
telling an untruth, is she?

Mr O'CONNOR: I will read from H-ansard
which was in the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's possession when he incorrectly
quoted yesterday.

Mr Tonkin: That has been changed.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will

come to order!

Mr O'CONNOR: The Hansard states-
The difficulties in the economy, not
only in Western Australia, but also
throughout the world, ought to be our
priorities.

The Leader of the Opposition quoted -ought
not" and there is a great deal of
difference between the two.

Mr Parker: He read the Hansard copy.

Mr O'CONNOR: He did not read Hansard
because it is not in Hansard.

Mr Parker: He had the Hansard copy in the
House yesterday and quoted exactly
what it said.

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKinnon: He ended with egg on his
face.

Mr O'CONNOR: Although one becomes
used to a multitude of misleading re-
marks in this House by the Leader of
the Opposition, I must admit my utter
disgust at the blatant dishonesty of in-
cluding the word "not", a word that I
did not use in the context he suggested,
as well he knows.

I would hope that in the interests of
decency and respect for Parliament he
will do the proper thing by issuing a
firm statement indicating the fact that
his statement is totally untrue.

Mr Tonkin: And so is that. The Hansard
people changed your corrected copy.

HEALTH: ROYAL FLYING DOCTOR
SERVICE
Kim berley

747. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for Health:
(I) Is the Minister aware of a shocking dog

mauling incident which caused serious
injury to the face of a five-year-old girl
in Hall's Creek recently?

(2) Is he aware that the doctor at Hall's
Creek Hospital immediately contacted
the Royal Flying Doctor Service to
evacuate the girl to Derby for urgently
needed treatment?

(3) is he further aware that the senior medi-
cal officer at Derby Hospital said he was
not prepared to risk an aircraft and crew
on a night flight and therefore the girl
was not evacuated immediately?

(4) In normal weather conditions, is there a
major risk factor for night-time emerg-
ency flights in WA's north?
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(5) As far as the Minister's department is
concerned, who should have the say as
to whether or not an evacuation is
needed-the doctor on the spot or some-
body else?

(6) Is the Minister happy with a situation
where a Western Australian citizen
must personally charter an aircraft to fly
an emergency case out of the State
hundreds of kilometres to the Northern
Territory to get urgently needed assist-
ance for his five-year-old daughter?

(7) Has the Government given any direction
to hospitals or staff regarding use of
Royal Flying Doctor aircraft?

(8) Can the Minister give the people in the
north an assurance that a doctor who
says an emergency flight is necessary
can be serviced immediately a flight is
available?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2)Yes.

(3) The policy is to authorise night flights
only if the patient's life is in danger,
otherwise the evacuation takes place at
first light. There are conflicting reports
of what information was exchanged be-
tween the requesting and authorising
practitioners in the case of the request in
connection with a dog bite injury of
10.45 p.m. A night flight was authorised
to Hall's Creek from Derby shortly after
midnight for another patient who had
internal bleeding who had been admitted
to Hall's Creek Hospital at 8.30 p.m.

(4) There is an increased risk element in all
night flights, irrespective of weather
conditions. In remote areas local
weather forecasting may be unreliable,
particularly at night.

(5) The agreed procedure is that the senior
medical officer-in this case at
Derby-should have the final say on
authorisation of night emergency flights.

(6) No.

(7) The instructions are as in (3) and (5).
Two planes have been lost on night
flights.

