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iutgpntatiw Aunnbty
Tuesday, the 2nd May, 1978

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

ALUMINA REFINERY (WAGERUP)
AGREEMENT AND ACTS AMENDMENT

DILL
Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) [4.37 p.m.J: I
regret to have to draw the attention of the House
to certain remarks apparently made by the
member for Swan and reported in the Daily News
on the 28th April. In commenting on the passage
of the Alumina Refinery (Wagerup) Agreement
and Acts Amendment Bill last Thursday, the
mnember for Swan is reported to have said, inter
alia-

.. the institution of Parliament and the
rules of debate were abused by the Speaker.

The member for Swan is reported also to have
accused me of a deliberate attempt to deny him
his parliamentary right to speak.

These are serious accusations, and I treat them
seriously. However, firstly, [ take the member for
Swan to task for making these accusations in the
Press; the place to make such charges is in this
House. The Standing Orders and the firm
practices of this House over many years provide
an opportunity for any member aggrieved by or
disagreeing with any action of the Speaker to
challenge that action in the House. If the member
concerned felt that my calling on the Minister for
Industrial Development to respond to the debate
was incorrect, it was competent for that member,
or any other member, to rise on a point of order.

This very action has occurred on numerous
occasions and to my knowledge the Chair has
always allowed the member raising the objection
an opportunity to speak rather than prematurely
closing the debate. The proper action for the
member for Swan was to call my attention to a
point of order at the time. Standing Order No.
143 reads-

If any objection is taken. to the ruling or
decision of the Speaker, such objection must
be taken at once.

Parliamentary practice does not tolerate casual
criticism of the Chair by members. The fact that
this casual criticism may be made in the
newspapers compounds, rather than mitigates, the
offence.

In this regard I remind all members of section 8
of the Parliamentary Privileges Act. Among the
offences listed in that section is the offence of
insulting any member on account of his behaviour
in Parliament. It is not for me to predetermine
what constitutes an offence in those terms-a
decision in that matter is made by the House.
Nevertheless, it is clear that an insult to a
member, including the Speaker, is a matter of
grave consequence.

I am not prepared to tolerate casual criticism of
myself or the position I hold from any member,
whether in the House or publicly made outside
the House.

The member for Swan has made no attempt
since the newspaper was published to dissociate
himself from the remarks-

Mr Skidmore: He doesn't intend to.
The SPEAKER: -and, in the circumstances, I

must assume that the report is an accurate
statement of what the member for Swan said.

Mr Skidmore: That is rig ht.
The SPEAKER: In the absence of a statement

to the contrary, I expect his complete and
unqualified apology.

Government members: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: Does the member for Swan

wish to apologise?
Mr SKIDMORE: I do not wish to apologise.
The SPEAKER: I ask the member for Swan~to

apologise.
Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Speaker, I do not intend

to apologise. I have nothing to apologise for.
What I said was a truthful statemeiji, as I saw it.
I see no reason to apologise for the statement I
made.

The SPEAKER: I have no alternative but to
name the member for Swan.

Suspension of Member
Sir CHARLES COURT: I move-

That the member for Swan be suspended
from the service of the House.

Mr Bryce: I rise to oppose the proposition-
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no debate on

this motion.
Mr B. T. Burke: Mr Speaker, are you ruling

there is no debate on this motion?
The SPEAKER: Order! There can be no debate

on the motion.
Mr B. T. Burke: Mr Speaker, 1 move to

disagree with your ruling on this matter.
The SPEAKER: Order! There can be no
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debate. The question is that the motion be agreed
to.

Motion put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remark during Division
Mr B. T. Burke: I thought the

supposed to gag the debate!
Result of Division

Division resulted as follows-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
MrCarr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes
Mr O'Neil
Mr Coyne

Ayes 30
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 20
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Pearce
Mr Skcidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Mclver

Motion thus passed.
The SPEAKER: Will the member for Swan

please retire?
Mr SKIDMORE: Yes, Mr Speaker, I leave

with more dignity than you accorded me.
QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT HILL
Second Reading

MR RIDGE (Kimberley-Minister for Health)
[5.26 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill will appear to many members to be
similar to a measure which was introduced during
the last session of Parliament, but which did not
proceed beyond the introductory stage. In fact,

Whip was

two speeches were made on it; one by me and one
by the present Leader of the Opposition.

The previous Bill attracted criticism on several
points, notably because of certain objections
raised by the Australian Medical Association.
During the time which has elapsed, negotiations
have taken place with the association.

It has been found possible to re-cast the
provisions which gave rise to objections and to
remove these objections. At the same time, the
essential purposes giving rise to the Bill have been
preserved.

Subject to an undertaking which I have given in
relation to the rationalisation of laboratory
services, which I will explain in full at a later
stage, I can say that the Australian Medical
Association does not now entertain any objection
to what is proposed.

Clause I deals with the citation.
Clause 2 relates to the amendments which

contemplate certain appointments. For this
reason, the amendments are to come into
operation on a date to be proclaimed.

(eller) Clause 3 relates to section 3 of the Health Act
which sets out the arrangement of the Act into
parts. The amendment makes provision for new
parts proposed in this Bill.

The first amendment of any consequence is
covered by clauses 4 to 29 inclusive.

All of these clauses relate to sections of the Act
which regulate the sale of food, drugs, therapeutic
substances, disinfectants, etc. Throughout this
part of the Health Act there are many references
to penalties.

These provisions have been reviewed by the
Food Standards Advisory Committee which has
recommended that the penalties be standardised

a nd simplified. Clauses 4 to 28 inclusive amend or
delete references now contained in this part of the
Health Act.

These amendments prepare the way for the
substitution of a single penalty provision which
would apply to all offences under part Vill. The
existing penalties vary from fines of from $40 to
$100, with or without imprisonment for up to six
months. The new standard penalty as proposed by
clause 29 will set a penalty of from $50 to $100
for a first offence. A second offence will be
subject to a fine of from $200 to $500.

Subsequent offences could attract a fine of
from $300 to $1 500 or imprisonment for a period
not exceeding six months.

The types of offences created under part Vill
of the Health Act include the sale of food from
contaminated premises, adulteration and false
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description, and the employment of infected
persons.

The proposed penalties are not harsh in the
circumstances, but should be adequate to
maintain control of the quality and
wholesomeness of our food and drug supply.

Clause 30 introduces new material into the
Health Act. It relates to the Health Laboratory
Service which has existed since 1911. The service
is now a very large organisation established
throughout the State and employing over 300
people. Branches of the laboratory 'operate in all
major Government hospitals throughout the
State. The Laboratory Service also caters for a
significant part of the needs of private medical
practice and is the only such service readily
available to the more remote areas.

The laboratories have a varied role. They serve
the Public Health Department in relation to food,
water, communicable diseases, environmental
factors, and occupational diseases. They also
provide a medical laboratory service to most of
the Government hospitals. In addition, they
complement and assist privately-owned
laboratories.

Another important function is the forensic
service which supports our legal and law
enforcement agencies. This is one of the
provisions in an earlier Bill which drew criticism
from the Australian Medical Association. Two
issues were raised. One concerned subsection (3)
of the proposed new section 2470. In its earlier
form it was feared that private laboratories might
be excluded from hospitals and other areas by
ministerial direction.

The subsection is now worded so that it is clear
that the Health Laboratory Service may provide a
service at the request of i hospital or other body.
This has removed the cause for the concern which
was expressed.

The second ground of objection is now
withdrawn.

In subsection (5) provision is made for the
Minister to appoint committees and to specify
their functions and composition.

I have given an undertaking, which I now
repeat, that a committee will be established to
advise the Minister on the rationalisation of
laboratory services. The committee will include
two nominees of' the Australian Medical
Association to present the views of private
laboratory interests. The committee will report on
the rationalisation of laboratory services
generally. It will & asked to examine existing
arrangements and any proposed expansion or
development.

By this machinery the Minister will be
informed of all points of view. He will be
informed of the ability of the private sector to
provide a service, thereby saving expenditure of
public funds.

The principal pressure for legislation to
recognise the laboratories lies in the
Commonwealth-State arrangements for the
provision of health services, and the conditions as
to payment for services. Fees to be fixed under the
regulations will generally follow the scale which
has been negotiated between the Commonwealth
and the State.

Clause 31: When the Health Act was
introduced in 1911 it was commonly accepted
that most infectious diseases could be traced to
bad drains, household garbage, and similar
insanitary conditions. Whilst this may still be
valid in some circumstances, the greater
understanding of many diseases forces us to adopt
a broader and more positive approach.

For many years local authorities were required
to provide hospitals for the treatment of infectious
patients and to meet part of the cost of treatment.
This was a penalty for their assumed neglect of
sanitation. Today most infections can be treated
in a general hospital, provided special safeguards
are observed.

Since local authorities have been relieved of
direct financial responsibility for hospitalisation,
sections 316A to 3230 of the Health Act have no
application. The clause proposes that they be
repealed.

Clause 32 seeks to grant power to local
authorities to undertake activity and provide
funds to assist in the provision of health services.
The clause first refers to the support of those
community health services which the Minister is
authorised to establish.

A local authority will not be empowered to
operate these services in its own right.
Nevertheless, there are many practical ways in
which local authorities may assist. The securing
of land is an area where many local authorities
can readily give help. Some may be prepared to
offer a financial contribution. Development work
such as roads, parking facilities, and maintenance
are other likely forms of assistance.

Already several local authorities have given
such help, but there is doubt as to the extent of
their powers. The amendment would establish the
position beyond challenge.

The second point to be mentioned is the
proposed power to provide premises from which
private doctors and dentists may conduct a
practice, and the provision of living
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accommodation for them. For many years it has
been believed that local authorities had this
power. Numbers of country shires have provided
these facilities in past years.

It is now revealed that there is a lack of
statutiy power for such undertakings.' The
amendment would put the question beyond doubt.
It should be noted that the powers proposed would
be exercised at the discretion of local authorities.
There would be no compulsion.

In 1960 this Parliament took the somewhat
adventurous step of legislating to create an expert
statutory committee to study the causes of
mortality associated with childbirth. It is very
satisfying to note that, whereas in the five years
preceding the formation of the Maternal
Mortality Committee there were 41 recorded
maternal deaths, in the first five years after the
committee was formed the number had dropped
to 25. In the five-year period 1972-1976, the
number had dropped to 15, despite increased
population. These figures probably reflect a
number of factors, but it is surely not
unreasonable to claim that this was a valuable
piece of legislation, and to note the fact that
knowledge of the management of possible hazards
associated with childbirth has been increased with
substantial benefit. This Bill now presents a
similar proposal in relation to perinatal and infant
deaths.

In the five-year period 1972-1976 a total of
2 351 stillbirths and neonatal deaths were
recorded. It cannot be expected that all or even a
substantial percentage of these deaths were
preventable. Nevertheless, expert medical opinion
has expressed the view that a significant number
of lives could be saved in the future if a parallel
approach to the investigation of maternal
mortality is adopted.

Clause 33 proposes that all deaths from 28
weeks gestation to one year of aje should be
reported to the Commissioner of Public Health.
The commissioner would exclude those cases
where death was obviously not preventable by
medical intervention. This would include, for
example, death resulting froMi a traffic accident.
Other deaths would be investigated by an expert.

Bearing in mind that the investigation is aimed
solely at increasing our knowledge of medical
science, all details recorded would be confidential
to the purposes of the inquiry, and the identity of
the deceased infant would be Suppressed. This
would in no way interfere with the duties and
powers of the Coroner. The investigator would
report direct to the chairman of the committee.

Clause 34 proposes the insertion of a new part
(33)

XIIIB in the Health Act. It provides for the
appointment of 10 persons, each having expert
knowledge of some area of interest to the purposes
of the committee. The organisations to be
represented are specified in the proposed section
340 AB(3). Deputies would be appointed to act in
the absence of a member.

Machinery is created to call for nominations,
make appointments, and fill vacancies. Members
of the committee and investigators will be
remunerated at rates to be determined by the
Minister. The Bill provides that knowledge gained
as a result of investigations may be passed on to
the medical profession, but anonymity and the
right to privacy are preserved.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Harman.
BILlS (4 RETURNED

I . The Fremantle Gas and Coke
Company's Act Amendment Bill.

2. Inventions Act Amendment Bill.
3. Cemeteries Act Amendment Bill.
4. Local Government Grants Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

ROAD MAINTENANCE (CONTRIBUTION)
ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr O'Connor (Minister for Works), read a
first time.

Second Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

second reading.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for
Works) [5.39 p.mn.j: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The avoidance of road maintenance Charges has
been a continuing source of concern to the States
and this Bill is designed to overcome a loophole in
the law which has enabled some road transport
operators to evade those charges.

One of the more successful ways of avoidance
which has been commonly used in the Eastern
States over the past few years is the establishment
by transport operators of what are commonly
known as straw companies. These straw
companies are set up with only a nominal capital
and are incorporated in another State.

Since their directors are resident outside the
State of incorporation and the capital investment
is minimal, the States are encountering
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considerable administrative and legal problems in
collecting road maintenance charges from them.
Furthermore, genuine road operators, whether
they be large companies or owner-drivers, have
had difficulty in tendering or quoting for business
against competitors who are using the straw
company loophole, for often the profit in a job
amounts to little more than the road maintenance
charge.

While for the most part Western Australia has
been unaffected by this method of avoidance,
since the sealing of the Eyre Highway it is
beginning to develop as an increasing problem for
the Transport Commission.

As a consequence, a conference of senior
transport administrators and legal officers of the
various State Governments and the
Commonwealth has examined methods of
resolving the problem. The outcome of that
conference was a recommendation that each
Government enact legislation to the effect that a
director of a company incorporated in a particular
State is liable for breaches by that company of
corresponding legislation in other States.

It was recognised that the effectiveness of this
legislation would depend on all States and the
Territories of the Commonwealth adopting it. In
response to this recommendation, uniform draft
legislation has been prepared. Subsequently, after
consideration by the Australian Transport
Advisory Council, the State Governments of
Queensland, New South Wales, Victoria, and
Western Australia have agreed to introduce a Dill
into their respective Parliaments as soon as
possible.

It is understood that when these States have
enacted the legislation the Commonwealth and
Tasmania will follow suit. South Australia has
been reluctant to agree to the legislation although
the South Australian Minister for Transport at
the Australian Transport Advisory Council
meeting agreed, to refer the matter back to his
Crown Solicitor.

This Bill now before the House seeks to add a
further part to the Act under the heading
"Reciprocal Enforcement Against Directors Of
Bodies Corporate". It will authorise the Governor
to Proclaim any State or Territory of the
Commonwealth with similar legislation to be a
reciprocating State or Territory, and Courts of
Summary Jurisdiction within those States to be
reciprocating courts.

In addition the Sill contains the machinery for
Western Australian courts to make orders for
payment of fines on the directors of companies
incorporated in this State for breaches by those

companies of corresponding legislation in other
States.

A third schedule nominating the particular
road maintenance Act or its equivalent in other
States to which this amendment will apply is also
included.

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

TOWN PUANNING AND

DEVELOPMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale--Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning) [5.43 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Part V of the Town Planning and Development
Act was amended in 1976 to provide for the
replacement of the Town Planning Court by the
Town Planning Appeal Tribunal. However, in
preliminary discussions concerning the setting up
and operation of the tribunal, the necessity for
several minor amendments to the legislation has
become apparent in order to enable more
satisfactory working arrangements.

The first necessary modification concerns the
power to make temporary appointments to the
tribunal in a case where, for example, the
chairman or any other member finds it necessary
to disqualify himself from sitting on a particular
appeal. The power contained in section 42(8)
appears too limited to be used in the
circumstances mentioned, and it is now envisaged
that the Minister will be able to appoint another
eligible person to act in his stead.

The second amendment concerns the
procedures to be followed by the tribunal. The
chairman suggested it would be a more workable
arrangement if the tribunal had power to make its
own rules regulating its detailed procedures and
to prescribe its own forms. I see no objection to
this procedure in lieu of making regulations as
presently required by section 55.

The third matter relates to section 5AA of the
Act in which the board is empowered to prepare a
statement of planning policy. Advice from the
Crown Law Department indicates that, in
practice, the provision is unworkable for various
reasons.

Firstly. as the provisions of the Act presently
stand, the board may make one only statement of
planning policy for any Portion of the State,
whereas it is obviously necessary that it should be
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able to make more than one statement to apply to
a portion of the State.

The changing character of communities and
development throughout the State and the
complex nature of matters that may be dealt with
in policy statements make it impossible in respect
of each area to produce a comprehensive policy
statement. On some issues, policies could apply
uniformly throughout the State, although this is
difficult to visualise. The range of policy matters
is very great and it is not difficult to see that a
policy concerning subdivision in the metropolitan
region would not necessarily apply, in other parts
of the State.

Secondly, the provisions presently refer only to
the Town Planning Board, whereas the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority which
has differing statutory responsibilities from the
Town Planning Board, may wish to present
policies relating to matters concerning its own
jurisdiction.

In each case, the body desiring to issue
planning policy statements must follow the same
procedure; that is, firstly to obtain the consent of
the Minister, secondly to consult the local
authorities concerned, and finally to obtain the
Governor's approval.

Thirdly, the present provisions are silent on the
question of amendment or variation of a
statement once made. As policies are likely to
change from time to time, the proposed
amendment seeks to make provision for changes.

In general, I expect policy statements to be
simple and direct and to relate to a particular
planning issue whether in respect of a form of
development or development generally within an
area having special features, whether they be
topographical, environmental or economic.

I believe the proposed amendments are
necessary and desirable for the better
administration of the legislation as presently
enacted.

[ commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Taylor.

ALUMINA REFINERY (WAGERUP)

AGREEMENT AND ACE'S AMENDMENT
BILL

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mr Mensaros (Minister for Industrial
Development) in charge of the Dill.

Point of Order

Mir H. D. EVANS: Mr Chairman, I seek
clarification on two procedural points. Firstly, the
schedule contained in the Bill as from page 6
comprises a number of pages. Do you intend to
take each of the clauses of the schedule sodiatimn
or to deal with the schedule as a whole?

The CHAIRMAN: I intend to deal with the
schedule as a whole.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The second point is that as
clauses 18 to 20 of the schedule refer to
amendments to a previous agreement, which
agreement would have been contained in a
schedule, will you allow debate and possible
action of any kind in regard to those clauses?

The CHAIRMAN: I will treat the schedule as
though it is a single clause of the Bill.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Thank you for your
courtesy, Sir.

Committee Resumed

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Ratification of the Agreement-
Mr H. D. EVANS: I move an amendment-

Page 2, line 5-Add after the word
".ratified" the passage, "subject to the
receival of and approval by the Legislative
Assembly of the ERMP being compiled by
Alcoa Ltd., the report of the Stanford
Institute, the report of the Environmental
Protection Authority on System 6 and the
updated report of the Hunt Steering
Committee."

[interruption from the gallery.]
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I would like to

advise members of the gallery that it is a long-
standing practice in this and other Parliaments of
the Westminster tradition, that members of the
gallery may not take any action or become
involved in the debate in any way. Even a person
who makes what you might think is a very
reasonable comment of, "IHear, hear!" is acting
totally against our tradition. You understand that
the debate must be free from pressures of any
sort; that is the British system.

Therefore, I urge you to comply with the rules
of our Chamber and not to make any comment;
then you will be free to remain during the whole
of the debate. If you take any Other Course I Will
be obliged to take action which might lead to the
gallery being emptied.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: I would like firstly to refer
to several of the utterances of the Premier and the
Minister for Industrial Development when this
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matter was previously debated. I will contain
myself to issues in the Bill as it was presented to
this Chamber, and also to the relevant remarks
made by the Minister and the Premier when
replying to the debate. Their comments were as
poor as I have ever heard.

Both the Premier and the Minister raised the
same several points, and ignored essential issues.
They did not get down to personal vilification as
is usually their wont; however, they certainly
evaded the important and crucial aspects about
which we should have debate not only in this
Chamber but also within the community.

The first point is that they were almost scornful
of the Opposition for moving for the appointment
of an Honorary Royal Commission. However, let
us consider the facts of the situation honestly and
squarely. What alternatives do Oppositions have
in matters such as this? A Royal Commission
would require some expense by the Crown. This
would involve a Message from the Governor, and
there would be faint hope of obtaining such a
Message. In the past, in connection with other
matters-and particularly in respect of meat
marketing-I have endeavoured to obtain a
Message from the Governor and the refusal was
adamant. Therefore, an Opposition could hardly
expect to obtain a Royal Commission.

It would be pointless fur the Opposition to
move for a Select Committee which would have to
report back to the Parliament before the end of
the session; it would be required to be made an
Honorary Royal Commission if the Government
were so disposed. That is the reason we moved for
the appointment of an Honorary Royal
Commission. We had little alternative;, and it is
most noticeable that the Government produced no
alternative to our proposition, although it did
have the opportunity. The Opposition can hardly
be expected to stand by and see things bulldozed
in this Chamber as well as out on the Darling
Scarp without prior inquiry.

The second point which I think should be
placed on the record in its true and accurate form
concerns the actions taken by the Tonkin
Government at the time of the amendment to the
Alcoa alumina agreement. The point made by the
Minister and echoed by the Premier was that the
approach of the Tonkin Government to
environmental studies was open to suspicion. They
made play of the fact that Pinjarra went ahead
but Amax on the Mitchell Plateau did not. They
were careful not to mention that in the first place
the Tonkin Government showed a most
responsible attitude to environmental matters,
firstly by amending the Environmental Protection
Act to give it a few teeth, which it totally lacked;

and then by not allowing the Pacminex venture to
proceed when it was shown that it was not in the
best environmental interests of Western Australia.

Mr Mensaros: Are you giving reasons for Your
amendment?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I am merely clarifying a
few distortions which the Minister presented, to
ensure the record is clear.

Mr Mensaros: You are not speaking to the
amendment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I am demonstrating that
environmental problems are being ignored.

Sir Charles Court: What you have said so far
has nothing to do with the amendment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It has a lot to do with the
relevance of the debate last week, The Premier
and the Minister made a great issue of this.

Sir Charles Court: You are speaking to the
clause now, and you have moved an amnendment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: It is all right for the
Premier to make any sort of comment he wishes
to make; I am correcting the situation and putting
it into its proper perspective. What he said forms
part of the debate and part of the Ha nsard record.
We are talking about the ratification of an
agreement, and the debate which transpired
previously.

Sir Charles Court: No, we are not; you have
moved an amendment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Does not the Premier like
seeing distortions corrected?

Sir Charles Court: I want to hear the story
behind your amendment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Premier will. I would
like to mention also the difference between the
state of the industry at the time Amex did not
proceed, and the situation which pertains now.
The industry now is entering a buoyant period,
but previously it was in a totally depressed
situation. The then Opposition would have made
great play of that had the Tonkin Government not
proceeded in the manner it did.

I draw attention also to the fact that the
present Government must have agreed with the
action of the Tonkin Government in amending the
Pinjarra agreement. Not only has it agreed to
that, but it is now doubling the capacity of that
refinery-it has gone to that extent.

The alarming feature, and the reason there
should be some delay in proceeding with the
ratification of this agreement, is obvious to
anybody who has listened to the debate. However,
it was summed up in a letter written by the
Chairman of the Western Australian Division of
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the Institute of Foresters to the Editor of The
West Australian, a copy of which has been made
available to each of the parties. Not only should
this letter be incorporated in Hansard, but it
should be placed above the mantlepiece of every
member of this Chamber. There can be no
denying the authority of the Institute of Foresters;
they are professional men who are trained in
matters of forestry. They wrote as follows-

Dear Sir,
Last month in the debate on bauxite

mining in the jarrab forest the public
was assured that:

"When the details are announced it
will be seen that all the interests of the
people of this State have been
safeguarded. Parliament and the people
will then have ample time to comment
on what is proposed." (Sir Charles
Court, letters 11 /3/78).

When and how will the people have an
opportunity to comment once this agreement is
ratified and the Dill is passed? There will then be
little opportunity for public debate. The Premier
has indicated that the environmental review and
management programmes in respect of Alcoa and
Aiwest will be made public. What does that mean
in terms of public involvement? If the track
record of this Government is anything to go by,
the opportunities will be very few indeed.

Sir Charles Court: Aren't you reflecting upon
the EPA?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Government has not
even waited for the EPA. It has not even
mentioned the System 6 report which will never
see the light of day. The Premier is not even
prepared to wait, but would rather push through
the legislation and the agreement. However, I
wish to complete the record with regard to this
letter because it sums up the essence of the
situation before us. To continue-

Last December we learnt that Alcoa was
preparing an environmental statement in
connection with the Wagerup refinery
proposals and that the statement would be
made public.

The Western Australian division of the
Institute of Foresters has refrained from
entering the recent debate until now in the
belief that after 15 years of bauxite mining
there would at last be a comprehensive
statement and an assessment of the effect of
mining on the Jarrah forest ecosystem. This,
we hoped, would provide a rational basis for
further discussion before decisions on
expansion would be made.

The announcement in The West
Australian on 19 April, that legislation to
provide for new refineries at Wagerup and
Alwest would be introduced into Parliament
before comprehensive environmental review
and management plans (ERMP) were
available, was viewed with dismay. There
could now be as little as one week for
parliament and the public to consider this
important issue. And then it will be in the
absence of sufficient information, in the form
of ERMP's, on which to base rational
decisions.

This is what we are talking about-the speed with
which this Bill has been brought on and the
absence of that material which is essential to a
thorough and intelligent debate in the Legislative
Assembly of Western Australia. To continue-

These issues are complex as indicated by
the fact that the company has not been able
to provide an ERMP in the extended period
between announcement of the Wagerup
refinery proposal last year and the
presentation of the bill in Parliament.

The concluding paragraph is succinct and reads-
We consider that it is essential that the

public and those who will vote in Parliament
on this Bill, be given at least 3 months to
consider the issues involved, after the
publication of the relevant ERM P's.

That is signed by the Chairman of the Institute of
Foresters of Australia, Western Australian
Division, and sums up most eloquently the reason
that this management plan should be concluded.

The time afforded to members of this Chamber
on this matter is totally inadequate. The size of
the operation is to be doubled, as will be the
problems. They will be more than doubled
because the spread of phytaphthora cinnamomi
will be increased not by an equal amount but by
three times. While the capacity of the industry is
being increased the problems will more than
double and the time available for research, not
only on the western side of the Darling Scarp but
also on the eastern side, will be more than halved.
Then the final decision will have to be taken at a
timre in the future which the Minister cannot give
us with any exactitude. He has made conflicting
statements on this matter and that is indicative of
the need for the full details and the completed
reports before this Parliament tries to debate the
matter.

Mr MENSAROS: The amendment moved by
the member for Warren does not express anything
which was not said during the second reading
debate, and again is just a measure to try to delay
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the Bill. However, as I do with everything, I
should like to treat it seriously. If this amendment
were accepted by the Committee the member for
Warren would achieve entirely unprecedented
procedures. In fact he has implied that he is not
happy with the Environmental Protection Act
about which be expressed some commendation
and which his previous Premier (Mr J. T. Tonkin)
brought down in this place, because the
Environmental Protection Act, which has teeth,
strictly provides the method by which the
statements required by this legislation should be
handled, who makes the recommendation, and
who makes the decision. The member would be
more correct if he were to introduce a Dill to
amend the Environmental Protection Act to
provide that the decision on the recommendation
of the EPA shall be made not by the Government
but by Parliament. I do not think we should go
into the merits or demerits of whether the
functions of the Legislature and the
Administration should or should not be separated
to some extent as they are today, because we
would then get into fairly deep constitutional
waters.

If the member's amendment were accepted the
practice of Governments-including Governments
of his political colour in the past-would be
changed because the studies which he enumerated
in his amendment and which he says ought to be
subject to receivall and approval by Parliament
were initiated not by Parliament but by the
Executive, and were initiated not with the aim of
Parliament expressing a view about them but as a
guide to the Administration in its handling of the
matter. Exactly the same applies to the one study
which was initiated by the present Opposition
when it was in Government-the Hunt report.

I apologise for speaking to the amendment and
the reasons against it, whereas the member for
Warren did not bring up a single reason for the
amendment but spoke about something else.
However, another reason against the amendment
is that some of these studies are ongoing, which
they should be. That was their purpose. But it is
the contention of the Opposition that we cannot
establish immediately the wrong, right, or
indifferent effects of mining in a certain area on
salination, dieback disease, or reafforestation. At
least the Opposition contended that we cannot
establish that today. If this is true-and I agree to
some extent-these studies have to be ongoing.
The longer they last the more we will learn. There
might come a. time when they can say, "in our
view we have now resolved the question as
precisely as it is humanly possible." But because
these experiments are fairly involved with soil

evaluation, various weather patterns, and so on,
they need to be long studies.

Mr H. D. Evans: Why do you deny the
opportunity for the knowledge and information
that these studies will provide?

Mr MENSAROS: I do not deny that; it will be
available. But I recommend the Committee to
deny that delay for delay's sake should take place
with regard to this matter because all this
information will be available in time.

I do not wish to spend time on the formality of
whether this amendment makes any sense,
because what does it mean when it says that the
Legislative Assembly should receive and approve
a report by the Stanford Institute or System 6?
We cannot approve the ERMP without discussing
in great detail whether it should or should not be
amended.

In the second reading debate the member for
Warren asked why the company prepares the
ERMP. I dealt with that question, as I dealt with
all the questions, briefly but effectively. I
explained to him that the company does this
because it knows the way it wants to go ahead
with the mining operation without hurting the
environment. If the Environmental Protection
Authority or anyone else, including other
departments, have ideas which would better serve
the environmental requirements, as with all
proposals within the framework of agreements
between the State and a company, they can
suggest changes.

As I read the amendment, simple approval by
the Chamber would not make a great deal of
sense because some people might interpret that as
being a question of whether one approves of the
colour or the size of the document. If the member
had said that the approval should relate to the
recommendation, that would have made more
sense.

If anyone compares the speech of the member
for Warren with the replies by the Premier and
myself, it will be seen that we replied to
everything he mentioned. So, one reason it is
impossible for this Committee to accept this
amendment is that he did not give reasons for it
and that he alleged that we failed on crucial
issues without saying what the crucial issues were.
He said that he could not move for a Royal
Commission because that would require a
Message from the Governor, and that Amax did
or did not do a deal with Alcoa at the time the
Labor Party amended the agreement. In my
humble view those matters have nothing to do
with the amendment presently before the Chair.
So, I urge the Committee to reject it.
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Sitting suspended from 6.13 to 7.30 p.m.
Mr BRYCE: Prior to the tea suspension the

Minister had obviously closed his mind to the
logic contained in the proposition put to the
Committee by the member for Warren. He
suggested to us that there were no compelling
arguments to justify the inclusion of this
amendment in the Bill. I should like to remind
members of the Committee that the proposition
we are looking at in the Bill is the suggestion that
"the agreement be hereby ratified". The member
for Warren has moved an amendment to add after
those words "subject to the receival of and
approval by the Legislative Assembly of the
ERMP being compiled by Alcoa Limited, the
report of the Stanford Institute, the report of the
Environmental Protection Authority on System 6
and the updated report of the Hunt Steering
Committee".

There are some very compelling reasons that we
ought to delay this particular measure until all of
those reports have been presented. Might I
suggest one of the most compelling reasons relates
to the time element. All of the reports which have
been referred to should be to hand and available
to this Parliament during 1978.

It is not as though the Minister can accuse the
Opposition or any other interested group of
concerned citizens of wanting this information
because it is likely to imperil the project and will
involve undue delay. I have made a number of
inquiries.

Mr Mensaros: Would you like the Hunt
Steering Committee to discontinue its
deliberations after 1978?

Mr BRYCE: I should not like that at all. I
simply do not accept that thread of the Minister's
logic. He is suggesting that because we argue now
is the time to delay for a matter of months
pending the receipt of these four reports, that we
do not want the organisations responsible for
those reports to continue their ongoing research
into matters of concern regarding these industries.
Of course we do.

The Hunt Steering Committee is a fine
example. We certainly would not want the
Environmental Protection Authority to pack up
and disappear into the night. There has never
been any suggestion from this side of the
Chamber that such a situation should occur.

I should like to concentrate some thoughts for a
few minutes, for the benefit of the Committee, on
the importance of receiving the details of the
System 6 report in this Chamber. Members will
recall that the Western Australian Environmental
Protection Authority was established in 1972. At

the outset one of the basic responsibilities
accepted by that organisatLion was to look at
Western Australia to decide on recommendations
for the establishment of those parts of our State
that ought to be set aside for subsequent
generations. The study was divided into 12 parts
or 12 systems.

We know that 'the Conservation Through
Reserves Commitlee brought down a report in
1974 and dealt with 10 of those 12 systems or
sections of the State. They were sections I to 5, 8
to 11, and 12. Sections or Systems 6 and 7 Were
the two parts of this State which were omitted
from that initial report for very specific and
important reasons, System 7 was omitted because
of its remoteness. It involved the Kimberley.
Work on System 7 has just concluded and I
understand the recommendations have been
conveyed to the Environmental Protection
Authority.

System 6 was omitted also from that first
exercise because it happens to be the most
complex system. It involves the section of our
State from Bunbury to the Moore River,
including the coastal plain and the Darling
Range. It encompasses some of the most complex
arguments concerning the areas of that particular
system which should be set aside and preserved
for future generations. I am advised that at the
present time there are seven different
subcommittees looking at System 6. These
subcommittees have been working on this project
for more than a year, and despite the complexities
of the task I am advised that we can expect the
"Green Book" as it is called, which contains the
recommendations to the EPA, to be ready in a
matter of a few months-August, September, or
October of this year.

It will be available this year, not next year or in
1980 which might well give rise for serious
concern, because the Minister talks about the
viability of this particular project. However, the
Minister knows that that particularly important
report involving the Darling Scarp, the area with
which we are here concerned, is on the verge of
being produced and being made available to us.

The other very important report which has been
referred to, for which the Minister seems to claim
sole responsibility, is the Stanford Institute
Report on Land Use. I sincerely hope that the
Minister will acknowledge that the original
suggestion that Western Australia needed a plan
to manage land use in the Darling Scarp came
from the Whitlamn Government as far back as
1974.

I have a telex which I propose to make
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available subsequently to members. There is
nothing secretive about it.

Mr Mensaros: It would be good if you read the
whole telex.

Mr BRYCE: The telex is in respect of land use.
Mr Mensaros: And the letter to which the telex

was a response.
Mr BRYCE: Might I suggest to the Minister if

he wants to bring up those sorts of arguments or
if he wants to provide the information to the
Committee I would be very pleased to see him do
so. But the point I am making is as far back as
1974 it was argued that this State ought to have a
land use plan particularly in respect of the
Darling Range area.

Up till a few months ago we did not have one.
Absolutely nothing had been done to provide our
State with such a plan. This Government is now
in its fifth year of office and yet it is only a matter
of a few months ago that a brief was given to the
Stanford Institute to look at the question of
providing a management system for land use in
the Darling Scarp area.

I made inquiries today of a very senior civil
servant whose name I would not dare to mention
in case he loses his job, bearing in mind situations
which have transpired in this State in recent
times. He indicated to me it is reasonable to
assume the Stanford Institute report will be
received in 1978. If the final document is not
received, at least a draft document will be
available.

In addition to those two reports, as I have
already indicated the updated report of the Hunt
Steering Committee which looks at the question
of water supply, and also the environmental
management programme from Alcoa which the
Environmental Protection Authority does not
have at this stage, should be looked at. It might
be sufficient for the Premier when he is on the
hustings to say to the people of Western
Australia, 'We are concerned about open
Government. We will take the process of
government to the people. We will open up the
institutions of government. We will welcome
inquiries. We will welcome the people." However,
when the Premier is in office, as we saw him in
this Chamber only a few days ago, he says,
"What the State needs is firm government. Let
the people speak once every three years."

Members will recall that is precisely what the
Premier said. He said, "Let us get on with doing
the job and if they do not approve of the job we
do then let them speak in three years' time."

Sir Charles Court: I said that Governments
should govern.

Mr BRYCE: Might I suggest that the
Premier's era is rapidly coming to a close. That
may well be the way things were done in the
1950s and 1960s; but behind the Premier's back,
while he was living his life as Minister for
Industrial Development in the 1950s and the
1960s, a number of Western Australians were
being educated to a degree beyond that which the
previous generations believed possible. The level
of awareness in this State is such that a
considerable number of people now are simply not
prepared to sit back and cop that logic.

One can reasonably assume when the Premier
says to these people at election time, "We
welcome your involvement. We welcome your
inquiries. Come, participate with us in open
government with the big decisions that concern
our State" that he means it. Yet we find when it
comes to a question of legislating on an issue that
is of serious and long-term concern to Western
Australians there are these four reports in respect
of a very important issue, which amongst them
contain a vast amount of relevant information and
which are not available. We can imagine
somebody in the Liberal Party's meeting room
being put back in his seat if he dared to raise any
objection.

The Premier may well ride roughshod over the
back-bench members of the Liberal Party. He
may well ride roughshod over the members of the
National Country Party. But he does not ride
roughshod over members on this side of the
Chamber. We are determined, Mr Chairman,
through you, to support this amendment and to
insist that this is the right and proper course of
action for any Government that makes a pledge to
take the people into its confidence. It is
hypocritical and inconsistent, to say the least,
when an issue of such great importance is before
Parliament to say, "Not only will the people be
denied this knowledge, but also the legislators
who are keenly interested in the substance of
those reports shall be denied the knowledge."

I urge members of the Committee to support
the amendment which has been moved by the
member for Warren, because it is in keeping with
our recognition of the importance of the issue and
the importance we place on the fact that the
general public and members of this Committee
should be well informed.

Mr JAMIESON: I too support the amendment
moved by the member for Warren. The
Government's desire to proceed with this measure
post-haste indicates a move to prejudge the

1192



[Tuesday, 2nd May, 1978]1'9

decisions of all these well-meaning committees
which have been working very hard for a number
of years in order to present the best possible
recommendations to the people of this State. Of
course, they have all been mentioned before; but I
want to make specific mention of the research
carried out by the Hunt Steering Committee. The
committee was first commissioned in 1973 and it
has been operating since that time. At that time
Mr Hunt and others became concerned about
what was happening and they drew my attention,
when I was Minister for Water Supplies, to the
necessity for such a committee to be formed in
order that it could specifically study the problems
which were developing. As a result of this study
the committee would furnish a report which
would advise the Government on the best possible
use of the area, particularly so far as water
supplies were concerned.

As a matter of fact, on the I1Ith July. 1973, it
was deciding what studies, investigations, and
trials should be undertaken to evaluate the soil
salinity characteristics of the various catchment
areas and to quantify the effect of mining
reafforestation on water resources of the
respective catchments. It was decided that such
study would need to provide objective assessment
at an early date and would be financed possibly
from State funds only.

Of course funds other than from the State have
been pumped into this research because many
other committees have concentrated their efforts
on the problem confronting us. The Government
cannot be taking much heart from the fact that
the public have become considerably interested in
this matter, probably because of the activities of
various groups-such as the Campaign to Save
Native Forests-and other environmental people.
All these groups are very important in our
community, despite the fact that they may have a
nauseating effect on the Government.

Possibly when the first bauxite mining
legislation passed through this Chamber these
groups were not in existence. Certainly six years
ago they were not very active. However, over the
past few years people throughout the world have
gained a greater appreciation of the necessity to
live with the environment and not against it. It
was probably Rachael Carsen with her novel
Silent Spring who made the people of the western
world very much aware of the environment and
the irrevocable destructive effect of their actions
on nature.

The committees, often named in the course of
the debate, are all aimed at tailoring their efforts
towards emphasising the necessity for the best use
to be made of the environment to the advantage

of the people of Western Australia. I am sure that
people would not sit in the gallery for hours on
end in order to kill the incentive of Western
Australia to progress, but this would be the
impression the Premier or the Minister might be
inclined to give. The people are genuinely
concerned about the environment.

Mr Sibson: Are you genuinely worried?
Mr JAMIESON: Yes. It was I who first

introduced the subject in this Chamber.
Mr Sibson: That was what I was referring to.
Mr JAMIESON: I do not think the member

for Bunbury would be able to recall the occasion
because he still would have been having his
napkins changed at that time!

Mr Sibson: I worked in that country long
before you came on the scene!

Mr JAM IESON: Yes, daddy long legs! After
that he sold some cars.

Mr Laurance: Personal abuse again!
Mr JAMIESON: Tell us the whole story. We

know there are many vessels sailing in and out of
the Port of Dunbury, particularly since it was
enlarged. We all know it is the empty vessels
which make the most sound.

Mr Laurance: Some of us have to work for a
living.

Mr JAMIESON: The member for Gascoyne
never did in his life. That is the difference. I
admit that the member for Bunbury did. He was
obliged to drive trucks, and I think he worked a
little.

Mr Young: Have you ever worked underground
in a mine?

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr Young: The member for Gascoyne was a

bogger in a mine.
Mr JAMIESON: The people of this State are

undoubtedly worried about this matter.
I always become confused when the Press

barons start to war. When a consortium is trying
to promote a bauxite industry and someone is not
in that consortium, one wonders whether a
Martins and Coys vendetta is not being
conducted. However, we must read the Press as it
is printed. To its credit, over the last few months,
The West Australian seems to have been
genuinely concerned about the environmental
problems which can beset us if we are not careful
in our approach to the enlargement of the
activities of the bauxite industry.

Many problems do concern me greatly and I
will be dealing with them in more detail when the
opportunity arises. On this occasion I am
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supporting the amendment. Of course, the
Minister has behaved in his usual pin-pricking
way. I recall that when we were in office he and
his colleagues became very upset when every "i"
was not dotted and every "t' was not crossed.
They would find fault with provisions whether or
not the principle involved was good. That aspect
was not considered. If every "i" was not dotted
and every "t" was not crossed, the provision was
considered to be bad. The Minister has indulged
in this sort of pin-pricking over many years and
we have become accustomed to it.

If all that is worrying the Minister is the
verbiage of the amendment, then we can alter the
verbiage. I can well recall that when I introduced
legislation similar conditions were included much
against my wishes. If I resisted their inclusion in
this Cbamber, they were then included ink another
place, whether or not I liked them, and whether
the subject of the legislation was water
conservation or the Perth railway system.

It is not unusual for a provision such as the one
we propose to be included in legislation. If expert
committees have been appointed, the Government
should wait for their reports. Nothing could be
more upsetting to such expert committees than to
have the Government decide a matter before they
have made their final determination. Many
members of these committees are genuine and
spend hours and hours outside their normal work
curricula in an endeavour to decide how best the
State can be served by its forests, water, and
minerals, all of which are combined in these
bauxite-rich areas. Therefore it is no wonder the
public have reacted and want some form of delay.

Many doubts I had have been allayed by the
members of some of the committees mentioned.
Consequently I have been quite prepared to go
along with several things which I would not have
agreed to had I not heard these people. However,
the general public have not had that advantage.
They have had only the disadvantage of knowing
that various committees are working and will
eventually submit expert reports. It must seem
strange to them that the Parliament is not
prepared to include in the legislation a provision
ensuring that before the final actions are taken to
consolidate the legislation those reports are
considered and approved. If this is not done, the
reports will be worthless. They will, like most
Royal Commission reports, end up in a pigeon-
hole and be forgotten. They represent only
window dressing and do nothing useful for the
community.

These various committees have been appointed
and paid for with a purpose in view and many of
their members have work satisfaction in their

particular vocations. However, they must start to
wonder when a Government goes ahead with a
proposition before they have submitted their
comprehensive and specific reports on the subject
involved. The Government is indicating that it
does not matter what is in the reports or what
recommendations are made because it is putting
the legislation through now. The members of the
committees will have to put up with the position,
despite the fact that they have laboured long and
hard, all to no avail. Therefore, the member for
Warren is justified in moving the amendment to
provide for a delay before the final acceptance of
the legislation.

I do not go along with the contention of the
Premier that the companies need any backing up.
I apply this particularly to Alcoa, because it could
still arrange its consortiums and finance, it is far
better off than some of the other mining
companies, and it could probably get by without
the agreement going through at this time. The
delay would not be long. All the reports should be
available in the near future. When they have been
studied, debated, and evaluated, that would be the
time for a decision to be made. This matter has
been in the hands of these expert people for a
number of months and, in some cases, for a
number of years. I support the amendment.

Mr McPI-ARLIN: I have listened with a great
deal of interest to the debates on the second
reading and also in Committee to date. As one
who has taken a keen interest in the matter of
water salinity in Western Australia, and who has
studied it for some years, I cannot help but
express my concern about the problems associated
with increased salinity, not only in our water
resource areas, but also in other parts of the
State.

Having had the opportunity to study this
matter in some other countries, one is very
concerned indeed about the problems associated
with water salinity. I do not doubt, and I suppose
no-one in this Chamber doubts, the sincerity of
the companies concerned in the mining of bauxite.
The people involved are sincere and dedicated to
the work they do. In fact, they are doing
everything possible to meet the requirements laid
down to protect the environment. However, the
trouble is that the people we consider to be the
most efficient and knowledgeable in this
subject-our scientists-cannot give definite,
conclusive advice about what will happen. All
they say is that they anticipate so-and-so will
occu r.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Mr McPHARLIN: The scientists are honest,
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but they realise that many unknown quantities are
involved. In true scientific tradition, they are most
reluctant to come out and commit themselves
with a firm opinion; and I suppose there is very
good reason for that.

We come back to the point that the problem of
water salinity is a very disturbing one. I have
discussed this matter with members of Alcoa, and
I was informed of the work that company is
undertaking. In my humble opinion, eventually
the result of its work will be effective. We realise
that a vast amount of salts accumulate in the
Darling Range area, and I would like to refer to
the Ecos Report, No. 4, of May, 1975.
Apparently in the western fringe, where the
rainfall averages about 1 200 mm a year, the
saline content is approximately 200 000 kg a
hectare. Then on the eastern side the estimate
rises to about one million kg a hectare. These are
quite significant levels of salinity, and we must be
careful in regard to any action which may
increase the saline content because the flow of
water could then move a considerable amount of
those quantities down into our water catchment
areas.

Work is presently in progress to endeavour to
alleviate the problems, and one of the areas of
concern is the South Dandalup Dam. As well as
contouring, deep-ripping operations are being
carried out. This method purports to stop the
turbidity, the rush of water in large quantities and
the contouring act not only to make deep
penetration easier for the trees being planted, but
also to hold back surface water so that it will
penetrate more deeply into the soil than it
otherwise would. These methods are quite good
and should be effective, and so we can say withi
some assurance that the companies are
endeavouring to do the right thing. However, it
has not yet been proved by the company or by
those undertaking studies that the salinity
problem will not increase.

I was of the Airm belief that there was some
urgency to have these Bills passed and the
proposals in operation by the 30th June. On
checking through the measure, I find that one of
the obligations on the State was that it shall
introduce and sponsor a Bill in the Parliament of
Western Australia, and to ratify this agreement
and endleavour to secure its passage as an Act
prior to the 31st December, 1978; that is, this
year. Further on in the Bill we see, that the
company must submit to the Minister a detailed
environmental review and management
programme by the 30th June. When I read that
provision in the Bill, I wondered at the urgency. I
know the company has obligations, and it wishes

to get on with the proposals; when I discussed the
legislation with the company, I was informed of
the business side of the operation. The company
will expend a great amount of money, and it
wishes to meet a market demand for this product.
Of course, some of this market is a captive
market, but naturally the company would like to
go ahead as quickly as possible. I do not deny that
that is good business management, but on the
other band, I think there ought to be a steadying
up of the processes. I do not see the need for
extreme urgency if we have until the 31st
December to ratify the agreement.

A Government member: Remember 1973!
Mr McPHARLIN: We should give the public

more time to examine the situation and to look at
the reports as they become available. Originally I
was fully in agreement with the idea of getting
the development moving quickly, but having read
the measure, discussed the matter with scientists
and with Alcoa, I believe a little more
consideration would not be a bad thing.

in my opinion the amendment moved by the
member for Warren has a great deal of merit, and
it will satisfy the public of this State to a great
degree. It would be of benefit to the Government
if there were a steadying down of this proposal.
The debate on the legislation ought to be
adjourned until the spring session of Parliament. I
support the amendment.

[Applause from the gallery.]
The CHAIRMAN: I must advise the gallery of

the practices of this Parliament, and the practices
of all Parliaments which follow the Westminster
system. Whilst you may think it is a reasonable
approach to applaud a speech you agree with, the
fact is that in this Parliament and in all similar
Parliaments you are not permitted to do so.
Spectators must sit in the gallery without noise. I
mentioned this to the people in the gallery before
the tea suspension, but I will repeat it again for
the benefit of anyone who has just arrived.

Mr STEPHENS: At about the time of the
opening of this session of Parliament, the Premier,
in his political notes in the Press, stressed the
importance of Parliament. He will be pleased to
know that I agree with him-Parliament should
be a very important institution. Because of that,
decisions which Certainly will affect future
generations should be made by this Parliament
and the responsibility for those decisions should
not be delegated to some other authority, even
though such an authority may be the Cabinet. I
for one do not wish to delegate my authority and
allow Cabinet to make a decision on a matter
which I believe is vitally important to the people
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of Western Australia, and certainly to future
generations.

An Opposition member: Does your leader agree
with you?

Mr STEPHENS: The honourable member
should ask him; I am speaking for Myself.

Mr Davies: You are going well, too!
Mr STEPHENS: I cannot understand the

necessity for the haste shown in presenting this
legislation to Parliament. It is quite clearly set out
that even though the Parliament may ratify the
agreement, no action may take place until the
ERMP is presented to and accepted by the
Cabinet. So there is a delay already.

As my colleague, the member for Mt.
Marshall, has pointed out, the schedule to the Bill
contains a clause stating that the Government will
try to have the agreement ratified by the 31st
December, 1978. So there is quite a considerable
period of time for these various reports to be
presented and considered, not only by the
Parliament, but also by the people of Western
Australia.

We have been told by the Minister that when
the ERMP is presented, the Government will seek
the advice and the opinion of the Environmental
Protection Authority. That is all very well, but it
could well be that the recommendations of the
EPA are at variance with the decision of Cabinet,
and because of the nature of the Public Service
Act, it is unlikely that the public of Western
Australia would be made aware of those
variances. So it is very important that a decision
of this nature should be made by the Parliament.

In my opinion a politic'an should be fairly
consistent in his actions. The other day I voted in
support of a motion to refer this Bill to a Select
Committee, so I do not suppose it will come as a
surprise to anybody to know that I support the
amendment moved by the member for Warren. I
regret that the Government did not see fit to
accept the proposal to refer the Bill to a
parliamentary Select Committee. I did not agree
with the idea of a Royal Commission because in
my opinion the result would not have been as
satisfactory as that achieved by a Selj~t
Committee. I am almost certain the honourable
member was in error when he stated that a Select
Committee of this Parliament would have to
report back to Parliament before we adjourn this
part of the session in a few weeks. My
understanding of Standing Orders is that a Select
Committee would have to report to the
Parliament before we adjourn at the end of the
year. I do not suggest that such an inquiry would
need that period of time.

The appointment of a Select Committee would
enable public involvement as our Standing Orders
now provide for public sessions if desired. The
Select Committee could review the reports still to
be presented, and particularly the ERMP. It
could seek comments from various bodies which
have, by their action, shown interest in this
matter. When the Select Committee reports back
to the Parliament, the whole Parliament would be
involved in the decision-making process. So
although I believe the appointment of a Select
Committee would have been the best approach to
this problem, the amendment moved by the
member for Warren is the second best. It would
give Parliament the opportunity to be involved in
the debate and the consideration of the ERMP. I
have much pleasure in indicating that I intend to
support the amendment.

Mr HERZFELD: I believe it is important for
members to understand the motivation behind the
moving of the amendment by the member for
Warren. I believe this amendment had its genesis
in the events of last Thursday when the
Opposition, either through gross incompetence, or
perhaps as a deliberate ploy-

Point of Order
Mr H. D. EVANS: Mr Chairman, in the first

instance I doubt very much whether the member
for Mundaring is speaking to the amendment and
in the second instance, as this matter is under the
consideration of the Speaker, in view of an action
earlier this evening, I am wondering whether it is
appropriate for it to be brought forward now.

The CHAIRMAN: In regard to the question of
the honourable member speaking to the
amendment, he has only just commenced
speaking. I am certain he will return to and
remain with what is the essence of the
amendment; if he does not, I will advise him
accordingly.

Committee Resumed

Mr Jamieson: He probably has a bucket of dirt
to ti p over somebody; he usually does.

Mr HERZFELD: I believe this matter has
been brought forward today by the Opposition
either because of its great embarrassment about
what happened last Thursday or because it is a
deliberate ploy. It was quite obvious that because
of what happened, there was no opportunity for
members on this side to put their point of view.
Perhaps I have a suspicious mind, but it seemed
to me this could well have been done quite
deliberately.

It was perhaps a coincidence; however, the
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roundsman for the Daily News had some very
pertinent things to say about the Opposition. I
will not quote them because I do not believe 'in
playing the man; I believe in playing the game.

The amendment before the Chair seeks to delay
the passage of this legislation while it is referred
to a committee of investigation. If this principle is
accepted, and if Western Australians accept the
view being expounded by the Opposition, it will
mean that every new venture must await the
solution to every conceivable problem before it
can proceed-whether the problem be real or
imagined. I emphasise the word "imagined",
because I believe a lot of what has been said
during this debate concerns imaginary problems
and "4ifs" .

To justify my contention that these problems
are imaginary, I wish now to refer to the reports
which have been mentioned by members of the
Opposition and which are mentioned specifically
in the amendment. If this attitude of the
Opposition is taken to its logical conclusion, this
State will stagnate and, in fact, regress
economically, socially and in every other way.

Mr Bateman: That has been what has
happened since this Government came into power.

Mr Sibson interjected.
Mr HERZFELD: The member for Bunbury

reminds me that what the Opposition likes mast is
plenty of unemployment.

Mr Bryce: What a source to turn to as an
oracle!

Mr HERZFELD. The Government has been
accused of undue haste. They ask, "What
difference will it make if we do wait two or three
months until these highly technical documents are
available?" They will have to be analysed.

Mr Barnett: You will not be able to read them,
then.

Mr Laurance: He is the only man in the
Chamber qualified to read them.

Mr HERZFELD: They will . have to be the
subject of searching analysis by the experts who
provide the Government with advice. When it is
all said and done, however, when the Government
receives that advice there is only one authority in
this land which can make the decision, and that is
the elected Government. The Government makes
decisions after listening to advice from every
quarter. Unlike some of the lobby groups-I do
not disrespect them for the views they' hold-the
Government must face the electors in due course
and answer for whatever action it has taken.
Therefore, any decision must rest fairly and
squarely with the Government.

The "haste" that has been spoken of just does
not exist. There is an established procedure which
has to be followed, and it has been followed on
this occasion, with appropriate legislation
appearing first before this Chamber and then, if it
is passed, going to the other place before it is
returned here and finally proclaimed.

I wish to refer now to two of the reports,
because they are very relevant to the amendment.
I refer firstly to the report of the Hunt Steering
Committee and to the conclusions which appear
in section III of the report.

Mr H. D. Evans: What date is the report?7

Mr HERZFELD: It is dated May, 1976.
Section III deals with research projects, and I
wish to quote from the results of projects I and 2
which are headed "Development of Predictive
Mathematical Models". I put it to members that
the conclusions regarding the high rainfall areas
are so strong that it would need to be a complete
reversal if, on reviewing its activity since then, the
committee were to turn around and come up with
an entirely different recommendation. The
conclusions stated are as follows-

1. Bauxite mining in high rainfall areas
such as Jarrabdale and Dell Park will
have a negligible-

I emphasise the word "negligible". The report
continues-

--effect on salinity of local streams,-
The word "local" is underlined. The report
continues-

-and consequently effects on major
catchments will be minimal.

That is what the Hunt Steering Committee of
experts concluded after the hundreds of hours of
research to which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition referred, but members opposite could
not read that simple statement..

Mr Laurance: They missed that bit.
Mr HJERZFELD: They did not want to read it.

I have to be fair because the second conclusion
goes on to talk about effects of mining on
intermediate rainfall areas. The report states-

2. In the intermediate rainfall areas, such
as Yarragil and Chalk, measurable
increases in the salinity of local streams
are predicted.

The word "local" is underlined. The report
continues-

But the question of whether the
concentrations of salts which develop are
tolerable for the whole of a major
catchment-
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The word "major"~ is underlined. The report
continues-

-is more complex, and will be affected
by the total land use pattern within it.

We have heard from the Minister for Industria
Development and the Premier that, over the next
20 years or thereabouts, mining is to be carried
out in the high rainfall areas.

Mr H. D. Evans: It is 10 to IS years.
Mr HERZFELD: Even if it is 10 or 15 years, I

would suggest to members opposite that if they
looked at what the mining companies had
achieved in the way of research since they
commenced mining in 1963, there is great hope
that every problem envisaged by the Opposition
will be solved within that period. I have every
confidence the problems will be resolved. The
money the companies are spending in this area
and the quality of research they are carrying out
undoubtedly will result in a solution to the
problems.

Even if they do not solve the problems, the
barriers to further mining will still exist because
they are written into the agreement which now is
before the Chair. That is the honest situation as
assessed in one of the reports the Opposition
wants to wait for. If members opposite suggest the
Hunt committee will change its conclusions after
the categoric statement by their experts-people
who are concerned about people-they really are
dreamers.

The other point which has become quite
obvious during the debate is the apparent lack of
understanding by the Opposition of what the
Stanford Research Institute is all about. It would
be relevant for me to quote the terms of reference
of that body, because they really have no bearing
on mining; rather, they have bearing on the
machinery and organisational capacity of the
State to deal with land use conflicts. The terms of
reference are as follows-

With a view to assisting the Government of
Western Australia in its consideration of the
future use of land in the Darling Range
which is likely to be affected by bauxite
mining, Stanford Research Institute is
requested to:
1. Examine existing Government

procedures for planning for multiple use
of land within the Darling Range;

2. Review existing and potential conflict
between different land uses;

3. Recommend appropriate machinery to
develop an optimum land use planning
system for the area.

"Machinery" means organisational
capability; evaluation and reporting
procedures; staff and budget; and how
existing talents of State and local personnel,
including University, CSIRO and local
consultants, might best be utilised.

What does that have to do 'ith the mining of
bauxite, and with holding up an agreement?
What the Opposition puts forward is absolute
nonsense, and is misleading to the people of
Western Australia. It is utter nonsense to suggest
at this time that, despite all the restraints which
have been built into this legislation by a very
responsible and concerned Government, we should
reach a point where we must stop everything and
put development into neutral.

I am convinced all the necessary safeguards
have been built into the agreement and there is no
possible cause for concern about mining
operations over the next 15 to 20 years. The
activities of Alcoa and, subsequently, of Alwest,
will be to the benefit of the people of Western
Australia, because they will result in an improved
standard of living and additional employment.

Mr B. T. BURKE: It was with mild surprise
the Opposition saw the back stalls suddenly
plunge to the front line of Government defence.

Mr Grayden: Why do you not give your notes
to Hansard?

Mr B. T. BURKE: It was sufficient for us to
hear that the member for Mundaring was
convinced all the problems would be overcome by
the mining companies to make us all want to look
at this proposal another 10 or 12 times. If he
should be convinced of anything, that is good
reason to consider it more than once.

Mr Grayden: Stop making your speech to the
Press;, give your notes to Hansard.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I inform the Minister for
Labour and Industry that the purpose of my
speech is not to give it to the Press but to give it to
the Minister.

We heard the member for Mundaring talk
about the Opposition bringing development to a
standstill. He said if our proposal were accepted
now it would result in every new project in the
future being halted, and that the Opposition
would claim undue haste was being adopted with
regard to every new project put forward by the
Government.

Of course, that is not so. We are talking about
a specific project that threatens-at least in the
minds of some people-to destroy one of the most
valuable natural assets this State possesses. If the
member for Mundaring and some of his
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Government colleagues, wish to discount the
opinion of experts on this matter let them say so
quite clearly, and they can proceed with a clear
conscience to do things many people have warned

'them against.
Mr Laurance: What about jobs?
Mr B. T. BURKE: I wilt talk about jobs in a

moment. We heard the member for Mundaring
talk blithely about the "experts" solving all the
problems in the next 15 to 20 years.

What happens if the experts do not solve the
problems? He will be left with a ravaged forest.
The member for Mundaring is so confident in
saying that the experts will solve the problem in
the years before the company proceeds into the
eastern escarpment, but that again begs the
question, "What happens if it does not solve the
problem?"

Mr Bryce: Will the Premier close the refinery?
Sir Charles Court: Tell the public the facts.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Let us talk about

responsibility; about the responsibility of a
Government that will tell companies to proceed to
invest millions of dollars and then tell them in
mid-stream, during the middle of production, that
they may be forced to pull out and cut production.
The Opposition is simply saying, "Let us wait
until December."

Sir Charles Court: Twenty years.
Mr Herzfeld: Why not read the Act?
Mr B. T. BURKE: If Government members

would co-ordinate their interjections, I would deal
with them one at a time, but the only thing I will
not deal with are interjections from the Minister
for Labour and Industry, as they defy
understanding.

Mr Grayden: I am offering to read the speech
for you.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Either the Mini ster is
offering to read the speech, or offering to take me
outside.

Mr Grayden: Save yourself the trouble and
hand your speech to the Hansard reporter.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr B. T. BURKE: if I were to hand the speech
to the Hansard reporter the electorate would miss
out once again on seeing just how good the
Minister is with his interjections.

Mr Grayden: You gave your speech to The
West Australian about an hour and a half ago.

Point of Order
Mr BATEMAN: Mr Chairman, do we have to

sit here tonight and put up with the Minister for

Labour and Industry making inane interjections
and trying to interrupt the member whilst he is
making his speech? I am not reflecting on you,
Mr Chairman, but surely-

Mr Grayden interjected.
Mr BATEMAN: Here we go again; the

Minister will not shut up. Mr Chairman, surely
you have the right to shut the Minister up?

The CHAIRMAN: There is no point of order.
I am very much aware of the point the member
has made, and I spoke to the Minister just a
moment or two ago.

Committee Resumed
Mr B. T. BURKE: I suppose that The West

Australian will again sandwich the Minister
between Footrot Flats and Basil, and then we will
have the true position to which the Minister
should be assigned. We on the Opposition benches
cannot accept the confidence with which the
member for Mundaring says the experts will solve
the problem in 15 or 20 years' time. We prefer to
say, "Less haste, more speed. Let us approach the
problem in a balanced fashion and wait until the
reports are to hand." Good God, it was the
member for Mundaring's Government that
commissioned these reports. The areas were
considered important enough to be inquired into
by the Government which now is saying it will not
wait for the results.

The fundamental proposition of the Opposition
is that any responsible Government which sees the
need to commission reports on the effect of
mining on the environment because of a major
mining, operation or because of its expansion, has
a responsibility to wait until those reports are
finalised and the results are known before
authorising the operation or expansion.

The Government has been irresponsible, firstly,
by denying the need for reports and proceeding
without their results and, secondly, by saying to
the company it has the security to proceed with
the amalgamation of the financial arrangements
that it needs so as to enable its operation to
expand while simultaneously placing it under the
threat-if the Government is sincere-of having
that financial or mining operation brought to a
halt when the results of the studies are known.

The only other answer is that this Government,
when the results of these studies are known,
intends to take no notice of them should they
prove to be adverse.

Mr Herzfeld interjected.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I do not have much time to

make my contribution. I did not interject on the
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member for Mundaring and I have given him a
fair go, so he should be quiet. I suspect this
Government intends to take no notice of the
results of any environmental surveys and if it does
then it is irresponsible in proceeding now to make
decisions about things that can only be made
properly when the results of the surveys are
known.

We also heard about the member for
Mundaring and his bravado in facing lobby
groups at the next election. I for one do not have
any fear of the electorate on this matter, nor do
my colleagues. We do not fear the electorate's
judgment when we are talking of one of the
State's greatest assets; when we are talking about
a delay of a few months to make sure that any
decision is a correct one and that adequate
consideration is given to the protection of our
environment, We do not fear the electorate;
rather it is the member for Mundaring we fear for
he will proceed with the confidence of a fool. We
will see when the election comes around just what
happens to the member for Mundaring and his
colleagues who are prepared to rush headlong into
this legislation when reasonable thinking dictates
it should be deferred at least until we have the
information necessary to formulate responsible
legislation.

We also heard the member for Mundaring
talking about unemployment. This is a real worry
to the Opposition. It is not true to say, as the
member attempted to say, that the Opposition
obtains some sort of delight from the
unemployment of the people. Of course the
Opposition does not find any delight in this and I
do not think anyone seriously believes it does. It is
the big business in this country which has thrown
so many people out of work; it is boardroom
decisions made by people so far removed from the
work place that has contributed to our
unemployment. These groups should be convicted.

The Opposition is not talking about temporary
relief. The Opposition is talking about giving
projects the go-ahead when we know it will be
safe to do so. Then we will have employment that
will continue for 40 years and not just for 10
years.