(8) This assurance has always cxi: ed. A
definition of "emergency" is the uebat-
able issue.
The whole issue of emergency flights
will be discussed by representatives from
the Victorian RFDS-for the infor-
mation of members I point out that it is
the Victorian Royal Flying Doctor Ser-
vices which services the Kimberley-the
Commissioner of Hospital and Allied
Services and the medical practitioners
from both the Public Health Depart-
ment and Hospital and Allied Services
at an area meeting to be held in Derby
on 15 November 1982.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Government Initiatives

748. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment:

In view of the report on the front page
of this morning's The West Australin
that Chamberlain Holdings Ltd. will re-
trench 290 workers would the Minister
explain what the Government is doing to
stimulate development for the State and
create more job opportunities?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
On a number of occasions, I have said
that such reports and announcements
are of concern to the Government. We
do not wish to walk away from the mat-
ter. However, it is disappointing to me
that the media does not take a more bal-
anced view of what is happening in the
community.
To example what I am saying: In the
last two weeks I will have opened six
projects-nothing to do with the
Government, all private people putting
their money and future on the
li ne-re presenting an investment of over
S15 million in this State and employing
in excess of 300 people. Only one project
has received some publicity and the
people concerned themselves paid for the
publicity in The Sunday Times. It is a
great disappointment to me chat more
balance is not shown by the media in ex-
pressing the true picture to the com-
munity. Many people in Western Aus-
tralia, even in these difficult times, are
prepared to put their money on the line
and to put great faith in their investment
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and the future of this State. That is a
faith the Government shares.
We are concerned that a progressive
company like Chamberlain Holdings
Ltd. is going through difficult times. It
is obvious it is not the only company
which is feeling the effects of the East-
ern States drought at the moment.
I hope I will be able to speak to the Fed-
eral Minister responsible for the
administration of Federal draught aid to
impress upon him not our need for
drought aid but for the Federal Govern-
ment to look at the drought in the East-
ern States and consider the effect it has
on local machine manufacturers and
machinery dealers in this State.
The initiative and work that has been
undertaken by the Government on be-
half of industry is well known and will
continue. The Premier and the Minister
for Resources Development have made
visits to Italy, Korea and Japan on be-
half of industry in this State regarding
new projects. We are planning to follow
up those initiatives in the future and
visit New Zealand and South-East Asia
in the New Year.
The Western Australian birth mark
campaign, despite opposition, has proved
to be a success. Our Eastern States and
overseas marketing has been very effec-
tive. In addition we must extend, de-
velop and promote our expanding tour-
ism industry in this State.

POLICE AND PRISONS: COMPLAINTS

Independent Tribunal

749. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Police:

In the light of a survey detailed in
today's Daily News in which 92 per cent
of people surveyed favour complaints
against police and prison officers being
investigated by a body other than the
Police Department itself, will the Minis-
ter now give support to the ALP pro-
posal that an independent tribunal
should be established to examine com-
plaints?

Mr HASSELL replied:
The result of the survey by Mr
Broadhurst is trotted out quite regularly
but in the view of the Government, the
means by which the complaints against

Mr
Mr

police are investigated now is the best
system for ensuring they are dealt with
effectively and properly. We do not pro-
pose-

Davies: About 92 per cent!
HASSELL: -to amend the law to have
the Ombudsman investigate police
investigations or to take over the police
investigations of complaint against the
police.
I point the member for Swan in the di-
rection of the report of Mr Dixon which
was tabled in this House some time ago.
He made a very thorough overview of
the investigations carried out by the
Police Commissioner of allegations
made earlier this year of corruption in
the police force. He found consistently
in relation to each area, that the police
investigations were thoroughly detailed
and effective. That is the history of the
matter. I do not think any member on
either side of the House would be
able to point to another case where
police investigations, through its internal
investigations section of complaints
against police, have not been thorough
and effective.

MINING: AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY
POLICY

Local Purchase

750. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional Devel-
opment:

(1) Has the Minister seen the article in
yesterday's The Australian headed,
"ALP will force big miners to buy lo-
cally"?

(2) What differences are there between the
Labor Party's attitude expressed in the
article and this State Government's
highly successful local content policy?

(3) Should the ALP policy be implemented,
what problems does the Minister foresee
in its implementation?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) Yes, I did see the article and for the in-

formation of members, I will quote the
three key parts of that article as fol-
lows-

The Labor Party's new industrial
policy is to contain a clause which
will commit resource developers to
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buying locally made rather than
imported capital equipment.