We then saw the member for Mundaring refer
to the Hunt committee's report and quote one of
the recommendations. He convicted himself out of
his own mouth when he spoke of that committee's
guarantee of safety if mining was carried out in
the high rainfall areas. This legislation does not
restrict the companies to the high rainfall area. It
gives the Government power to make decisions in
the light of environmental research. The member
for Mundaring should know that Governments

change. IHe cannot say that a Government in 12
years will react in the same way. We cannot
commit generations of Australians to a decision
that this Government unjustly believes will be
proved right. A decision now will not affect people
for just three years; it will affect people for the
next three years, the three years after that, and
for 30 years after that.

Mr Grayden: That is right.
Mr B. T. BURKE: We also heard the member

for Mundaring provide us with a triple
contradiction about the period the company could
operate on the high rainfall side of the
escarpment. The Minister first said the period
was 20 years, subsequently adjusted the
projection to 10 or 15 years and now we have
heard the member for Mundaring. revert to the
20-year period. Now I hear the Minister pulling
his back-bencher into line by interjection. If that
sort of contribution is not typical of what has been
happening on this whole measure I do not know
what is.

That sort of situation is an indication of the
disaster we could face if we do not delay the
legislation for a few months. We could make a
mistake we would regret and the State would
regret for many years to come. It is not such a big
thing that the Opposition is asking. The
Government is talking about giving the company
the security it needs to continue its financial
operation. At the same time it is saying that the
company, if it is genuine, must be very careful to
remember the results of the environmental
surveys are still to come.

The Opposition is saying, "Let us wait until we
have the results. If it is desirable then let us allow
the company to proceed knowing the results and
what the effects on our environment will be." The
Opposition believes we should not rush headlong
into this and make a mistake which we might live
to regret and not be able to do anything about. I
support the amendment.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I was surprised at the crass
ignorance of the member for Mundaring because
coming from the area involved he should know
better. The way he spoke indicates he does not
appreciate what is involved.

Certainly the company can grow saplings; it
will grow them without difficulty on the western
edge of the scarp. Even if the company is not
successful the position will not be irretrievable.
However, on the eastern side of the escarpment
there is no margin for error. Salinity can be dealt
with only if there is immediate and rapid
reafforestation. If that does not happen and
reafforestation cannot be achieved we will be in
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trouble for the next 1 000 years. The Premier tries
to express confidence when he says that by the
time the companies are forced to go into the
eastern areas in 10 or 15 years there will be
sufficient technology available to effect
reafforestation and so prevent salinity. That
cannot be guaranteed now. We do not have the
environmental reports so we do not have the
information necessary to make these judgments.

Members opposite could not indicate one
species that will reafforest under the conditions
prevailing in the parallels of latitude covering the
area in question. The jarrab tree is unique in that
it will grow in this area; it will regenerate after
fire and is specially suited to this area of the
State. It helps to make Western Australia the
only land area in the southern hemisphere where
the western coast is not desert. No scientist in
Australia would dare give the assurance that
some other species would be suitable for this area.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense.
Mr H. D. EVANS: The company has gone to

great pains beyond its requirements and
established on the western scarp some very
impressive arboretums but there is a big
difference between saplings and a forest, with its
special ecosystem. In some parts of the world
countries have experimented with certain trees
which have grown to 40 feet but have then died
because of the stress which has been placed on
them. The Opposition is not talking about
saplings; we appreciate these can be grown.

Mr Herzfeld: The Israelis achieved
reafforestation in their desert.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Can reafforestation be
e fected on the Darling Scarp where mining
o )Cations have taken away the top 14 feet of soil
in the search for bauxite?

[Applause from the gallery.)
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I advise the people

in the gallery that they are not able to clap, hiss,
or make audible comments. That is the practice in
this place. If you do not abide by it, I will have to
take action which will prevent many who want to
hear the debate from doing so. I request you co-
operate With me.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Premier has stated
that the inbuilt provisions in the Bill will be
sufficient.

Several members interjected.
Mr H. D. EVANS: The Premier has stated

that the time for the decision to be made is when
the company goes into the eastern scarp. This will
not occur for another 10 to 15 years, and the
member for Vasse should have a close look at that

one. The question then will be whether to allow
the company to proceed east or whether to stop
the whole venture. If the venture is stopped then
the entire work force involved will face
unemployment. Does anyone believe that the
Government will halt a venture when millions of
dollars of capital are involved and many hundreds
of people are employed? If we reach the stage
where it is proven beyond any shadow of doubt
that there is a danger of salinity in Perth's water
supply, the people of the State will take firm
action to ensure something is done. However, the
whole crunch of the matter is that by the
Government going ahead and allowing the
doubling of productivity of the area-and this is
what the member for Mundaring cannot see-the
time the company is in the western scarp area will
be halved.

Mr Herzfeld: You want to leave the agreement
as it is at present and quadruple production.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Bill is before members
now only because of public concern. If it were not
for that the Government would not have adopted
its present attitude.

Sir Charles Court: Don't talk rot.
Several members interjected.
Mr H. D. EVANS: This is the whole crunch of

the matter and it is only one of the unanswered
qiuestions which have been asked, but it is the
important one. However, what about the mining
programme suggested for the company? We do
not even know what it is. Alcoa has not divulged
the areas it will enter, how soon it will go into the
eastern scarp, or how keen it is to establish its
mining around the Dwellingup area before
heading south. There is no suggestion of its being
held to a north-south access. There is no
suggestion that the salvageable healthy forest will
be saved by directing its operations into other
areas.

We do not know anything about these matters
because we have not seen the ERMP. It is not
before the Chamber and will never be. The
Premier has indicated it will be made public, but
there will be no public debate on it. The member
for Vasse is hunting diligently through Hansard.
If he looks at the 1968 debate he can check and
ascertain the vein in which 1 spoke on that
occasion.

Mr Blaikie: What about what you said in
1973? That is even more interesting.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: Is there any reason for the
production to be doubled?

Mr Blaikie: What you said then is diametrically
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opposed to what you say now. Read what you said
as Minister for Forests in 1973.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The legislation was
introduced by the Tonkin Government. Were we
hypocritical in going ahead-

Mr Blaikie: Even in 1973, as Minister, you
were hypocritical when talking about bauxite.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The honourable member
Seems to forget the responsibility of the Tonkin
Government in that regard.

Mr Laurance: Stopping Pacminex and failing
with Aiwest cost you the Government.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Is the member for
Gascoyne saying we should not have done it?

Mr Laurance: I'm saying it put you into
Opposition!

Mr H. D. EVANS: What the Government is
doing under this Bill-

Mr Blaikie: You have changed your tune
because you are On that side of the Chamber now,
and that is the only reason.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The essential point is that
despite the environmental measures which are
included, the legislation beore us doubles the
quantity of bauxite which will be mined, and that
is the crux of the matter. It means that half the
time the operation will be on the western scarp
where it is safe. There has not been sufficient
research carried out to ensure that it is safe to go
into the eastern scarp. The Government is
offering the people an opportunity to gamble, and
the stakes are high. They run into 1 000 years in
time. This Government not only condoned the
original expansion to Pinjarra, but also doubled
the size of it. This is where the Government is
wrong in view of the dearth of information we are
experiencing and the unfortunate lack of a
reliable appreciation of the problem.

It is for these reasons there should be the delay
we suggest.

Mr BRYCE: Mr Chairman-
Mr Grayden: Don't read it.
Mr BRYCE: If you will allow me the luxury of

answering the interjection, Mr Chairman, I will
indicate that I had nothing in front of me from
which to read.

Mr Grayden: I was not talking about you, but
the member for Vasse.

Mr BRYCE: The honourable member is
infamous in this place for his behaviour. The issue
of great seriousness touched on by the member
for Mt. Marshall-in particular, the question of
salinity-is one which ought to concern everyone
a great deal in respect of the legislation before us.

Recently we cited some figures which revealed
that only 6 per cent or thereabouts of our State is
forested, 90 per cent of our people at present live
within close proximity to that forest, and 80 per
cent of the water requirements for the entire State
rely upon the catchment basins found in that
forest.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so.
Mr BRYCE: These are the figures supplied to

our committee. If the Premier wishes to dispute
them, I would be delighted to hear him do so.

Sir Charles Court: You referred to the whole
State.

Mr BRYCE: I am talking about the whole
State.

Sir Charles Court: What about the Kimberley
water?

Mr BRYCE: What about it? Where are the
people who make use of the water supplies from
the Kimberley? I am talking about reality.

We know that by the turn of the century our
population could be well and truly close to two
million. It could even exceed it. Most of these
people will be cramped in this tiny zone we refer
to as System 6, described as that part of the State
between Bunbury and the Moore River. We now
see the Government turning its back on this
vitally important question. It is easier for the
Government to turn its back on this information
which will be available within a few short months
than it will be for any future Government,
irrespective of political complexion, to desalinate
saline drinking-water supplies for a vastly
increasing population.

It is a problem to which there is not a very
readily available or simple solution. That is why
the members on this side of the Chamber simply
say that if we are dealing with the welfare of a
population approaching two ,million people by the
turn of the century, if we are dealing with such a
long-term problem, why the haste?

The member for Stirling, the member for Mt.
Marshall, and the member for Warren have
amply illustrated to this Committee that
contained in the agreement-which is the
schedule to the Bill-the Government has an
obligation to have this Bill passed through
Parliament, in fact, by the end of the this year.
We have indicated that these reports should and
will be available to us during 1978.

We are not being unreasonable; we are simply
asking that in the interests of all Western
Australians let us hasten a little more slowly.
Nobody from the Government benches has
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demonstrated the imperative urgency to see this
legislation go through; not one person.

Following the interjections from members such
as the member for Vasse and the member for
Gascoyne, and following the contribution from
the member for Mundaring, we on this side are
now even more convinced that it is essential action
should be taken to delay this measure for a matter
of months.

Referring to a specific interjection from this
side of the Chamber, in respect of the eastern
region of the scarp, asking what will happen if
experiments have not answered the problem, the
member for Mundaring said, "Nothing happens".
That is precisely what concerns us.

Mr Herzfeld: No mining.
Mr BRYCE: The member did not say, "No

mining". The Bill simply does not say that. That
is precisely what concerns members on this side of
the Committee and it also concerns many anxious
and well-informed citizens in Western Australia.
We have seen this situation in the past.

Let us analyse precisely what would happen. A
company has been encouraged to invest hundreds
of millions of dollars in the vicinity of .Jarrahdale,
at Wagerup, and in other parts of the State. We
are being told that if the experiments have not
solved the salt problem, and a substitute has not
been found to reafforest the eastern scarp, and if
the salinity problems have increased in 10 or 15
years' time, the area under discussion will not be
mined. I suggest a different scenario. What will
probably happen is that such will be the moral
and political pressure exercised on the
Government of the day it will be virtually
impossible for the Government, in this State, to
deny the Alcoa company the right to expand into
this area, which will, in fact, endanger the
drinking-water supplies of our metropolitan area.

Mr Herzfeld: Do you not think the very
hundreds of millions of dollars they are investing
will be a great incentive to ensure the problems
are solved?

Mr BRYCE: That simply illustrates the
superficiality of the thinking of the member for
Mundaring. He suggests an element of
desperation in the activities of the company.

When we visited the Alcoa plant that company
very clearly indicated to us that it had a strong
preference for heading in an easterly direction.
The member for Warren has already indicated
this.

Sir Charles Court: And we stopped them.
Mr BRYCE: The dieback areas running north

to south are not as attractive. In one instance it

would have to cross the Murray River. It would
be more attractive to this particular company to
pursue the development of bauxite in the eastern
region. It so happens those deposits are of the
very best quality, and they lie underneath the best
jarrah forests on that part of the scarp.

Mr Herzfeld: Are you indicating that if you are
in Government you will support that move?

Mr BRYCE: I intend to ask the
Premier-since he has indicated that these grave
forebodings are quite unnecessary-in fact I
challenge the Premier to indicate whether-

Sir Charles Court: You are always challenging
someone.

Mr BRYCE: -his Government would cause
this refinery to close down if the experiments do
not find the answers to these particular problems.
In fact, the opportunity is now ripe for the
Premier to take part in the discussion and
indicate-

Sir Charles Court: I will, when you sit down.
Mr BRYCE: -precisely-and not in the

vaguest terms-whether his Government would
be prepared to close down a mining company
which has invested hundreds of millions of dollars
setting up a refinery. Would the Premier force the
company to close down if the experiments did not
find the answers to the problems which lie on the
other side of the scarp, particularly with regard to
salinity?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I only wish more
people could be hear tonight to hear the
Opposition, which has no policy at all.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Opposition is

desperately anxious to support these Bills, for
various reasons.

Mr Bryce: Let us have an answer.
Sir CHARLES COURT: However, the

Opposition is so anxious to try to curry favour
wit *h a certain group of people that it is prepared
to prostitute its own position, and chooses to move
to try to delay and frustrate. Members opposite
are literally whistling in the dark, and today we
had a repetition of this from the TLC.

This is the most crucial clause in the Bill
because it is the one which ratifies the amending
agreements. Let us get this very clear: These
amending agreements and this amending Hill are
intended to do the reverse of what the member for
Warren has been saying, in which he has been
misleading this Chamber and the public. This
Bill, and this amending agreement in particular,
which is in the schedule, are intended to contain
the mining operation. They are intended to give
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the Government now and in the future control it
has never had before.

If the honourable member wants us to get rid of
this Bill and leave Alcoa with the old agreement it
had, let him say so. There is no other alternative.

If we produced all the documents he talks
about, I know what would happen. He would be
standing up here moving an amendment and
saying, "We want something else", or, "We don't
agree with that", or, "We don't like those experts;
we will find another lot." This is the old ploy we
have seen so often in this place and in other
places, whereby people just want to frustrate. The
Opposition does not have a policy. It is not
prepared to go out on a limb and declare itself in
a proper manner in respect of what it would do if
it had the responsibility. I think it is disgraceful
and that it is time we stopped the nonsense that is
going on.

The hypocrisy of members opposite, and
particularly the member for Warren, who was the
Minister for Lands and the Minister for Forests,
is just beyond belief. The member for Warren was
the Minister in two critical portfolios of Lands
and Forests at the ime the Tonkin Government
brought in legislation in 1972 and 1973. The
Tonkin Government did not attempt at any stage
to curtail or get greater control over the
operations of Alcoa.

Mr H. D. Evans: Six years ago the i ssue was
not so crucial. Do you say we should not have
gone ahead?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am amazed! This is
the man who was then a Minister and who was
lauding the attitude of the Tonkin Government
towards conservation. It was said the Brand
Government had legislation without teeth in it
and the Tonkin Government was putting teeth in
it. The great conservation and environment-
conscious Government! The honourable member
cannot run away from it. He was a Minister in
that Government when the legislation was
brought down. Hei is misleading this Chamber
and the public when he talks about the legislation
now before us doubling the project. In point of
fact, it achieves a control over the project,
containing the tonnages-

Mr H. D. Evans: It is still doubling them.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -which otherwise

would not be done. Let the honourable member
say what his attitude is. The alternative is to
defeat this Bill and allow the old agreement to
continue, which means Alcoa would make a
beeline for the eastern part. Do members opposite
want that? The Government has negotiated so as
to keep control of the production for quite a

number of years before mining in the eastern area
is necessary. Whether it is 10, 15, or 20 years, it is
a long time, and a lot of research work will be
done.

Mr Barnett: In 15 years you will not be here.
Mr O'Connor: You won't, either.
Sir CHARLES COURT: In that time the

company will be mining in an area which has
been declared safe as far as salinity is concerned,
and this research work will be continuing. What
members opposite, including the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, do not understand-obviously
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition does not
understand agreements, industry, or resource
development in its true sense-

Mr Bryce: Nobody else is entitled to any
understanding but the grandfather of Western
Australian politics.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to answer the
question about the eastern side because it has
been distorted tonight.

Mr Jamieson: Nobodycelse can answer it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is inherent in the

renegotiated agreements that before the company
can move into the middle distance or the eastern
distance this research work must be done; ERMPs
must be submitted. Members opposite should not
get the idea that it is a Minister who will sit down
and study the ERMPs. It is the EPA which will
study those documents, following which it will
make its recommendations to the Government,
and the Government of the day will have to make
a decision one way or the other.

Mr H. D. Evans: Are you saying this applies to
the Pinjarra operation?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes.
Mr H. D. Evans: As it exists now?
Several Opposition members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: What is the problem

the honourable member has?
Mr H. D. Evans: Is this applying to the

Pinjarra operation of the present time?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Without this

agreement, the company can go straight over to
the middle distance and into the east, but when
this agreement is passed it will not be able to do
that. It will be able to do that only after ERMPs
have been made, studied, and approved. Can the
honourable member not get that into his head?

Mr H. D. Evans: On the existing agreement, on
the existing operation? It does not cover that.
What are you trying to say?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am trying to tell the
honourable member that if we do not pass this

1204



[Tuesday, 2nd May, 1978] 20

Bill the company can make a beeline for the east
if it wants to.

Mr H. D. Evans: That is not in the original
agreement.

Sir CHARLES COURT: What more does one
have to say to this man? Members apposite are
trying to deceive all the people who are here
tonight and the public, generally, that the
company can go into the eastern area under the
amending agreement as it stands. I say it cannot.

Mr H. D. Evans: Even with this agreement, the
company can still go to the east on the present
operations. Is that not right?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not know
whether the member for Warren is being
deliberately stupid or whether it is just a ploy. We
are trying to tell him that without this agreement
the company can go to the east. Does he want
that to happen?

Mr H. D. Evans: With this agreement it can
still go to the east.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Only with ERMPs at
that time.

Mr H. D. Evans: If it expands.
The CHAIRMAN: The point is clear. It has

been made a number of times.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have convinced the

Chairman, if not the member for Warren, that if
we do not get this agreement through the old
agreement will prevail and the company can go to
the east. We are trying to put the company into
the situation that it cannot go there unless the
Government of the day approves an ERMP. It
will be a continuing process. If all these
documents were before the Chamber today it
would not be the end. It would be a continuing
process with continuing review-not only annual
but continuing all the time-and the Government
of the day, whatever political colourT it may be,
will have the responsibility to make the decisions
from time to time.

Mr H. D. Evans: Would you cite the clause
which spells that out?

Mr Bryce: He has not a copy of the Bill in front
of him.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Why is the
agreement here? If we did not want this control

-we would not have to waste time bringing the
agreement here to people who do not want to be
convinced.

Dealing with the point raised by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition-that is, would any
Government-

Mr Bryce: Would yours?

Sir CHARLES COURT: He referred to "any
Government". He referred to the fact that
Governments change. H~e said there could be a
change of Government and we could have an
irresponsible Government-in other words, it
would be a Labor Government. I remind the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that if at that
time the Government of the day is confronted
with an ERMP which says the company should
not go there, I have discussed personally with the
senior people of Alcoa, both from Australia and
Pittsburgh the situation that could arise where the
Government of the day is confronted with an
ERMP which says the company should not go
into the eastern area, and have confronted them
with the situation, about which members of the
Opposition are trying to deceive the public. I told
them we could reach a situation where the studies
we and the company have done demonstrate that
the water supplies of this city and the State would
be imperiled if the company went into the eastern
area.

We said, "You accept, do you, that you would
not be allowed to go there?" The company said,
"We would not dare go."

Mr Davies: But Governments change,
management changes, and owners change.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want this recorded
so that if the Government does change there
would be somebody here other than me with all
the facts recorded. It is a fact that in the
negotiations which brought about this change of
attitude, this change of emphasis, for greater
control over the environment and mining
tonnages, this very question was canvassed.

I remind the honourable member, who would
not have a great deal of experience with these
matters, when we get to the stage in 10, 15, or 20
years' time, that the company wants to go out into
the eastern area, we are then looking at an
entirely different ball game. If the honourable
member does his sums, he will find that the
investment necessary to go out there will be an
entirely different matter from the investment
existing and contemplated today. There is an
economic life involved in these units, as well as a
physical life. So if the company wanted to go out
to this eastern area in 20 years' time but the
ERMP was adverse and the Government of the
day said, "No", the company would not be in the
catastrophic situation the Opposition is trying to
paint for us today.

Not only the Minister has been concerned
about this matter; I have attended meetings with
the senior people of the company and we have
gone over the scenario that could develop in 10,
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15, or 20 years' time. I wanted to ensure there
would be no doubt about this matter and that
there would be a proper record on the
Government files for all people to see in the
future that it was understood clearly the company
was not to go into the astern area if the area
itself were imperiled, the water supplies imperiled,
or the nation otherwise imperiled. I cannot make
it clearer than that to the member for Warren or
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. It is no
good the Opposition trying to distort this issue
and to confuse and mislead the public. That is a
cruel thing to do.

Mr Bertram: Such compassion!
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is time we brought

a little bit of responsibility back into the debate so
that the people who are genuinely concerned can
at least get a true picture. We want them to
understand that if the expert advice available at
the time is against further expansion, no risks will
be taken. I cannot be more categorical nor more
precise than that. I have discussed this point with
the senior people of the company so it will be very
clear in their minds that if and when the time
comes they will know what will happen.

Mr Barnett: Why isn't it in the agreement?
Sir CHARLES COURT: In the meantime

there will be time to do the research work. We
have available the best brains in the world, and
the company wants to co-operate with our
scientists working on the problems. My guess is
that they will find the answers but if they do not,
it is clearly written in my mind and clearly
understood by the company-

Mr Barnett: But not in the legislation!
Sir CHARLES COURT: -that it will not be

able to go beyond that point, and it would not be
prepared to go beyond that point if the water
supplies of this city or the water supplies of this
State are imperiled.

Mr BRYCE: The final contribution I will make
to this debate is to draw one very important
parallel to the attention of the Chamber. We have
just heard the Premier say we have his solemn
word that these things we fear will never happen;
that our worst fears will never be realised. I would
like to draw the attention of members to a vivid
illustration which will show how superficial that
declaration is.

More than a decade ago Laporte Industries
Ltd. was established on the fringe of the
Leschenault estuary in Bunbury. That plant
processes titanium, and it has a frightfully toxic
acidic effluent that must be disposed of.

Mr Blaikie: It processes what?

Mr BRYCE: The honourable member may
quibble about words and refer to ilmenite and
other products, but everyone in this Chamber
knows the purpose of Laporte Industries Ltd.

Mr Blaikie: Except you!
Mr BRYCE: Initial fears were expressed by the

people of Bunbury and districts about the disposal
of the effluent. However, promises were made
that the sludge would be pumped into containing
wells in the sand hills. I would like to remind
members of this Chamber that the Premier, who
was then the Minister for Industrial Development,
appeared in a photograph with the then Minister
for Fisheries and Fauna (the Hon. G. C.
MacKinnon) on the front page of the South
Western Times. These two Ministers of the then
Government said that the effluent would never be
pumped into the sea. The people were concerned
that the brown sludge would discolour the beaches
and affect the water from Bunbury north.

Mr Sibson: It is not sludge at all-you know
that.

Mr BRYCE: That is a practical illustration; it
was a categorical undertaking given by the
Government of the day.

Mr Sibson: Are you prepared-
Mr BRYCE: The then Minister for Industrial

Development gave a solemn undertaking, right
from the bottom of his boots! He convinced the
people of Western Australia that their worst fears
about this brown muck would not be realised. The
people were concerned it would be pumped inito
the sea because that had been the experience with
similar industries throughout the world.

Mr Sibson: You are not prepared to say-
Mr BRYCE: The member for Bunbury seems

finally to have woken up. We are pleased to hear
him.

Mr Sibson: You say-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Deputy Leader

of the Opposition will relate his remarks to the
amendment.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Bunbury was
selling used cars when the then Minister for
Industrial Development made that promise. The
Premier is not disputing what I say; he knows full
well that was the undertaking he gave.

Sir Charles Court: What damage has been
done to Bunbury?

Mr BRYCE: With all the sincerity he could
muster, he said that those worst fears would not
be fulfilled. In the absence of a whole range of
reports containing relevant information, are we
prepared, in 1978, to accept the same gentleman's
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solemn promise that the things we fear will not
happen? Mr Chairman, I say to you, the answer
to my question can only be "No".

Mr H. D. EVANS: The Premier has made
sonic statements tonight, and I would like to ask
him to clarify a few of them. He asserted that the
safeguards contained in the Bill cover the entire
situation. However, the safeguards apply to the
Wagerup refinery and not to the Pinjarra
refinery, unless there is an expansion at Pinjarra
when an ERMP would be required. So this is a
different situation altogether.

If the Wagerup refinery proceeds,' the
availability of bauxite on the western side of the
scarp is decreased by the amount mined by this
refinery. In effect, there is a doubling of the size
of the present operation, whichever way one looks
at it. Certainly the provisions in the Bill apply to
Wagerup, but effectively the operation is doubled,
and because the operation is doubled, the time
available before a decision has to be made as to
whether or not the Pinjarra refinery goes to the
east around Dwellingup is halved.

Mr Shalders: What would stop Pinjarra from
doubling tomorrow?

Mr H. D. EVANS: The problem would be
much more than doubled; it would be increased
threefold because the spread of dieback exceeds
an equivalent rate of mining. That is the situation,
and I ask the Premier-he seems to have lost a
little interest-

Sir Charles Court: I am listening to you.
Mr H. D. EVANS: -to indicate where the

provisions in regard to the Pinjarra refinery exist
in the agreement, because I believe they do not
apply to the Pinjarra situation.

If Wagerup goes ahead pressure will be placed
on the time available for the Pinjarra operation to
continue before it is forced to move to the east.
Instead of working towards a practical solution to
safeguard the existing healthy jarrah forests and
moving north and south to areas already heavily
infected with dieback, mining is occurring i n
healthy jarrah forests at present. This is one of
the matters which needs to be answered but has
not yet been answered. It is for that reason-and
I conic back to the distortions the Premier is
trying to foster-the public should have access to
the information the reports will provide. Without
that we are not doing justice to the debate, and
the amendment was moved for that reason.

Mr SHALDERS: As a member of this
Chamber who represents the area in this State
where the principal bauxite mining is to be
carried out, and in whose electorate the Pinjarra
refinery is situated, I would like to advise

members on both sides of the Chamber that the
overwhelming feeling of the majority of people in
my electorate is in favour of the ratification of
this amending agreement. I say that quite
categorically. A number of people have contacted
me and said, "We don't want any delay with this
legislation because we are aware it contains
greater safeguards than exist at present for the
future expansion of the industry, and for the
protection of the environment." Those people are
most concerned about both aspects; and I
understand the situation far better than the
member for Warren whose only intent, as the
Premier has quite rightly pointed out, is to create
mischief and confusion in the minds of the public.

Rather than cover the ground the Premier has
so competently covered I would like to comment
on the motives of the Opposition in respect of this
amendment. The political roundsman for the
Daily News was not far wide of the mark when he
said a bomb should be put under the ALP in this
State because it is about as vital as a limp rag.
Those are the words, not of members on this side,
but of an impartial observer, and how close to the
mark he is!

Several members interjected.
Mr SHALDERS: If members opposite doubt

his impartiality, let me point out that he was also
critical of the Premier on another matter
altogether.

At 11.00 am. last Thursday, at a special Press
conference, the Opposition unveiled its policy on
bauxite mining: to have an Honorary Royal
Commission. Like children in a Jolly shop
members opposite went around looking at what
was for sale, and finally bought something that
looked pleasant. They did not have the courage to
come up with a policy of their own, so they said,
"Let's have a Royal Commission and see what it
brings forth." However, when the "not for sale"
sign went up on the Royal Commission, suddenly
the Leader of the Opposition cast his eyes around
the shop and grabbed for a Select Committee; not
much different, of course, from an Honorary
Royal Commission.

As was the case with the move for an Honorary
Royal Commission, the call for a Select
Committee was defeated; and so as a last resort
we find the Opposition clutching at another straw
and moving this amendment. I am certain
members on this side of the Chamber are aware
of the motive of the Opposition; it is doing all it
can to delay the Bill.

I have a great deal of concern about the
dieback disease in this State, and no doubt
members on both sides will acknowledge that the
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western areas of the wcarp are ravaged by dieback;
but they are not as badly ravaged as the members
of the Opposition are ravaged by muddled
thinking. I urge all members to defeat the
amendment.

Mrs CRAIG: I believe it is important for us to
go back and rehash many of the things that have
been said. Very few of the comments relate to the
amendment; most relate to the situation of the
agreement. What does not seem to be understood
by the Opposition is the fact that ratification of
this agreement will give the Government a
management tool which has been seriously
lacking in the previous two agreements.

Despite the fact that the member for Warren
says over and over again that we are doubling the
amount of bauxite Alcoa will be permitted 10
extract, that is not so. Under the original
agreement Alcoa could go to four million tonnes
at Pinjarra, and also establish at Wagerup. This
Government, because it is aware that it is
necessary for a long period of time-be it 15 or
20 years-to lock mining into the western scarp
where there is no danger of an increase in salinity
in the metropolitan water supplies, has said, "No,
at Pinjarra you must be limited to two million
tonnes; and until such time as the Government is
convinced that going to four million tonnes will
not in any way endanger the water supplies of the
metropolitan area-or, it if comes to that, any
water supply in that catchment area-we will not
allow you to expand."

The member for Warren says, "Oh, Pinjarra
will go to four million tonnes; it will have to go
into the intermediate zone." If we did not have
before us today this agreement to ratify the
development of Wagerup that might indeed have
been what would have to happen; but by
spreading this mining industry along the southern
portion of the scarp we are indeed looking after
the best interests of the people of Western
Australia. No Government would be crazy
enough to put at risk the water supply of the
metropolitan area, especially as we are wiser in
the light of the drought experience of the last
three years.

Various members have quoted reports and
comments that have been made by officers. Many
of them have not quoted-articles in toto, but have
quoted only that portion which is best suited to
their argument. The Opposition has said it has
not received the information it would like to have,
that people have been riazzlod and not permitted
to speak. Let me draw their attention to Forest
Focus No. 19, which all members, I would hope,
have read. I refer to the article, "Managing
.larrah Forest Catchments" by Dr Syd Shea and

Eugene Herbert. Many memtbers of the
Opposition would know Dr Syd Shea and would
respect his ability to do this type of research. I
quote as follows from the article-

There is not sufficient data to map the
total area of forest which is not salt-prone
but relatively detailed surveys in the
catch ment of the South Dandalup, Little
Dandalup, North Dandalup and Serpentine
have identified an area of approximately
25 000 hectares adjacent to the western Scarp
which is relatively salt-free. In fact, some
micro-catchments within this zone have been
markedly disturbed by jarrah dieback and
yet are yielding high quality (low salt) water,
Therefore, reduction of the forest canopy in
this area so that less water is consumed will
result in increases in water yield without a
corresponding increase in salinity.

That is a statement of fact by officers in a
Government department of Western Australia,
and they are speaking completely on the basis of
the experimentation they have carried out.

No persons on this side have at any time
suggested they would allow in the short term
mining to occur in the intermediate zone or in the
eastern zone. Ratification of this agreement will
give this Government the ability to be able,
perhaps, to send the company into the
intermediate zone in the summer months, to mine
a small area on an experimental basis in order to
monitor exactly what change occurs in the salinity
levels, and to experiment with reafforestation, in
order to ascertain exactly what variety of trees it
is possible to re-establish in that zone.

It will enable the Government to be quite
explicit in the instructions it gives to the company
in order that this may be a part of a sensible,
rational development.

If we find in the future that the results of this
experiment are not what we had hoped for, other
experiments will need to be carried out. However,
the company would know it would be impossible
for it to mine the rest of that area, and it would
have ample warning of this fact.

I do not believe enough cognisance has been
paid to the great strides which have been taken
since the first agreement was written in 1961. The
member for Warren can postulate, and say there
was no concern for the environment in 1973, and
that he did not need to give it any consideration
when he opened up the agreement as the
appropriate Minister. I cannot believe him; I do
not believe that was true. The environment has
not become something of which we arc conscious
only in the last six years. If the member for
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Warren says in all honesty be had no concern for
the environment.' I am afraid I cannot believe
him, because he lives in the country in a forest
area and is well aware of the situation which
exists.

I assure the Committee that the measures
which are being taken at this time by this
Government are responsible measures, that an
enormous amount of research has been carried
out and that this expansion-if it can be called an
expansion-is something which may take place in
Western Australia without the citizens of this
State having to fear the results which may accrue.

I know it is a cause of great concern to many
people that our precious jarrah forest is the area
in which the bauxite is contained, and I believe
every member here would share that concern.
Very few members of the Opposition have spoken
about the dieback problem. I am not going to
stand here now and say that we are going to
extract bauxite only from those areas of the forest
infected by dieback. I wish I could, but it is not a
practical course for us to adopt.

However, I am quite sure that in the overall
management of the company's activities, this
Government will be mindful of the need to
preserve that which can be preserved of the
precious jarrah forests of Western Australia.

Mr BARNETT: I wish to make a few
comments relating to a number of speeches made
from the Government benches. The member for
Murray stated that the overwhelming majority of
people in his electorate were in favour of bauxite
mining going ahead.

Mr Shalders: That is quite correct.
Mr BARNETT: I refer the honourable member

to a letter in my possession written to him by the
Dwellingup Progress Association, and a copy of a
letter which was sent to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment, requesting the
member for Murray to take action on their
behalf. Those people are in the honourable
member's electorate, are they not?

Mr Shalders: That is correct.
Mr BARNETT: The letter requested the

member for Murray to intercede with the
Minister on their behalf with a view to halting
bauxite mining.

Mr Shalders: Yes, but not to stop this
agreement. It has nothing to do with this
agreement.

Mr BARNETT: Having placed the member for
Murray back in his box-

Government members interjected.
Mr Laurance: You are suffering from dieback.

Mr BARNETT': Mr Chairman, whilst I would
love to answer interjections, with the limited time
available to me [-do not intend to do so on this
occasion. I turn now to a document I have just
received, which relates to the speech of the
member for Mundaring. I refer to the report of
the Hunt Steering.- Committee, which the
honourable member quoted.

Mr Herzfeld: Is it the first time you have seen
it?

Mr BARNETT: No, it has just been given to
me, because my notes are not here. I would like to
read the real recommendations contained in that
report. I did interject on the honourable member
during his speech and I said there was a certain
amount of doubt about the input data, and that
doubt is expressed in the following terms in a
report by the CSIRO on the Hunt Steering
Committee report-

Given the uncertainties of input data, the
degree of abstraction of the mathematical
model, and the lack of field data to test the
accuracy of the method, it is prudent to view
the results of an example such as the
simulation of South Dandalup Dam inflow
salinity with caution.

That is entirely different from the case put
forward by the member for Mundaring. I wonder
who is misleading whom.

Mr Herzfeld: Are you doubting my word?
Mr BARNETT: Oh, yes! I will doubt

everything the honourable member says after his
speech tonight.

This Government is embarking on a project in
one of the Most ruthless and foolhardy ways in the
four years I have been a member of Parliament.
This issue is one of extreme importance. It is not
simply a matter of standing in this place like the
Premier did and saying, "I have received an
assurance from the company, and I give you my
assurance." I am satisfied that the Premier was
genuine when he made that comment, but if he
was genuine, why is not that sort of comment
written into the legislation?

Sir Charles Court: It is.
Mr BARNETT: It is not.
Sir Charles Court: Then you cannot read.
Mr BARNETT: If there is one thing I have

learnt since I have been here it is this: One cannot
accept the word of a politician, no matter who he
is. It is something I do not like, but it is a fact or
life. If future Governments look at this legislation
and the assurances about which the Premier
speaks are not written into the legislation they
will not take one iota of notice of what the
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Premier said on this occasion. In fact the same
sort of comment that is made now about a speech
that was made 15 years ago will be made in the
future by Governments going back on what the
Premier promised this Parliament. They will say,
"Why should we take notice of what an old goat
said 15 years ago? It has no relevance to what we
are talking about today."

In my four years in Parliament, the Opposition
has never embarked upon a closer and more
thorough scrutiny of an issue than has been the
case with the bauxite mining proposal. It should
not be dismissed lightly by Government members
who, I suggest, have done little if any research
into this matter. The Opposition put in something
like 1 000 man-hours of work.

Mr Sibson: You still have no idea where you
are going.

Mr Orayden interjected.
Mr BARNETT: Mr Chairman, I am afraid I

must accept the interjection from the Minister for
Labour and Industry, because it is very hard to
resist. 1 am sorry that I cannot hand over my
speech notes, as he has asked everyone else to do,
because I have not drawn any pictures, so he
would not be able to understand them.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I Urge the
honourable member to relate his remarks to the
question before the Chair.

Mr BARNETT: Among the people consulted
by the Opposition's committee of inquiry into this
matter were representatives of Alcoa, who were
very kind, and took us all over the plant.

Mr Herzfeld: Are you going to give the
member for Warren's speech on the second
reading stage again?

Mr BARNETT: We also contacted the
CSIRO, the Hunt committee, the Forests
Department, the Timber Workers' Union, the
Campaign to Save Native Forests group and
countless other organisations, and took
submissions from private people. All the
representatives we saw, apart from those from the
Department of Industrial Development, expressed
concern about the Government going ahead.
Surely those people are the experts who advise the
Government where to go. I take it from the
silence of members opposite that that is so. Why
are Government members not taking any notice of
them? Without exception these people are telling
the Government niot to go ahead now.

Mr Herzfeld: Name them.
Mr BARNETT: The Forests Department, the

CSIRO, the Hunt committee; I have already

named them. I have already scotched the
member's argument.

Mr Herzfeld: Just name the individuals.
Mr BARNETT': The officers and the

departments they come from; that should be
sufficient for the member. Most of the arguments
have already been pointed out quite adequately
tonight but I shall try to draw members' attention
to them again because the matter is so important.
No scientist anywhere will stake his reputation on
saying that a single tree--not a forest-can be
grown successfully to maturity on a mine site.
What scientists will admit is that Alcoa can
produce a park situation; and I do not dispute
that. That may increase the water runoff that we
need, but so will bitumninising the dam hills, which
is the best way to do it.

This is only jarrah forest in the world;
anywhere else at this latitude one inds desert.
The forest took thousands and thousands of years
to develop. No-one in any Government
department has any idea of the extent and nature
of the animals in the forest. The fauna that
develops in the jarrah forest is unique and will not
be repeated if the nature of the forest is changed,
even if reafforestation is successful.

I am sure memfbers know of the problems which
have been created throughout the world by
Governments such as this rushing *headlong into
this sort of situation. Let me give members an
illustration of what Alcoa could do about our
environment if it were really dinkum.

Mr Sibson: Are you suggesting it is not
dinkum?

Mr BARNETT': Yes I am. The company could
move right now south of the Murray River into
Park Block where thousands of acres of forest
have been ravaged by dieback. In fact it is almost
a desert, apart from the dead trees sticking up. It
is well known that Park Block contains high grade
bauxite deposits. If the company were really
dinkum about what is in our best interests there is
nothing to prevent it moving there, except that it
wishes to make its economics look a little better.
Anyone who has investigated properly knows that
the company makes an enormous profit. I do not
blame it for that; let it make an enormous profit. I
have to make bland statements such as that
because I have not very much time left. But the
company could plough some small part of that
profit into the extra cost associated with moving
into areas such as Park Block to give the scientists
whom we pay good money the time to resolve
some of the obvious problems.

Time and time again the Government has been
advised by these people. If the Government were
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advised only by politicians or members of the
general public it could turn that advice to one
side, but surely it cannot turn to one side the
advice of people with years and years of
experience of research in forests when they advise
the Government not to go ahead because they
have not got the answers and probably will not
have them in 15 years' time.

It is all very well for the Premier to say that we
have an assurance from the company that it will
think again in 15 years' time. It is difficult to
know precisely what the time limit is because only
six weeks ago the Minister for Industrial
Development said it was 20 years and last week it
had been reduced to 10 or 15 years. Tonight he
refused to answer my question relating to that
matter and sat down because he did not have the
answer.

In 15 years the company has set up a major
community and a plant worth hundreds of
millions of dollars in Wagerup. A tremendous
number of people are dependent on that company
for their living. They have committed themselves
to buying houses and cars and to putting their
children into school. If the problems are not
resolved the decision that will have to be made in
15 years' time is whether to allow the company to
go ahead irrespective into the eastern zone. There
is no point in pursuing that matter because the
Government agrees that that will cause a major
catastrophe for the metropolitan area, so the
Government of the day will have to dislocate that
entire community.

No Government, whether it be Labor, Liberal,
or National Country Party, faced with such a
situation can afford to dislocate such a
community; and Government members know that
if they vote for this legislation tonight they do so
in the full knowledge that in 15 years' time Alcoa
will move irrespective into the eastern zone and
cause a major catastrophe for the metropolitan
area.

Sir Charles Court: You are the first one on
your side who has said you want to stop the
project.

Mr BARN ETT: I do not admit that I want to
stop the project. I have not asked for bauxite
mining to be stopped. I have already outlined how
Pinjarra can proceed for the next 20 years and
give us that time-and probably a lot more-in
which to solve the problems with which we are
faced; but the Government will not accept that.
This Government could well have introduced
legislation to make the company move into Park
Block and to give us the time we need. Rut it did

not; it bowed to the whims and fancies of the
company.

Mr GRILL: I support the amendment. I
listened to the speech of the Premier tonight and
there are certain areas in which I can agree with
him and certain areas in which I must
unfortunately disagree. Firstly, I agree that this is
a crucial clause of the Bill. However, I cannot
agree that it is crucial for this Bill to be passed at
this time.

Mr Sibson: Did you say that to the miners next
door to Kalgoorlie?

Mr GRILL: We are talking about biuxite
mining, and no-one has made out a case for our
going ahead with this Bill without the requisite
environmental reports. The National Country
Party members made it quite clear tonight-and I
congratulate them for doing so-that there is no
need to proceed with these Bills at present; we
need not do these things in haste.

Secondly, I agree with the Premier when he
said that the agreement in this Bill contains
certain controls and limitations upon the
exploitation of the reserves. However, I cannot
agree with him when he said that we should
proceed without taking account of those controls.
Those controls set up a system of environmental
reports and the Premigr is asking us to say, "Let
us put teeth into the Bill but let us not take
account of the teeth. Let us get the thing passed
before the teeth can take effect." So we cannot
agree in that regard.

Thirdly, I would agree that the agreement in
the Bill limits the capacity of the operation. I
cannot agree we should pass this Bill in its present
form, because it does in fact sanction an increase
in the capacity of these mills to treat bauxite. I
also agree that five years ago the then
Government did not think of environmental
matters when it looked at the legislation and the
agreement with the company concerned. Having
read the speech the present Premier made at that
time I point out to the Premier that he did not
think that those controls were necessary either.
He was not thinking of those matters five years
ago; none of us were, so we must be fair on this
point. We must consider what we are looking at in
this Bill rather than trying to score points.

What we are really looking at is the
acceleration of production from the western scarp
of the Darling Range. We are looking at a
situation where there will be an accelerated loss of
forest and this is in an area where 80 per cent of
the usable water supply of this State is found. We
are looking at an area where there is a unique
forest; a forest that will not be found anywhere
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else in the world. We arc looking at that forest in
a State in which a very miniscule fraction of its
area is covered by decent forest. A figure of 6 per
cent has been quoted. Some people have quoted
higher or lower figures. Some foresters would say
there is only I per cent of decent forest in this
State, while others would put it as high as 20 per
cent or 30 per cent if the woodland areas
extending to the goldfields were included.
However, 6 per cent seems to be an acceptable
figure and in terms of the area of the State it is
really a mtiniscule portion.-

This unique jarrab forest is in the middle and is
a major part of the State's forests. No forester
will give a guarantee that a forest can be regrown
where these jarrah forests are going to be
removed, and that includes the western scarp. The
foresters indicate that given present technology, it
is most unlikely that a forest can be regrown in
the intermediate zone of the eastern scarp. So we
cannot say it will be an easy matter to reafforest,
because the mining is limited only to the western
scarp. I am aware of the argument that the salt
problems there are not great and that the jarrah
forest is riddled with dieback.

The member for Warren indicated that any
increase in the company's capacity to extend its
operations is the real danger-this is what this
Bill is about; it is sanctioning an increase in
capacity in real terms which will give an almost
irresistible impetus for the company to move into
the intermediate and eastern zones.

The Premier has said that we on this side would
like to support this Bill. For the reasons I have
mentioned we are honour bound not to support it.
In conscience we cannot do that.

Mr Mensaros: When will you support it? This
is what we do not know.

Mr GRILL: We will not support this Bill whilst
various environmental reports are outstanding.
The Government obviously considers these reports
are necessary, becaiise it put the necessary
controls in the Act. It must be remembered that
an increase in capacity means an increase in
production. An increase in production now would
make it almost impossible for the Government to
say to the company it could not move into the
intermediate and eastern zones. Already Alcoa is
beginning to move into the border of the
intermediate zone. The situation becomes almost
irresistible to the company if the Government
increases the capacity of these mills.

Mr Shalders: What would prevent them from
doubling their capacity~at the Pinjarra refinery
tomorrow?

Mr GRILL: There is nothing to stop the

company. The Opposition agrees with and accepts
the point, but it is necessary to go further. It is
not good enough just to say we have put teeth into
the Acts.

Mr Mensaros: I appreciate what you say,
because you must be in a difficult situation with
your electors; they would not agree with you.

Mr GRILL: The forestry people believe they
are on the verge of a breakthrough in combating
the dieback disease. They have carried out
experiments although they have not gone into the
area of field trials, but they are optimistic of
achieving good results.

In respect of the western scarp the foresters put
it to us clearly that there was little use in finding
a -solution to the problem of dieback if in a few
years' time there is no forest in which to control
the disease.

Mr Sibson: Are you suggesting all the forest is
going to be ripped up?

Mr GRILL: A very large portion will be
"'ripped up" and figures suggest that on a
consensus the dieback disease will spread at a
ratio of three to one. When I make these
statements I am quoting almost verbatim what
our committee was told by some of the best
foresters in the State, one of whom was quoted by
a Government member tonight. The foresters
make no bones about it. I think it was that
forester to whom the Minister was referring
previously.

These were almost the exact words. They said,
"What is the use of us finding some control
measures for the disease if we turn around and
find in a few years' time there are no forests
left?" It is of real concern to them. It is of real
concern to them not just in the intermediate and
eastern zone, but also in the western scarp area.

If I may sum up, in my view there is no reason
for haste in respect of this matter. There is every
reason to wait until the reports come down. I
believe this amendment should be supported.

Mr LAURANCE: I rise to oppose the
amendment and, therefore, to indicate my support
for the measure before the Chamber. I should like
to make some comments about those people,
particularly members opposite, who have not
taken part in this debate up to the present time.
We have had no contribution from the member
for Collie. I was particularly anxious to hear his
contribution, because obviously he is very close to
this area. He represents an area which is involved.
As the two Bills are going through and being
treated together, the whole question of the
expansion of bauxite mining in this State is tied
up in these two agreements I am very surprised
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we have heard nothing as yet from the member
for Collie.

Mr T. H. Jones: You will not be disappointed.
Sir Charles C ourt: He will tell you later.
Mr LAURANCE: It is interesting also-
Mr B. T. Burke: Do not interrupt the Premier

when he has something to say. Box on son!
Mr LAURANCE: -that we have had no

contribution from the member for Geraldton who
is the Opposition spokesman on regional
development and decentralisation. That particular
member has had a great deal to say in this
Chamber, as Opposition spokesman, on those
subjects. He has been strangely quiet when he has
a golden opportunity to show the State that we
an move into a decentralised area and that we
an get industry going in this region. I am
surprised there has been no contribution from
that member.

It would be indicative of the mood of the
Opposition on these Bills that it does not see them
as a move to provide anything in the way of
regional development and decentralisation.
Members opposite have been strangely quiet in
that area on this particular issue.

We had to wait a long time for the contribution
to the debate from the previous speaker, the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas, who indicated the
Opposition would very much like to support the
Bill. That is the first time we have had such, an
indication from members opposite. In fact, one of
the member's colleagues on the back bench went
to great lengths to indicate that the Opposition
did not want to support the Bill. I thought it was
passing strange that we should receive such an
indication from a back-bencher, the member for
Yilgarn-Dundas, when in the considerable
contribution to the debate by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition-who I am reminded is the
Opposition spokesman on industrial
development-that point was not made at any
stage.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition did not
indicate the Opposition would like to support the
Bill. Members opposite know this Bill means a
great deal to the development of the State. They
know that the future of a great number of people
relies on these Bills, but never at any stage have
members opposite given anything other than total
opposition to them.

I should like to draw the attention of the
Committee to a number of the clauses in the
schedule to the Dill, because the amendment
suggests we should wait for all these reports,
presumably because the Opposition believes

insufficient safeguards are contained in the Bill as
it stands.

Mr Bryce: Are you talking to the question
before the Chair or the schedule? It is not the
schedule that is before the Chair, but the
amendment.

Mr LAURANCE: I am talking to the
amendment which is that we should wait upon
these reports. I oppose that because I believe the
safeguards are already in the Bill and so far these
safeguards have been overlooked by the
Opposition speakers in the debate.

In clause 4 of the agreement the refinery
construction is subject to an environmental review
and management programme. In clause 5 a
mining plan is discussed. Only after consultation
with the Conservator of Forests can the work go
ahead. The company will prepare and submit a
plan of proposed mining operations in State
forests and Crown land within two years and for
the succeeding 10 years. That must go to the
experts.

I believe the member for Mundaring is the only
member qualified in that area to make comments
along those lines. Certainly no members opposite
have the experience in hydrology which the
member for Mundaring has.

These plans will be submitted annually and will
be subject to annual review. Clause 6 in the
schedule says that an environmental review and
management programme regarding the refinery
and mining operations shall be submitted to the
Minister. Clause 6 talks also about the obligation
upon the company to carry out continuous
investigation and research. Also under that clause
we see that the company must submit regular
reports on investigations and research carried out.
Interim reports must be submitted at yearly
intervals and a detailed report must be submitted
to the Government after each three-year period.

Clause 7 talks about further prevention and
precautionary controls. Clause 15 refers to further
controls and protection relating to water. We have
not heard anything about these matters from
members opposite, but all or those safeguards are
contained in the Agreement. Members would have
to agree that the safeguards are far-reaching and
adequate. The safeguards can be and will be
effective. The measures cover every conceivable
aspect of the operations, and they offer adequate
and reasonable safeguards.

Despite all of that, we go on to clause 17 of the
agreement which is* a dragnet environmental
clause. It is completely open-ended. Again I
remind the Chamber clause 17 is in addition to all
the clauses I have already mentioned regarding
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the refinery, the construction of the refinery, the
extension of the mining operation, and the water
supplies required for the whole project.

All of those matters are separately covered, but
in addition we have clause 17. My feeling is we
have gone too far and clause 17 is too open-ended.
We have bent over backwards to satisfy the
environmental lobby and I doubt whether it will
be satisfied anyway regardless of what is
contained in the agreement. Clause 17 is
contained in the schedule in order to cover
environmental aspects and in addition to all the
other clauses I have mentioned. I believe we have
been as tough -as we can possibly be. We have said
to the company, "We are going to make you abide
by the toughest rules. We are going to make you
play the game in accordance with the toughest
rules our scientists can come up with today." We
say that in the earlier clauses of the schedule. In
addition, in clause 17 we say, "If we think of any
more rules along the way we are going to make
you abide by them also." Members opposite have
talked a great deal of pious humbug about the
need to provide jobs in this State. Here is an
opportunity to provide them. If members opposite
intended to put up their own funds to create jobs
in this State and if I said to them, "I am going to
impose on you clause 17" 1 should like to see
them put up their money under those conditions. I
doubt whether any of them would do so.

Not only has this company done the right thing
up to date; but it has agreed also to these changes
which incorporate further controls. However, we
are still imposing on them clause 17. 1 believe this
is a situation which the Government does not have
to defend. The environmental lobby and the
media have tried to put the Government in the
situation of defending itself. The Government
needs no defence. It can be very proud of these
agreements and the magnificient contribution to
the economy of the State that they will make.

Mr MENSAROS: Despite the fact that
according to the Standing Orders I cannot close
the debate, I believe I owe the courtesy to the
Committee and to the record to make some
comments about facts which have been brought
up and which it could be claimed have not been
answered yet.

I should like to say that, to my satisfaction, the
comments by the Premier and the Minister for
Forests have finally sunk in. I tried to explain
clearly in the secoad reading speech what I have
done with the measure which is before the
Chamber. The ratification of the agreement is not
an expansion of mining activities when one
compares the present situation with what is
anticipated in the future. I believe that has been

accepted. The only comments by some members
Opposite in relation to this were that although the
Government maintains that the Pinjarra refinery
cannot expand beyond its present levels, this is not
written into the agreement. I have said that in my
second reading speech and I do not deny it.
However, when the agreement was opened up and
renegotiated with the company this was a very
clear understanding.

I shall explain why that is important. As the
Premier explained, undertakings have been given
by the company. I was present when the top
people from Alcoa said they would never under
any circumstances endanger the water supply.
However, that will be amply documented in
writing. Therefore, the situation is contrary to
what members contended-that Alcoa will not
mine in the eastern escarpment for a considerable
time-it does not matter whether one talks about
10, 15, or 20 years. We do not know the exact
time. In fact, nobody knows. The main argument
of the Opposition was that we did not now have
this information. However, since mining
operations will extend only to the eastern
escarpment after a long period of time and then
with approval of an ERMP, conclusive research
and experiments will prove one way or the other.

We can talk about 15 years or 20 years. The
fact remains that the environmental consequences
will be sufficiently documented so that at any
future time any Government with the
responsibility-should the consequences prove to
be dangerous-can stop the company going there
not only by way of the ERMP, but also by simply
saying it cannot go there. This the future
Government can do without being accused of
changing the agreement unilaterally, which no
responsible Government would want to do
because development would be endangered if the
rumour were circulated that the Government of
Western Australia changes agreements
unilaterally. It would not do so because, as it has
been pointed out, it will be documented that the
Government can stop this operation. That is the
experience of the Pinjarra refinery should the
ERMP prove negative. Therefore not only would
the bad name not be attached to the Government,
but the company or its successors would not be in
a position to sue for damages, which would be the
case today.

It has been stated that that could not happen
because by that time the labour force would be
established and the capital would be invested.
That is not correct, because by that time the
presently invested capital would be amortised and
other arrangements could be made, particularly
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with the expansion of the Wagerup refinery.
which is the subject of the present agreement.

Another point raised by the member for Mt.
Marshall and supported by other members was
that there is no hurry because the Bill only obliges
the State to ratify the agreement by the 31st
December. This is so, but those who have an
understanding of the subject and an experience
with agreements will know that almost every Bill
stipulates that ratification of the agreement in
question must be completed by the last day of the
year. This is the case in the 1969 legislation and
the legislation concerning most other opening-up
agreements. This answers that query.

Strangely enough it was the member for
Stirling-who had the portfolio of Conservation
and the Environment for roughly I1 years-who
said that-

Mr Bryce: He should still have it.
Mr MENSAROS: That is the opinion of the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition. He probably
still would have it had he agreed with the
Westminster system of government.

Mr B. T. Burke: You mean with the Premier.
Mr MENSAROS: The member for Stirling

said it would be a good thing if the whole
Parliament were involved in an examination of
the ERMP. With all due respect to the member
for Stirling, I would say it was not fair of him to
say this in view of the fact that during the 1 h
years he was Minister he did not attempt to go to
Cabinet or recommend in any way that the
Tonkin Government's EPA legislation should be
amended so that not the Executive or the
Administration would examine these
environmental submissions, but Parliament would
do so. If this is his strong view he could have
recommended this during his term as Minister or
at any time since. However, he has not attempted
to do so. This makes his argument weak.

When we study the statements by various
members regarding the uncertainty of our
knowledge regarding environmental matters we
discover we have a tremendously wide range. On
the one hand, we have the member for Mt.
Marshall and others saying that scientists cannot
ever give a definite answer. Also, we have the
member for Yilgarn-Dundas saying that no
foresters can give a guarantee. We are told that
neither scientists nor foresters can ever give a
guarantee. Further down the range the contention
of the amendment itself is that we should wait
until a further report is made. However, the
member for Warren did not say whether he
expected the further report to give definite
answers, particularly concerning the eastern

scarp. Neither do we, because we say that not for
a long time after experiments have been carried
out will we know what will occur.

Going even further down the scale we have the
member for Warren saying amongst other things
that experts will not know even in 20 years' time.
Then again the member for Yilgarn-Dundas said
that in three months' time we might know.

With all these contradictory statements only
one thing stands out clearly; that is, that the delay
will not achieve anything because no positive
statement will be obtained in three months' time,
and in some cases to some questions, in 20 years'
time, as indicated by the member for Mt.
Marshall and the member for Warren.

Another aspect to which I must refer is that
very little mention was made of the economic
flow-on of the whole project. With regard to the
delay, I want to remind members now, as I did
during the second reading debate-but I did not
receive any publicity because what I said was for
the measure and very little publicity was given to
the measure-that there are various ancillary
operations which hinge very much on a non-delay.
I say with the greatest respect for the member for
Mt. Marshall-who has studied this subject and
went overseas to study various aspects of mining
and processing and therefore must know the
facts-that in the agreement which the SEC has
with the North-West Shelf gas venturers, there is
a time-September this year-by which the
option must be exercised. By wanting to delay the
measure the member for Mt. Marshall gives his
consent not only to the loss of jobs, but also to the
loss of the economic flow-on from the exercise. So
does the member for Stirling. They also
jeopardise the North-West Shelf gas exercise-at
least the on-shore usage of the gas-because the
pipeline might not be viable if the option is not
exercised. What responsible Government would
exercise an option without a ratified agreement
which at least gives some security?

This is the message I leave with every member
of the Committee and, indeed, with every member
of the public, because it has not been publicly
emphasised. I have not much hope of the media
emphasising anything in support of the Bill.

I maintain that the arguments submitted in
favour of the amendment do not contain logic or
objectivity. They were disjointed and illogical.
Despite the fact that the Opposition and the
members for Mt. Marshall and Stirling wanted to
get away from it, they want to oppose the Bill.
That will be the practical effect should the
amendment be passed. The Opposition and those
members who are voting for the amendment must
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take the consequences of and responsibility for
their actions because in actual effect they are
opposing the Bill.

How serious are these delaying tactics? I refer
to the comments of the Leader of the Opposition.
Without a division, he lost the motion for the
appointment of an Honorary Royal Commission
and then he proposed the appointment of a Select
Committee. In his speech the Leader of the
Opposition said that a report could be submitted
during this period of this sitting-by the 11th
May, which is in 2 h weeks' time.

Mr Davies: It would have to be turned into a
Royal Commission.

Mr MENSAROS: I am asking the Leader of
the Opposition how serious was that attempt
compared with other endeavours? We could not
have another report in two weeks' time, so it is
delay for delay's sake.

For a minute I will refer to public opinion. So
much has been said about public opinion, and
some members contended that three, four, or five
years ago nobody knew anything about
environmental protection. If that were the case-
why was the Pacminex legislation stopped? It was
stopped because the people were environment
conscious. That being so, it has been established
that the environment was in the conscience of the
public and the people in authority. For at least six
or eight years-or for as long as we have had
environmental protection legislation-people have
been conscious of this subject.

In connection with bauxite mining by Alwest,
advertisements were placed in the Press in 1975.
but not a single submission came from the public.
Therefore I said there is presently a manipulated
public opinion-and I did not say it was
manipulated by the Labor Party. The opinions are
from an environmental office paid for by the
Commonwealth. That office ran out of subjects to
deal with.

Mr Davies: Where is this office situated?
Mr MENSAROS: It is situated in Wellington

Street, and it is still paid for by the
Commonwealth. That office ran out of subjects. It
had uranium for a period of nine months or so,
and it could not deal with it any further. It had to
find another subject.

[interruption from the gallery.]

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):
Order! The members of the public have been
advised already of the rules applying to this
Chamber. I will give no further warning. The
Minister.

Mr MENSAROS: I will conclude by referring

to the amount of study which is going on. The
main objection raised by speakers opposite, and
the most insurmountable problem, is that of
jarrah dieback. I agree with those statements.
Salination and reafforestation can be solved with
reasonable crtainty. Where they cannot be
solved, mining will be stopped.

Dieback is the main problem, and I say with all
sincerity that we are lucky to have this large
mining company involved in the encouragement
of mining because it is prepared to spend much
time, much money, and apply much expertise and
interest in solving what is the hardest problem of
dieback.

Mr STEPHENS: I did not intend to enter this
debate again, but I must comment on one of the
remarks made by the Minister, I have always had
the greatest respect for the Minister's command
of English, but I think he has been remiss in
stating that the member for Mt. Marshall and 1,
in saying we should wait to see the environmental
reports and the management policy, were in fact
opposing the legislation. If we are to accept that,
it is logical to say the Government itself is
opposing the legislation because it has said it will
wait for the reports. The Minister is trying to
imply that the member for Mt. Marshall and I
are opposing this legislation, but that is a lot of
rot.

The member for Mundaring asked what was
the point in the reports coming to Parliament,
because they will be technical and members of
Parliament do not have the ability to interpret
them. We might not all be experts, and I would
venture to say that very few members of Cabinet
have the technical experience necessary to analyse
the reports. However, I consider members of
Parliament are quite capable of interpreting
reports, just as is any member of the Cabinet.

One other point I must stress is that the
Premier's remarks have been confusing. He said
that in passing the Wagerup agreement we were
tightening environmental controls. I refer the
Premier to the Minister's second reading speech
where he said-

Honourable members are no doubt aware
that clause 13 of the Pinjarra agreement
already confers on the company the right to
construct another alumina refinery in the
State. Therefore, legally speaking, the
company was not required to enter into this
new agreement with the State.

Sir Charles Court: That is the point we arc
trying to make. We have control over that
situation now.

Mr STEPHENS: The point I make is that
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clause 13 of the agreement is not amended in any
way whatsoever, and I understand the company
will still be able to proceed to the development of
another refinery if so desired.

Sir Charles Court: No, they have to have an
ERMP.

Mr STEPHENS: That will apply whether or
not this amending legislation is passed. The
company will still be free to extend its mining
operations.

Another comment in the Minister's second
reading speech reads-

Although not a specific provision of this
new Wagerup agreement, the company was
told and understood that it is the policy of
the Government that any proposals for
expansions of the present Pinjarra refinery
will require the approval by the Government
of a new environmental review and
management programme.

I go along with that, but if that is understood,
why is it not written into the agreement?

Mr Mensaros: I have just explained it to you.

Sir Charles Court: We have it under control.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about the Minister's
successor? Will he have control?

Sir Charles Court: Yes, even if you are in
government.

Mr Bryce: We will be.

Mr STEPH4ENS: So a Select Committee is
only a deferment and is not opposition to the Bill.
The assertion by the Minister is palpably untrue.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnet
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T.i. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans

(39)

Ayes 20

Mr Grill
Mr H-arman
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Melver
Mr MePharlin
Mr Stephens
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Batenman

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Ayes
Mr Puare
Mr Tonkin
Mr Taylor
Mr T. HI. Jones

Noes 24
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr O'Neil
Mr Coyne
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Crane

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clauses 4 to I I put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

As to Third Reading
MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for

Industrial Development) [10.33 p.m.]: I move-

That leave be granted to proceed forthwith
to the third reading.

Question put and negatived.

COMMUNITY WELFARE AaT
AMENDMENT DILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARINE
ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr O'Connor (Minister for Works), read a
first time.

ALUMINA REFINERY (WORSLEY)
AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 20th April.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the
Opposition) [10.35 p.m.1: This is the third time in

(Teller) a period of eight years that a very significant
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agreement on this particular subject, reached
between the Western Australian Government and
Aiwest and partners, has been brought to this
Parliament for ratification.

The first Bill was introduced into the
Parliament by the Brand Government in 1970,
and it was designed to ratify what was called the
Alumina Refinery (Bunbury) Agreement. That
Bill was assented to on the 8th December, 1970,
and it was somewhat smaller in scope than the
Bill we are now considering. The essential purpose
of that Bill was to provide for the establishment of
a refinery in Bunbury to process bauxite from Mt.
Saddleback, which was to be taken to Bunbury by
rail. The key feature of the agreement was the
establishment of the refinery in Bunbury.

That legislation, of course, was not proceeded
with, and the second time a Bill came to the
House was in 1973, when the Act of 1970 was
repealed. On the 28th November, 1973, the
second Bill was assented to, thus ratifying the
parent Act of the Bill now before us, entitled the
"Alumina Refinery (Worsicy) Agreement Act".

This, then, is the third Bill to be brought to the
House in an attempt to have an alumina refinery
established by Alwest and its partners. The Bill
now before us is really a supplementary
agreement to the agreement negotiated between
the Government of the day in 1973 and the
Alwest company. The Minister indicated in his
second reading speech that this supplementary
agreement alters the substance of the original
agreement in a number of significant ways.

You will be pleased to know, Mr Speaker, that
I do not intend to repeat what the Minister said in
his second reading speech or to go, point by point,
through the specific facets of this Bill which are
different from the parent Act. However, I would
like to make some reference to the attention given
to this particular measure by the ALP
parliamentary committee which has already been
referred to in 'a previous debate.