Further on it says-
Under a Labour Government,

off-set agreements would have to be
considered before new mining
companies were given export li-
cences.

The third part reads:
Mr Hurford said the details were

still being worked out, bitt would be
includcd in the party's industrial
policy paper to be unveiled soon by
the Leader of the Opposition. Mr
Hayden.

I can hardly wait!
(2) The difference in the policies is quite

clear. It is easy to see from that particu-
lar part that the ALP will once again
pursue the policy of centralism. The
States will be overlooked by such a pol-
icy and local participation and the use of
products will be administered by
Canberra. Any members opposite who
have had experience and dealings with
Eastern State companies or Federal
Government agencies would know that
that would be hardly conducive to the
maximisation of local products!
We as a Government, would not force
companies to use Western Australian
products. We have had a great deal of
co-operation from the project developers
and their nianagements-our dealings
with them have been successful. Mr
Wrah has been reported as saying that
his Government has a success rate of 30
per cent, but we have an average of 66
per cent on the three major projects
currently under construction.
The difference between policies
administered Federally by the Eastern
States people from the way we in
Western Australia administer our policy
is that in our policy we are interested in
work coming to Western Australian
companies-not Australian companies,
or Victorian companies, or NSW
companies, but to Western Australian
companies.

(3) The problems with the implementati on
of the ALP policy would be many.
Firstly, it would seem to be a very inef-
ficient way of handling local partici-

pation if it is going to force companies to
manufacture products in Australia. In
the first place, it is quite expensive to
tool up, and once this has been done
there is very little possibility of ongoing
work for that product in many cases.
Secondly, it leaves the situation open to
union pressure. If, as stated, the ALP
forced companies to use local products,
what is to stop unions putting pressure
on those companies and causing
disruption? As has been stated, unions
would do just that. Thirdly, it looks at
only one section of the community in
isolation and that is the resource
developers. We are looking at industries
which will serve not just resource
projects but broader industries within
our community.
It certainly would not attract companies
and resource developers to come to our
country to develop projects. As the Min-
ister for Resources Development would
be able to explain to the House, we are
in direct competition with many
countries in the world who are supplying
the same products as we are, in
competition and often at the same price.
To force the implementation of the ALP
policy would be of detriment to project
developers in this country.

HOUSING: INTEREST RATES

Australian Savings Bonds

751. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:
What impact is the system of Common-
wealth bonds having on housing interest
rates?

Mr O'CON NOR replied:
Last night I asked the member to place
that question on notice and he has not
done so. If he places it on notice I will
reply to it.

FIRES: FIRE BRIGADES

Act: Amendment

752. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister Assisting
the Minister for Emergency Services:
(1) Was the Fire Brigades Employees'

Union consulted about amendments to
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the Fire Brigades Act to provide a disci-
pline code now before the House?

(2) If so, has the union made any sub-
mission?

(3) Is the Government responding to any
submission that has been made.

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Yes. The union was consulted.

Mr Parker: Not before the Bill was
introduced into the House.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Fremantle
is wrong.

Mr Parker: I am completely right.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to
resume his seat. I suggest that members
cease interjecting because a number of
Opposition members want to ask
questions and further interjections will
necessitate Ministers' prolonging their
answers.

Mr HASSELL: I advise the member for
Frenmantle that a week before the Bill
was introduced in this House I held a
meeting with the president and the sec-
retary of the union at Parliament House
and made full details available to them.

Mr Parker: That is not consultation.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The union was invited to
consider the material that was made
available to it and to make
representatives on it to me. I indicated
that the Bill would not be held up until
all their points of view had been
considered and that I would probably
introduce the legislation before they had
completed their deliberations but that
would not preclude them from putting
forward those issues they would want to
raise.

(2) Yes. At a meeting between the Minister
and his advisers and some members of
the union last week, a detailed sub-
mission was made in the course of dis-
cussions and I undertook to examine
each point raised.