Apart from a considerable number of witnesses
who came before the committee and presented
evidence and viewpoints, members of the
committee also had the opportunity to fly over the
proposed site of the refinery-Mt. Saddleback
itself-and the port loading facilities in Bunbury.
I might say at this stage that members of the
committee are very grateful to the Alwest
representatives who provided that opportunity and
gave in many other ways a very ready response to
our requests for information and advice about the
development. The attempts to get this particular
venture off the ground have now spanned almost a
decade.

One of the most significant findings we came to
after our deliberations was that it was most
inappropriate and inaccurate to use a broad brush
when outlining the bauxite industry and the
problems associated with it in Western Australia.
It is not only our conclusion, but also the
conclusion of a considerable number of people
who presented evidence to our parliamentary
committee that there were very significant
differences, particularly in environmental terms,
between the Alwest agreement and the proposal
for the new Alcoa refinery. In this context I cite
deliberately the representatives of the CSIRO, the
representatives of the Campaign to Save Native
Forests, and the representatives of the Institute of
Foresters.

I would like to canvass very briefly the specific
areas which highlight some of the differences. In
recent days a great deal has been said in this
Chamber about the salinity problem and the
threat it poses to our very important reservoirs in
the Darling Scarp. At this stage I should
emphasise, for members who perhaps have not
studied this matter as carefully as some of us, that
in respect of the Alwest agreement, the salinity
problem is nowhere near as serious in potential
terms to those reservoirs as it is in regard to the
Alcoa agreement which contains proposals to
expand the scope of operations by that company.

We are all aware that the proposed mine site
for the Alwest proposition at Mt. Saddleback is
related geographically to the Hotham and
Williams Rivers. Those rivers are described
variously as being more saline or at least as saline
as the ocean itself. Perhaps those statements are
an exaggeration, and perhaps they are not;
however it was agreed generally by many
witnesses who claimed some level of expertise that
a marginal increase in the level of salinity in this
part of the State would not have such a diabolical
or deleterious effect on the water supplies as it
would in the Darling Scarp. This is not simply
because those water supplies are already saline,
but also because those streams do not feed
significantly into catchment areas.

The dieback problem also assumes a slightly
different perspective in regard to this project.
When one flies over the Mt. Saddleback project
one has the opportunity to examine the immediate
mine site and the private property at and
surrounding Mt. Saddleback. One can then
appreciate thoroughly that quite a deal of the
bauxite area proposed for the Alwest proposition
involves private property that is already alienated,
but More significantly, property which to a large
extent has been cleared already. Hence, of course,
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the reason for the salinity problem in the Hotham
and Williams Rivers.

In addition to this, of course, from the air one
observes particularly that the forests on that
particular mountain can scarcely be described as
first class. The foresters suggested to our
committee that this was third-rate forest
containing stands of jarrab mixed with stands of
wandoo, and generally speaking the quality of
timber was nothing to write home about.
Therefore, the immediate prospects of the spread
of dieback are nowhere near as severe in this area.

We must be concerned 'about the
reafforestation aspect before we jump SO readily
into expansion of the refineries, and the work of
Alcoa in the intermediate or eastern zones brings
inio sharp focus the difference between the Alcoa
and the Alwest projects.

I have indicated already that a significant
proportion of the leased area is cleared. I gave a
figure of 40 per cent, but it might be as high as 60
per cent of the mineralised zone that is private
property, and private property that is already
cleared poses a vastly different question for
rehabilitation or restoration after mining
operations than do State forest areas. However,
there is a very significant aspect about
reafforestation as far as the Mt. 'Saddleback
deposit is concerned.

Fortunately for Alwest the depth and the
nature of the deposit is considerably different
from the depth and nature of the deposit currently
being worked by Alcoa in one or two parts of the
scarp. At the inspection cutting we actually saw
areas where the deposit reached a depth of 50 to
60 feet maximum, and it averages out at around
20 to 30 feet. This is very different from the ore
body which Alcoa is working where the average
depth is about two metres. One can only assume
that the Alwest exercise at Mt. Saddleback will
be a far less extensive operation than the Alcoa
operation, at least in the foreseeable future of
about 25 years.

In regard to the Alwest proposal, a considerable
number of compelling reasons relating to
decentralisation and regional development make it
fairly difficult to justify opposition when we
weigh up the arguments in regard to
environmental dangers involved in both projects.
Despite those very favourable observations, some
question marks remain.

It was apparent that most representatives of
different groups who testified before our
committee were concerned about four or five
general issues in regard to the Alwest agreement.
In some ways many of these problems are still

unresolved and we, as legislators, ought to give
equal attention to them.

Firstly, there is the question of the actual
location of the red mud ponds area. I certainly
was not actively involved in this problem when the
refinery site was shifted from Bunbury to
Worsicy. I understand one of the underlying
reasons for this transfer was the potential problem
with the red mud ponds. So it is now proposed
that these areas will be established near the
refinery site at Worsley. I understand the actual
location of the ponds is still in doubt, and it ii
apparently the desire of the Environmental
Protection Authority to see that the location of
these areas satisfies a review statement.

The second issue which seemed to be fairly
generally supported in submissions to our
committee involved the question of the ttanspbrt
of the bauxite from Mt. Saddleback to the actual
refinery site-The company has indicated to us that
at present there is some doubt as to whether this
will be done by a conveyor or by a railway system.
However, whichever method is used, it is quite
obvious that a path will have to be cut through
the forest between Mt. Saddleback and Worsicy,
and we as a committee and as a political party
would most certainly like to see a guarantee that
that path will not go through prime jarrab forest,
and particularly that prime jarrah forest which at
present is unaffected by dieback, because to do so
would have fairly obvious consequences.

The third aspect to which I would like to make
reference is that there are some outstanding
question marks relating to the matter of
restoration and rehabilitation. The nature of that
task will be slightly different in respect of this
company.

Also, an aspect with which we must be
concerned was referred to in the Minister's second
reading speech as well as being referred to in the
actual provisions of the Bill itself. I refer to the
concern associated with the minimisation of salt
release into the surrounding streams and water
supplies. Having already suggested the salinity
problem is nowhere near as serious as in the
previous agreement, we are not in a position to be
able 10 turn our backs on the fact or to ignore the
reality that an increased level of salt in the
surrounding soil and streams is likely to result
from the operations. We need to be certain
appropriate measures will be taken to minimise
this.

The final aspect is the necessary and fairly
obvious concern in respect of the prevention of
soil erosion. None of these sorts of problems is
new to this project.
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Having said that the attempts to get this
project off the ground have spanned almost a
decade, none of those obstacles is particularly
new. However, what concerns members on this
side of the House is that the Government has not
taken the appropriate steps to solve a number of
these question marks and to provide answers to
the queries.

These matters have been the subject of fairly
active discussion and negotiation in one form or
another between State and Federal Governments
specifically since 1974; and we argue that if the
State Government had been particularly
enthusiastic about getting this project off the
ground these problems most certainly could have
been solved by now,

I would like to draw the attention of the House
to a couple of very significant communications
between Western Australian Governments and
Australian Governments, as they relate to
attempts to get this project off the ground. The
first one, which is fairly famous, was the
communication from the Federal Government on
the 18th March, 1974. On that occasion the
Whitlam Federal Government communicated
with the Tonkin State Government, expressing its
concern in general terms about three principal
issues in respect of the project.

The first area of concern related to the degree
of Australian ownership; the second was the
question of regional development; and the third
involved a reference to certain environmental
problems. The fourth point of this communique
highlights the long-standing concern which the
Federal Government, and certainly its department
of the environment, has had in respect of this
project, and it concerns me greatly that this
aspect of the attempts to get the project off the
ground has not been attended to more
conscientiously.

That fourth point states that the agreement
between the State Government and the joint
venturers ought to be amended to provide that
detailed environmental investigations be carried
out under the supervision of the Department of
Conservation and Environment at the joint
venturers' expense, and the cost of any steps
necessary to arrest and/or correct significant
environmental degradation revealed by continuing
investigation be met by the joint venturers.

Mr Mensaros: That is precisely what is in the
Dill.

Mr BRYCE: Exactly; I am simply arguing that
it has not been done soon enough. That is
precisely the provision that has been written into
the revised agreement, but it has not been done

soon enough and a number of these reports are
still outstanding.

The second communique of significance was
addressed to the Acting Premier of the day, the
member for Mt. Marshall. It was dated the 30th
January, and in it the Federal Government
communicated its attitude, obviously in the
absence of the Premier. In the terms of that
communication, the Federal Government made at
least two significant points amongst a whole list of
points. It emphasised it was concerned that no
land use plan was available for the Darling Range
area. This, I remind you, Mr Speaker, was on the
30th January, 1975; that is, more than three years
ago.

The second principal aspect of the argument
contained in the communication from the Federal
Government was that after considering the
company's initial environmental impact
statement, the Federal Government considered
the document needed to be supplemented by
additional information on a number of
environmental aspects; and it talked about
wildlife research, research proposals regarding
certain technical problems associated with
emissions from the refinery itself, and problems
associated with transport and the temporary
storage of materials.

I could reiterate that it is not a new
phenomenon for eyebrows to be raised in respect
of certain environmental problems concerning this
project which are to this day unresolved. I do not
think it will come as news to the
Minister--certainly not after the joint statement
issued by the Leader of the Opposition, the
member for Warren, and myself-that we on this
side of the House find there is a great deal of
difference between this project and the one
previously discussed.

However, because the reports that are
outstanding have a very, very important bearing
on a decision which legislators are called upon to
make in respect of this project, we feel the four
reports which have been referred to almost ad
nauseam in the course of the debate on the
previous Bill give reason enough for us to argue
for the delay of this Bill. Having said that, I
sincerely hope there will be no intellectual or
political dishonesty in the form of suggestions that
we are opposed to this Bill. We are sincerely
concerned that there are aspects which still
require to be answered, some of which I have
already touched upon.

Amendment to Motion

Since it it not my intention to traverse the
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ground that 1 covered earlier tonight in another
debate, and bearing in mind that the reports to
which I referred are precisely the same in each
case-the nature of the the material that we
expect to find in those reports is precisely the
same or at least supplementary as far as this issue
is concerned-I move an amendment-

That the word "now" be deleted with a
view to inserting other words.

In the event of my amendment being carried, I
will seek to add words so that the motion will read
as follows-

That the Bill be read a second time,
following the receipt and approval by the
Legislative Assembly of the EPA report on
System 6, the report of the Stanford Institute
on Land Use, the environmental
management programme of Alwest, and the
upgraded report of the Hunt Steering
Committee.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) (11.01I p.ntj: Mr
Speaker, I support the amendment. To be
consistent with what the Opposition attempted to
do in relation to the earlier legislation and also
because there are issues relating to this project
which need to be studied in depth we believe no
harm will be done in waiting for tht receipt of
these reports. It is true that as far back as the
earlier statements of the Hunt Steering
Committee, which are being updated, it was
indicated fairly clearly that the initial operations
of the Alwest company in the Mt. Saddleback
region were very much confined by the tributories
of the Murray River; namely, the Hothamn and
Williams Rivers. This being the case, one would
not expect the great problems associated with the
Alcoa development.

However, problems do exist. In view of the
earlier statements of the Hunt Steering
Committee, it would be interesting to know
whether it has come to any further conclusions as
to just what degree bauxite mining in this region
would affect the main streams. It clearly
indicated that the streams from the forest to some
degree were diluting the affected rivers running in
to form, finally, the Murray River. To this extent,
the Hunt Steering Committee believed bauxite
mining could also have an effect as has the
clearing of land for agricultural pursuits.
However, the committee indicated that, subject to
effective replanting and vegetation, this effect
could be minimal or, possibly, not apparent.

No doubt the various reports referred to in the
amendment moved by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, including the environmental review
and management programme report

commissioned by the Alwest company, will
indicate recommended ways of minimising the
effect of any additional salinity which may occur
in the lesser rainfall area. To that extent, I think
the public will be far more satisfied in their own
minds that this project should go ahead as soon as
possible if we waited for the various reports before
proceeding with the second reading of this Bill.

I would imagine this project needs to get under
way reasonably soon, if it gets under way at all.
My understanding of the situation is that the
original cost estimate of a viable operation has
increased astronomically because of the lower
bauxite content in the leases held by the company.
Although this will not greatly affect the Alcoa
situation, any delay could be very detrimental to
Alwest.

Another reason I would favour the
commencement of the project-having satisfied
ourselves with the various reports-is that I
consider it would be advantageous to have two
firms in this region, dealing with the same
product. We would be better able to observe how'
one firm conducted itself on an environmental
basis as against the other. If only one firm were
operating in the area, we would have no basis for
comparison. This is another reason to support the
amendment moved by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

I do not intend to canvass the arguments I put
forward in the earlier debate because I feel it
would be an unnecessary duplication. Much of
what I said in respect of the Alcoa project applies
to this project. If the reports assure and guarantee
us that any forest worth maintaining will be
minimally affected, the Opposition will support
the legislation.

We heard earlier that some of the forest is
regarded as fairly third rate. However, the
company is in a bind in that to get the bauxite
from where it is mined to the processing site at
Worsley involves travelling through jarrah forest
areas as yet unaffected by dieback. This is
causing concern to foresters, and understandably
so. I refer, of course, to the higher rainfall region,
not so much where the company is mining.

We should wait to consider the various reports
from bodies which are studying all matters
associated with bauxite mining so that everything
which can and should be done will be done when
the project gets off the ground, and so that we do
not need to correct areas of deficiency which were
created by an ignorance of the environmental
aspects of bauxite mining in the region.

I do not know how many more similar
agreements or projects we are likely to be faced
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with in the future. I do know that Western
Mining Corporation at one time was interested in
a project around the Denbarker region, in which
case we would probably need to go through this
sort of process once again, and investigate the
matter in order to ascertain whether the project
would be likely to cause any increase in salinity in
the rivers which flow into the Southern Ocean.

However. I feel it is necessary for the
legislators in this State to be in possession of all
the available data before approving legislation
such as this, and I see no reason that the
Government should not be prepared at this
juncture to agree to the amendment moved by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for
Industrial Development) [11.10 P.m.]: Mr
Speaker, I oppose the amendment. The
Opposition was at great pains to explain its own
position; however, the arguments against any
delay have already been discussed in respect of
the previous Bill.

The member knows, and has implied, that in
this case it is much more important for a ratified
agreement to be in the hands of the joint
venturers, because any one of the joint venturers
can leave at any time for better pastures, in
Ireland or anywhere else, if it wishes to
participate in an alumina refinery exercise.

Before I resume my seat I raise one more
argument against the amendment. I refer to a
letter written by the much respected ex-Leader of
the Opposition-the Honourable John
'Tonkin-to his Prime Minister in March, 1974,
when he maid that all the environmental
requirements had been fulfilled. If he was
satisfied at that time I cannot find any
justification for delaying the second reading of
the Bill now after further studies have been
carried out, even though they Were not, as
intensive as they could have been had the project
not been dormant. To illustrate my point I read
only one paragraph from the then Premier's letter
to the Prime Minister. It reads-

The successful launching of the project is
of such vital concern to my Government, and
particularly to the region and its various
regional authorities, that I wish to have the
opportunity to personally present the case to
you.

Prior to that he expressed his full satisfaction that
all the environmental problems had been taken
care of. I oppose the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
Debate (on motion) Resumed

ME T. H. JONES (Collie) (11.11 pi.m.]: It
would be wrong of me if I did not make some
contribution to the debate on the Bill before the
House. When the Bill concerning the Wagerup
refinery was before the House members asked
why I did not get to my feet. I wish to make the
situation perfectly clear. Members know that I
generally confine my remarks to fuel and energy
matters, police Matters, and industrial matters.
However, no-one is more keen than I to see this
refinery established, because it will be located.
about 10 miles outside Collie. When. the Bill to
transfer the refinery from Picton to Worsely was
introduced by the Tonkin Government it had full
support and I had much pleasure in supporting it.
The only matter I raise now is that I should have
liked to see the grey areas determined more
clearly. I should have felt much easier if the
queries raised could have been answered so that
we know exactly where we are going.

We have to be honest about this matter. I have
made a ground inspection of the Worsicy site and
of the Mt. Saddleback deposits and it is clear that
the problems associated with the Aiwest project
are also associated unfortunately with the other
two projects we have been speaking about. I
sincerely hope that the project gats off the
ground, because if ever a region needs an injection
of work opportunities it is the area I represent and
the whole south-west of the State. The member
for Bunbury will agree, because in his electorate
hundreds of workers are out of work. In addition
we have had trouble in Donnybrook and other
regions because of the cyclone, and unfortunately
in the electorate I represent there are many young
people on the dole who should be gainfully
employed.

If this project gets off the ground it is to be
hoped that it will make available many job
opportunities right across the board, not only for
the Collie region. Collie will obviously benefit
from the housing and because of the 800 000
tonnes of coal which will be supplied, but the
Australind, Eaton, and Bunbury areas will also
attract some benefit from a project of this
magnitude.

I have been one qf the keenest advocates for the
erection of this project at Worsley, because it will
bring with it something that the Collie region
needs. At the moment we are almost totally
dependent on the State Energy Commission for
coal orders. It is true that we have some limited
orders from the cement works at Coogee but in
the main we depend on the State Energy
Commission and Government instrumentalities to
provide work on the Collie coalfield. This project
is a new dimension which will allow us to look
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into another area of growth with regard to the
supply of coal in Western Australia.

It will also assist Westrail if the rail links
between Collie and Worsicy and between Mt.
Saddlebac~k and the refinery site are used. We will
also have the benefit of the product being
transported from Worsicy to Bunbury for
shipment, and other commodities will need to be
transported to Worstey to assist in the overall
project.

Without going into the details of the Bill, I
have considered it clause by clause and I notice
that there are some alterations regarding what the
production can now be. The only matter I wish to
raise with the Minister concerns the agreement
with the State Energy Commission. If I read the
Bill correctly, I understand there will be an
agreement to buy surplus power from the Alwest
project. If this surplus power is to be available
from the Aiwest power house and if there is a
curtailment of supply from power stations
generally in Western Australia, will Government-
owned stations be reduced in power and will the
State Energy Commission still take power from
the Alwest plant? I have been requested by the
SEC workers to raise this matter.

If we are not on peak load and if the State-
owned power houses are not working at peak load,
will the commission still buy power from the
Alwest project when a reduction has already been
effected in the grid system? The Minister may or
may not be able to answer that question.

I am pleased that this Bill is before the House.
I hope the project will eventually get under way
so that we can get the long-awaited investment
necessary to assist the area.

Mr Mensaros: Before you finish, are you
opposing the Bill?

Mr T. H. JONES: What I have said is that I
should have liked to see-

Mr Mensaros: That is past history.
Mr T. H. JONES. I made my position quite

clear. I should have liked to see these grey areas
defined before the Bill got to this stage.

Mr Mensaros: Are you opposing the Bill?
Mr T. H. JONES: If the Minister can be

patient he will find out in a moment what my
attitude is.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) (11.20 p.m.]:
National Country Party members have given a
great deal of consideration to this Bill and we go
along with the comments that have already been
made in this Chamber by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition. He indicated the prime areas of
concern in this Warstey agreement were nowhere

near as important as those contained in the Alcoa
agreement to which we have just been speaking.
The salinity problem in the area concerned is
quite serious at the moment and the extension of
mining there could hardly make it any worse.
Furthermore, the deposits of bauxite are such that
the area involved would be limited.

With the financingjachieved from mining thtre
may be a degree of reafforestation or regeneration
which could actually improve the situation. So
generally speaking we acknowledge that the
problems here are nowhere near as serious as the
problems associated with the Alcoa Wagerup
agreement.

In his second reading speech the Minister
mentioned that the refinery would generate its
power and steam requirements from Collie coal
and he referred to the expansion of the
coalmining work force, which would be acceptable
to us. However, in the agreement before the
House there is an amendment to clause 15 by the
addition of a new clause I5A. This proposed new
clause relates to alternative sources of energy. It
reads in part as follows--

I5A (1) The State acknowledges the
importance to the Joint Venturers of an
assured source of energy at competitive
prices and that at the present time coal is the
only such Western Australian source.
However, it is contemplated that supplies of
natural gas may become available. In
addition, the discovery or development of
other sources of energy or advances in
technology may result in other sources of
energy becoming available and their use
being practicable and economically
advantageous to the Joint Venturers.

That indicates some consideration may be given
in the future to alternative sources of energy.
From a comment made in an earlier debate, it
would be reasonable to assume that the
alternative energy source is natural gas.

Like every other Western Australian I would
like to see this State develop. However, I am
aware that our energy resources are finite and it
may be worth considering what we will do about
the North-West Shelf in view of the current fuel
crisis facing the world. I believe ways and means
should be found to husband our resources so that
in the future we may have motive power for our
vehicles and, more importantly, for our
agricultural machinery which provides us with the
means to produce our food.

I believe there is a question mark surrounding
the development of these projects--both the
Wagerup and Worsley agreements-when we
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consider the need to develop the North-West
Shelf. Gas from the North-West Shelf in the
future might be required for our motive power.

Another query I have relates to the transport of
bauxite ore from the mining site to the refinery
site. It has already been mentioned that the direct
route goes through a prime jarrab forest where
the dieback disease, if it is there at all, is only
minimal. The National Country Party would not
like to see the bauxite transported over or through
this area, because of the great risk of spreading
the disease. However, I notice in the original
agreement of 1973 reference is made to a pipeline
or conveyor for the transport of bauxite from the
mineral lease to the refinery site. it is possible
that the company intends the pipeline or conveyor
to traverse an area which does not cover this
prime jarrah forest.

However, in the amendment before the House
there is no reference to that. There does not seem
to be any reference to the way in which the
bauxite will be transferred to the refinery, and I
would like the Minister to clarify this situation.

These matters may be mentioned in the
environmental review and management
programme which is a condition of this
agreement. Once again, for the sake of
consistency, I believe it should be a responsibility
of this House to make a decision on these matters.
Although I support the second reading of the Bill,
I give notice that I intend to move that this Bill be
referred to a Select Committee.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) [11.25 p.m.]: The
mining operation covered by this Bill gives us a
greater opportunity for planning than did the
previous agreement debated earlier this evening.
About 40 per cent of the area was already under
lease by Alwest as private property, with 60 per
cent being State forest. It is therefore to be taken
in conjunction with the depth of the ore body,
especially at Mt. Saddleback, and particularly the
northern areas in regard to the Mundaring water
catchment where the management programme is
to be drawn up by Maunsell & Partners Pty. Ltd.
for the company. The Government has the
opportunity to do some not only useful but also
essential long-term planning.

If it is at all possible, after the mining at Mt.
Saddleback there could be some move into the
private property areas, and so the more sensitive
and dangerous areas of the north would be left
until a later date. This would be in the interests of
the State.

it should never be forgotten that at the turn of
the century when the forest was cleared at
Mundaring the increased salinity triggered off

very hasty pine planting, and that is the reason
pines were planted in the area. We await with
interest the environmental review and
management programme that Maunsell's will
bring down on behalf of Alwest.

There is considerable wisdom in the
commissioning of a report of this kind by an
independent engineering firm. It has quite a deal
of merit in it, but at the same time it would have
been preferable to see the report before the debate
was concluded.

The Premier gave an indication in the Press
that the ERMPs would be made public, and it is
regrettable that the opportunity to use them in
debate is not practicable as we will have
concluded discussion on these Bills by the time
the reports are available.

The second aspect of concern emanates from
the nature of the forest, the incidence of dieback,
and the opportunity to prevent the spread of the
disease. The final designation of the State forest
in the Mt. Saddleback or Worsicy area is grade 3
forest. This means we have comparatively stunted
jarrah on lateritic gaps in the hills with wandoo
growing in the flats.

It will be appreciated that dieback is spread
with the flow of water, be it surface or
underground water. Bearing this in mind and
having regard for the fact that in the Mt.
Saddleback area the incidence of the disease is
comparatively low, I think it would be grossly
negligent, in fact dangerous, if a railway or
conveyor belt went directly through the forest
priority management areas.

It is to be hoped that this will be established to
the mutual satisfaction of the Government and
the company and that they will be able to follow
the watercourses-the courses of the rivers--so
that the spread of dieback is minimised.

It is suggested to me, without having full access
to the engineering problems and the physical
capabilities involved and it will no doubt relate
also to the economic situation, that a railway
would be far preferable in the interests of the
forests, and, of course, in the interests of the
State. Once again I come back to the point that
the ERMP is not available and, as a consequence,
we do not know the intention of the company in
this regard. It is regrettable.

The competence of the company with regard to
handling red mud is most encouraging. It would
appear there has been an improvement in the
techniques currently being used in this State.
There is a drying process with regard to the red
mud and, as a result, the risk of escape into the
aquiiers is lessened. This is most desirable and it
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is reassuring because of the elevation of the
Worsicy refinery and the associated red mud
ponds. They may not be termed that now, but red
mud storage areas. If an escape of caustic solution
occurred in that area it would spread much more
rapidly than the pollution which occurred at
Kwinana where the rate was measured in metres.
With an elevation of this nature, the spread of
caustic solution through the underground
aquifiers would be much greater.

Those are the three points about which I am
concerned and on which I hold reservations. I
should have liked to see Clarification of them in
the ERMP. It is to be hoped that with the
availability of those documents in some form, the
Opportunity for examination and public debate
will be available. It is to be hoped that the
Government has given due consideration to this.

MRt SIBSON (Bunbury) [11.32 p.mn.]: I rise to
say how pleased I am that we are at the stage of
discussing this Bill. Firstly I should like to
comment on one or two remarks made by other
speakers. The member for Warren has indicated
his general approval of the Bill, although he
mentioned some fears. I believe his fears are
unwarranted.

Mr H. D. Evans: How would you know?
Mr SIBSON: When the reports come out it

will be shown that this is so. I do not intend to say
some of the member's fears are not matters which
will have to be given consideration: but I feel we
should proceed with this measure in order that the
company involved, Alwest, is able to renegotiate
with the other agencies concerned in order that
everything may be done to ensure the operations
may proceed immediately.

Members will remember the 1973 debacle
when this industry came very close to going
ahead. However, as a result of hanging back and
waiting, and not allowing it to proceed at that
time, certain events took place very quickly.
There was a downturn in the economy; a
downturn in the marketing potential; and we lost
the opportunity to get Alwest off the ground at
that time. I believe that in itself will be lesson
enough.

All aspects of the environment have to be
considered and they will be considered. I have
confidence that everything that has to be done
will be done in that regard. However, I sound a
word of warning to those who repeatedly say,
"We agree with the principle, but we feel we
should wait." I believe that is a very dangerous
situation to get into.

The member for Stirling has indicated he will
move that the matter be referred to a Select

Committee. Here again I urge everyone to vote
against that, because the south-west greatly needs
this industry, as does the rest of the State. In the
south-west we have the problem of unemployment
and the situation where the economy is not as
buoyant as we would like it to be. I believe an
industry such as this will create the breakthrough
which will allow not only that particular industry
to proceed, but which will enable also many other
businesses and industries to improve and to
employ more people.

The Laporte situation was mentioned earlier
tonight. A member suggested that perhaps that
project should not have gone ahead because there
are some problems with effluent. Certainly there
are problems with effluent; but I do not think
anyone would be game enough to stand up and
say the Laporte industry should not have
proceeded. I imagine the same arguments were
put forward at the time that industry went ahead,
as are being put forward today. We all know how
much that industry has meant to Bunbury and to
the south-west generally. It enabled Bunbury and
the south-west to get on the move. It has provided
employment for 300 people and when one takes
into account the associated businesses it has
probably provided employment for another 1 000
people. It created employment which allowed the
south-west to grow progressively and strongly to
become what it is today.

We have hit another trough at the present time
and we need the involvement of an industry such
as this in order to bring the area to the next
dimension. Bunbury will become a city in 1979. 1
believe that is a fitting time for the industry to get
off the ground.

In the initial stages a work force of 800 will be
required to enable the industry to commence
operations. This, in turn, will create another 200
or 300 jobs for people employed in associated
industries. When the refinery is operating at the
level of two million tonnes another 400 or 500
people will be added to the work force.

The member for Collie has rightly put his seal
of approval on this measure. I believe he is one of
the members opposite who knows the benefits and
the impact this industry will have not only on
Collie,' not only on Bunbury, but also on the whole
of the south-west and indeed on the whole of the
State of Western Australia.

Mr B. T. Burke: And Indonesia.
Mr SIBSON: If Indonesia can get a little out

of it that will be good. Perhaps the member
opposite would like to send them a donation.

Mr B. T. Burke: I should like to send you.
Mr SIBSON: If we are to criticise this measure
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I believe it should be done a great deal more
constructively than has been tbe case However,
the Opposition appears to have accepted the
second Bill with a much more moderate line as far
as its objections to it are concerned.

During the initial stages when the industry is
getting off the ground, a number of opportunities
will be created to establish many businesses,
particularly in the light industry and commercial
areas which, in turn, will provide better services to
the people in the region. It is the run-offs and the
extensions which come from an industry such as
this which are sometimes of more benefit than the
actual industry itself.

I believe the company is to be commended for
the way in which it has kept Aiwest in operation
over the five years since the proposal collapsed in
1973. It is to be commended for its tenacity and
the way in which it has continued to work towards
the day when this industry will become a reality.
It is disappointing at times when one sees people
trying to knock this down.

I believe firmly that the industry can and will
exist. It will exist within the environmental
protection safeguards which are necessary and it
will create a good quality of life, and work and
career opportunities for our people which are
desperately needed at the present time.

Apart from the mining in the Mt. Saddleback
area and the actual production in the Worsicy
area, Westrail will be involved in shifting the
product from the site at Worsicy to the berth at
Bunbury. I am pleased to see that preliminary
talks and arrangements have been made initially
to share the Alcoa berth in Bunbury. As many
members are aware, the Alci)a berth is situated in
the new inner harbour which was initiated and
commissioned by the Premier at a cost of
approximately $40 million.

Even when that was being established there
were many criticisms to the effect that we were a
long way ahead of time in spending that amount
of money. The Premier made it clear at the time
that if the port was not established industry would
never be interested in the area. The port and its
facilities have been established and this has
allowed industry to proceed.

The fact that Alcoa has a loading terminal
there has enabled it to share the terminal with
Alwest. This has ensured that the industry will go
ahead.

The benefits to Westrail will bring about a
dream I and many others in the south-west have
had with regard to the railway facilities in the
area. Perhaps now we can bring forward the
removal of the railway line from Bunbury to

Picton and thus allow the main line to go in over
the north shore. This, in turn, will enable the
marshalling yards to be re-established in the
Waterloo area providing the south-west with a
modern railway facility and allowing the land now
occupied by the marshalling yards in Bunbury to
be used for a more worth-while purpose. It will be
possible in this way for the town to extend
towards the inlet and across the Queens Gardens
area thus enhancing the town in many ways. In
turn, the centre of the town will prosper and
spread out and this will be beneficial to the people
concerned.

I would like to say a few words about the
involvement of Collie in this project. I am proud
that it is part of it. Having lived for some years in
Collie, and having been associated in the Collie
miners' union with the member for Collie, I was
pleased he put his seal of approval on the
industry. The industry will result in further
expansion for Collie. Over recent years it has
expanded to the extent that it has doubled its
production, but the industry will result in an
expansion of another 400 000 to 500 000 tonnes,
increasing the population, and bringing about a
consolidation of the town which it has deserved
for a long time.

Perhaps I am adopting a parochial attitude in
wanting Collie to go ahead. It has supported
Bunbury over many years. Ever since its inception
Collie's residents have supported the town of
Bunbury, and we appreciate that.

Mr Jamieson: The only difference is that the
residents of Collie have more political sense.

Mr SIBSON: That is the opinion of the
member for Welshpool, but we are not here to
debate that topic. We must not be confused by
the political gimmicks of the member for
Welshpool. If he demonstrated a more outward,
objective, and progressive attitude, the members
on this side of the House would respect him much
more than they do as a result of his winging and
continual grizzling about things which have not
occurred.

Mr Jamieson: The oracle speaks!
Mr SIBSON; We do know that some very real

problems will be encountered and these will
present a challenge to the Government, When
things are allowed to come to a halt and stagnate,
the problem then is to get them going again. We
have now overcome that situation, and having got
the economy-particularly in the south-west-on
the move we will find that with the growth and
expansion will come many other problems, and I
would like to refer to a few of them.

The two main ones are housing and education,
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and I know that the Minister for Housing and the
Minister for Education, along with the Premier
and the Government in general, will accept the
challenge. It will be interesting to see where the
housing will be needed. Once that is established,
we can decide where to provide the education
outlets.

Many ideas have been submitted. I firmly
believe that most of the people working on the
Worsley project-those involved in the production
of coal will naturally live in Collie--will live in
Australind and other areas around Bunbury and
nearby coastal resorts.

I say this with no disrespect to Collie. It is
merely a matter of choice. The distance between
Worslcy and Collie is approximately the same as
that between Worslcy and Australind. When the
refinery was established at Pinjarra it was found
that the people preferred to live in the Mandurah
area rather than in the Pinjarra area. I think the
member for Murray will agree with me on that
point.

Housing will be the responsibility of the
Government, and it will be my responsibility and
that of other members in the area to ensure that
the correct decisions are made. We should
encourage private home ownership by ensuring
that sufficient blocks are on the market and the
correct facilities are available. I am referring to
finance and so on. Hopefully, the company will be
of sonic assistance in this respect.

It will be necessary to ensure there is co-
ordination so that people can establish themselves
in the areas of their choice. Then it will be the
responsibility of the Education Department to
provide schools and the back-up facilities
required.

They will be the two main challenges. There
will be others including the provision of further
medical facilities by the extension of the hospital,
and so on. However, as the infrastructure is
already established this will be a reasonably
simple process in comparison with the provision of
a completely new town.

It is not my intention to speak for long, thus
delaying the House, so I would like to summarise
my remarks by saying that we have reached the
stage for which we have waited a long time. It is
some five years since the project faltered and did
not go ahead, and it was being considered three or
four years before that. So, as I said, we have
indeed waited a long time.

I urge everyone on both sides to get behind the
measure to ensure that despite all the problems
which will arise, and which will be overcome, the
industry will go ahead. With this view in mind,

every encouragement must be given to it. We
must do everything possible to ensure that those
people who are awaiting the opportunities which
will arise from the project will not be
disappointed.

MRt JAMIESON (Welshpool) [11.47 p.m.l:
During the speech of the member for Bunbury,
one could have been forgiven for believing we
were listening to a Bunbury reconstruction Dil.

Mr Sibson: That's not a bad idea.
Mr JAMIESON: All in good time. The

member for Bunbury can submit it and we will
give him our opinion of it! At the present time we
are dealing with the Alumina Refinery
(Worseley) Agreement Act Amendment Bill on
which I would like to make a few comments.

Before I do so, I would like to indicate that I do
not winge and scream from a back seat of the
House. I have, my, say on my feet quite
often-more often than does the member for
Bunbury. If he wants to make nasty comments in
the Chamber, that is his prerogative. He likes to
do it from his perch, and like all pigeons he will
fall a victim.

Mr Clarko: Be careful he does not drop
something on you.

Mr JAMIESON: There is always a higher
pigeon.

Mr Sibson: I thought you said we should
discuss the Bill before the House.

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, I did say that.
Mr Sibson: Well, get on with it.
Mr JAMIESON: As I now have your

permission, Mr Speaker, and the permission of
the member for Bunbury I will proceed.

Sir Charles Court: I thought the pair of you
were discussing environmental matters for a
while.

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, but from~ a great height!
I see the problems associated with this

particular refinery getting off the ground as being
a far greater challenge than that envisaged by
most mineral companies which have been involved
in this industry. They are usually involved,
principally, with Crown land, be it State forests or
mining reserves. In this case, a good deal of the
land-particularly that which has already been
proven to have a mineral content-is at present
alienated, privately-owned farming land. Much of
it is high sloping grazing land. Indeed, this will be
an interesting type of development: to observe
how the problems are dealt with. The replacement
will probably be much easier than reafforesting.

The original agreement, and the Bill now
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before us, give to the company authority to
undertake the replacement of soil and the re-
establishment of pastures. When the extensive
culture is in process it will be interesting to see
how the firm will be able to cut the pine in these
areas, which are privately owned, and privately
silvicultured and replace it after the bauxite is
removed.

As has been indicated, the development will
take place in a much less solid rainfall area than
in the main Darling Scarp. As a consequence,
many different types of techniques will be used
for the redevelopment of the area, particularly
those areas of a forestry nature.

The redevelopment will also be of interest, no
doubt, to the foresters, although it will be the
responsibility of the firm to re-establish trees of a
suitable type and of a suitable species to survive
on the main scarp. Once that has been done, the
principle of the experiment will he an example
well worth studying, not only by people from this
State, but also by people from other States and
from all parts of the world where there is an
interest in mining and forests in areas where there
is not a very heavy rainfall.

I was pleased to be able to go to the main
deposit where the venture will start and observe
Mt. Saddleback. It was interesting to see the
vegetation which varied widely, and which has
been described by my colleagues as varying from
third-class forestry country to practically minimal
forest country. There is no bauxite on the top of
the mountain and, of course, it will not be mined
for that reason. It was interesting to note that
vegetation occurs above the normal line. There is
quite a growth of casuarina, which is not usual in
that area except along the banks of the streams
and rivers. Certain vegetation features, above the
bauxite line, will not be disturbed. That
vegetation indicates there is a degree of dampness
there at all times.

Another problem is the transport of the bauxite
to Worsley. L referred to this matter earlier and it
appears to me the problem can be overcome
without a great deal of trouble. There has been
talk of a proposed belt system over a distance of
some 40 kilometres or, alternatively, a rail system.
Whatever mode of transport is used, I hope the
motive power associated with it will be electricity.
T:ie company will then be able to draw on the
natural fuel source of coal for the provision of
that Motive power.

If the belt system is used to transport the
bauxite, electricity will be used, but I hope that if
a railway system is used electricity will still be the
motive power. The company would then not face

the possible limitation of liquid fossil fuel at a
later stage. The possibility of running out of fuel
supplied from the coal deposits in the Collie
region, in the near future, is fairly remote. I
suggest the company will examine very closely the
form of transport it will install.

I can see a belt system running into some
environmental problems. Despite the fact that the
company would endeavour to isolate the belt
system, and restrict movement in the area, there
would still be problems. The area through which
the bauxite will be transported is completely free
of dieback, and the foresters would not want to
encourage a belt system.

I doubt very much whether we will ever be able
effectively to retain our jarrah forests. Nowhere
in the world has a fungus disease attack on a
forest been effectively staved off. In some cases,
the forests have disappeared altogether.

One might be impressed by the research carried
out in this State into phytophihora cinnamorni,
but the disease will be restricted by clinical means
in some very small areas only. Once large areas
are affected I am afraid we are looking at the
continued decimation of the forests. While it is
considered to be a waterborne type of disease,
animals which move from lower areas to higher
areas farm a track through the mud, and the
whole process is in train before very long and
takes control of the jarrah forests.

During my earlier days I stayed at Nanga
Brook during the school holidays, and at that time
the bush was very much alive and very impressive.
However, it is almost like a desert now. I doubt
very much whether any of those present in this
Chamber will be here to prove me wrong, but I
think that with the exception of isolated pockets,
which may be kept for a unique purpose, there
will be no jarrah trees at all to speak of in the
Darling Range 200 years hence.

This is a problem man has not been readily able
to overcome. He goes into forests and with all
good intentions tries to manage them by burning
back, and then finds that phytophihora
cinnamomi likes the vegetation to be burnt off
because it allows it to spread. It is now said we
should not burn back; we should allow the under-
carpet to remain. But in the climatic conditions
prevailing, we will have repeated fires in any case.
They are not always caused by man; they are
sometimes caused by lightning.

Fires have always occurred in our country.
Ancient mariners never saw any land but they
saw huge, billowing clouds of smoke in the
distance and they knew there was land in this
region many years before land was discovered,
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and recorded it in their logs. So obviously the
forests have been subject to fire for a tong time,
and will continue to be.

All the clinical ways and means of overcoming
the disease have so far proved not to be very
satisfactory. Although we can say "grease to the
elbow" of the foresters and other experts who
have studied the problem and tried to overcome it,
none of them is able to give any guarantee of
overall success except in a very strictly
quarantined area which can be gardened and
looked after, and we would not have the jarrah
forest we have known in the past.

It all adds up to a great problem for the
industry, although a lesser problem for the
Worsley refinery because of the type of terrain it
intends to mine. It will be very interesting to see
how the company copes with the problems. It will
be forced to deal with many people. Some will
want the bauxite on their properties to be mined
and others will not. These will be matters for the
company, not for us, but I mention them because
I see in this venture an adventure which has not
been indulged in previously in this State in a big
mining way. We hope all the company's efforts
prove to be rewarding to the State and to the
company, subject to being able to overcome the
difficulties which we see as being disruptive to the
environment.

I think I have said enough to indicate that,
subject to the matters which we see could cause
problems, we have no great objection to this
legislation, as our deputy leader indicated earlier;
but we are waiting anxiously to- see what
recommendations are to be made to overcome
those problems which the Alwest consortium will
have to face up to when the time comes-right
from the red mud ponding up to transportation
and the rehabilitation of the areas in a drier
environment than has heretofore been experienced
by miners of bauxite.

Mr Mensaros: Are you opposing the bill?
Mr JAMIESON: At this stage I would be

happy with those safeguards, but I would be
inclined to support the move foreshadowed by the
member for Stirling because of the inconsistency
which exists, and we consider further research
should be undertaken. The research I would want
in relation to this venture is rather minimal in
comparison with that we regard as necessary in
connection with the other agreement.

I would want research in respect of
transportation, reasonable safeguards with the red
mud area, and the possibilities of reafforestation
in the drier climatic conditions. Subject to those
safeguards, we would want a project like this to

go ahead. We nearly got it off the ground once
before but we encountered problems, and other
problems have arisen since. A while ago someone
asked what was the difference in the environment
now compared with six years ago. There is a lot of
difference because of the awareness of groups of
people and different thinking on the environment.
Different Circumstances will prevail in six years'
time, and one cannot transplant the thinking of
six years ago into' the debate tonight. We know
More about certain matters. We have experienced
six years of baux'ite mining under Alcoa's system,
and people have become disturbed and concerned.

We must therefore ensure that any moves we
make have the utmost safeguards, and subject to
those being forthcoming I would be resonably
happy with the Bill. We do not want this project
to be held up any longer than is absolutely
necessary, but it would be desirable to wait a few
months to get a final indication on the matters I
have raised.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for
Industrial Development) [12.07 a.m.]: I thank
members for their contributions to the debate
although, other than the speakers on the
Government side, I do not know whether they
supported or opposed the Bill. I want to reply to
the matters raised by way of query but I will not
reiterate the matters upon which we all agree.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was
concerned about the red mud ponds. From his
studies he will know that if there is any problem it
is very much lesser in this Project than in the
Alcoa project because of the different chemical
composition of the ore body which will enable this
venture to have the final discharge almost in a
cake form rather than in a fluid form.

The same member, who was the main speaker
for the Opposition, raised a query in connection
with the transportation of the bauxite-whether it
was to be on rail or on conveyor. He is obviously
aware that, according to the agreement, that
matter has not yet been decided and the choice
remains; but whichever means of transportation is
used to convey the bauxite it will be the subject of
submissions in the environmental review and
management programme and will accordingly be
examined by the appropriate authority.

Although the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
admitted that the salination problem was not so
great in this project, it still caused him concern.
He must take into consideration that we are
talking about deposits much further below the
surface, greater turnover of the soil, and
altogether different conditions.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
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concluded by saying the Government has not
solved the problems. I must say that only a few
years ago his Government not only thought the
problems were solved sufficiently to enable the
project to go ahead but it also virtually went down
on its knees to beg the then Federal Government
not to obstruct the progress of the project, and I
do not think anybody can deny that. I cannot
follow his logic.

The member for Welshpool said we know much
more today than we did five or six years ago, and
he is right in saying that.

Mr Jamieson: I must have gone wrong
somewhere--you are agreeing with me.

Mr MENSAROS: He said wc should have
more studies today before we accept the deal. At
that time his Government not only accepted the
deal, but also it was desperate before the election
that it should be accepted by the Federal
Government. So members can see there is no logic
in this at all.

Mr Jamieson- [ do not think we would be the
only ones to indulge in that. I read a lot about a
consortium before the last election.

Mr MENSAROS: I am staying with the
contention of the member for Welshpool: We
know more today, therefore we would like to see
more studies undertaken, but we knew less at that
time and the Tonkin Government did not want to
have more studies done. I cannot see the logic and
connection in this thought, and if any member
does. I would like to have it explained to me.

The member for Collie asked about surplus
electricity. It is impossible to say today what Sort
of agreement would be made, but I assure him
that the agreement would not jeopardise. the base
load being supplied from Muja. My
understanding of the working of these refineries is
that we cannot predict precisely the amount of
excess power. It varies from time to time because
of the conditions; some of the time there is excess;
at other times there is demand for power which
would have to be supplied by the SEC. No doubt
the agreement will be that any excess power the
refinery has will be sold to the State Energy
Commission. On the other hand, if the refinery
needs extra power, it will be supplied by the State
utility.

The member for Stirling queried the provisions
in the schedule to the Bill regarding alternative
sources of energy. I replied to a question today
that it is not anticipated that anything but coal as
the main energy source will be used. However, the
clause referred to by the honourable member is
quite justifiable. Obviously, during the period of
its operation, the company would like first-hand

information from the State which owns the SEC
about alternative supplies of energy. That does
not necessarily mean that the company
anticipates using anything but coal as its main
fuel. I replied to another question today that, for
instance far the calcination of alumina, fuel oil
must be used. Therefore, the company may use
alternative fuel which adapts itself for this
purpose.

I would like again to remind the member for
Welshpool that circumstances do change and he
will understand this. He made the remark
immediately following the very good speech of the
member for Sunbury that that speech sounded as
if it had been in connection with Bunbury
reconstruction legislation. It is quite interesting to
study the correspondence between his Premier
(Mr John Tonkin) and the then Prime Minister.
No doubt with a political eye to the election,
almost every letter written by Mr Tonkin was to
the effect that he wanted this whole project
because of Bunbury. In one letter Slunbury was
mentioned three times, but not a mention of
Collie. Of course, Collie was a reasonably safe
seat for the Labor Party. I am not holding that
against Mr Tonkin, but I am just saying to the
member for Welshpoal that circumstances do
change and at that time Premier Tonkin
emphasised Bunbury quite out of proportion,
although I do not blame him for that. Neither,
therefore could the member for Bunbury be
blamed today.

The member for Welshpool said also that
minimal research had been undertaken and that
we had not done enough. I would like to mention
to the House what has happened because
originally, when the Commonwealth Government
approved the project, it laid down certain
conditions. As a result of this, despite the fact the
project itself was dormant, in March, 1974, when
the Whitlam Government decided there should be
a complete environmental review of the project,
this was undertaken. Although we knew of the
market situation, the restrictive equity ownership
position, and the variable deposit rule-which the
then Prime Minister did not even undertake to
waive in order that the project could go ahead and
this meant all foreign investors had to deposit 50
per Cent Of the money they invested here which
was just impossible and really negated the whole
project-we went ahead with this review. We
submitted it on the 9th December, 1974, to the
full satisfaction of the Commonwealth authorities.

In February, 1975, the then Labor Federal
Government advised the State Government that it
approved the project, although again with certain
conditions involving ongoing studies. These
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studies have been undertaken and they have been
built into this agreement also. The company is
obliged to update the studies yearly with a more
complete three-yearly report. All these studies
must be projected for an ongoing 10-year period.

I still do not know the attitude of the
Opposition to the Bill. Personally I know the
attitude of its members, but they were not game
to say so. The member for Collie said, "You will
see later whether I oppose or support the Bill."
Likewise, the member for Welshpool did not reply
to my question whether he opposed or supported
the Bill. I emphasise that any endeavour to move
for a delay is in all practical sense an opposition
to the Bill. There is no question about that.

According to our Standing Orders we still have
an opportunity to appoint a Select Committee.
However, such a move would mean that once
Parliament adjourns, a further delay would occur
and no doubt the partners in the project would be
discouraged. They have entered into some sort of
agreement amongst themselves, but it is by no
means a final agreement.

The agreement is subject to the ratification of
the State-company agreement by this Parliament.
If this Parliament does not ratify the agreement
in time, the partners will say, "You, the
Government, told us you were supporting the
legislation, and you, the Minister, told us"-as I
did-"that the Opposition is reasonably
responsible and it will not oppose this project."
However, it appears now that the Opposition
wants to play a different game. It even seems to
have reversed a decision it made only a few days
ago, or at least this appears to be so in regard to
the member for Collie. In a Press report a few
days ago the Leader of the Opposition said that
he would seek the deferment of the Alwest
legislation until the reports were available, and we
all know the reports to which he referred. He
went on to say that the Opposition would
reconsider the legislation in the light of those
reports, and if the Government would not agree to
this course-and this is past history now-the
Opposition would oppose the legislation. The
questions are: Shall I give c redence to the Press
statement of the Leader of the Opposition? Shall
I give credence to the member for Collie who
virtually congratulated the project and the project
manager and said he hoped it would go ahead?
Shall I give credence to the member for
Welshpool who did not say anything, and who is
smart enough to do this?

Mr Jamieson: That again is your warped mind
because I indicated very clearly to you that saving
my agreement to appoint a Select Committee, this
was not a great problem-

Mr MENSAROS: Fair enough.
Mr Jamieson: -because you have clearly

defeated the move that was subject to our leader's
Press release, so what the hell?

Mr MENSAROS: But the Press release said
that if the Government would not agree to that
move the Opposition would oppose the legislation.

Mr Davies: Why are you stonewalling your own
Bill?

Mr MENSAROS: I just want to see the
attitude of the Opposition.

Mr Davies: Put it to a vote and you will.
Mr MENSAROS: I must negotiate with so

many people from overseas; and because we
operate under the Westminster system they ask
me, "What is the alternative Government's views?
Does it want development; does it want
progress?"

Mr Davies: Ask them to talk to us. Tell them
we will not talk through you.

Mr MENSAROS: When we go back to past
history, I can say objectively that the Tonkin
Government at least supported progress and
development.

So, Mr Speaker, we do not know what is the
attitude of the Opposition. However, we do know
that any motion proposed for a Select Committee
or for any other delay would to all practical effect
indicate opposition to the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Reference to Select Committee

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [12.22 a.mn.J: 1
move-

That the Bill be referred to a Select
Committee.

I listened to the Minister saying that such a move
indicates opposition to the legislation, and I want
to reject that argument. While speaking in the
second reading debate I indicated that I
supported the Bill and that most members of this
House would like to see the project get off the
ground.

It is also consistent with the National Country
Party approach that a most important aspect of
the legislation is the environmental review and
management programme, and it seems strange to
me that Parliament is being asked to ratify an
agreement and in the same breath being told that
we really cannot have any say in the acceptance
or otherwise of the ERMP.

I fail to see how that can be taken as opposition
to the Bill when in the Bill itself there is provision
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for environmental studies to be undertaken, and
to be presented by the 31st October. The Bill
contains a further provision that if the ERMP has
not been approved by the Government by the 31st
October, no construction can take place by the
joint venturers until such approval is given.

I do not envisage that referring the Bill to a
Select Committee need really take that long. The
appointment of a Select Committee would give
this Parliament the opportunity to be involved in
the ERMP. l envisage the Select Committee
calling evidence from the people who are
concerned in the production of the ERMP; that is,
the joint venturers. I also envisage evidence being
called from the Hunt Standing Committee, those
concerned with the Stanford report, and even
those concerned with System 6. If we call
evidence from all those people involved in the
matter, I do not think it would be necessary to
wait until the reports themselves are presented; by
that I mean the three reports other than the
ERMP.

We could call further evidence from people who
are deeply concerned and involved in this matter,
such as the Institute of Foresters and the CSIRO.
Such people should be asked to report, along with
any member of the public who is interested. As
our Standing Orders have been amended, in the
main the hearings of the Select Committee could
be open to the public, and in that way it would
resemble a public inquiry. There is no provision
for that procedure in general; the Environmental
Protection Act contains provision for public
inquiries to be held in respect of certain matters
when a policy has been declared.

However, referring this Bill to a Select
Committee would approximate that approach.
and I feel it is a desirable move in respect of a
matter that is so important.

I do not think there is any need for me to speak
at length. I feel it would be an important step in
the increasing importance of the Parliament.

I repeat it seems strange to me that Parliament
should be called upon to ratify an agreement, and
yet be asked to give carte blanche to the
Government in respect of a very important aspect
of the agreement. I opposed that principle in an
earlier Bill, and I am being consistent in opposing
that proposition again in respect of this Bill.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the
Opposition) [ 12.26 a.m.I: I would like to indicate
that we support the move to refer the Bill to a
Select Committee.

Mr Williams: Speak up!
Mr BRYCE: I suggest that the member

petition the Premier to see that the Chamber is
amplified.

Mr Blaikie: You were speaking reasonably well
when we had a full gallery.

Mr BRYCE: I cannot agree with the Minister's
logic that to support a move to appoint a Select
Committee constitutes opposition to the Bill. That
is clearly not the case.

We have argued on the other Bill, and we have
argued again on this Bill-the arguments are the
same-that there is information outstanding and
a list of reports which a Select Committee could
usefully consider.

I would like to take up and amplify the point
made by the member for Stirling: it is certainly
high time a little more attention is focused on the
importance and significance of the role of
Parliament. I for one do not believe what is
occurring is a healthy sign for our system. I have
never concurred with the Premier-and probably
never will--on the importance of and the need for
strong Government, and the attitude that
Governments should go full steam ahead without
paying heed to the wishes of the people to be
consulted and without giving the people an
opportunity to contribute to the debate. That is
the line the Premier adopts.

Sir Charles Court: Governments have to
govern;, that is what I said.

Mr BRYCE: Nobody objects to Governments
governing. However, it is important in 1978 to
realise that we are not governing a State or a part
of the nation vis-a-vis 1948. The State is a very
different place from the State of that era, and
perhaps that is one of the problems the Premier
has in adjusting to reality; that outside this
Chamber there is a great number of people and a
significant number of organisations with a real
concern about the future of this State.

Their concern for the environment is a very real
one. Whilst some of them may be a little
extremist, or even more than a little extremist, a
great number of them arc genuine and their views
deserve to be listened to.

I suggest with respect that if the information
we have sought during the currency of this debate
Were made available to a parliamentary Select
Committee it would be a positive, constructive,
and worth-while exercise. We are not in favour of
a system of star Chamber decision-making; we
believe the proposition for the appointment of a
Select Committee has a great deal of merit, and
we support it.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-
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Ayes 20
Mr Barnett Mr ilarman
Mr Bertram Mr Hodge
Mr Bryce Mr Jamieson
Mr B. T. Burke Mr McIver
Mr T. J. Burke Mr McPharlin
Mr Carr Mr Pearce
Mr Cowan Mr Stephens
Mr Davies Dr Tro1
Mr-H. D. Evans Mr Wison
Mr Grill Mr Bateman

Noes 25
Mr Blaikie Mr O'Connor
Mr Clarko Mr Old
Sir Charles Court Mr Ridge
Mrs Craig Mr Rushton
Dr Dadour Mr Sibson
Mr Grayden Mr Sodeman
Mr Grewar Mr Spriggs
Mr Hlassell Mr Tubby
Mr Herzfeld Mr Watt
Mr Laurance Mr Williams
Mr MacKinnon Mr Young
Mr Mensaros Mr Shalders
Mr Nanovich

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr T. D. Evans Mr O'Neil
MrTonkin Mr Coyne
Mr Taylor Mr P. V. Jones
Mr T. H. Jones Mr Crane
Question thus negatived.

(Teller)

(Teller)

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

]BILLS (2): MESSAGES
Appropriations

Messages from the Governor received and read
recommending appropriations for the purposes of
the following Bills-

1. Health Act Amendment Dill.
2. Town Planning and Development Act

Amendment Bill.
House adjourned at 123 7a.m. (Wednesday).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
ENERGY

Nuclear Industry: Ryan Report

565. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Conservation and the
Environment:

Will the Minister arrange for tabling a
copy of the Ryan Report on the nuclear
industry, which was recently presented
to the United States Congress?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

Arrangements have been made to obtain
a copy of the report, from the United
States, which will be tabled as soon as it
is available

NUCLEAR ENERGY
Sun Desert Generator

566. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Conservation and the
Environment:

Is the Minister aware of the recent
decision to refuse permission for the
building of the Sun Desert nuclear
power generator?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
Yes.

MORLEY SCHOOL
Dental Therapy Centre

567. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:
From which dental clinic can children
who attend the Morley primary school
obtain attention?

Mr RIDGE replied:
At the present time it is not possible to
offer dental care to the children at
Morley primary school.
The closest dental therapy centre at
Camboon already is offering dental care
to considerably more children than the
original planned maximum number.
The member may be assured that the
needs of the children at Morley primary
school will be sympathetically
considered during planning of the next
stage of the school dental health
programme.

SKILLED WORKERS

Minister's Plan
568. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour

and Industry:
(1) To what different grades of skilled

Workers was he referring in the article
ascribed to him in The West Australian
of 15th March, 1978?

(2) Will he reveal details of his plan to the
House?

1233



1234 ASSEMBLY]

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) On the occasion referred to I

was canvassing the possibility that in
these rapidly changing times industry
cannot rely on the traditional 4 or 5 year
apprenticeship system to meet all its
needs. For example, shorter courses have
already been conducted in this State in
hand laminating, abrasive blasting,
protective coating, furniture trades,
bricklaying and mechanical Fitting.

TRADE TRAINING

Advisory Council
569. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour

and Industry:
(1) Has the advisory council of industry and

government leaders to advise on trade
training, been appointed?

(2) If so, who are the appointees?
(3) If not, when is it expected that it will be

appointed?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) No.
(3) An advisory committee is expected to L.

appointed in the near future.

POWER STATIONS
Kwinana and Belmont: Construction

Employees

570. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) Has there been a diminution in the

numbers of construction employees
employed by the State Energy
Commission at-
(a) the Kwinana power house;
(b) the Belmont power house?

(2) If so, what are the details of the
reductions?

(3) If not, are such reductions at present
planned?

(4) If so, what are the details?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) (a) The number of construction

emiployees employed by the State
Energy Commission at the
Kwinana power house has been
consistently about 80 during the
past six months.

(b) The State Energy Commission has
no power house at Belmont. It is
presumed the question relates to the
construction and workshop group
which is based at the commission's
Belmont depot from where it is
responsible for the control and
execution of various construction
activities associated with
commission projects both in the
metropolitan area and throughout
the State. The answer is Yes.

(2) Relative to Kwinana power house-not
applicable.
Relative to construction and workshop
group. During the past six month period
there hag been a gradual reduction in
construction employee numbers from
504 to 479.

(3) Yes.
(4) Relative to Kwinana power house.

Construction employees are carrying out
work associated with the conversion of
the two 200 MW units to a coal firing,
capability. The first unit has been
converted to coal firing and conversion
of the second unit will be completed
mid-1979 when all construction activity
at the power station will cease.
Depending on the work programme
there will be a gradual reduction in
construction employees commencing
mid-1978 until mid-1979 when all
construction work will be complete.
Relative to construction and workshop
group. The commission's policy is to
gradually adjust employment numbers
consistent with projected future work
requirements. It is currently planned to
reduce the number of construction
employees to 415 permanent staff plus
approximately 20 temporary staff which
number will vary from time to time as
construction projects demand.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
Coles Pty. Ltd.: Misuse of SYTEP Scheme

571. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(1) Is he aware that there have been

complaints against Coles Pty. Ltd. for
misusing the SYTEP scheme by
dismissing junior employees as soon as
possible so as to maximise that Airm's
financial benefits?
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(2) Have representations been made to the
Australian Government so that abuses
may be eliminated?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) No, however, the Commonwealth

Department of Employment and
Industrial Relations is prepared to
investigate complaints if the Director in
Western Australia is provided with
details of the firms involved and specific
instances of misuse of the scheme.

(2) The general position is constantly under
surveillance at both Commonwealth and
State levels.

DAIRYING

Milk: Masters Dairy Ltd.

572. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has he received complaints that Masters

Milk arc discriminating against vendors
as compared with their treatment of
supermarkets with respect to the
quantity of supplies generally and also
with respect to the supply of by-products
in particular?

(2) Will he investigate so as to ascertain
whether complaints which I and other
Members have received are justified?

Mr OLD replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
Any complaints directed to the Dairy
Industry Authority will be investigated.

POWER STATION

East Perth

573. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(1) Has he received complaints that the

East Perth power station is not being
operated in compliance with the
Inspection of Machinery Act?

(2) Is his department satisfied with the
record of safety at the power station?

(3) Is his department satisfied that the
operators are working under safe
conditions?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) and (3) The department has received no
recent reports of accidents at the East
Perth power station.
Regular inspections have not indicated a
reason for concern or lack of safety at
the power station. As the result of the
complaint received an investigation into
safety and operating conditions is being
undertaken.

POWER STATION

East Perth

574. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Has the State Energy Commission failed
to comply with regulations to the
Inspection of Machinery Act by not
providing employees at the East Perth
power station with the correct engine
roonm record book?

(2) Have high pressure steam pipes carrying
4.4 m.p. blown out in confined areas?

(3) Have operators been showered with
steam and hot water at "H" stations
Nos. 11, 13 and 14 boilers?

(4) (a) Was boiler No. 14 operated for one
week with a super-heated tube
blowing; and

(b) has this occurred on more than one
occasion?

(5) Were repairs carried out to boiler No.
14 by welding without removing the
tubes from the boilers?

(6) If so, is this a dangerous practice?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) The State Energy Commission has not
failed to comply with regulations to the
Inspection of Machinery Act with
respect to engine room record book.
Plant at the station is under the
supervision and control of a charge
engineer and a boiler house engineer.
who are both qualified according to the
Act and who are respectively responsible
for maintaining a station and a boiler
house log book. In addition daily boiler
and turbine log sheets are filled in
hourly by wages operators. Provision is
made on these sheets for operating
contingency and defect reporting.
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(2) Approximately 18 months ago a 4.0 MP
soot blower pipe fractured on a boiler,
discharging steam into the boiler house.
Soot blowing was immediately
suspended until equipment on all boilers
was checked and reinforced.

(3) Reports on leaking drain lines in the
boiler house are received from time to
time via work orders and are attended to
with priority, prompt attention being
given to leaks which may affect
personnel or plant. No reports of
operators being showered with hot water
or steam *have been received. On one
occasion recently an operator had to
limit the opening of a valve because of a
nearby leak. This defect was promptly
repaired.

(4) (a) Yes. The super heater tubes are
located inside the main boiler
casing and depending on the extent
of a leak, it may be safely tolerated
for a limited period of operation.

(b) This has occurred on more than one
occasion over the past years.

(5) Yes. Where appropriate in situ repairs
are made using accepted pressure
welding technique.

(6) It is not and complies with boiler codes.

WATER SUPPLIES

Rates: New System

575. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:
(1) Does the Government expect to

introduce a new water rating system for
the start of the next rating year?

(2) If so, does it expect to introduce
legislation into Cabinet shortly?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.

LAND ACQUISITIONS

State and Local Governments

576. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister
representing the Attorney'General:

As the Australian Law Reform
Commission sat in Perth last week to
take submissions on land acquistion, will
the Minister advise:

(1) What plans did the State Government
make to the Australian Law Reform
Commission to inquire into the top level
acquisitions by both State and local
governments which have possibly caused
distress and hardship to people affected
by these acquistions?

(2) If no submissions were made to this
commission, why not?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) and (2) The "Terms of Reference" given

to the Commonwealth Law Reform
Commission for this inquiry related
specifically to the operation of the
Commonwealth Act and any submission
by the State Government would have
been irrelevant.

LAND

King's Park

577. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Lands:
(1) Is she aware of the problems in King's

IPark caused by larrikins?
(2) Is it a fact that innocent people

endeayouring to spend a pleasant
afternoon in the park with their families
are being menaced by these larrikins?

(3) If answers to (1) and (2) are "Yes" will
she make available extra rangers to
patrol the park on weekends and
holidays in order to reduce vandalism
and protect the public's right to the
enjoyment of the park?

(4) If not, why not?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) I am aware of the incidence of

vandalism in King's Park as are all
members who have read the report of
the King's Park Board recently tabled in
Parliament as part of the Annual Report
of the Department of Lands and Surveys
or the press comment thereon.

(2) The results of vandalism reduce the
enjoyment of King's Park by the public.
Some members of the public may feel
that they are menaced by larrikins,
although actual abuse and threats of
violence seem to have been limited in
general to those against the staff, who
have the duty of enforcing the by-laws
for the protection of public property and
enjoyment.
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(3) and (4) The situation is kept under (I) Is
regular review but any appraisal must be nu
realistic in the light of available finance. Fo
However, I intend introducing to 0O'
Parliament during the current session, sci
amendments to the Parks and Reserves an
Act which, if approved, would give the Di
King's Park Board powers to curb (2) If
vandalism and other offences. hij

pu
(3) If

SEWAGE PUMPING STATION

Forrcstfield

578. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) Is it a fact that the Hicks Street

sewerage pumping stationi in Forrestfield
is overloaded?