(3) Yes. Each point raised has been carefully
considered and discussed with Parlia-
mentary Counsel. A detailed reply to the
union is in course of preparation. A
number of points raised by the union

have been accepted as a response to
their views and will be represented by
amendments to be presented in the
House

RESEARCH STATION

Northam

753. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Will he advise whether the activities of

the Northam Research Station are to be
curtailed in any way?

(2) If, "Yes", in what way is it to be
changed?

(3) Will this have any effect on the staff,
either by transfer or retrenchment?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) to (3) Yes, the-Northam Research

Station will be sold in 1983, 1 believe.
Mr Mclver: You should be ashamed of

yourself.
Mr OLD: Does the member want me to

answer the question, or does he want to
go on with that rot? To continue-

The technical staff will be re-em-
ployed within the department and
other people will be offered alterna-
tive employment at other stations.

Mr Mclver: We have to go through the back
door to get answers.

The SPEAKER: Order!

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT: LESCHENAULT INLET

Laporte Australia Ltd.: Land Purchase

754. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Re-
sources Development:

I refer to the Bill before the House to
amend the Laporte Industrial Factory
Agreement Act and ask:
(1) Is it a fact that the amount of land

to be purchased or resumed on the
Leschenault Inlet is 316 hectares?

(2) Will the Minister provide a map
showing the precise location and the
area concerned?

(3) What is the expected cost of pur-
chase of the 316 hectares of
beachfront land?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) 1 have had no notice of this

question at all-
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Mr Barnett: That is not true. I gave a copy to
the Minister for Lands and he said he
had spoken to you.

Mr P. V. JONES: I have had no notice from
the member of this question-

Mr Barnett: The Minister told me he dis-
cussed it with you.

Mr P. V. JONES: I said I have had no notice
from the member. The Minister for
Conservation and the Environment
referred the question to me and told
me-

Mr Barnett: And gave you a copy of it.
Mr P. V. JONES: -he had received this re-

quest; the first two parts earlier, and the
third part later on.

Mr Barnett: Yes, three minutes' later.
Mr P. V. JONES: In the time available to

me-
Several members interjected.
Mr P. V. JONES: I am not going to discuss

the question of the price of the land be-
cause it does not fall within my province.
That comes under the Public Works Act
and is in conjunction with the Valuer
General. In relation to the first two
parts of the question, I refer the member
to the report which has been tabled.

Mr Barnett: It is not ini the report.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr P. V. JONES: If the member cares to ask

for additional information I will be glad
to supply it.

Mr Barnett: Absolute rubbish!
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Rockingham will desist from
interjecting.

YACHTING: MR JON SANDERS
Equipment

755. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development:

What Western Australian manufactured
equipment was used by Jon Sanders on
his recent epic sea voyage?

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKINNON replied:

I thank the member for some notice of
the question. Members opposite may
think it a joke but it is a great credit to
Jon Sanders that the vessel in which he
travelled around the World was built by
Swarbrick Bros. Yachts Pty. Ltd. of
Osborne Park. The rigging, masts, and
spars were made by Roily Tasker Pty.
Ltd., the ropes by Pacific Ropes, a sub-
sidiary of Tasker, and the sails by North
Sails (Western Australia) Pty. Ltd.

It is interesting that during the trip Jon
Sanders used electricity in the vessel
which was generated by photovoltaic
panels supplied by the Solar Energy Re-
search Institute of Western Australia. I
would like to thank Jon Sanders for
showing great faith in the products of
Western Australia.

ARGENTINE ANTS

Yanchep National Park

756., MR LAURANCE (Minister for Conser-
vation and the Environment): I take this op-
portunity to correct an answer I gave to
question 1824. It was a complex question,
and a typographical error occurred. The
answer should read as follows-

(3) (i)

(f) Not recorded

(g) Protective clothing, boots and
respirators are worn by the
worker, Park is sprayed in
early morning when no public
present.
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