(2) Is it a fact that raw sewage has on many
occasions flowed down Hicks Street and
Tillia Court as a result of this
overloading?

(3) If answers to (1) and (2) are "Yes" will
he immediately upgrade this pumping
station to prevent any further
overloading and the concomitant
obnoxious odours which could result in a
major health hazard?

(4) If he will not upgrade this pumpi ng
station, would he please state his
reasons?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) No, but the existing temporary station is
approaching its design capacity.

(2) Yes, but this is due to excessive
quantities of rags and sand clogging the
pump.

(3) Provision has been made in the draft
capital works programme for 1978-79 to
commence construction of a permanent
pumping station. In the mean 'time,
additional relief measures are to be
provided.

(4) Not applicable.

TECHNICAL EDUCATION

Evening Classes at Forrest field
High School

579. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Education:

1237

it a fact that an ever increasing
mber of people resident in the
'rrestfield area are taking evening
urses in varying subjects at many high
hools throughout the metropolitan
ea, used by the Technical Education
rectorate for this purpose?
"Yes" will he make the Forrestfield

gh school available for the same
rpose in the 1979 school year?
not, why not?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.

FAMILY LAW COURT PROCEEDINGS
Members of Parliament: Access to

Particulars

580. Mr BATEMAN, to the
representing the Attorney-General:

Minister

(1) Is it necessary for leave to be obtained
by a Member of Parliament from a
judge, magistrate or registrar, pursuant
to regulation 162 of the Family Law Act
1975 of the Parliament of the
Commonwealth, to obtain particulars of
proceedings under that Act when he is
making inquiries in relation to a matter
that has been referred to him?

(2) If so, will the Attorney-General give
consideration to granting permission to
members to enable them to be
acquainted with the true position when
investigating a claim by a member of the
public on a similar basis as the
concessions which are available to them
in other courts both Federal and State?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1)
(2)

Yes.
As the Family Law Act and regulations
are Commonwealth legislation there is
no power in the State Attorney-General
to grant the permission sought by the
member.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Art Gallery Board Members
581. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Cultural

Affairs:
(1) Who are the members of the Art

Gallery Board?
(2) When were they appointed?
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(3) When do their terms expire?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3)-

Mrs Ella Fry, appointed 1956, term
expires May, 1978;

Dr Roy Constable, appointed 1965, term
expires May, 1980;

Mr Geoffrey Summerhayes, appointed
1970, term expires May, 1978;

Mr Roy Sampson, appointed 1976, term
expires May, 1980;

Mr Mark Saunders, appointed 1976,
term expires May, 1980.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES

Improvemient

582. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:
In view of his criticisms of the Whitlam
Government in his last budget speech
for generating what he described as
excessive expenditure levels and his
support for the Federal Government's
now-failed attempts to reduce its deficit
by holding down tightly on the growth
of expenditure, from which source does
he expect to obtain the massive amounts
of Government capital investment
required to improve railways, roads,
ports, water, power, sewerage and
drainage under a five-year plan
suggested by him?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The funds required could be obtained by
increased loan raising in a number of
ways.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY

Inspectors

583. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour and
Industry:

In view of the fact that the three
inspectors of the Western Australian
Department of Labour and Industry had
no time to carry out routine outside
inspections last year. will he increase the
number of inspectors so that this
function may be carried out in future?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
The report in question was for the 12

months ending 30th June, 1977. Since
then a fourth industrial inspector was
appointed in November, 1971, together
with a temporary clerk/trainee
inspector, which has enabled routine
inspections to be implemented.

TEACHERS' UNION MEETING

Minister's Comments

584. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Education:
Adverting to his comments on the
actions of 3 000 teachers at a meeting
held by the Teacher's Union recently,
was he correctly reported in The West
Australian of the 24th April. 1978, as
having said he would send for the Union
President, Mr H. W. Bennett,
immediately, to seek an explanation?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
Yes. Mr Bennett, accompanied by the
General Secretary of the Teachers'
Union, Mr Lloyd, came to my office at
9.30 a.m. on Monday, the 24th April.
1978.

EDUCATION
Scabies and Lice Outbreaks

585. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has there been any unusual outbreaks

of scabies and lice noted in metropolitan
schools this year?

(2) Is it a fact that many have been sent
home from the Bentley school with such
complaints?

(3) If so, what follow up procedure is used
with the parents to assure the early cure
of any such condition?

(4) If there is an overall problem due to
unusual seasonal or other conditions,
will the department indulge in .some.
press publicity to alert parents to which
symptoms to watch for, so that early
attention can be given to such problems?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) The incidence of head lice is no greater
than usual. There is an isolated pocket
of scabies.

(2) Yes.
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(3) Circular letters have been sent to
parents advising of treatment required.
The local health authorities and
government health services are co-
operating in the provision of treatment
and advising parents about preventative
measures.

(4) A general alert is not necessary but
community education programmes are
undertaken where required.

TRAFFIC
Speeding: Traps and Prosecutions

586. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(1) How many speed traps have been

conducted in Helena Street, Guildford
during the past month?

(2) How many vehicles were apprehended
for speeding?

(3) What were the speeds of the vehicles
concerned?

(4) Would he ensure that the speed traps be
increased where possible in an
endeavour to slow down this habit?

(5) How many prosecutions have been
sustained and how many are pending?

Mr O'Connor (for Mr O'NEIL) replied:
(I)

(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)

Conducted almost on a daily basis but
no figures are available.
Between the period 27th March, 1978
and 27th April, 1978 inclusive-207.
Varied between 76 kph and 103 kph.
Yes.
32 cautions were given and 175
infringement notices issued. If the
infringement notices are not paid within
21 days, summonses will be issued to
allow the matters to be dealt with by the
courts.

BIRDS
Regulations: Breaking

587. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:
(1) During the last six months,' have

prosecutions been sustained against
people breaking the regulations
controlling the importation of birds, the
illegal trafficking of same, or the
keeping of same in cages?

(2) If "Yes" would the Minister advise the
full details of all-
(a) complaints;
(b) prosecutions;
(c) names of persons involved;
(d) types of birds involved; and
(e) where the offences

committed?
were

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Statistics are not tabulated in

that form.

LAND
Clackline

588. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for Lands:
(1) Would she advise if one-quarter acre

blocks previously occupied by railway
employees in the townsite of Clackline
are available for purchase?

(2) If "Yes" to whom should applications be
forwarded (or purchase?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Five Clackline residential lots were

offered for sale by public auction on the
1st April, 1978. four lots (32, 33, 34
and 35) are still available for sale at the
price of $1 000 each under the
provisions of section 41A of the Land
Act. The lots are subject to four-year
building conditions.

(2) The Under Secretary for Lands.

MARITIME WORKERS' UNION

Deputation to Minister for Transport

589. Mr McIVER, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Transport:
(1) Would the Minister advise if he has

received a letter under date 14th April
from the secretary of the Maritime
Workers' Union?

(2) (a)y If "Yes" would the Minister advise
if he is going to receive the
deputation as requested; and

(b) if so, when will it take place?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1)
(2)

Yes.
The deputation was received by the
Minister for Transport on the 19th
April.
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CONSUMER PROTECTION

Speed Seeder (W.A.)

590. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:

Will he investigate the complaints
against Speed Seeder (W.A.) made by
Michael Kidner in the Perth court of
petty sessions on the 19th April?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
Yes. In the light of the newspaper report
investigations have been started by the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs. I point
out, however, that no complaints have
been received by the bureau.
The firm name is registered at the
Corporate Affairs Office in the names of
Arthur Harrie Pickett and John Clifford
Hollard.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Motor Cycles: Control of Propertly
in Morley

591. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Is it within the competence of a local
governing body to control the use of a
property in Benara Road, Morley, for
the riding of motor bikes, having regard
to-

Mr
(a)

(a) zoning regulations;
(b) noise regulations?

RUSHTON replied:
and (b) Yes.

TRAFFIC

Unlicensed Motor Cycles: Morley Roads

592. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:
(1) Is it a fact that police officers stop and

talk in a friendly manner to young boys
illegally riding unlicensed motor bikes
along Benara Road, Morley; Morley
Drive, Morley; May Road, Eden Hill;
Gordon Road, Morley and many, many
other public roads, not taking action
against these breaches of the Traffic Act
and therefore acting in breach of their
oaths to uphold the law without fear or
favour?

(2) Is it a fact that law abiding citizens have
stopped reporting such illegal acts
because no action is ever taken by the
police?

Mr O'Connor (for Mr O'NEIL) replied:

(1) and (2) No.

HEALTH

Noise: Emission from Off-road Vehicles

593. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that the Shire of Bayswater
has stated that it cannot check for
contravention of noise regulations by
trail bikes because the technical officer
from the Department of Health is on
leave?

(2) (a) Is there an officer available to assist
the shire in a determination of this
matter; and

(b) is he available during the peak
nuisance periods, such as between 5
p.m. and 6.30 p.m. week nights and
all day long on Saturdays, Sundays
and public holidays?

Mr RIDGE replied:

()I am not aware of any statement by the
Shire of Bayswater to this effect. The
Shire of Bayswater has taken the
initiative and already employs a
gazetted noise inspector and has a
further health surveyor who has had
training but has not yet been gazetted.

(2) (a) Yes;
(b) Yes, but obviously the number of

staff employed in this area is
limited and they must be protected
against unreasonable demands.

NATURAL DISASTER RELIEF

Apple Growers

594. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
Agriculture:

(1)

for

Has he received any reply to his
representations to the Commonwealth
Government seeking finance for
compensation for orchardists who lost
apples as a result of cyclone "Alby"?

1240



[Tuesday, 2nd May, 19781 24

(2) In the event of the Commonwealth
Government not financing such
compensation, is it the intention of the
State Government to Pay compensation
for apples lost through cyclone "Alby"
on its own initiative?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) No.
(2) It is premature to consider State action

until a reply is received from the
Commonwealth, and this reply I am
endeavouring to expedite.

NATURAL DISASTER RELIEF

Farmers

595. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Premier:

(1) Have any farmers who suffered damage
through cyclone "Alby" and subsequent
fires and who are able to obtain finance
from private sources or banks been
granted emergency relief loans?

(2) If "Yes" how many such farmers have
been accommodated?

(3) Will he explain what other aid may be
available to farmers who suffered such
damage, if they submit an application
form as he suggested to the Leader of
the Opposition in the House last week?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) and (2) Applications are only now being
received and therefore no loans could be
approved as yet.

(3) it has been arranged with the Lord
Mayor's Distress Relief Appeal
Committee that details of losses
incurred by farmers from the fires will
be obtained from application forms' for
concessional loans. For this reason,
farmers who feel they may be entitled to
assistance have been advised to submit
an application form, and banks have
been asked to pass the forms on even
though, in many cases, banks may be
able to provide the funds required.
Any cases of personal hardship and
distress are, of course, dealt with
immediately, and separate from any
applications for concessional loans.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES

Contribu tory Extension Scheme
596. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for Fuel

and Energy:
Does the State Government intend to
overturn an SEC decision to increase
charges by 100% for connecting rural
properties to power supplies and to place
a $3 000 connection limit?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
See answer to question 314 on the 5th
April, 1978.

STOCK AND MEAT MARKET

North African Countries

597. Mr GREWER, to the Minister
Agriculture:
(1) Is there a potential livestock ca

for

rcase
meat market in the North African
countries; i.e.
(a) Lybia;
(b) Morocco;
(c) Tunisia;
(d) Algeria;
(e) Nigeria; etc?

(2) (a) Who is currently supplying these
markets;

(b) What quantities of livestock or
carcases are required?

(3) (a) Are Australian exporters promoting
our capacity to supply to the listed
countries;

(b) Are there any foreseeable problems
which may preclude our
involvement in this trade?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) The markets in the countries

listed are currently supplied by the EEC
countries, Bulgaria, Rumania, Turkey,
East African countries and Argentina.
The marketing potential in these
countries and the quantities of livestock-
and carcases required to meet this
potential has not been assessed by my
department.

(3) (a) Yes.
(b) The availability of shipping,

distance from Australia, local meat
preferences and price are major
marketing considerations.
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SHEEP CATTLE AND MEAT

Middle East Market

598. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Who arc Australia's main competitors to

Middle East markets for live sheep,
cattle and carcase meat?

(2) (a) How much does each competitor
supply; and

(b,) to which Middle East countries?
Mr OLD replied:
(1) EEC countries, east European countries,

East African countries, New Zealand,
South American and North American
countries, Turkey, Ethiopia, India and
China.

(2) (a) and (b) This precise information is
not known to my department.

ABATTOIRS

Carcase Classificat(ion

599. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

When and at which abattoirs are
manual or partly automatic systems of
carcase classification to be introduced?

Mr OLD replied:
A manual objective classification system
for beef was commenced at the Midland
Abattoir on a trial basis on the 24th
April, 1978. A manual objective pig
classification system was initiated in the
Midland Abattoir on the 1st March,
1977, on an extended total basis.
A semi-automatic system for sheep
classification is under trial at Robb Jetty
Abattoir and should be fully operational
next week. A semi-automatic system for
the classification of beef is being
installed at Robb Jetty.

STOCK AND MEAT

import
600. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Could he advise the numbers and classes

of livestock destined for slaughter that
were imported into Western Australia
from the Eastern States in 1978 and
1977?

(2) How much carcase meat was imported
to Western Australia for local

consumption and export in these years?
(3) How many abattoir jobs were affected

by the processed meat importations?
Mr OLD replied:
(1)

(2)

1977
Sheep Cattle
342 15290

1st January, 1978 to 21st April: 1 055
Cattle.

1977
Beef-

Bodies......................
Sides .......................
Quarters...................
Cartons....................

Veal-
Carcases...................

Sheepmeat-
Carcases ...................
Lamb racks................
Cartons....................

Pork-
Sides .......................
Middles....................
Joints ......................
Cartons....................

Buffalo meat-
Cartons ....................

14653
84

730
39975

120

35 373
680

10670

50
11624
20014
3 673

705
Source: Public Health Department.
Note: No figures are available to mny

department for 1978.
My department has no information
as to whether this meat was used
for local consumption or was
exported.

(3) This information is not known to my
department.

WATER SUPPLIES

Bores. Priva te

601. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) (a) Is the MWSS & D Board

contemplating limitations on the
drawing of water from private bores
in any part of the metropolitan
area;

(b) if so, can these areas be defined?
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(2) Has it been possible to estimate the
amount of sub-surface water being used
each year from private bores or wells in
the metropolitan area?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) and (b) No, other than artesian

bares. In public water supply areas
there is power to control extraction
under licence. The licences serve to
ensure that everyone's interests are
protected.

(2) Estimated to be 60 million cubic metres
per annum.

PRISONS

Inmates: Work Release

602. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Chief Secretary:
(1) How many prisoners have been given

work release in each year since the
inception of the system?

(2) How many prisoners on work releases
have absconded?

(3) How many of these have committed
further offence?

(4) How many prisoners on work release
have had their work release cancelled
for abuse of privileges?

(5) How many prisoners on work release are
on study leave (full or part-time)?

(6) How many prisoners are currently on
work release?

(7) How many have had work release
approved and are waiting to enter the
programme?

Mr O'Connor (for Mr O'NEIL) replied:
The information requested will take

some time to collate.
The member will be advised by letter

when available.

NATURAL DISASTER RELIEF

Market Gardeners

603. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Premier:
(1) How many metropolitan and near

metropolitan area market gardeners
have applied for concessionall assistance
as a result of damage suffered by
cyclone "Alby"?

(2) What has been the result of each such
application?

(3) Do the same criteria apply to market
-gardeners as to all other applicants for
assistance?

(4) If not, how do they vary?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) No applications have been

received, but several market gardeners
have made general inquiries and been
advised to submit applications through
their own banks if damage suffered
justifies this course.

(3) and (4) Yes. I might add that this
answer was prepared for last Thursday
and I have not checked it since but I do
not think there is any change.

604. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION
Teachers: House and Year Master Duties

Allowances

605. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:

What is the reason for the proposed
discontinuation of allowances paid under
regulation 188 for house and year
master duties?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
The matter of regulation 188 allowances
for house and year master duties is
currently under review. No firm
decisions have been made in this matter.

EDUCATION

High Schools: Class Sizes

606. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What are the average class sizes in core

subject areas in
(a) metropolitan high; and
(b) senior high schools?

(2) Is the Government satisfied with these
class sizes?

(3) What policy is being implemented to
reduce the class sizes referred to?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) An average in this context has little
meaning because schools vary in terms
of their internal organisation.
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The greatest percentage of classes in
years 8 to 10 is in the 26 to 30 pupil
range, involving 48.2 per cent of all
lower secondary classes in senior high
schools while the greatest percentage of
classes in years I I to t2 is in the 16 to
20 pupil range, involving 36.1 per cent
of all upper secondary classes in senior
high schools. The greatest percentage of
classes in years 8 to 10 in high schools is
also in the 26 to 30 pup1 rang;,
involving 56 per cent of all lower
secondary pupils in high schools.
The above information relates only to
English classes and is at 1st. August,
1977. Information is not available
separately for metropolitan/country.

(2) and (3) Secondary pupil-teacher ratios
in Western Australia compare
favourably with other Australian States,
and gradual lowering is being
implemented.

HIGH SCHOOLS

Reading Retardation and Remedial
Reading Teachers

607. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) What proportion of students entering

high schools in this State are two or
more years retarded in reading ability?

(2) How many remedial reading teachers
are employed in high and senior high
schools?

(3) What proportion of trainee teachers are
taught at training college, how to teach
remedial English or English as a second
subject?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) There is no State-wide screening test of
reading attainment of students entering
high schools and, thus, the figures
requested are not available.
The term "reading retardation" has a
number of mtanings. It is sometimes
used to compare the attainment in
reading of a student with his
chronological age. This comparison
takes no account of the student's
intellectual capacity and is therefore of
very little value.

(2) Seventy-one.

(3) It is not clear what the member means
by English as a second subject. If, by
this, is meant English as a second
language, a specialised course is
available at Mount Lawley College of
Advanced Education. All primary
teachers' colleges give attention to the
teaching of reading which includes
remediation. About 5 per cent of
secondary teachers undertake such
courses. The Education Department,
however, provides int-service education in
this area.

EDUCATION
High Schools: Funding System

608. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is it proposed to change the present

funding system applied to and in high
schools?

(2) If "Yes" what provision has been made
to give school principals the
management/financial training
necessary for the financial management
of their schools?

Mr P. V. JONES: replied:
(1) and (2) No change in the present

funding system is contemplated at this
time. See also my answer to question
618.

WORMvALD INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY

Patrol Officers and General Manager

609. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Chief Secretary:
(1) Did police inquiries indicate that

Wormald International Security
had-at any time-been allocating their
patrol officers more work than was
physically reasonable?

(2) If "Yes" -
(a) when was this finding made; and
(b) to what period did it refer?

(3) Was Mr John Pocklington, General
Manager of Wormald International
Security, granted a general security
agents licence?

(4) If "Yes" when was it granted?
(5) Did the police initially object to the

licence being granted?
(6) If "Yes' to (5)-
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(a) was the objection withdrawn; and
(b) if it was, for what reason was it

withdrawn?
Mr O'Connor (for Mr O'NEIL) replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) 2nd December, 1977.

(b) Prior to 2nd December, 1977.

(3)
(4)
(5)

Yes.
9th January, 1978.
Yes.

(6) (a)
(b)

Yes.
Reasons for the objection had been
rectified prior to 6th January, 1978,
when the hearing for the objection
was listed before the Court of Petty
Sessions.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
Contracts to Hugali and Hoile

610. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Referring to recent Parliamentary

questions and answers, will he please
inform the House of the meaning of the
term: "architectural division quotation"
as applied to contracts let to Hugall and
Hoile?

(2) Does the term involve more than one
quotation being obtained?

(3) If "Yes" to (2)-how many quotations
were obtained in each case where this
company was given a contract?

(4) Will he please table evidence-
(a) showing details (including price) of

all quotes received for each
contract; and

(b) revealing all details of work done in
those cases which the Premier told
the House were not carried out
satisfactorily?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The term "architectural division

quotation" refers to a selective tendering
system used by the Architectural
Division of the Public Works
Department to obtain competitive
tenders in cases where the calling of
public tenders is either not warranted or
not suitable.

(2) Yes.
(3) East Wanneroo primary school-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 3
Ltd.......................
Malua Reticulation.... 3
Farrell Engineering Pty. 3
Ltd.......................
Western Irrigation Ply. 3
Ltd.......................

Yanchep primary school-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 3
Ltd .....................
Farrell Engineering 3
Pty. Ltd ...............
Malua Reticulation.... 3
Western Irrigation Pty. 3
Ltd .....................

Gibbs Street primary school-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 3
Ltd.....................
Farrell Engineering 3
Pty. Ltd ...............
Western Irrigation Pty. 3
Ltd .....................
Malua Reticulation.... 3

Burrendab primary school-(6)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 3
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co.... 3
Crystal Waters.......... 3
Western Irrigation Ny. 3
Ltd .....................
Malua Reticulation.... 3
Farrell Engineering 3
Pty. Ltd................

Bullcreek primary school-(6)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 4
Ltd .....................
Western Irrigation Pty. 4
Ltd .....................
Farrell Engineering 4
Pty. Ltd ...............
Malua Reticulation.... 4
Crystal Waters.......... 4
W. F. Busby & Co.... 4

Phoenix primary scbool-(6)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 3
Ltd .....................
Malua Reticulation.... 3
Crystal Waters.......... 3
Farrell Engineering 3
Pty. Ltd ...............

1245

142.27

387.00
416.00

449.00

039.87

288.00

874.00

946.00

123.78

302.00

525.00

585.00

109.48

135.00
286.15
303.00

352.00
354.46

109.30

331.00

435.45

530.00
680.00
750.00

097.26

174.00
235.54
243.00



1246 [ASSEMBLY]

Western Irrigation Ply. 3 252.00
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co.... 3300.00

Northampton Junior High School-(4)
S

Hufall and Hoile Pty~. 12976.93
Ltd .....................
Matua Reticulation (a)
Malua Reticulation (b)
Farrell Engineering
P~ty. Ltd ...............

Osborne Park Hospital-(4)

14 831.00
20 745.00
15323.00

Hugall and Haile Pty. 5 249.00
Ltd .....................
Western Irrigation Pty. 5 554.00
Ltd .....................
Malua Reticulation.... 5739.00
Farrell Engineering 6212.00
Pty. Ltd ...............

Mt. Henry Dental Therapy School-U7)

Farrell Engineering 2 193.00
Pty. Ltd. (not to
specification) .........
Hugall and Hoile ty. 2 388.00
Ltd .....................
Malus Reticulation .... 2758.00
Western Irrigation Pty. 2 860.00
Ltd .....................
Irrigation & Power 2 894.00
Contractors Pty. Ltd....
Wanneroo Irrigation 3 147.00
Services Pty. Ltd ....
W. F. Busby & Co..... 4602-00

East Victoria Park' primary school-
Bore and Pump-(6)

Hugall and 1-bile Pty. 5331.37
Ltd .....................
G. B. Drillers............ 6008.
Cockman Drilling Co... 6 052.
G. W. & A. M. Twine 6 180.
Drilling Co ........ ...
Swan Boring Co......... 6644.
E. Scott & Co. Nty. 7 269.
Ltd .....................

Pinnaroo Valley Memorial Park-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Pty.
Ltd.-.............
Malua Reticulation..
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd .....................

58
00
00

45
20

5 967.54

6 590.00
6821.00

Farrell Engineering 6 833.00
Pty. Ltd................

Woodlupine primary scbool-(S)

Hugall and Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Ma [us Reticulation..
W. F. Busby & Co. ..
Crystal Waters .....
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd .....................

Kardinya primary school-(5)

2 765.44

3316.00
3 538.00
3 557.85
3 560.00

Hugall and Hole Ny. 2 861.63
Ltd .....................
Western Irrigation Nty. 3 417.00
Ltd ....................
Malua Reticulation.... 3428.00
W. F. Busby & Co..... 3648.00
Crystal Waters.......... 3669.03

Huntingdale primary school-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 2861.63
Ltd .....................
Malua Reticulation . 3 3394.00
Western Irrigation Pty. 3 556.00
Ltd .....................
Crystal Waters.......... 3669.03

Greenwood primary school-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Nty. 2467.45
Ltd.....................
Malua Reticulation .... 2735.00
Western Irrigation Ny. 3 295.00
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co ... 3402.00

East Victoria Park primary school-(5)

Hugall and Hoile Pty. 3 575.76
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co .... 4489.00
Malua Reticulation .... 4512.00
Western Irrigation Pty. 4 593.00
Ltd .....................
Crystal Waters.......... 5219.30

West Balcatta primary school-(5)

Hugall and Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Malus Reticulation..
Western Irrigation Ply.
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co. ..
Crystal Waters .....

2765.44

3 328.00
3 485.00

3 538.00
3 557.85
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West Greenwood primary school-(4)

Hugall and Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Malus Reticulation..
Crystal Waters .....
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd .....................

Withers primary school-(2)

2765.44

3 350.00
3 557.85
3 569.00

Hugall & Hile Ply. 9 802.90
Ltd .....................
Bunbury Boring Co...10 765.00

Camberwarra primary school-(4)

Hugall & Hoile Pty. 2 918.93
Ltd .....................
Farrell Engineering 3 022.00
Ply. Ltd ..............
Malua Reticulation .... 3486.00
W. F. Busby & Co .... 3 782.56

Allendale primary school-(4)

Hugall & 1-bile Pty. 9 173.00
Ltd .....................
Farrell Engineering 9442.00
Pty. Ltd ...............
Malua Reticulation (a) 9679.00
(b) .................... 8 583.00

Craigie High Scbool-(4)

Hugall & Hoile Ply. 1 571.92
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co . 1... 179.77
Malua Reticulation .... 1938.00
Wanneroo Irrigation 2 595.00
Services Pty. Ltd....

Darlington primary school-(2)

Hugall & Hoile Pty. 7 347.05
Ltd.....................
Western Irrigation Ply. 8 629.00
Ltd .....................

Eden Hill primary school-(3)

Hugall & Hoile Ply.
Ltd.....................
Malua Reticulation..
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd .....................

Wanslea Home-(4)

Hugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................

4824.00

5 307.00
5906.00

8 833.33

Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd ....................
Swan Boring Co. ....
G. B. Drillers .........

Byford primary school-(2)

Hugall. & Hoile Pty.
Ltd.....................
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd.....................

Eastern Goldfields High
School-(3)

9095.85

9 845.80

9 909.80

8 574.00

10 776.00

Hugall & Hoile Ply. 8 886.00
Ltd .....................
Western Irrigation Pty. 13 893.00
Ltd.....................
B. R. & B. E. Searle .... 16691.00

Beaconsfield primary school-(4)

Hugall & Hoile Nty. 9 455.00
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co ... 12 375.00
Crystal Waters ......... 12 714.30
Western Irrigation Pty. 12 897.00
Ltd.....................

Doubleview primary school-(6)
$

Swan Boring Co ........ 22621.90
(Withdrew)

Cockman Drilling Co ... 23 634.00
(Withdrew)

Hugall & Hoile Ply. 23 798.00
Ltd .....................
Western Irrigation Ny. 24 295.00
Ltd .....................
E. Scott & Co. Pty.
Ltd.....................

(a) .... 27 884.93
(b).....24507.61

Karawarra Apartments--(5)
Irrigation Equipment 71 386.00
Pty. Ltd ...............

(Withdrew)
Hugall & Hoile Ply. 79 980.00
Ltd .....................
Southern Cross 89 332.00
Machinery Pty. Ltd..
Crystal Waters ......... 90931.00
W. F. Busby & Co ... 98 250.00

The Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre
--Car Park Grounds $240.00

No lenders called-Extensions to
existing work on site.

1247



1248 ASSEMBLY]

The Queen Elizabeth It Medical Centre
-Psychiatric Unit 54 987.00

No tenders called-Extensions to
existing work on site.

South Kalgoorlie primary school-(2)

1Hugall & Hoile Pty. 11 473.00
Ltd .....................
B. R. & B. E. Searle .... 15 341.00

Westminster primary school-(2)

Hugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Western Irrigation Ply.
Ltd .....................

Beaconsfield primary school-

Hugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co. ..
Crystal Waters .....
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd.....................

forresidale primary school-(:

Hugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Swan Boring Co. ....
Western Irrigation Ply.
Ltd .....................
G3. B. Drillers.........
Coastal Water Drilling

Carine primary school-(3)

Hugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Swan Boring Co. ....
Coastal Water Drilling

Cooloongup primary school-(

Hugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd.....................
Swan Boring Co. ....
0. B. Drillers.........
Western Irrigation Ply.
Ltd ............. ....

Wattleup primaN school-(5)

H-ugall & Hoile Pty.
Ltd ...................
Swan Boring Co. ....
E. Scott & Co ........
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd .....................

862.00

G3. B. Drillers .........

Gosnells High School-(4)

Hugs II & Hoile Pty.
Ltd .....................
Crystal Waters .....
Western Irrigation Pty.
Ltd .....................
W. F. Busby & Co. ..

(4) (a) Answered by (3) above.
(b) No.

9 101.55

3 292.00

3 342.00
3 677.00

4 246.00

Regrettably the prominence given to the
6443.00 questions asked by the honourable member has

adversely affected this company which is a totally
(4) owned Western Australian company employing

$ 200 people.
9 455.00 1 have had the opportunity of examining each

of the contracts previously referred to and find
12 375.00 that in some cases they are referred to as being
12 714.30 unsatisfactory. The problems were mainly related
12 897.00 to delays in obtaining the required casing and

some other essential equipment on time, due to no
5) fault of the company. It should be borne in mind

$ that the company was endeavouring to oblige as
7 369.59 many people as possible in unusual conditions and

more problems than normal were inevitable.
7 652.58 I hope that those people who have it in their
7 789.00 power to convey'this information to the public will

do so at least to the extent they publicised the
8513.30 original answers to the honourable member's
9264.00 questions.

I hope also that members asking questions of
$ this kind, although acting within their rights, will

8 372.35 consider all consequential aspects of such actions.

8958.20
9 845.38

4I)
$

POWER STATION

K wins na
6 238.24 611. Mr T. H-. JONES, to the Minister for Fuel

6271.54 and Energy:
6715.54 When the units at the Kwinana power

7 515.97station are converted to burn coal
7 621.00 instead of oil, what will be the efficiency

loss of the units?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

7 660.19

8 312.51
8 338.00
8 474.00

The loss in unit generated efficiency will
be very small. The additional power
consumed by the auxiliary equipment
required for coal firing will reduce the
unit send out efficiency by
approximately 0.8 per cent.
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ARCHITECTS

Registrations and Number Pracetising

612. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for Works:
How many of the 529 registered architects
are currently practising in architecture and
of these how many confine themselves to
practising architecture solely?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Of the 529 registered architects, I I have
voluntarily advised the board that they no
longer practice architecture. It is not known
how many architects confine themselves to
practising architecture solely.

ROAD

Busselton By-pass

613. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Transport:

(1) (a) Has the Minister's department
given any consideration to a
highway by-pass to the town of
Busselton; and

(2)

Mr

(1)

(b) if so, can he table relevant plans?
(a) When does the Minister's

department expect that a by-pass
road will be required; and

(b) can he advise the percentage
proportion of costs of construction
and resumption that will be met by
either the Main Roads Department
or local authority?

O'CONNOR replied:
(a)
(b)

(2) (a)
(b)

Yes.
A copy is not available for tabling.
However, the plan is with the
Busselton Shire Council.
Not in the foreseeable futuire.
This has not been determined as the
scheme is essentially a long term
proposal.

EXPORT LICENCES

Alumina
614. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for

Industrial Development:
With regard to Commonwealth export
licences for the shipment of alumina:
(a) what requirements have to be met

before they are issued;

(b) for what period Of time Or for what
tonnages are they issued?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The details of the issuing of export
licences for alumina and other minerals
and mineral products are a matter
between the Commonwealth
Government and the exporter concerned
and are not known to the State.
In general terms it is understood that
the licences, which are issued by the
Commonwealth Minister for Trade and
Resources, are for periods not exceeding
one year. It is also understood that the
criteria on which licences are 4ssued
include the level of the contract base
price and the adequacy of provisions for
suitable price escalation and market
reviews.
In contidering applications for export
licences for new projects, the
Commonwealth Minister for Trade and
Resources is statutorily required, among
other things, to seek the advice of the
Commonwealth Minister for the
Environment as to the suitability of
environmental management provisions
for the project concerned.

EDUCATION

Pupil-teacher Ratios

615. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Did he see the report on page 21 of The

West Australian dated the 26th April,
1978, which reported on the meeting of
teachers held last Sunday?

(2) Did he, in that report, note the reference
by the meeting to pupil-tiacher ratios?

(3) Is it true that the Education Department
includes school gardeners and janitors in
their figures when calculating pupil-
teacher ratios?

(4) If not, then what is the basis upon which
the Education Department calculates
pupil-teacher ratios?

(5) Has this information been kept away, or
hidden, from interested parties in any
way?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) No.
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(4) All the information used when
calculating pupil-teacher ratios is taken
from the official August pupil and staff
census returns which are completed by
school principals. The data collected by
the August census returns farms part of
the Annual Report of the Education
Department of Western Australia which
is tabled in Parliament each year.

Separate pupil-teacher ratios are
calculated in respect of primary and
secondary for the purpose of calculating
pupil-teacher ratios. Special schools are
included as primary schools.

In Western Australia, the term
"Teacher" for the purpose of this
calculation means "Professional staff
member on regular continuous duty in
schools, calculated on a full-time
equivalent basis". This includes
principals, deputy principals, classroom
teachers, teacher librarians and remedial
or resource teachers. It does not include
any staff member based at head office
or at regional centres; nor does it include
teachers on leave (paid or unpaid),
librarians Who are not teacher trained,
guidance officers, social workers or any
other professional support staff
members; nor does it include teacher
aides, library aides, laboratory
assistants, clerical staff, caretakers,
gardeners or any other ancillary staff
members.

It should also be noted that interstate
comparisons of pupil/teacher ratios are
misleading because different criteria are
included such as staff on leave or relief
staff. These categories are never
included in the Western Australian
calculations.

(5) No.

EDUCATION

Policy Statements by Director General

616. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Can he say how the policy statements

issued by the Director General of
Education are formulated and, in

particular, what consideration is given to
the input from discussions amongst
departmental administrators,
Government policy directives and
consultation with principals, Teachers'
Union representatives, WACSSO
representatives and other concerned
sections of the community?

(2) Once these policy statements have been
issued, what scope is there for
discussion, criticism and feed back by
and from:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
M0

The Teachers' Union;
groups of teachers;
individual teachers;
the WACSSO;
individual parents;
other community organisations?

(3) If such feed back is allowed for-
(a) how is it monitored; and
(b) to what extent is there allowance

for subsequent policy modification?

(4) (a) Can he say whether any such
modifications have been made to
policy statements so far released;
and

(b) if so, what these modifications have
been?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) Policy papers issued from the
office of the Director General are a
broad guide to departmental thinking.
They are prepared by a panel of senior
officers as a contribution towards open
discussion and comment, and are not to
be taken as a set of instructions or rules.
Generally, teacher reaction to policy
papers has been positive although
several have excited little or no
comment. Both within and outside
schools, these papers have been
welcomed as a positive step towards
more open administration in education,
and as a positive means by which
parents, teachers, and the community,
might be better informed and able to
comment on education trends. During
preparation, the known views of relevant
organisations and bodies are taken into
account, and reaction to them following
their distribution is encouraged and
welcomed. To promote such discussion
and comment all papers are widely
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distributed to all schools, parent
organisations; and other interested
groups.

(3) and (4) Staffing is the sole question that
has been the subject of two papers and
the comments which were received were
considered and influenced the revision of
the staffing policy.

EDUCATION

Policy Statements by Director General
617. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Is he aware that while the majority of

teachers are not opposed to changes in
policy, they are anxious about the issue
of a number of recent policy statements
from the Director General in the
absence of a clear statement of the aims
of the overall general policy behind
these changes?

(2) Does he see a need to issue such a
general policy statement?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), when does he intend to
issue such a statement?

(4) What allowance will be made for a full
public and parliamentary debate of any
such statements on changes in education
policy?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
See answer to question 616 on today's
Notice Paper.

EDUCATION

Funding: School-based
618. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Is he aware of the high level of concern

amongst school principals about the
implications of implementing the policy
statement on school-based funding?

(2) Is he prepared to ease these anxieties by
clarifying the terms of its
implementation?

(3) In particular-
(a) when will the policy be

implemented;
(b) how will it be implemented;
(c) what extra assistance will be made

available to principals to ensure its
effective implementation;

(d) what in-service provisions will be
made to equip principals and other
teachers to deal with its
implementation?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) No. The present proposal was

discussed with representatives of the
Primary and Secondary Principal's
Associations prior to the preparation of
a pilot project at three schools.
All that is happening at present is that a
pilot project is proceeding in three
schools. Until the outcomes can be
monitored no decisions will be taken
regarding continuation or extension of
the scheme, and when more information
is available regarding possible future
implementation of school based decision
making, including funding
arrangements, the proposal will be
referred for further comment to
interested parties, including the parent
organisations, the principals'
associations and the Teachers' Union.
for comment.

COURTHOUSE
Boulder

619. Mr GRILL, to the Minister representing the
Attorney General:
(1) On what date was the Boulder

courthouse closed permanently?
(2) For what reason was the courthouse

closed?
(3) When was the courthouse built?
(4) (a) When was the courthouse opened;

and
(b) for how many years did it remain in

operation?
(5) What functions were normally carried

on in the courthouse?
(6) What event led up to the decision to

close the courthouse?
(7) Was the reluctance of the resident

magistrate to sit in the courthouse a
significant factor in the decision to close
the courthouse?

(8) What other country areas, with the
population of Boulder, are without a
courthouse?

(9) Was there any consultation with the
Shire of Boulder over the decision to
close the courthouse?

(10) If the answer to (9) is "Yes"-
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(a) could the nature of the consultation
be specified; and

(b) could any documentation or letters
on the subject be tabled?

(11) Did the Shire of Boulder protest to the
Government over the closure of the
courthouse?

(32) (a) What was the nature of the protest;
and

(b) what consideration, if any, was
given to it by the Government?

(13) Did any other persons or bodies protest
against the closure of the courthouse?

(14) What level of business is normally
considered adequate to sustain the
operation of a courthouse in a country
area?

(15) Were local Justices of the Peace
consulted prior to the making of the
decision to close the courthouse?

(16) What was the nature of the latter
mentioned consultations, if any?

(17) What opinion did the Justices of the
Peace express on the subject?

(18) Was the local Member of Parliament
consulted on the proposed closure, prior
to the decision being made?

(19) What other parties or bodies were
consulted over the closure of the
courthouse?

(20) Who was instrumental in deciding
against having persons arrested or
apprehended or persons summoned by
the Boulder police, brought before the
bench at the Boulder courthouse?

(21) When was the latter mentioned decision
made?

(22) What influence did the resident
magistrate have on the latter mentioned
decision?

(23) What were the factors involved in the
decision last mentioned?

(24) (a) Did any person or body protest
against the latter mentioned
decision; and

(25)
(b) if so, which persons or what bodies?
(a) Were any local bodies or persons

informed of the latter mentioned
decision prior to its implementation;

(b) if so, who were the bodies or
persons; and

(c) what was their response?
(26) Who is the present owner of the land

and buildings comprising the Boulder
courthouse?

(27) (a) Who has control of the said land
and buildings; and

(b) who has the right to possession and
occupancy of same?

(28) (a) If the Crown is not the owner of the
said land and buildings, who is; and

(b) how and on what terms was
ownership divested from the
Crown?

(29) If the Crown is not in possession and/or
occupancy of the said land and buildings
then-
(a) who is; and
(b) how and on what terms was

possession and/or occupancy
divested from the Crown?

(30) In the event that the Crown has divested
itself of either ownership, possession or
occupancy of the said land and
buildings, then-
(a) when was the decision to do so

made;
(b) when was it implemented; and
(c) what negotiations led up to the

decision and its implementation?
(31) What is the courthouse and land

presently being used for?
(32) In the event that the Crown did divest

itself of the ownership of the land and
building and/or the possession or
occupancy thereof, what consideration
did, or is the Crown receiving?

(33) Was the Government aware that shortly
prior to the closure of the courthouse a
firm of solicitors had announced its
decision to move to Boulder from
Kalgoorlie and to occupy premises in
close proximity to the courthouse, thus
possibly ensuring a steady flow of
business through the courthouse?

(34) If the Government itself was not directly
aware of the last mentioned fact, was it
not indirectly informed of same either
through-
(a)
(b)
(c)

the resident magistrate;
the courthouse staff; or
the Boulder shire?

(35) (a) What improvements and
maintenance were effected to the
courthouse building in each of the
three years prior to closure; and

(b) what were the costs of same?
(36) What was the cost of operating the

courthouse in terms of wages, etc., in
each of the three years prior to its
closure?

1252



[Tuesday, 2nd May, 1978) 25

(37) What level of business of all types was
effected through the courthouse in each
of the three years prior to its closure?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) 8th July, 1977.
(2) It had been known for some

considerable time that the maintenance
of a Court at Boulder was not justified
because of its proximity to the
Kalgoorlie Court and the low volume of
work handled by the office.

(3) 1900.

(4) (a) 1900
(b) 77 years

(5) Functions normally carried out in the
courthouse included activities associated
with-

Local Court
Court of Petty Sessions
Children's Court
Assistant District Registrar of Births,

Deaths and Marriages
Agent for Public Trustee
Sale of revenue stamps and assessing

stamp duty on legal documents
Collecting revenue on behalf of PWD

-Water Supply, and Department
of Lands and Surveys.

(6) The continuing decline in business
conducted by the court.

(7) No.
(8) None. Kalgoorlie and Boulder are

merging towns and as such share
common facilities of various
Government Departments.

(9) The Premier advised the Boulder Shire
of the decision to close the courthouse in
a letter dated 28th June. 1977. There
had been no prior consultation with the
shire.

(10) Not applicable.
(11) yes.

(12) (a) In a letter dated 18th July, 1977,
the acting shire clerk advised the
Premier that the council wished to
express its grave concern at the
Government's action in closing
down the courthouse without prior
consultation with the shire.

(b) In reply the Premier advised the
shire that the decision to close the
courthouse was inevitable. The
advantage that may have accrued
to a few people by allowing the
court to remain open was far
outweighed by the significant cost
of maintaining the public utility in
an atmosphere of steadily declining
activity.

(13) No other protest was received by the.
Government.

(14) Three country courts having levels of
business comparable to Boulder are
conducted by full time Clerks of Courts.
In each instance the courts are not
within close proximity of a major court.

(15) No.
(16) Not applicable.
(17) None.
(18) No.
(19) The Road Traffic Authority was

consul ted with respect to taking over
collection of revenue which was received
on behalf of other departments by the
Clerk of Courts, Boulder.

(20) Some arrest charges were dealt with in
the Boulder Court. As the Boulder
Police Station did not operate on three
shifts any Persons apprehended during
the evening were conveyed to the
Kalgoorlie Police Station where they
were charged. These persons were
subsequently brought before the
Kalgoorlie Court. It was the decision of
the Stipendiary Magistrate, Kalgoorlie,
to discontinue hearing defended petty
sessions charges in the Boulder Court. It
was also his instruction that all
summons matters be made returnable
for hearing in the Kalgoorlie Court.

(21) 1975.
(22) Answered by (20) above.
(23) The close proximnity of Boulder to

Kalgoorlie and the infinitely better court
facility at the latter centre.

(24) (a) The department is not aware of any
complaints.

(b) Not applicable.
(25) (a) No.

(b) and (c) Not applicable.
(26) Minister for Works.
(27) (a) Minister for Works.

(b) Shire Of Boulder
Commonwealth
Corporation.

and
Banking
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(28) Answered by (27) above.

(29) (a) Answered by (27) (a) above.
(b) The eastern wing is leased to the

Commonwealth Banking
Corporation until 31st July, 1978,
with option of renewal for a further
three years. Rental $975 per
annum.

(30) (a) and (b) Early in the 1930s in the
case of the Commonwealth Dank.
December 1977 in the case of the
Shire.

(c) No information available as regards
bank premises, Shire approached
Public Works Department on
behalf of Goldfields Camera Club
arid Easter Goldfields CB Radio
Club.

(31) Bank and community purposes.

(32) Answered by (29) (b).

(33) According to a statement in the
KaIgoorlie Miner of 22nd March,
1977-

"Mr. Grill, a solicitor, said he
would be opening an office in Burt
Street soon and this would result in
more business being directed to the
Boulder Clerk of Courts."
The Government presumfes that this
is the firm of solicitors referred to
in the Member's question.

(34) (a) to (c) Not applicable.

(35) (a) Improvements and maintenance
effected to the courthouse building
in the three years prior to the
closure were-
6i)

(ii)

(wi)

Fencing to site boundary 12th
September. 1974.
Sewer connection 11Ith
November, 1975.
Electrical upgrading April,
1977.

(b) Costs incurred-
$

(i) 2 525
(ii) 3 303

(iii) 900

(36) 18 950
22 100
24600

(37)
Year

1974.......
1973 .... ..
1 976.......

LOWl
Court

plaints
304
249
137

charso

104
27

Childen~s
Court
charw

49

20

32

Famfily Caub
Law register

Appla. assessmnts
7 554

1 6493

SEWERAGE
Investigation

620. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Pjanning:

(1) How much is being paid to a
consultancy firm (Fraser Consultants
Pty. Ltd.) for its investigation of
sewerage reticulation in Western
Australia?

(2) Was the contract open to tender?
(3) If so, how many tenderers were there?
(4) When did tenders open and close?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Fraser Consultants ty. Ltd. was
engaged to carry out the brief on a time
basis for a fee estimated at $12 000 with
a maximum amount of $15 000.

(2) No. Fraser Consultants ty. Ltd. was
appointed after considering submissions
from five firms.

(3) Six firms were invited to make

s ubmissions and five did so.
(4) Not applicable.

WATER SUPPLIES
South Dandalup Dam

621. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Forests:

(1) Is she aware of reports of numerous oil
spillages on the Huntley and Del Park
mine sites in the catchment of the South
Dandalup dam?

(2) If "Yes" -

(a) what number of spillages have been
reported; and

(b) over what period?

(3) What action has been taken on these
spillages?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) (a) and (b) 21 small spillages have
been reported between the
commencement of detailed records
in January 1978 and 20th April,
1978,
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(3) The location of the spillages was
reported to Alcoa of Australia (W.A.)
Limited. Of the I I spillages considered
to be of any significance the company
treated one by dispersal with detergent
and 10 by removal of the affected soil
from the catchment area.

WATER SUPPLIES
South Panda lup Dam

622. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) Is he aware of oil spillages on the

Huntley and Del Park mine sites?
(2) (a) What number of spillages have

been reported; and
(b) over what period?

(3) What action has been taken over these
spillages?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes, there have been accidental

spillages.
(2) (a) and (b) Water Board officers are

aware of three significant spillages
over a period of four years,
although officers of the Forests
Department have reported a total of
21 since January, 1978. Of these
only I I would have any
significance.

(3) In the case of significant spillages,
affected soil has been collected and
disposed of off the catchment area. In
other cases detergents have been used to
disperse the residue.

WATER SUPPLIES
South Dandalup Dam

623. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Works:
Is it a fact that the Forests Department
were refused permission by his
department to establish an airstrip
adjacent to the Dwellingup/Banksiadale
road on the grounds that a single
aircraft accident may cause undue
pollution of South Dandalup dam?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No. The prospect of using a now disused
railway reserve and bitumen road has
been canvassed by officers. A preference
to a site further away from the water

basin has been expressed by Water
Board officers because of the risk of
pollution to the storage in the event of
an accident.

WATER SUPPLIES

South DandalIup Dam

624. Mr BARNETT', to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) Is the report in the Daily News on 24th

April. 1978 that "Alcoa has been given
permission to pump 454 600 litres of
water daily from South Dandalup
Dam", correct?

(2) Is it a fact that this water will be used to
water the niinesite roads?

(3) (a) Is Alcoa obtaining any other water
from public water supplies;

(b) if so, where;
(c) how much; and
(d) what for?

(4) What percentage of the draw from
metropolitan water supplies is drawn by
Alcoa?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1)
(2)

Yes.
Yes, some of it. The alternative of a
chemical stabiliser is currently under
investigation.

(3) (a)
(b)
(C)

Yes.
Kwinana, Pinjarra and Bunbury.
For 12 months ending 30th June,
1977:-

Kwinana-734 648 KI
Pinjarra-4 264 462 KI
Bunbury-lO 216 KI

(d) Kwinana and Pinjarra-Plant
processing and domestic purposes.
Bunbury-Watering ships and
domestic purposes.

(4) For 12 months ending
1977-0.42 per cent.

30th June,

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Aiwest Worsicy Alumina Reflnery Energy

625. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) If any source of energy other than coal

is to be used at the Worsicy refinery,
would he please enumerate?
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(2) What quantity of energy will be used
annually at-
(a) commencement capacity of one

million tonnes of alumina in 1981;
(b) the proposed ultimate capacity of

two million tonnes of alumina?
(3) Is it proposed that North-West Shelf gas

be used for this refinery at any stage?
(4) If so-

(a) at what stage would it be
introduced; and

(b) at what quantity?
(5) What would be the ultimate

consumption of natural gas at the plant's
design capacity?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Imported fuel oil will be used for the

calcination of alumina.
(2) (a) Coal: approximately 800 000 tonnes

per year
Fuel Oil: approximately 85 000
tonnes per year

(b) Twice the above quantities
(3) (4) and (5) There is no proposal that

North West Shelf gas be used as a fuel
for the Worsley refinery.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Alcoa Pinjarrat and Kwinana Alumina

Refineries: Energy

626. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Could he give the energy consumption of
the Pinjarra and Kwinana alumina
refineries in 1977 stating in each case
the energy source?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Kwinana: Fuel oil: approximately
400 000 tonnes.
Pinjarra: Fuel oil: approximately
190000 tonnes. Natural Gas:
approximately 320 million cubic metres.

EDUCATION
Swan View and Eastern Hills High Schools

627. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Will he advise which primary schools

currently feed students to-
(a) Swan View High School:

(b) Eastern Hills High School?

(2) Are any changes to these arrangements
contemplated?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(I) (a) Swan View High School
Bellevue Primary School
Darlington Primary School (20%)
Glen Forrest Primary School (10%)
Gree 'nmount Primary School
Helena Valley Primary School
Koongamia Primary School
Midvale Primary School (10%)
Swan View Primary School

(b) Eastern Hills Senior High School
Chidlow Primary School
Darlington Primary School (35%)
Glen Forrest Primary School (80%)
Mt Helena Primary School
Mundaring Primary School
Sawyers Valley Primary School
Wooroloo, Primary School

(2) Not at this stage.

TOWN PLANNING

Ea stern Corridor Study Report

628. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:
(1) Has he or the Chairman of the

Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority been approached to extend
the closing date for submissions on the
Eastern Corridor Study Report?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) to what date; and
(b) with what result?

(3) if "No" to (1), will he give
consideration to extending the closing
date to 31Ist July, 1978?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes, Chairman of the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority.

(2) (a) to 31Ist July, 1978
(b) the Metropolitan Region Planning

Authority has agreed to the
extension and will shortly make a
public statement.

(3) Not applicable.
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DEPARTMENT FOR COMMUNITY
WELFARE

Children's Panel
629. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for

Community Welfare:
(1) Was the position chairman, children's

panel, in the field division of the
Department for Community Welfare,
advertised in the Government Gazette
dated 25th November, 1977, with
applications also called outside the
Public Service?

(2) Do the provisions of section 71 of the
Child Welfare Act require that this
position be filled by an officer of the
department?

(3) Did the department then refrain from
filling the position following this
advertisement?

(4) Did the department then re-advertise
outside the service in the Government
Gazette of 31st March, 2978, a position
bearing the same departmental number,
having the same classification and an
identical list of duties as the previous
advertisement but now bearing the title
executive officer?

(5) Has this procedure not been adapted to
circumvent the requirements of the Act?

(6) Does the Public Service Board now
intend to co-operate with the
department by making an appointment
of an executive officer and then
subsequently re-titling the position back
to chairman, children's panel?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes-but not necessarily an officer with

long service.
(3) and (4) Yes.
(5) No, to comply with the Act and to

secure the most competent and efficient
person for the position.

(6) No-Chairman children's panel is an
internal title and the chairman is
selected by the Director, Department for
Community Welfare. He could select
the chairman from any number of
departmental officers but, in practice,
will select the executive officer.

YANCHEP SUN CITY
Government's Proposals

630. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:
Adverting to question 52 of 16th March,
1978 relevant to Yanchep Sun City, can

he inform Parliament what proposals
have been adopted by his Government to
"ensure the stability and continuity of
the project"?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The fact that a company capable of
fulfilling all its financial and other
obligations will be in charge of the
project and fully committed to the laws
of the State-especially those to do with
local government and town planning-is
basic to the stability and continuity of
the project. This has been achieved with
Commonwealth and State Government
approval, and with adequate provision
for the entry of an Australian partner
when a suitable one is available and
willing to participate.

TRANSPORT

Taxis: Bucket Seats
631. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Adverting to his answer to my question

132 of 1978, is it not correct that there
will be no problems in relation to Road
Traffic Authority approval and
conformity with approved Australian
vehicle design rules for taxis fitted with
bucket seats, if the Taxi Control Board
licenses taxis to carry four passengers?

(2) Is he aware that taxis rarely carry fares
which include five passengers?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) It is correct, providing the vehicles

satisfy the specifications as set down by
the Road Traffic Taxi Car Regulations
1975.

(2) Past information received from the
industry indicates that five passenger
taxi cars are required.

TRAFFIC

Motor Vehicle Licence Plates
632. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Has his Government decreed, or is it its
intention to decree, that blue (motor
vehicle) number plates shall be endorsed
with the words "W.A. State of
Excitement" so that purchasers thereof
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shall be obliged to suffer the same
imposition as the purchasers of standard
plates?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
No-although it is not conceded that
there is any imposition for those who
have plates carrying the endorsement
"W.A. State of Excitement".

633. This question was postponed.

HEALTH

Chiropractors: Examina tions and
Registrations

634. Mr HODGE. to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Chiropractors Act 1964 make

provision for the Chiropractors
Registration Board to conduct
examinations of applicants seeking
registration?

(2) Does the Board regularly set
examinations for persons seeking
registration as a chiropractor?

(3) If "Yes" to (2)-
(a) how many applicants have been

examined in the past 12 months;
and

(b) how many have been successful?
(4) if "No" to (2), why not?
(5) Does the Chiropractors Registration

Board have authority to grant
provisional registration to persons
seeking registration under the
Chiropractors Act 1964?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) No.
(2) to (4) Not applicable.
(5) No.

635. This question was postponed.

CREDIT UNIONS
Legislation and Regulations

636. Mr HODGE, to the Chief Secretary:
(1)

(2)

(3)

Does any legislation exist in this State to
regulate the operation of credit unions?
If "Yes" what are the Acts and
regulations?
If legislation does not exist, is any
planned?

Mr O'Connor (for Mr O'NEIL) replied:
(1) No. Not specifically for credit unions.
(2) Not applicable.
(3)' Yes.

ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX

Stock Hauliers

637. Mr MeIVER, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Transport:
(1) Would the Minister advise when

licensed road stock hauliers were exempt
from road maintenance charges?

(2) Would the Minister also advise how the
decision of exemption was arrived at?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The amendment to the Road Main-

tenance (Contribution) Act exempting
livestock transport from payment of
road maintenance contribution was
assented to on 8th December, 1970.

(2) On the cost of stock cartage and the
unsuitability in many cases of rail to be
able to offer an alternative mode of
transport due to the rapid delivery
required, .the varying size of the
consignments and the magnitude of the
number of pick up points which needed
to be serviced.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS

Late Trading

1.Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
(1) Have any arrangements been made for

any Government offices to be open for
late trading on Thursday night,
particularly those offices which may
collect money, so that members of the
public can pay bills?

(2) 1 should like to know also whether
members of the factories and shops
inspections branch will be on duty?

Sir CHARLES COURT'replied:
(1) The member has asked this question

previously. To the best of my knowledge
no Government department offices will
be open especially because of late
shopping on the night in question, if that
is the night the member has in mind.

(2) I suggest the question be directed to my
colleague.
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LATE NIGHT SHOPPING

Minister's Enforcement

2. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Labour and
Industry:

Is the Minister aware that his attempts
to enforce late night shopping this
Thursday before retailers are ready for
it, might well jeopardise the long-term
prospects of. late night shopping in the
metropolitan area?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
There is no substance in the member's
implied allegation. The Government's
intention to proceed with late night
shopping was made known
approximately six months ago. Several
months ago I asked retailers to prepare
for it and to consult the unions
concerned. If the retailers and the
unions could not reach agreement, I
advised that the issue should be taken to
the Industrial Commission. Several
months have elapsed since that time.
The Government had to declare a date
on which late night shopping would
commence. It has done that. Also the
Government has gazetted the necessary
regulations. That was carried out last
Friday.
There is no possibility of changing the
situation. I should like to point out to
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
that in the State of Tasmania there are
no restrictions on shopping. The retail
traders can operate 24 hours a day,
seven days a week. Recently I spoke to
the Premier of Tasmania and he told me
they have no problems at all 'as far as
trading hours are concerned. I repeat
there are no restrictions on shopping in
Tasmania.

Mr Davies: And no after-hours trad ing.
Mr CiRAYDEN: I do not know what the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
worrying about. There is no compulsion
on retail traders to open. We are simply
lifting restrictions in respect of trading
on Thursday nights. We are saying to
the retailers, "You can do it if you want
to and if you do not want to, you do not
have to."

LATE NIGHT SHOPPING

Industrial Commission's Proceedings

3. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

In view of his allegation that the
retailers and the unions have had
adequate time to prepare for late night
shopping, is he aware that even if they
reach accord with their normal
arrangentents, it is highly unlikely the
Industrial Commission will have time to
legalise any course of action before next
Thursday?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I think this is a rather pathetic question.
Here is a matter which, in all
probability, could be resolved in one
week's time. It may be four weeks before
the matter is resolved, but proceedings
before the Industrial Commission could
have commenced four, five, or six
months ago, but they did not. Therefore.
it is the consumer, of course, who will be
adversely affected.

Mr Jamieson: The consumers will be
adversely affected only because of the
policy of the Government.

Mr GRAYDEN: Without exception, the
expressions from the public, from
industry-that is, the retailers-and
from the unions were that this was the
greatest step forward ever taken for
consumers in New South Wales.

Mr Davies: You kid yourself.

LATE NIGHT SHOPPING
Closure of Shops

4. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

Is the Minister aware that as very few
shops intend to open with the
introduction of late night shopping, the
prices of goods in those shops will be
affected by the increased share of fixed
costs which the shops which do open will
have to bear?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
The inference from that statement is
nonsensical-

Opposition members: In the extreme!
Mr GRAYDEN: -in the extreme.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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LATE NIGHT SHOPPING
Meat and Allied Trades Federation Deputation

5. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(I) Did the Minister receive a request for a

deputation recently from the Meat and
Allied Trades Federation regarding late
night shopping?

(2) Did he receive the deputation?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) 1 did receive a request.
(2) 1 did not grant the request.
(3) There was absolutely no need to grant a

request.
Mr Davies: For goodness sake!
Mr GRAYDEN: The situation which applies

in the Eastern States, when a large
departmental store opens for night
trading, is that the meat section does not
open because meat is not sold at
nighttime.

Mr Davies: No-one eats meat at night!
Mr GRAYDEN: There is no obligation on

butchers, or the meat sections of
departmental stores, to open at night.

Mr H. D. Evans: Then why not meet them,
and tell them?

Mr CRAYDEN: In the circumstances what
is the point in opening meat sections?

WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT
Amending Legislation

6. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier-
(1) Was it correctly reported in this

morning's issue of The West Australian
that amendments to the Workers'
Compensation Act, which include
provisions relating to lump sum
payments, are to be introduced this
week?

(2) If so, is it the intention of the
Government to have the Bill passed
through all stages in this House either
this week or next week, or are such
controversial aspects as lump sum
payments to be left on the notice paper
for further consideration during the
second part of the session?

Mr Grayden: Notice was given this evening.
Mr Tonkin: I am aware of that.
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

1' id (2) It is the intention of the
)vernment, as the member now knows,
-introduce a Bill dealing with workers'

compensation during this session. The
Minister has given notice, and it will be
introduced as quickly as practicable.
For good reason the Government would
like to have the Bill through during this
part of the 1978 session.
However, the actual question of
programming between now and when
this part of the session terminates will be
discussed by me with the Leader of the
Opposition in due course, as is
customary at this stage of the session.
At that time a timetable can be
implemented or worked out, 1 hope.

FISHERIES
Hunts Canning Company

7. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Has the Minister received a report from

the Department of Industrial
Development questioning the accuracy
of a statement concerning the need for
Hunts Canning Company to close if the
salmon fishermen in the Albany region
did not sell their catch exclusively to
Hunts cannery?

(2) If so, will he table the report?
(3) If he has not received the report, when

does he expect to receive it?
(4) If he has received the report, does it

indicate that Hunts Canning Company
would have been forced to close if the
Minister had not ordered the salmon
fishermen to sell their catch exclusively
to that cannery?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) In due course.
(4) Not applicable.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOUR
INDUSTRY

AND

Factories and Shops Branch: Late Trading

8. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour and
Industry:

My question follows the invitation by
the Premier, and I ask the Minister for
Labour and Industry whether or not
inspectors from the factories and shops
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branch will be on the job next Thursday
night?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I am perplexed.

Mr Bryce: We know, in the extreme.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAYDEN: What is the Leader of the

Opposition talking about? There is
absolutely no need for inspectors from
the factories and shops inspection
branch to be on the job on Thursday
night.

Mr Davies: What about the motorcar yards?
Legislation has not gone through to
allow them to open.

Mr GRAYDEN: Of course, however that
has been made absolutely clear. Does
the Leader of the Opposition want us to
persecute people?

Mr Bryce: We simply want people to adhere
to the law.

Mr GRAYDEN: Does the Opposition want
us to carry out a vendetta against those
people? We have had a lot of
experience. The Department of Labour
and Industry, through its factories and
shops inspection branch, is constantly
monitoring the situation in respect of
shops and will continue to do so.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is you who is conducting
the vendetta.

MINING
North Kalgurli Mines

9. Mr GRILL, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Government as yet received a

submission from North Kalgurli Mines
Ltd. for financial assistance to, have its
nickel treatment plant converted for the
treatment of gold?

(2) If so, when was the submission received?
(3) Would the Treasurer indicate the

general nature of the application for
Financial assistance?

(4) What is the attitude of the Government
towards the application in view of the
fact that the company has issued notices
terminating the employment of its
employees on the 3 1st May?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) to (4) In view of the specific points raised
by the honourable member, I think it
would be fairer if he puts the question

on the notice paper or, alternatively, he
provides me with a copy of the question
so that I can answer it tomorrow. He
has asked specific questions and I do not
think it is fair to expect an answer off
the cuff.

BAUXITE MINING
Available Foirst within Alcoa's Lease

10. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
Industrial Development:

for

In view of the answer the Minister gave
to my question 19 of this year, in which
he indicated there were sufficient
bauxite reserves in the western high
rainfall area of the Darling Scarp to
allow for expanded alumina production
for the next 20 years. has that situation
changed to allow for only a 10 to 15-
year supply as stated by the Minister in
his 1978 introductory speech for the
Alumina Refinery (Wagerup)
Agreement and Acts Amendment Bill?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I do not think an exact time period has
ever been stated either by way of answer
to questions or in my speech. If the
member reads my comments he will see
that a period of 15 to 20 years. or more,
has been allowed, depending on
expansion.

Mr Barnett: The Minister made two very
definite statements; one was for a period
of 20 years and the other was (or a
period of 10 to 15 years.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MENSAROS: It is quite unusual for a

member to interject while a question is
being answered. If the member is not
interested in the answer, I will sit down.

WATER SUPPLIES
Rates: New System

11. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
There was an error in question No. 575
I asked the Premier earlier, which could
have been a typing error or as a result of
my bad writing. To clear up the matter,
I ask the Premier whether he expects to
introduce legislation on new water
rating in the Legislative
Assembly-rather than to Cabinet as
mentioned in the question.
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I amn wondering whether the Premier
wants to get that legislation through
Parliament before it rises at the end of
this pant of the session?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
[ must admit, in answering the question,
I answered on the basis of legislation
being introduced in Parliament.

It is intended to introduce it as soon as
possible and, as the Leader of the
Opposition is aware, it will be
necessary-if it is to have effective
application from the 1st July-for it to
be passed before this part of the session
concludes. It will then be effective for
the financial year 1978-79.
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